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INTRODUCTION,

Tae present little volume would never have been :
obtruded mpon the public, but for the recent efforts
of the Roman elergy of Bardstown: to muin the author
by a civil suit for a pretended libel upon the charae-
ter of a priest. Providentially located in Bardstown :
several years since, he found Popery in power there.
The Roman clergy, ?rj.' means of the number of thei
adherents, their wealth, their literary institutionsand

their political power, exerted an almost irresistible
influence. Circumstances made it his duty to deliv
er several lectures in defence of Protestantism, which =
had so long been misrepresented by them. This stej
on his part brought down upon him the wrath of the
establishment. A controversy of considerable length
ensued, They finally xetired from_the public dis- 3
cussion, a~d published against him a very abusive
book, under a fictitious signature. Soon after this,
they commenced the publication ul' the Catholic Ad- 2

vocate in Bardstown. * In self-defence, he tho 1ght i

necessary also to publish a paper. e therefore com- .
mencec the 1}:tfr1}(_f;:!ii1i1 of the 1\\’:'_“: tern Protestant, '.
a piper which he still edits. Several articles pub-
lished in the Protestant, concerning a Nun who had
disappeared under suspicious circumstances, afforded
the priests an opportunity, which they greedily em-
braced, to injure him by a civil suit. The principal
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1V INTRODUCTION.

design of this little volume, is to present to the pub-
lic the evidence introduced into Court in the trial.
The evidence was taken down from the mouths of the
witnesses, and read and signed by the Court. As
this is the first suit of the kind that has oceurred in
our country, and as the testimony will throw some
light upon the true character of Nunneries, the author
has, at -the solicitation of a number of friends, pre-
senfed the evidence to an inquiring public.

In addition to this, the reader wiil find some re-
marks, in the first part of this work, on the subject of
Celibacy, Nunneries, &e¢., designed {o show theim-
moral tendency of such establishments, and the im-
propriety of educating young females in them. “That
the motives of the author will be impugned by Pa
pists and their tools, is what he is induced by the past
to anticipate. - For that, however, he is not particu-
larly concerned. He has for a length of time been
convinced, that the public were deceived in relation
to the true character of Nunnerieg; and he feels it to
be his duty to submit his views, formed after consid-
erable examination, to a candid public, that they may
judge of their correctness and act aceordingly, The
advantages in favor of Protestantism, resulting from
the controversy thus far, reconcile him to the abuse
which has been heaped upon him by the clergy and

some of their misguided votaries.
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‘It is net good for man 1o be alone,” was
the laneuace of Gold, when he first created

him, _&((.”i!ll“"-l\ he made for him “a help
mete.” This doctrine was believed and acted
upon l]'r)ln the crcation until the church of
Rome discovered that celibacy was a holier
state than matrimony. 'T'he priests who of-
ficiated at the altar under the old Dispensa-
tion, were required to be holy; but they vere
never forbidden to marry. The dpmtlm of
Christ were expected to he “ex: 'mplf of the
believers, in word, in conversation, in charity,
in spirit, in 1mm 2o(T" Pima-4 1 I""_ yet lﬂ(\
claimed the  right “to Ir ad about a sister, a wife,”
and the “brethren of the Ford and ftpf)h"
exercised 'h'll rich
remarkable, that Jesus Christ should have cho-
son a mmr[ml man for the first Pope; for Peter
certainly had a wife. “And Simon’s wife’s
motheér was taken with a great fever.” Tuke
f: 38. It is true, Paul recommended in time
of persecution, that those who could safely do
so, should remain single: “I suppose, therefore,
that ihis is good for the present distress; I say,
that itis'good for a man so-te be.”” 1 Cor. 7: 26.
Yet in the verse preceding he says, “Now con-
cerning virgins I have no commandment of the
Lord;” and so well was he acquainted with hu-
man nature, that after having said “It is good
for a man not to touch a woman.” he immedi-
B

ht. 1 Cor. 9: 5. 1tisrather
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U CELIBACY.

a a(]\ gives this advice: “Neverthelesz, to avoid

fornication, let every man have his own wife,

mnd let every woman have her own husband.’
l Cor. 8: 1, 2.  And so far from forbidding cler-
cymen to marry, when directing Titus in the
f.l(‘f_.i:un of men to be erdained bishops he says,
¢If any be blameless, the husband of one wife,
"mz'z'ng'l;’hz'!/{_/}r[ children,”’ &c. Titus 1:6.:5¥Wri-
ting to Timothy he says, “A hl ius]l must be
b [ame |ass, the /Hf‘-l’)f’! (l Hf One w ;;. . L Tim. 3: 2.
Such is the plain and simple teaching of the
word of God upon this subject. But the P ope
and his (1(1“\ have become wise “above what
is written.’ They have made the discovery,
it would seem, that by marriage, which God
says “is honorable in all.” men contract a de-
gree of imlmm so great, ih 't they are whol i\
mnfit to exercise the office of the minis stry.  They

h wve thought fit to annul or deny the doctrine of

Paul, and to say, a bishop mus st not be the I|u~—
.nnd of one wife , must nof have children.
They would even depose a man hom the min-
istry, who should be as mpure as s Peter was.
md as Paul claimed the right to be! N vy, they
will not even allow the lowest nuic of de 2acons
tc be as unholy as the apostles of Christ were!
For it should be observed, that the Roman
church does not require celibacy of her clergy
merely- as a matter of ¢ tj:(-‘frfun y, but because
t-is a holier state. The council of Trent says,
“Wi nm ver shall affirm, that the conjugal state
is o be preferred to a life of virginity or celib-
acy, :tIH] that it is not belter .md more conducive
to l':;}mim:FS to remain in virginity or L'F'IH.HU.'}
than to be married; let him bhe accursed.”” And
the Catechism of Trent says, “As it is the duty



CELIBACY. y

of the pastor to propose to himself the holiness
and perfection of the faithful. his earnest desires
must be in full accordance with those of the
Apostle, when, writing to the Corinthians, he
cavs. ‘I would that all men were even as myself;’
that is. that all embraced the virtue of conti-
nence.” p. 222,

This doctrine is somewhat sincular, when we
consider that marriage is one of the seven sacra-
ments of the Roman church. ¢ Whoever shall
affirm that matrimony is not truly and properly
one of the seven sacraments of the cvangelical
|aw——and does not confer grace—let him be
accursed.” Matrimony i1s a sacrament which
confers grace; and yet we have more grace
by ;'e_:in.\‘;iixg, than by receiving it! It is worthy
of remark, in passing, thatin reference to the
ability of all persons to live virtuously in a slate
of celibacy, the council of Trent flatly contra-
dicts the word of God. They szy, “Whoever
shall affirm, that all persons may marry who
feel that though they should make a yow of
chastity, they have not the gift thereof; let him
beaccursed—=for God does not deny his gifts
to those who ask aright, neither does he suffer
us to be tempted above that we are able.” Here
we are taught that all persons can obtain the
gift of chastity, as they call if, if they choose.
dut what does the Saviour say? ¢His disciples
say unto him, ‘If the case of a man be so with
his wife, it is not good to marry.?? °

Ihis looked
comething like a squinting at Popery. “But
he said unto them 44l men cannot receive this
‘r_e_{..’;'r:'.;". save f;tfy to ?u",fm.rrz ol rﬁﬁ'g‘fl‘r'n.' 2 }[Elth. 1-‘15:
10, 11. Paul says, “I wouald that all men were
even as I myself; but cvery man hath his proper
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S CELIBACY.

oift of God, one after this wanner, and another

2 . ¥ - i [ -
after that. 1 Cor. 7:17.

Jut suppose we admit that Paul :r_.xH\ desired

thm all men shoul I abstain from ma: wriage, and

of course that the human race should bee ome

extinct; and that he did advise all to remainp

unmarried; would this justify the church of

Rome in positively commanding what God did
hot command?  Paul says expressly, “Now con-

Al

eerning virgins I have no commandment of the
Lord.” ~And again, “But and if thou marry.
itrow hast not sinned.” 1 Cor. 7: 25. 98. Paul

had no commandmeni on this su bject; but the
Pope has.  Paul says, 1f - thou m.d[} thou hast
not sinned. The inpg says, thou hast sinned,
Paul was enabled by mupw ation to look into
faturity and sec the origin of Popery; and he
mentions as a characteristic of the great af 0s-
tacy, "Inl bidding to marry.’’ 1 Tim.4: 3. God
says to his ministers, you may marry; the Pnpv
says, you shall not; I will {]{_‘]uht‘ you from the
ministr y if you do. N 1y, more; God says,
“Neverthel less, to avoid fornication. le it every
man (priest and all) have his own wife. and 1ot
every woman have her own hushand.” The
Pope says, this is ve ry bad advice—it is easy to
avoid fornication without marriage; or rather,
marriage is worse than fornication! Paul says,
“f Al“ therefore, that the younger women
marry, hmn* nlllwn.frlmleiln huuw give none
occasion to the adve rsary to qw.xk rEpro: wehfully;
for some are .t[n,at{} turned aside after Satan.”
L Tim:5: 14,15. But the P ope says, I will that
the younger women marry not, that they be
nuns, that they take the vow of I “povertyy chas-
tity and obedience,” that [hm.' serve the « clergy;



CELIBACY. 9

for it is not true, but a malicious slander, that
“some are already turned aside after Satan! Do
not these contradictions of God look something
like the man “who opposeth and exalteth him-
self "hn\'f- :1II ihiat is called God, or that is
worshippe d ??

If God had required all his ministers to live
anmarried. doubtless he would have enabled
them to do so.  But are we to imagine, that he
will restrain and subdue the pass sions of men to
enable them to observe one of “the traditions of
men’—a law directly in the face of his word?
[t was but reasonable to anticipate the shame-
ful immoralities which have prevailed, as the
inevitable consequence of the arbitrary and
ll['l“l'l‘illtlll'ul law of celibacy. It is not surpris-
ing, that in every age licentiousness has been
ilw crying sin of the Roman clergy. The fol-
luumfr dark picture of the morals of the Popes

and inferior clergy at the beginning of the 11th
century, is drawn l.:}' Rev. Jose l’h Reeve, a
Roman Catholic historian:

“Simony and incontinence had struck decp
root among the clergy of England, Italy, Ger-
many, and I‘rance. The evil bcw’ n under those
mmultln l’o;w . who =o shame luil\ diseraced
the tiara by their immoral conduct, in the tenth
century; the scandal agnt"ul. and had now con-
{inued so long, that the inferior clergy pleaded
custom for their irregularities. \iam u\r*n of
the bishops were mltmll_ unfaithful to their
vow, and with greater guilt. Hence the cor-
rupt laity, hunt‘r under no apprehension of a
reproof from men as deeply immer rsed in vice as
they, gave free scope to their passions. To
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10 CELIBACY,

stem the torrent of so general a licentiousness
which then deluged the Christian world, requir-
ed the fortitude of an apostle.”” Church !mr.q
vol. 1, Seci 9.

This is but one example of what has con-
stantly occurred, to a greater or less extent, in
congequence of the law of ce llihl{ y. -All history
proclaims: the ‘licentiousness of the Roman
clergy. Robertson, the historian, says, “The
severe and unnatural law of celibacy occasioned
such irregularitiés, that in several parts of Iu-
rope the concubinage of priests was not only
permitted, but enjoined.” - Charles V., Book 2,
p. 136 We wonld by no means {i.E:qui. that
all the Roman |)1w*~th(md 1.ml vte thelr vow: but
we do say, thal occurrences of this ]1:{1{_1 must
inevitably be very fre ';m-nh %) hm;_g as the law
of celibacy exists. Young me n, who know
little of themselves or of the temptations that
await them in life, are induced to take the vow

and cnter the priesthood. They may. be very
sincere in their resolution to keep the solemn
vow they have taken; but they who are ac-
quainte :d with human nature, and who know the
strong temptations to which 11} ey must be expo-
sed, will greatly doubt whethe r their resolution
may not fail. Such would mr.iumil}' be our

apprehensions, even without any knowledge of

facts; but when Roman historians inform: us,
that the church has been deluged withthe crime
of licentiousness—that Popes, bishops, priests,
and inferior clergy have fallen and broken their
vow, and that by their example the pe nph- were
corrupted; and when we know, that im Furope,
South America and Mexico, incontinence pre-

S L TR T T 3 A Db e S O ety PRl H T (™% 17 L 4 i o g T il ot B W



CELIBACY. L

vails even now among the clergy of all grades
how can we resist the conviction, that even in
our own country they are not all chaste? 1
cannot withhold from my readers the following
painfully e Im'm nt te -i1mun\ of Rev.J. B. White
on this subjec He was for many years a priest
In Sp: 1111..111(1 speaks what he perso: 1ally knows
“''hat my feelinegs are 1111111]1. v vehement
when T dwell upon thlwul)]t ct; that neither the
freedom I have enjoye :d so many years, nor the
last vrepose of the victims, the remembrance of
whom still wrings tears from r,rf. -:.‘\'(_w:, can allay
bifter pangs of my youth-—are proofs that my
views arise from a real, painful, and profracted
experience. Of mon ks and friars I knew com-
paratively Ililh,. yecause the vacue m-[uunm
of which even the most pious m,-::n:.-ih parents
cannot di\'(_'.-'iii ﬂl(,'iﬂfl_i\.(..‘-. pre vented my !1'5-
quenting the interior of monasteries during
boyhood. My own judgment, and the generul
disgust which the pf‘:e\ uling grossness and vul-
garity of the regulars create in those who daily
see them, kept me subsequently away {rom all
friendly-intercourse with the cowled tribes; but
of the secular clergy, and the amiable life pris-
oners of the church of Rome, few, if any, can
possess a more intimate knowledge than myself.
Devoted to the ecclesiastical proiession since
the age of fifteen, when 1 received the minor
orders, I lived in constant friendship with the
most dis tinguished youths who, in my town, were
pre [numfr for the priesthood. ?‘n{i.'-.‘t of the first
eminence in the chureh were the old friends of
my family, my parents’ and my own ~1‘111tudl di-

rectors. ‘Thus I grew up, L|111- I continued in

e
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12 CELIBACY:

manhood, till, at the age of five-and-thirty, reli
gion, and religion alone, tore me away [rom
kindred and conntry. The intimacy of friend-
ship, the undisguised converse of sacramental
confession, opened to me the hearts of many,
whose exterior conduct might have deceived a
common observer. The coarse frankness of
associate dissolutencss, left no secrets among
the \[mmml slaves, w Im. unable to separate the
laws of God from those of their tyrannical
church, trampled both m'.tit'i‘ foot, in riotous
despair. Such are the sources of the knowl-
edge I possess: God, sorrow, and remorse, are
my witnesses.

A more blameless, ingenuous, religious sct of
youths than that in the enjoyme nt of whose
friends} ip I passed the best years of my life,
the world cannot boast of. Eight of us, all
nearly of the same age, lived in the closest
bond of affection, from sixteen {ill one-and-
twenty; and four, at 11‘[!'1' continued in the
same intimacy till that of f about thirty-five. - Of
this knot of friends, not one was tainted by the
breath of vice till the church had doomed them
to a life of celibacy, and turned the best afiec-
tions of their hearts into crime. It is the very
refinement of church cruelty to say they were
free when they deprived themselves of their
natural rights. .[,f_.*-.‘--l. indeed, would be the
unfeelingness of a parent who, watching a mo-
ment of generous excitement, would deprive a
son of his birth-richt, and doom him, by a vol-
untary act, to pine away through life in want
and misery. A virtuous youth of one-and-
twenty, who is made to believe Christian per-
fection inseparable from a life of celibacy, will

&‘»—. e S = =
Ny o e e r— T s - — - - -
I e e R e e e e S W,



ot et

)
CELIBACY, 13

easily overlook the dangers which beset that
<tate of life. Those who made, and those who
still support the unnatural law, which turns the
mistaken piety of youth into a source of future
vice, ought to haye learned mercy from their
own cxperience: but a priest who has waded
(as most do) through the miry slough of a life
of incessant tnm]wt:ltim——f‘uliing, and rising,
stumbling, struggling, and falling again, with-
out at once casting off. Catholicism with Chris-
tianity, contracts generally habits of mind not
unlike those of the guards of oriential beauty.
Their hearts have been seared with envy.

I cannot think of the wanderings of the
friends of my youth without heart-rending
pain. One, now no more, whose talents raised
him to one of the highest dignifies of the church
of Spain, was for many years a model of Chris-
{ian purity. When, by" the powerful influence
of his mind and the warmth of his devotion,
this man had drawn many into the clerical and
the religious life, (my youngest sister among the
latter,) he sunk at once into the grossest and
most daring profligacy. I heard him boast that
the night before the solemn procession of Cor-
pus Christi, where he appeared nearly at the
head of his chapter, one of fwo children had
been born, which his two concubines brought
to light within a few days of each other. The
intrigues of ambition soon shared his mind with
the pursuit of pleasure; and the fall of a poten-
tate, whom he took the trouble to instruct in the
policy of Machiavel, involved him in danger
and distress for a time. He had risen again
into court influence, when death cut him off in

the flower of life. 1 had loved him when both
2
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CELIBACY.

our minds were pure: T Joved him when (Cathol-
icism had driven us both from the path of virtue:
I still love, and will love his memory. and hope
that God’s mercy has pardoned his life of sin,
without im ]m{mfr it to the abettors of the bar-
harous laws which caused his spiritual ruin.
Such, more or less, has been the fate of my
early friends, whose minds and hearis were
much above the common standard of the Span-
ish clergy. What 1en need I say of the vulgar
crowd of llll'q‘ “]m coming, as the Spanish
vhrase has it, from coarse sw rrr!rffuw clothes, and
aised by ordinationto a rank of life for which
they have not been p:(p,nod. mingle vice and
superstition, grossness of feeling, and pride of
fico. in their characters? T have known the
hest among them; I have heard their confes-

l

sionss:. 1 Ei wve heard the confessions ‘of young

:'.'-"-'-‘:i-(_-';'}’-.‘- of both sexes, who fell under the influ-
ce of their suggestions and example; and ] do

declare that nn{hm*r can be more d'mfr( rous to

vouthful virtue than their company. How many

-.,1 Is would be saved from-crime, but for the vain

C ppm\ of “pretended superior virtue, which
Yome demands of her clergy.”

Such is the testimony of White, and such the
uniform testimony of all who leave the Roman
prio:-'tiumd,
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DANGER TFROM CONFESSION:

DANGER FROM CONFESSION.

Itis a wise arrangement of Divine Provideiice,
that we can know the thoughts and feelings of
our fellow-creatures, only so far as they choose
to reyeal.them., There is in eyery one’s bosom
a sacred retreat, within which none can intrude:
and this is one of the chief safeguards to virtue,
Every mind has its thoughts and fe elings, which
should be known only tn the Searcher of hearts,
and which that dch(,acy which God has im-
planted in the bosom, forbids us to reveal to any.
lutu this sacred lLlll[)lL of the soul the church
of Rome: bids-herpriests to-enter. She teaches
the absurd and impious doctrine,that the clergy
have the power to forgive sins, and “that - this
forgiveness “is not to be considered as merely
a ministry, whether to publish the gospe } or to
=if-L1 wre the remission of sins, but as of the nature
of-ajudicial acty in which sentence s pronounced
by /auz, (the- priest) as a judges’’ - Council of
Trenty, Chap. 6, on Penance. Hence the same
council makes the following declarations: “For
it is p]tm that the priests cannot sustain' the
office of judge, if the cause be unknown to them.
or inflict equitable punishments if sins are only
confessed in general, and not minute ly and indi-
uduu[{; described. For this reason it follows that
pcmtentn are bound to rehearse in confession all
mortal sins, of which after diligent examination
of themselves they are conscious, even though
they be of the most secret. kind, and only commit-
ted against the two last precepts of the deca-
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16 DANGER FROM CONTESSION,

iﬁlg‘fl.llt:‘..13 HJ-.J. C/’H'{{). 5.. fi_f. Cr;f%ﬁ'.\;t;{r”g, But []11;;
penitent is required to do more than enumerate
all his mortal sins in confession. The Cate-
chism of Trent says “With the bare enumera-
tion of our mortal sins, we should not be satis-
fied; that enumeration we should accompany
with the relation of such circumstances as conside-
rably aggravate or extenuate their malice. Has
any one imbrued his hands in the blood of his
fellow-man? He must state whether his victim
was a layman or an ecclesiastic. Has he had
criminal intercourse with any one? He must
state whether the female was married or
unmarried, a relative or a person consecrated to
God by vow.” Pp. 194, 195, Donovan’s Trans-
lation.. 1f any one neglect fo confess any mortal
sin of which, after careful self-examination, he
‘s’ conscious; “he not only does not obtain the
pardon of his sins, but involves himself in deeper
guilt,” and “profanes the sanctity of the sacra-
ment.” Great fault is found with those, “who
yielding to a foolish bashfulness, cannot induce
themselves to confess their sins.” Such persons
are to be encouraged by exhortation, and to he
reminded, that there is no reason whatever why
they should yield to such false delicacy.” Ib.,
pp- 195, 198.

Such is the infullible doctrine of the church of
Rome in regard to confession to a priest. Every
oman clergyman is an unmarried man; and
yet he must hear the confessions of all classes of
females: and they must, at the peril of their
souls, rehearse to him every mortal sin, even the
most sccret, with all the attending circumstan-
ces; and this is to be done in private. Need 1
do more than simply mention these facts, to
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DANGER FROM CONTFESSION. j =

convince every one that the confessional pre-
cents the strongest possible temptations to
licentiousness? And is it not equally manifest,
that it affords to the dissolute priest the fairest
opportunity to ruin his female penitents? We
must give the Roman clergy credit for much
more holiness than we suppose others to possess,
if our confidence in their virtue be not shaken
by these considerations; and we must regard
the present generation as far purer than their
predecessors in the ministry. Nay, we must
suppose that their own standard- writers have
slandered them. - The following is the language
of Liconrr (who has been sainted) on this sub-
ject: “In hearing the confessions of women, and

in holding communications with them, let him

(the confessor) exercise that austerity which is
proper, according to prudence; and therefore
let him refuse small presents; let him avoid
familiarity, and all other things which can be
cause of attachment. (Adhesionis.) ~ Oh, how
many confessors, on account of some negligence
about this, have ruined (peridederunt) their own
souls, and the souls of their penitenls,” Moralis
Theol. vol. 9y p. 172. ~'We presume, it will
scarcely be maintained, that St. Ligori has
slandered his brethren; and he declares—for
the exclamation is equivalent to a declaration—
that. very many confessors have ruined their
penitents in the confessional! Parents may
well tremble for the virtue of their daughters,
when such is the testimony, not of enemies, but
of standard writers and saints. And why are
this temptation to the priest and this exposure
of female delicacy necessary? Only because
in their presumption the Roman clergy have

)%
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i8 DANGER TFROM. CONFESSION.

claimed authority which belongs alone to God:
authority to forgive the sins of men!

We have made these remarks to show that
there are just grounds for withholding from the
toman clergy that unlimited confidence w hich
they claim; for since they have the wupumfon-
dence of female academies, and are estab-
lishing institutions tlnoughout our counfry, into
which young females are enticed under the pre-
tence of inmw a more religious life, the publie
are intereste Li in l\nm‘.mg how far they may
kah,l\ confide in them., We have no 0h;e<.t10u
that men who prefer a state of celibacy should
embrace it; nor do we suspect their purity on
that account. Many of the most respectable
men, men whose characters are above reproach,
are unmarried. But the thing to which we ob-
ject,y as mischievous in its iendencv. 1 compelling
young men, before they-can enter the ministry,
to bind themselves by a most solemn oath to a
mode of life for which they are not fitted. Let
it be matter of choice to every one to marry or
not, as he pleases,and when ke pleases; and our
obwchom ccase.

Still more do we object to the doctrine which
compels females to confess to such unmarried
men all their mortal sins. This p[ages tempta-
tion  hefore them in its most dangerous form;
while it offers impunity to dissolute conduct.
The doctrines of celibacy and of auricular con-
confession can never exist together, without pro-
mmng, in many instances, results th(, most dis-
astrous. If ministers of Pl()ftb[‘lnt denomina-
tions choose single life, they have no auricular
confessions to tempt them to depart from the
path of virtue. And it is well worthy of re-
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mark, that whatever failings or sins may have
been observable in Protestant ministers, there
never has been a period when they have been
chargeable, to any considerable extent, with the
<in of licentiousness; or when the Protestant
churches have been “deluged,” as Reeve says of
the Roman church, with that sin.  For this dif-
ference between Roman and Protestant clergy=
men, there are two important reasons—the lat-
ter are allowed to marry if they choose, and
they hear no secret confessions.

NUNNERIES.

The female convents established in our coun-
try by the Roman clergy, are now become ob-
jects of attention, both because of their number,
and because they are proposed as places of edu-
cation for our daughters. Their character as
literary institutions, and their moral influence,
are proper subjects of inquiry. The precise
number of Nunneries, properly so called, in the
U. States, we do not know; but we learn from
the Catholic Almanac of 1837, that there are
twenty-three Female Religious Institutions and
twenty-seven Female Academies, with a number
of charitable institutions, under the care of the
-arious order of Nuns. 'That these institutions,
annually multiplying, exert a powerful influence
npen society, cannot be doubted. The charac-
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20 NUNNERIES.,

ter of that influence every patriot and every
Christian is interested to know. I am convin-
ced, after considerable investigation of this sub-
ject, that their tendency and their influence
have been, and ever must be, injurious, wherev-
er they exist, I will briefly give some of the
reasons by which I have been led to this conclu-
sion, and leave the candid to weigh their impor-
tance.

In the first place, it is proper to remark, that
such establishments were unknown to the prim-
itive church. We read nothing concerning
them either in the Old or in the New Testa-
meni—so that we may safely oppose them, with-
out opposing Christianity. Monkery had its or-
igin in that absurd maxim of ancient Philoso-
phy, “that in order to the attainment of the true
felicity and communion with God, it was neces-
sary that the soul should be separated from the
body even here below, and the body was to be
macerated and mortificd for that purpose.” The
adoption of this erroneous principle in the third
century “drove many into caves and deserts,
where they macerated their bodies with hunger

and thirst, and submitted to all the miseries of

the severest discipline that a gloomy imagina-
tion could prescribe.” This wild fanaticism had
its origin in Egypt and the surrounding coun-
iries, and was doubtless strengthened by the pe-
culiarity ef the climate. . In a form considera-
bly modificd and mitigated, 1t was introduced in-
to Europe, and soon caused most deplorable
evils. _An institution founded upon a principle
so very ahsurd, could scarcely be supposed to
be fayorable to religion or science.

-
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Second.—We object to the monastic system
because of the vows imposed on 1its yotaries.
Young females, unacquainted with themselves
and with the world, are induced, under the influ-
ence of romantic feelings and superstitious no-
tions, to forsake their homes and their parents,
and to bind themselves by a religious vow to a
certain mode of life during the rest of their
days. Their vow 18 "pm'crt}'—, chastity and obe-
dience.” In many instances they bind them-
<clves to live and die upon the spot where stands
their prison, and never to leave its gloomy walls.
Have they the right thus to dispose of them-
selves for life? Suppose their parents, in the af-
flictions of declining age, should need their fil-
:a] attentions. Reason, affection, and the law
of Godyreguire them to gg_u_ud_c_quort them:
but their blind guides have imposed on theman
oath that forbids them to obey. It was conduct
based on this principle that the Saviour go se-
verely condemned in the Scribes and Pharisees.
“«For God commanded, saying, Honor thy fa-
ther and mother: and he that curseth father
or mother, let him die the death. But ye say,
whosoever shall say to his father or mother, It
is a gift, by whatsoever thou mightest he pro-
fited by me, and honor not his father or his mo-
ther, he shall be free. Thus have ye made the
commandment of God of none effect by your
traditions.”  Math. 15: 4,6. Just so, 1f the pa-
rents of a veiled Nun need her assistance, she
can say to them, “It 1s a gift”—I am conse-
crated to God—I cannot honor my father and
mother. Or suppose the health of a Nun, who
has taken the veil for life, should fail, and might
be restored by lcaving the convent; her vow
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22 NUNNERIES.

binds her to the prison, and compels her to
break that commandment, “Thou shalt not
kill.” Or suppose she is unhappy in the clois-
ter; she may weep bitter tears in her cell, but
she is chained to the spot by a most solemn
vow, if by no more powerful means. Besides,
were-she to break her vow and return to the
world, she must meet the withering scorn of all
her relations and- former friends. Detained by
motives so strong, if not by physical force, ma-
ny a delicate female has in wretchedness pined
away, and found an early grave. But my read-
ers will be more interested by the following re-
marks of Rey. J. B. White, once a Roman
priest and afterwards an Episcopalian clergy-
man, than by any thing that I can say:

“The picture of female convents requires - a
more delicate pencil; yet I cannot find. tints
sufliciently dark and gloomy to portray the
miseries ‘which I have wiinessed in their in-
mates. - Crime,  indeed, makes its way -into
those recesses, in spite of the spiked walls and
prison grates which protect ‘the inhabitants.
This I know with all the cerlainty which the
self-accusation of  the guilty can give, It is;
besides, a notorious fact, that' the nunneries in
Estremadura and Portugal are frequently in-
fected with vice of the grossest kind, But I
will not dwell. on this revolting part of the
picture, The greater part of the nuns whom I
haye known were beings of much higher des-
cription—females whose purity owed nothing
to the sirong gates and high walls of the elois-
ter; but whostill- had a human heart, and felt,
D many instances, and during a great portion



NUNNERIES. 23

of {heir lives, the weight of the vows which
had deprived them of their liberty. Some
there are, 1 confess, among the nuns, who, like
birds hatched in a cage, never seem to long for
freedom; but the happiness boasted of in con-
vents, is generally the cffect of an honorable
pride of purpese, supported by a sense of ut-
ter hopelessness. The gates of the holy pris-
on have been forever closed upon the professed
inhabitants; force and shame await them wher-
cver they might fly; the short words of their
profession have, like a potent charm, bound
them to ore spot ofearth, and fixed their dwel-
ling upon their grave. The great poet who
Loasted that ¢slaves cannot live in England,”
forgot that superstition may baffle the most sa-
cred laws of freedom: slaves do livein England,
and, T fear, multiply daily by the same arts
which fill the convents abroad. In vain doesthe
law of the land stretch a friendly hand to the
repentant victim: the unhappy slave may be
dying to break her fetters; yet death would be
preferahle to the shame and reproach that a-
wait her among relatives and friends. It will
not avail her to keep the vow which dooms her
to live single: she has renounced her will, and
made herself a passive mass of clay in the hands
of a superior. Perhaps she has promised fo
practise austerities which cannot be performed
out of the convent—never to taste meat, if her
life were to depend on the use of substantial
food—to wear no linen—to go unhosed and un-
shod for life; all these and many other hard-
ships make part of the various rules which Rome
has confirmed with her sanction. Bitter har-
rassing remorse seizes the wavering mind of the

T = Wl shelad




24 NUNNERIES.

recluse, and even a yielding thought towards
liberty, assumes the character of s: acrile oe. No-
thing short of 1(]:(‘]]1011 against the (huth that
has burnt the mark of ‘-I.nc[\ into her soul, can
liberate an English nun. Whereto could she
turn her C}'C.«? Her ewn parents would dis-
own her; her friends would shrink from her as
if her breath wafted leprosy; she would be
haunted by priests and their zealous emissaries:;
and, like her sister victims of superstition in In-
dia, be made to die of a broken heart, if she re-
fused to return to the burning pile from which
she had {led in frantic fear.

Suppose that the case I have deseribed were
of the rarest occurrence; suppose that but one
nun in ten thousand wished vehemently for that
liberty which she had forfeited, by a few words
in.one moment; what law of God (I will ask)
has entitled the Roman church thus to expose
even one human creature to dark despair in this
life, and a darker prospectin the next? Has
the Gospel recommended perpetual vows? Could
any thing but a clear positive injunction of
Christ or his apostles justify a practice beset with
dangers of this magnitude? Is not the mere
pooazbz!m/ of mpnnhnt’r such vows a reason why
they should be strictly forbidden. And yet
(he\;r are laid on almost inf: ants of both sexes
Innocent girls of sixteen are lured by the image
of heroic \utuu. and a pretended call of their
Naviour, to promise they know net what, and
make engagements for a whole life of which
they have seen but the dawn.

To what paltry shifts and g ml;] les will not
Roman Catholic writers resort y disguise the
cruelty of this praectice! Nuns are dcscrihcd as
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super-human h(,imzs, as angels on earth, with-
out a thought or wish bey und the walls Of their
convents. The effeets of habit, of religious
fear, of decorum, which prevented many of the
French nuns from casting off’ the veil, at a pe-
riod when the Iuolulmntu) storm had struck
awe into every breast; are construed into a proof
of the unvariableness of purpose which follows
the religious profession. Are nuneg, indeed,
invariably happy? Why, then, are they insult-
ed by their spiritual rulers by keeping the very
a{mlrd»« and precautions, which magisirates em-
plm to secure e \icm.ll good be haviour among
the female inmates of prisons and penitentiaries?
Would the nuns continue, during their lives, un-
der the same privations, were Hu\ at liberty to
resume the laical state? Why, then, are they
bound fast with awful vows? W hy are they not
allowed to offer up, day by day, the free- will Of
fering of their souls and bodies?

The reluctant nuns, say you,are few. Vain,
unfeeling sophistry! First prove that vows are
recommended on divine authority, that Christ
has authorized the use of force to ratify them
when they are made; and then you may stop
your ears against a few sufferers. But can mil-
lions of submissive, or even willing recluses, a-
tone foi the despair of those few? You reck-
on, in indefinite numbers, those that in France
did not avail themselves of the revolutionary
laws. You should rather inquire how many,
who, hefore the revolution, appeared perfectly
contented in their cloistral slavery, overcame
every religious fear, and flew into the arms of
a husband as soon as they could do it with
impunity. Two hundred and ten nuns were se-
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26 NUNNERIES.

cularized in Spain during the short-lived reign
of the Cortes. Were these helpless helnfr%
happy in their former durance? What an ap-
palling number of less fortunate victims might
not be made out by ave l.urma:. in the same pro-
portion, the millions of females who, since the
establishment of convents. have surrendered
their liberty into the hands of Rome!

Cruel and barbarous, indeed, must be the big-
Otl'y { the policy which. rather than yield one
point c-f discipline, sees with indifference even
the chance, not to say the existence, of such
evils.  To place the most sensitive, innocent,
and-ardent minds under the rmost horrible ap-
prehensions of spiritual and Lun}mm] punish-
ment, without the clearest necessity; is a refine-
ment of cruelty which has few examples among
civilized nations. Yet the scandal of defection
is guarded against by fears that would erush
stouter hv(utw., and distract less vivid imagina-
tions, than those of timid and sensitive females.
Even a short leave to quit the convent for the
restoration of decaying health is seldom given,
and never applied for but by such nuns as un-
happmcw— drives into a disre fr(ml of public opin-
ion. 1 saw my eldest nﬂcl, at the age of two
and twenty, slowly sink into the grave within
the walls of a convent; whereas, had she mnot
been a slave to that church which has been a
curse. to me; air, amusement, and exercise
might have saved her. - 1 saw her on her death-
bed. 1 obtained that melancholy sight at the
risk of bmstmg my heart, when, in my capaei-
ty of priest, and at her own request, I heard her
Jast confession. Ah! when shall 1 forget the
mortal agony with which, not to disturb the dy-
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ing moments of that truly angelic being, I sup-
pressed my gushing tears in her presence; the
choaking sensationwith which I forced the words
of absolution through my convulsed lips; the
faultering steps with which T left the convent
alone, making the solitary street where it stood
re-echo the sobs I could no longer contain!

I saw my dear sister no more; but another
was left me, if not equal in talents to the eld-
est (for I have known few that could be consid-
ered her equals,) amiable and good in no inferi-
or degree. To her I looked up as a compan-
lon for life. But she had a heart open to eVery
noble impression—and such among Catholics,
are apt to be misled from the path of practical
usefulness, into the wilderness of visionary per-
fection. At the age of twenty she left an in-
firm mother to the care of servants and stran-
gers, and shut herself up in a convent, where
she was not allowed to see even the nearest re-
lations. Witha delicate frame, requiring every
indulgence to support it in health, she embraced
a rule which denied her the comforts of the
lowest class of society. A coarse woollen frock
fretted her skin; her feet had no covering but
that of shoes open at the toes, that they might
expose them to the cold of a brick floor; a couch
of bare planks her bed, and an unfurnished cell
her dwelling. Disease soon filled her conscience
with fears; and T had often to witness her ago-
nies at the confessional. I left her, when I quit-
ted Spain, dying much too slowly for her only
chance of relief. 1 wept bitterly for her loss
two years after; yet I could not be so cruel as
to wish her alive.”
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The vow by which they bind themselves,
makes them the slaves of the clergy. They
vow to be poor,. They can, therefore, possess
no kind of property,nor even receiveé a present
of trifling value, unless by the lu-rml;-smn of the
superior. Yet, the life of a Nun is a life of
constant labor, and, in many instances, of very
great hardship. Their vow binds them not only
to poverty, but to obedience—obedience the
most_servile. A Nun has no will of her own,
but is in the hands of the superior, as clay in
the hands of the potter. It is his prerogative
to command—it is. her duty fo obey. 1t 1s com-
mon. for labors to be imposed on Nuns, to which
the female constitution is wholly inadequate.
[n Kentucky they have been seen in the har-
vest field, putting up fence, driving the ox-caris
and the like; with a priest acting as overseer.
And when the priest returns home, it is their
privilege to take his horse! One cannot but be
astonished, that in this land of boasted liberty,
public sentiment has allowed foreign priests to
enslaye the daughters of f{reemen, under cloak
of religion. In all countries where the light of
reyelation has not shone, woman has ever been
the slave, not the companion, of man. But the
uniform effect of the Gospel has been, to ele-
vate the female character to its proper place
in-society.. Popery, which is a semi-pagan sys-
tem, adopts a.system of religious slavery, by
which deladed females become for life the ser-
rants of the clergy. 'The austerities of the
cloister are practised, and its hardships endured,
ag religious penances—a. satisfaction to divine
justice—and the deluded inmates are ¢consoled
by the consideration, that if present sufferings
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are great, they will shorten their stay in the
fires of Purgatory.

Thirdly.—Nunneries in our country are grand
speculating establishments.  The clergy erect
splendid buildings, adapted to accommodate
from one hundred to two hundred boarders;
they place a parcel of Nuns in them—some of
whom are to be employed as teachers, while
others can do the coarser work. Some can
figure in the schocl-room and in the parlor—
others in the kitchen and corn-field. Thus
prepared, they invite parents to commit to
them the education of their daughters. Their
establishments are filled with multitudes of
boarders; and thousands of dollars annually
tlow into them. Suppose we take Nazareth,
near Bardstown, as an example. This institu-
tion is located on a large farm. Perhaps there
are generally in the establishment from thirty
to fifty Nuns, to perform the necessary labors.
The institation has had about one hundred
boarders. Suppose their board and tuition to
average one hundred and fifly dollars per
annum—and this is certainly a moderate esti-
mate—their annual income will be fifteen
thousand dollars. What becomes of all this
money? Do the Nuns receive a just reward
for their labors? No—their vow binds them to
poverty. It goes into the coffers of the clergy.
Other literary institutions in our country do
nothing more than support themselves; but
these Nunnery academies enrich their owners.
We hold it to be the duty of every philanthro-
pist to throw the whole weight of his influence
against establishments which by superstitious
delusions deprive females of their liberty, and
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ihen by their hard labor enrich a parcel of pre-
tended clergymen. Such institutionsare in the
sirongest sense of the terms anti-republican and
anti-christian. Their whole discipline is despotic.
The Nunneries of Kentucky have been one of
the chief sources of the immense wealth now
possessed by the Roman clergy in this state.

For these reasons we ob_]cr,t to Nunneries as
female academies. ~We are not reduced to
the pecessity of patronising 1nstitutions bkased
on plmuplu so absurd, and in their operation
s0 cruel, in order to {,duca[c, our daughters.
Our country is capable of rearing up and
sustaining lltuaw insfitutions against which no
such Db]LCUOI]a Jic—m-tltutmns congenial in
their principles with the spirit of the American
Constitution. If our Ll'il"l"fx,,la are to be the
worthy descendants of the ‘mothers of the Revo-
lution, they must not be educated in establish-
ments of which dtﬂpr)tlt authority and servile
obedience are the characteristics. -~ The only
uhedienue the Seriptures preseribe for females,

sy as daughters, obedience to paren{s—as wives,
unmilc nce to their husbands, “in the Lord.
Fourthly.—We dislike Nunneries as ]J'LlLCb
of ulucat;om because it is unpo:-mblt that Nuns
can be qualified to give such an education as
female youth should have. Itisa great mistake.
to- suppose that the proper iiammg of youth
consists simply in teaching them a few abstract
branches of science. One of the main objects
to be secured in a good education, is to disci-
pline the mind to think and investigate for itself:
then having acquired in school the elementary
principles of knowledge, it may afterwards build
the superstructure upon this foundation, and
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man countries. The most powerful motives to
seck knowledge are taken from the people. And
if these causes operate upon all clastes of the
people, they operate with a ten-fold power upon
the secluded inmate of the cloister. © As the un-
fledged bird opens wide its mouth to receive the
food which its dam may chance to give it—so
does the deluded Nun receive on trust her
faith. Such persons are not qualified to teach
those who are destined to be the wives and
the mothers of freemen.

This is not the only difficulty. Female youth
should receive an cducation by which they will
be fitted for the important stations they are soon
to occupy in society. 'They are not designed to
become the inmates of the convent, but to go
forth in society, and to perform well *hui pi arts
as daughters, wives and mothers. The duties
arising out of iliese relations, are both arduous
and important. Upon the suitable performance
of them depends, to a great extent, the happiness

of families, and the prosperity and usefulness of

the succeeding generation. And to whom do
we commit our daughters to be qualified for
these momentous dnties? We place them
under the care of females, who from the days
of childhood have bheen secluded from the
world; who must to a great extent be ignorant
of its manners and h: Ll}lt‘a and whose dut) it
is to eradicate from their bosoms:all those feel-
ings and sentiments which in our daughters
should be cherished? We commit their educa-
tion to those who profess to believe, and whose
eonduct is based upon the principle, that the
holiest and happiest life is to be found in the
seclusion of the convent, and that it is the duty
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of all to aspire to this state! These individuals
are to teach our daughters, what? - To perform
their part in sociely with which they themselves
are wholly unacquainted, to regard as sacred
those filial ties which -they have forever sun-
dered, to perform the more delicate and impor-
tant duties arising from corjugal and maternal
relations. which they regard as so inferior to a
single life! Would the man act more inconsis-
tf:dil_v., who should place his son with a painter
in Italy to study the canon'law? or who, to pre-
pare him for an elevated stand at the bar,
should - trust his training to a country peda-
goguc? — If our duughters are to be fitted to
,?l-lf'l;!.i‘li‘ll'l their part in society, lef them be in-
structed- by those who are acquainted with its
manners -and habits. — If they are to be taught
{o be a solace to their ‘i)'m!‘#_::zf_w‘. commit their
education to those who hawve never forsaken
their father’s house for the guardianship of a
priest.

We are aware that we shall be pointed to
many females who have been.educated in con-
vents,-and whoshave:been ornaments to society.
Admit it true; but this fact does not prove: that
heir education has been conducted on the best
plan, or that they have received no injury from
their instructresses.. 'T'hat they are the orna-
ments--of society, i3 owing far more to their
training in theic-father’s house, than in the Nun-
nery. . This objection has the greatersforce in
relation to females who are fo be placed in a
boarding-school, at a distance from home.

Iifthly.—But one of the greatest objeetions
to Nunneries, as literary institutions, isy that
they are designed to beyand are in fact, prosely-
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Ling establishments. The church of Rome, uniike
the most of Protestant denominations, claims to
be the only true church; and concerning her
faith she says, “This only true catholic faith,
out '{_fb ?I'IFH-K';I.-H-'_')EH can be .\"n:'uf.”' It Romanists
really believe, as they profess, that salvation is
to be obtained only in their church, is it won-
derful that they compass land and sea to make
one proselyte? And is it fo be supposed, that
the Pope and his clergy will cxpend thousands

of dollars annually in establishing female insti-

tutions, without any view to the promotion of
their religious faith? Ts it not notorious, that
they [lie‘-pl_n.}' no such zeal in establishing female
academies in South America, Mexico, or Spain,
as in our couantry? And who does not know.
that in point of education those countries are a
century behind ours? If, therefore, they are
actuated, as they would have us believe, simply
by a desire to promote general education; why
are not their exertions for the instruction of
their brethren at least as great as for educating
us heretics? The people of the United States
appear to be the peculiar objects of their sym-
pathy; and the Pope and the Iimperor of Aus-
tria send their funds, and their nuns and priests,
to raise us from our ignorance and degradation!
The promotion of literature is not the main
object to be attained by those institutions—that
i1s altogether a secondary matter.

We are aware, that in every prospectus for
a female school they are careful to publish to
the world, that they do not interfere with the
religious principles of their pupils. But what-
ever may be the truth or falsehood of such
pledges, we know from their own publications
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what is the main design of these institutions.
What says Bishop Flaget, of Bardstown?: “Still,
had I treasures at my disposal, 1 would multiply
colleges, and schools for girls and boys; I would
consolidate all these establishments, by annex-
ing to them lands orannual rents; I would build
hospitals and public houses: in a word I would
compel all my Kentuckians to admire and love
a religion so beneficent and generous, and per-
haps 1 should  finish by converting them. The
directors of the association for the faith ought
not to scruple sending abundant alms to bishops,
whose wants plead more eloquently than their
letters.”  What says the publication of the
association? “Mgr. Flaget has established in
his diocese many convents of nuns devoted to
the education- of young females. - These estab-
lishments do wonderful good.” Now, stop here,
reader, ana inquire in what way these establish-
ments do wonderful good. By ‘[‘.r{_uuoting gene-
ral education, one would suppose. No—this iz
not even mentioned. But they do wonderful
good in this way: “Catholics and Protestants are
admitted indiscriminately. ‘The latter, after
having finished their education, return to the
bosom of their families, full of esteem and
veneration for their instructresses. They are
ever ready to refute the calumnies, which -the
jealousy of heretics loves to spread against the
religious communities; and oflen, when they have
no (longer the opposition of their relations to fear,
they embrace the catholic religion.” — This is the
way in which these institutions do good. Bisho

Flaget expresses himself as ereatly consoled by
the fact, that “more than two hundred youngg
women, who have taken their vows in these
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30 NUNNERIES.

institutions, (viz. the Tovers of Mary, thesSisters
of Charity, and the Dominican Nuns,) are prin-
cipally devoted to the education of persons of
their own sex.”

That the main design of Roman-schoolsis:to
promote Popery, 1s manifest also from the fol-
Jowing letter froni the Bishop of St. Louis to
the L{jupohi Society: “On coming to this land
we felt sensibly the want of proper schools, for
_f-r'f?‘f]{f"‘r'g'.)i-’j the ‘,-'.f'-'"{"J-_.f_:"‘-.'.';,"'-f-' r:f- our :Jr'--."_ﬂ,f relicion,
At prvre»._.':inl', a college is connected with the »Se-
minary at St. Mary, at Barrens, &e. It may
be objected, perhaps, that the establishment of
these imstitutions is not connected with the pro-
oress of religion. But when we consider that
thus not only is religion prevented from suffer-
ing important injury; but also furnished with
numerous and important advantages, we shall
be convinced. that we are indeed laboring, for
the growth of the faith, when we call into life
such institutions. I will only say, that our uni-
versities, colleges, nunneries, hospitals, and or-
yhan houses, give Protestants the most favorable
and exalted r.-f'n'}u'mz of our religion,” &C. Can
we be mistaken when we assert, 1n view of
these statements from Roman bishops, that the
main._design of Roman schools:is, to promote
Popery? They are not established by societies
for the promotion of education, but by the soci-
ety for the propagation of the Faith, and by the
Leopold Foundation, a sovernmental society in
Austria, headed by the IEmperor, for the same
purpose. - Unless, therefore, we are willing
to coniribute to the extension of the impious
and destructive errors of Popery; we cannot
patronize such institutions.  So far-as we do so,
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we contribute to the establishment of a system
of religion, whose fundamental 1)1111(,11;16_'_41c
at war with our free institutions, and destructive
to the best interests of society.

All who know any Hlmrr fs[ human nature,
will admire the wisdom of the plan by whic h
Protestantism is to be undermined, and I Popery
established in our country. The Roman cler-

h\_' un]lklm not so I|1E||'11 1]1!“[[ Hlf; 1iq-I'-._;|1¢"_-r_* Uf

their system b{ fore an intelligent public, as up-

on p:umuzp\mfr the minds of the youth of

our country with their errors. The youthful
mind is unsuspecting; it readily be lieves persons
what they profess to be, and forms strong at-
tachments to those who act as friends. Its re-
ligious sentiments are not firmly established;
but its ~u-cep11b1ht1u- lay it open to cnduima_
impressions. There is therefore. no class of
persons who wield a more extensive influence
upon the morals and upon the prospects of a
nation, than those to whom is entrusted the
education of youth.

Even if we admit, that the Nuns, according
to plunme, ayvoid any d“t]'!ll[ directly to in-
fluence the religious faith of their pupils; it is
still frue that the influences under which they
are necessarily placed in Nunneries, are such
as in very many instances to secure their con-
version to l’upcn* and it is well known, that
an indirect influence, where any prejudice
exists, is generally more likely to be success-
ful, than directadvances. Let us look at some
of the sources of influence.

Jn the first p]uco one of the first efforts of
the Nuns is, to gain the confidence and the af-
fections of Protestant pupils. To succeed in
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this, is ordinarily not difficult. Children; re
moved to a distance from their parents, cisils
become attached to those who show them kind-
ness. Unacquainted with the arts of a deceit-
ful world, they believe that kind actions pro-
ceed from as kind a heart. Indeed it is desira-
ble, both-for the comfort and the improvement
of the child. that the Nuns should succeed in
gaining the ;1!1L‘(‘licn:. for we know that chil-
('1; n must he Ve 1\ lm 1 11 DYV, \‘.'I,--:t at a lié“lé”tl’_'['
from their parents and ;:1:~1;a]~'. I they feel an
aversion to those in whose charge they are
placed; and we also know, that in order to be
successful in instructing, the teacher must have
the-confidence and affections of the pupil. Buf
when he has succeeded in this object, he has
prepared the mind of the pupil to give a favor-
ablerecepiion to his religious sentiments. Even
though no !'14"'1'.-11:19'}(111 be employed to influence
our minds, we almost 1impe I‘("'-piihh‘ to t"JIlI"*i'l‘.'t S
recard with I:.m the religions n!nmmn of those
whom we respect t and love. If this principle
operates on those of mature age; it is far more
efficient upon the minds of youth. Their re-
ligious principles are not established, nor are
their judgments mature; and both their opin-
ions and conduct are governed more by the ar-
dor of youthful fee lings, than by the dictates of
cool reason. Such particularly is the influence
exerted upon the minds of children by their
teachers. who, next to their pare rits, m‘rul wy the
highiest place in their affections.  The 'y natur-
al”\ suppose their instructors to be better in-
formed than they; and. therefore. with little ex-
amination urlopt their principles. How ex-
tremely careful, then. should parents be in se-

-
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NUNNERIES, 29
lecting those who are to be the instructors of
their children; especially when we reflect, that
impressions made in early youth are generally
the most lasting. Tliey will to a great extent
mould the character and fix the destiny of the
soul.

Secondly: All that children see and hear in
Nlllllit_‘l'if‘“; 1s calculated to lead them to the
belief of Popery. Our ideas are originally ob-
tained through the medium of the senses. We
are naturally affected by what we see and hear.
What, then, will our daughters see in Nunne-
ries? They see decorated altars, splendid pain-
tings, imposing rites and ceremonies. It has
long since become proverbial, that rample 1s
more powerful to influence, than precept. ‘When,
therefore, young persons, little acquainted with
the sublime simplicily of true religion, look up-
on those imposing appearances, and witness the
apparent devotion of the votaries of the system;
is it wonderful if they be captivated? And if
the scribes and pharisees in ancient times
could, by the show of religion, deceive the pea-
ple; why should not the appearance of extra-
ordinary devotion in the inmates of a cloister,
have a similar effect on the minds of children?

But what do children in the Convent Leqr?
They hear, that the church of Rome is the on-
ly true church, out of which there is no salva-
tion; that the Reformers of the 16th century
were among the vilest men that ever lived.
They are taught that in the sacrament the
bread and wine are changed into Jesus Christ,
“body, blood, soul and divinity;” and they see
their teachers bow down and worship the wa-
fer and the wine, as the Lord Jesus Christ.
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40 NUNNERIES.

These things they hear and see; for they must,
according to the rules of all such institutions.
attend their religious exercises, morning and
evening, and on the sabbath. ¥es, and they
too must bow the knee before the host—the
bread and wine. They hear of miracles
wrought as evidence of the truth- of Yopery;
they see and hear their teachers praying to all
saints and angels. Do parenis expect their
children to see and hear such things for months
and vears, and not be aflected by them? No-
thin_f_-g '« more absurd. ~Let them place their
children for the same length of time in the
company of the profane; and they will be con-
vinced of the power of example. And are chil-
dren in less danger of imbibing error, than of
becoming profane? Not al all. Isit not pas-
sing strange, then, that parents will place their
children under such influences, just at that
critical period of life, when they are receiving
impressions and forming principles never to be
eradicated? We would appeal to those pious
parents who have promised God to train up
iheir children in the nurture and admonition of
the Lord, and asgk them, if such exposure of
their- children be consistent with their-vows?
Do ill'k':}-‘ helieve that their children will receive
in Nunneries any good moral er religious 1m-
pressions? = Or is not their only hope in refer-
ence to them, that they will escape injury?
And is not this hoping against hope? They
pray, and they teach their children to pray,
‘“I.ead us not into temptation;”? and yet they
do deliberately place them in temptations which
they are wholly unprepared to resist. They
pray, and teach their children tp pray, “Pe-
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liver us from cvil:”* and yet they (r;mpfl their
children to bow down and wor :lnp saints, and
to adore bread and wine!

These remarks are made on the SuUpposi-
tion that in Nunneries no attempt is made di-
rectly to influence the religious ~m1'i'nr_'.rli-‘ of
pupils.  And they who are ]HIIIIT ed with
the internal arrangements of \ur|.~:]~\ will
rather wonder that so few young females are
proselyted, than that so “many cmh:':}cc the
i'vli'fiom {aith of their teachers; and a much

larger. proportion do imbibe strong prejudices
n l~\r=r of Popery, than mosi persons ima-
gine. Jut we hr\e-=lh:[1J\ proved, that such
institutions are designed to be proselyting es-

tablishments; and, as might be uxput-d eve-
ry thing is done that can be safe ly done, to
.1[-((.15111111:-!1 the object. There are many Wways
in which errors may be cautiously instilled
e mto the minds of youth. We have known in-
| stances in which Bibles have been taken from

1

Protestant children, and jnstances in which

) they have been received into the Roman
{ church without the know ledge of their pa-
4 rents. In a sacceeding part of this work y MYy

! readers will find two (\rmnhw of such con-
: duct, not in female schools, !.n_u where it per-
- haps less frequently llL_.!_lIlr, in colleges. 'That

- such high-handed measures do not very fre-

! quently occur, is owing, I I apprehend, more to
v poliey than to a regard for the wishes of pa-
5 renfs and guardians.

7 We admit most cheerfully, that Romanists
! have the right to establish female academies in
s our counh'\'. and in them to make as many pro-
- selytes as possible; but they have not the right

4%
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12 NUNNERIES.

to deceive the public by pledges oiven that they
will exert no sectarian influence. It is notori-
ous, that by such promises, so solemnly and
1‘0}_1(‘;1&1(”}' made, many |1:|{'c_-nt.~: are induced to
patronize their schools, who, if they knew the
truth, would never so expose their children.
Honesty requires them to stand before the pub-
lic under their true colors—laboring by their
literary institutions most effectually to promots
1_I|t_: (‘{t;l:’-l,‘ Ul- [lnlu-!“\'. In i':ili‘nln' 1t 18 1!l'tu.'1;1i!|:-
ed that their female institutions “do wonderful
good” by converting Protestants; while in this
country it is pretended that no such influence
is exerted.

It is a fact worthy of remark, that the Roman
clerey in our country have turned their atlen-
tion :;llt_'tiiilnj' to female education. They have
now between fifty and sixty female schools,
located principally in the Valley of the Mis-
sissippi. In this they are certainly wise, be-
cause female education has been very much
neglected by Protestants, particularly in the
Great Valley. They have directed their efforts
‘;H'illl.'i‘ll:"“}' Lo Hut l'_*-ii.H-lﬂt.i‘-‘IillI'\_'H"L t..-l' |_'|-H-“_'fl._":' II.UE'
males. 1f I am not greatly mistaken, an unduc
preference has been given to male education.
Females, it is frue, are not called to act in
public life, or to take part in political matters;
but in every age and country they have exerted
a tremendous influence for-good or for evil.
The fall of man was occasioned by female
influence. The flood was brought ill'lt_JIL the
world, in part, by the same cause. “The sons
of God saw the daughters of men, that they
were fair; and they took them wives of all
which they chose.” 'These intermarriages con-
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tributed rapidly to mull;[:i\ those corruptions
by which the wrath of God was kindled against
the world. When all the arts and enchant-
ments of Balaam against Israel failed, the peo-
nle were led into 1\ luiatu by #the d: aughters of
Moab;? “and those that died of the plague were
iwenty and four thousand.” Num. 25.  The
Philislines prevailed not against” Sampson, {ill
they bribed Delilah,

But where female influence is of the proper
kind, it is one of the main safeguards of public
morals. and a main-spring in the eflicient opera-
Hons of the church. In no country can the
standard of morality be raised higher than
female character 1|1?!;',r'* it, Tell me the char-
acter of females in any country for intelligence

and virtue; and I will tell you the character of

that country. In our country female influence
is now one of the most powerful restraints upon
vice.

But if females exert an extensive influence
as dauchters and as wives; they exert a more
important influence as mothers. It is in infancy
and childhood that the mind receives those
impressions, and imbibes those principles, by
whic || its future character and destiny are to be
most seriously affected, if not finally ¢ letermined.
To assist in developing the powers, regulating
the p:tw‘[v'w. and direct ting the inquiries of the
infant mind, is a delicate and 1-.:.~imn:1blu task,
for which few arc qualified. This task is ne-
cessarily committed, o a great extent, to the
mother. And if we could pry into the secret

causes that operate in the formation of charaec-
ter, we should discover that very frequently, if
not in the majority of instances, those men who
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i
]

have blessed or cursed their country or the
church of Christ, have imbibed on the mother’s
lap the 1)|111tiph- which in mature life have
governed them. It is certainly true, that many
of the most eminent ministers of Christ have
owed their piety and their usefulness, under
God, to the early instructions, prayers, and ex-
melu of pious mothers.

If these Jumulw be well founded, is 1t not
frue. that whilst we have labored with a lauda-
ble zeal in erecting and endowing colleges and
seminaries for our sons, we have culpably neg-

training of our daughters? Female

-

lected the
education has heen left almost exclusi ively to
individual effort.  The consequences have been,
1st. that our female schools have been fluctua-
tzng. Teachers are cenerally without capital;
and in the majorily of instances an attempt to
:_mﬂ.l:!i a school upon private responsibility
proves a failure, either in consequence ul the
fickleness of the teacher, or for lack of the
necessary support, until the institution acquires
a character. Whatever may be the cause, it is
certainly true, that there are in our country
very few permanent female institutions. 2d.
Another consequence of thig state of thinegs, 18,
that our schools are generally of an inferior
character. Teachers commencing on their own
r:-pml--inlm have not the means to procure
such assistance as will make an institution what
it should be—consequently it never acquires a
character. Indeed, the inducements have not
been, and ‘are not now such as to engage the
necessary amount of talent and lt:lfnifu-' in
female instruction. Consequently few ||u.1lifv
themselves for this purpose; and those who are
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qualified find niore inviting offers and wider
scope for |_i.-'r.-{'l_|]n ss clsewhere. 3d. A third
evil consequence i tlm[ the minds of youth are
seriously injured. .E s seldom the case, that
any one school usnirmn s long enough for any
O pupil to complete an education. More
i'rr-um-nfh' there is a change of teachers at
!'\':.l.‘:ll once a year. Then new class-books must
be commenc u] nd the mind is to become ac-
customed to new modes of instruction. 1t

quires no argument to prove the evil resulting
1'i'<"=m these circumstances.. 4th. Where educa-
tion is left very much to circumstance, it fre-
quently becomes 11"-(_':..'.«_4;11'.\' to commit the 1n-
struction of children to teachers whose moral
characters are far ilum heing good. fhisis a
most serious evil, when we consider the moral
influence which every successful teacher must
exert upon his Pll[”ln 5th. Finally, the price
of tuition is of necessity high. Such must be
the fact. where an individual is compelled to
ear the x.'-..[m‘..t Xpenses of an institution. One
lm]milnm object in erec ting and endowing pub-
lic ins urmum»« is so to reduce the price of tui-
fion as to Imnfr it within reach of the poor; for
amongst the poor are many of the finest minds—
minds which, under proper cultivation, w ould
prove an ornament and a blessing to society.
‘\‘ In. then, are there so few public female insti-
tutions? W "hy do we take the young man from
the humble cottage to prepare 111111. by ])lnpf-‘
training, for usefulness, and leave there the sis-
ter, possessing a mind not inferior to his, and
destined to occupy a place in society no less
responsible?
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16 NUNNERIES.

A forei 1gn p{'ig}ﬂhi'ml] have observed our neg-
lect, and are with untiring zeal filling our land
with Nunneries, designed as female academies.
[t is a fact worthy of attention, that they erect
three or four female innli utions to one college.
In the United States they have fourtcern olleges
and abouf sty female sc 1 ools. Their buildings
are generally both splendid and spacious, ecalcu-
lated to attract, and adapted to accommodat
large numbers of 1:-»:11"«-1'--'. [ many are oppo-
scd to their religious principles, they still ad-
mire the ili( ndor and permanency of their
ill.‘?iiill“@ll.‘:. In pursuing their present course,
the Roman clergy are wise; for they succeed in
making more ]‘!O\E‘!Vf_t"w in  Nunneries-than in
colleges; and if the ‘mother of a family be a
l’:l.iu..[, it is not difficult to predict the religious
faith of her children.

The Roman clergy are equally wise in the
location of their instilutions. All of their most
celebrated establishments are in the South and
West. Of fourteen colleses, twelve are in the
South and West. Of twenty-three Nunneries.
every one is in the South and West, viz.: in the
Diocese of Baltimore 3, Bardstown o. Charles-
ton 2, St. Louis 6, '\{uhilu I, Detroit 2, Vin-
cennes I, New Orleans 3. Of37 female acade-
mies, 34 are in the South and West. I mention
these facts to show Protestants the importance
of turning their attention much more to female
education. If our daughters are to be educa-
ted in Nunneries, Popery must prevail in our
country.

Sixthly., The last objection I urge against
Nunneries, is their immoralily. Al who have
ever lived amongst Roman Catholics, know how
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little regard they pay to the Sabbath. In all
Roman countries the Sabbath, after mass, is a
day of amusement and dissipation; and so it is
with Papists in this country, so far as public
sentiment will allow it. Who does not know
that in New Orleans, for example, Sunday is
the day for the mustering of the militia, and

sunday evenine the time for the opening of

theatres? 'That the whole community approve
of these things, is certainly not true; but that
Romanists do approve of them, is certain.. The
fact is, the priests are amorg the foremost in
our country to encourage this desecration of the
Sabbath. And in some Nunneries, Nazareth
for example, the common amusement for the
pupils on the Sabbath, is playing at cards. - Now
I doubt if even those who are most indifferent
tothe claims of religion, would be willing to
place their children under such influence.

But this is not the worst. Nuns are unmar-
ried women. many of whom, while young and
inexperienced, have under the influence of
romantic feelings bound

themselves to the
cloister for life. The priests wholive under the
same roof, or upon the same premises, are un-
mairied men—men who indulge themselves
quite as much as even irreligious men. and who.
while young, were induced to take the vow that
binds them for life to a state of celibacy. That
young females should leave the 111'01.@(:{.1011 of
their parents and thus place themselves under
the guardianship of young priests, who live with
them, is a public scandal, and would be so con-
sidered in any other persans. Let any Protes-
tant minister build such an establishment and
place unmarried females in it, and invite the
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public to commit to him the education of their
daushiers—and what will be the result? His
character and theirs will be blasted by the
very fact; and he will be ~l|~i}{‘mlul from the
11_1'11.:1.41\.

But there is ano ther peculiarity a bhout these
cstablishments. The young women are bound,
_ to confess to- the

as we have alre: lcl provec
priest, from time fo time, all their sins, even
ihe most secret, with every acoravaling circum-
stance. And they are exhorted, if they desire
l"*'*‘i?w'ii-m. to attend to the duty of secret con-
fession very freque ntly. Now it is vain for any
one to atte mpt to convince the thinking Lnﬂ‘ii“n
of society that such a state of things can possi-
bly exist w ithout causing most de p]umhlr- evils.
I am aware that it will be said, that licentious-
ness may exist owl of Nunneries. Admit it.
If. then. such is human nature, that notwith-
standing all the cuards that society can throw
around the virfue of individuals, many \\111 still
err; does it follow that we should nhnl]\ re-
move those guards, and bring ]wm;n\ into the

trongest pm&mll_ T"n:mtrfm'-r ' It requires no

wrgument to prove that young persons lnl.-cui
in such circumstances as 1 have me mlmn d, will
in all probability yie ld to the temptation.

These 1(11|1;Lr11un~. in themselves tno power-
ful for dcpraved human nature, are much
strengthened by the facilities for the conceal-
ment of crime, which are peculiar to F\um.l-
ries. r'l‘||l_: Fu!.}ll.‘-urtl of the 1mmates Ul lllt‘
cloister from the observation of the world, ren-
ders it almost impossible to detect even prevailing
vice. If any thing of the kind occurs, t-\'cri'
individual connected with the establishment is
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interested, for the credit of the institution and
of their religion, to conceal it. - And who does
not know, that where there are some twenty or
fifty Nuns, it is perfectly easy to conceal any
one or more of them for months, without exci-
ting a suspicion? Besides, those acquainted

with Nunneries know that very frequently, if

not generally, a young woman on taking the
veil assumes @ new name—the name of some
sainti—by which she isafterwards known. Thus
in a short time she may become unknown to all
around her. Then it is common for Nuns to
be removed from one Nunnery to another, for
reasons known only to the clergy. Itis, fhere-
fore, perfectly easy by timely removals to pre-
vent any discovery of existing licentiousness.
The fact is, secrecy is the uniform character-
istic of Nunneries. Hence the avidity with
which the multitude of every class listen to the
disclosures of an eloped Nun, or of a converted
priest. Why were so many copies of “Six
Months in a Convent” and of Maria Monk’s “Dis-
closures” immediately sold? Itis because of the
suspicious darkness in which the doings of Nun-
neries are involved. The community desire to
know, and they have a right to know, their
character; and if slanders are published and
believed concerning them, the fault is theirs.
““He that doeth the truth, cometh {o the light.”
The only source from which we can learn the
present character of Nunneries, is the report of
those who desert them; and the public will rely
upon the best evidence they can gain.

It is fair, however, to judge of the character
of Nunneries by their past history. I have
already noticed the fact, that in every age
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50 NUNNERIES.

licentiousness bas been the crying sin of the
Roman clergy; and I have shown by the tes-
timony of Rev. Joseph Reeve, a Roman his-
torian, that in the beginning of the eleventh
century the church was deluged with that
crime—that Popes, bishops, priests and people,
were alike involved in it. . What must have
been the character of Nunneries during that
period? ~Were nuns purer than Popes and
bishops whom they almost worshipp d? True,
we call the periods preceding and succeding
that alluded to, the dark ages; but Roman-
ists do not so consider them. At the close of
the eleventh century, the Duke of Tuscany
ordered an inquiry into the state of the reli-
sious establishments in his dominions, which
was conducted by Ricei, bishop of Pistoia. The
result. was, that gross immorality and licen-
tiousness were found to prevail in them. It i1s
worthy of remark, that this inquiry was nof
instituted by the Pope in whose immediate vi-
cinity the evil existed, or by the clergy—the
proper guardians of the purity of the church,
but by the cwil authority. There is an obvi-
ous reason why such an inquiry into the mor-
al character of Nunneries will never be insti-
tuted by the clergy: they are the very men
who are the authors of the corruptions that
exist. The inquiries instituted by Henry VI1II.
of England disclosed similar corruptions, and
within a few years those establishments have
been suppressed by Catholic Spain and Por-
tugal. If those countries, already so depraved
in morals, cannot endure them; shall they be
patronized in our free and enlightened coun-
try? Shall we make them the nurseries in
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which our daughters shall receive their train-
ing?

I am willing to concede to the Roman cler-
gy what an enlightened public sentiment al-
lows to other men. DBut when they choose to
live in such a way as in others would be deem-
ed scandalous, and yet claim our entire con-
fidence; it is time to protest. When their

own historians tell us of the licentiousness of

their predecessors, and yet claim perfect pu-
rity for the present generation, similarly sit-
uated; we cannot have faith in them. When
we know the shameless corruption of the Eu-
ropean and S. American clergy, and are yef
required to believe that a voyage across the
ocean or the Isthmus purifies them; we object.

I now dismiss this subject, on which much
might be said, in order to present to my rea-
ders an account of the law-suit instituted a-
gainst me by President Elder; the history of
which will throw additional light on this sub-
ject.

THE LAW-SUIT.

The public are extensively informed of the
fact, that in the autumn of 1836, Rev. Geo. A.
M. Elder, President of St. Joseph’s College,
instituted a civil suit against me for a pretcnd"ed
libel on the character of Rey. David Duparque,
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a Roman priest. The suit has now been tried,
and the verdict of an imparfial jury has pro-
claimed to the world their conviction of the
truth of all that I have published. Here 1
might, perhaps, safely let the subject rest; but
as the suit is in its character and bearings singu-
lar—being the first of the kind that has occurred
in our country—and as the evidence adduced in
the case is calculated to exhibit the true charac-
ter of Nunneries, now multiplying among us; |
have regarded it as proper to |1i17>1i~_'|1 a brief,
but complete account of its origin, progress and
termination. If is the more important to do so,
because the Roman elergy design making a
publication on the subject, the “charaeter of
which their past conduct may enable us to anti-
cipate.

Duparque had been for a number of years
Superintendent of the Nunnery of Calvary, near
I.ebanon, and recently of the Nunnery estab-
lished in Lebanon. In the winter of 1835—"306
he had a very serious difficulty with some of the
inmates of the latter Nunnery, the precise nature
of which I have not been able to learn. The
consequence, however, was, that the mother,
and perhaps some others, became disgusted
with conventual life, and returned to the worlc
Soon after this occurrence, and, as many be-
lieve, @n consequence of it, it was thought expedi-
ent that Duparque, who is a European, should
return to his native land. He left the United
States suddenly, and has not since returned.
Whether he ever will return, is not for me to say.
Perhaps, however, since the unzuccessful termi-
nation of the suit, he may deem it proper to
remain where he is,
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In April, 1836, there appeared in the Protes-
tant Vindicator, a paper published in New York,
an article headed “NuNNEry AT BARDSTOWN,”
in which gross immoralities were charged upon
the Nunnery of Nazareth; and the editor called
on me for information on the subject. The arti-
cle was read in Court. Ihad never before heard
of ithe facts here stated; and I very much doubt-
ed their truth. My impression at the time was,
that the writer had possibly got an incorrect
account of the case of Milly McPherson. I
therefore made the following reply, in the
Western Protestant of May 7th:

«“NUNNERY AT BARDSTOWN.”

In reply to the queries of the Vindicator in
reference to an occurrence said to have taken
place in this vicinity, we can only say now that
we have never before heard of it. Possibly the
writer of the information may have reference
to a circumstance which occurred some three
or more years since, not far from this. The
general facts are, we believe, these: A young
]:u]y who had been in the nunnery, how loné:
we know not, left it; and alledged as a reason
for doing so, the improper conduct of a priest
towards her. She went to a magistrate, an ac-
quaintance of ours and a man of reputation,
and having stated the facts, wished to make
oath to them, which, however, he discouraged,
thinking it unnecessary. She remained in the
neighborhood a snort time and suddenly disap-
peared. Inquiries have been made, but nothing
has since been heard of her. These l":Lct;:_,
together with others which we do not recollect
with sufficient distinctness to state, we had some
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time since from the magistrate himself.
thing is well known, and we have often heard it
cpokon of in that nclrrhhm!mml It looks mys-
terious; and persons w vhom w ¢ have heard speak
of it, have stron g suspicions, knowing the feel-
ings of some tumuch her. Particulars could
C;L;ih be obtained.

Nuns have fre qmnf]w. become dissatistied and
left the Nunneries in this region. ~ The particu-
lar causes of dissatisfaction we do not know.
The affairs of Nunneries are kept very much in
the dark, and we hear of things frequc ntly that
sound very much like the severest tyranny. We
have no confidence in such ]}[ aces. We think
with a Roman Catholic physician, who remarked
to a friend, who asked his opinion of Nunneries,
that he *1][!})0«1"!]. if the clergy were allowed to
marry, they would be broken up.  We consider
it but just, however, that we should never state
any thing as a fact, which cannot be clearly
proved.

The

Here it will be observed. I mentioned no
names, but simply stated the ]JI‘OI]IIIH"ﬂl facts, as
I recollected them. I did not at that time know
the name of the priest implicated, or of the
nunnery from which the woman had withdrawn.
The occurrence I regarded as one which de-
manded more attention than it had received.

That a woman who was a2 Roman Catholic.

should so strangely disappear, after leaving a
Nunnery and Lh.urrmrr ber priest with munoml
m was rather ]II\'*[( rious. It looked aomcthmcr
like the pmr:a.uhnrrs of the “holy Inquisition.”
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A few days after thc publication of this arti-
cie, I rec eived the following letter from Presi-
(IL'nt Elder:

- St. Joseph’s College, May 9, 1836.
REV. N. L. Rice—

Sir-——There are two articles in your last pa-
per, which have induced me to address you this
letter: the articles are “Nunneries at Bards-
town,” and “Roman Schools.” The circum-
stances, in both these articles, are too injurious
to be passed over insilence. I believe both the
stories to be substantially false. It is the first
that I have heard of either of them. But.true
or false, the public having now been told so
much, will have a right to ask more of the par-
Liu:uluu These, \nu state, may “‘easily be ob-
tained.” May I, then,as one of the many dc ceply
concerned, ask you, to obfain and make known
the following particulars: 1st. Who that young
lady is; 2d, the Magistrate’s name; 3d, W ho the
pr iest is that behaved so hadl\ ; 4th, What that
“improper conduct” was; What is the
IlLlﬂ'ﬂl)Oll‘OOd from which tult l. xdy “suddenly
thaappe'ucd 6th, Whom you have often heard
speaking of it in that nmo*hhorhood 7th, Who
is the “Roman Catholic pl}\al( ian” that made
that pretty speech.

I do not believe that you can prove the facts
alleged in either of those articles; but the pub
lic have certainly a right to expect, that
will expose the guilty. I, for one, want to lmow
the parties.

With due respect, yours,
GEO. A. M. ELDER.
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Aware of the unfriendly feelings of Mr. I£l-
der towards me, 1 suspected, on reading this
letter, that he ti(’wl!fm d atiunptmtr to lll_]lllt' me
by a civil suit. I regarded him as having for-
feited, by his past ungentlem: inly uuulml. any
claim to such a reply as he called for. T there-
fore replied as follows:

Bardstown, May 17, 1830.
Rev. Geo. A. M. ELpER,
Sir-—Absence from home has prevented an
carlier reply to your letter of the 9th, which I
had the unexpected honor to receive through the
hands of Mr. Nourse. I say, ?mr:ju:f.rJ for
from almost the commencement of the contro-
versy in this place, in which you have taken
part, you have affected to tre at me and what-
ever I might say, with contempt. ~And in the
anonymous book with which you haye honored
me, and which, if not writlen by yourself, has
at least received your sanction, you have pub-
lished to the world your determination not to
notice me; and however contradictory the state-
ments it contains, still your dignified contempt is
repeatedly expressed. And, sir. it seems fo
have been understood for some time past, that
you and your Reverend coadjutors have deter-
mined to maintain your lofty dignity. May 1
inquire, how it has h appene d that one rec Lntlv
80 ccruternphhlc, has now risen to such impor-
tance as to attract the notice of the President of
St. Joseph’s, and to receive from him a letter in
rcference to the contents of his paper? Shall
we conclude, that having failed fo sustain your-
self in fair dI‘-(‘llh‘?IOH. and hz wving injured your
character and your cause by your unmanly an-




THE LAW-SUIT.

57

onymous book, you assume d a dignified silence
io wait.till you “could see »mnrtlmw of which

you could take hold?

Or has puhlu sentiment

rmnpalli d this involuntary attention on your

l“““

You are
Fii'l{":l“fl]'f"il 1n
you € ‘{l\ll“-- vour

pleas sed to object to two pieces which
the last No. of the Protestant; and

hl ll' I

that 1

hey

are “substa

il-

i1: 1]]\ false,” and call for partic ularsin reference

to one of them.

Had your conduct toward me,

sir, heen suc h as one ge ntleman has a Ii'fh1 to
expect from another, I shouid have lmcn alto-

‘__fl_‘i her

as ihm' are
' 11 g {11

gc ts l 1€

P Hi‘lr‘l'

b
l)‘ \\II'

propriety and -;}I' common cour-

l“-.;rs_r:-;-'..] 1o re 1\ o \1}11[ tllll !1~‘ q, SO ]“
sn a man so far for-

hw\. as to ]‘h-nhwl his determination to treat an-

other with contempt,

and continues thus t

to act

as long as [mhh( sentiment will allow him, he

t,uiaml\ forfeits all claim to the attention of

such individua!, You cannot c’\pm t to assume

a dignified ~i|*"nc e and an air of co: nlvmpt when
is in difhc uli\.:mfl to claim attention
Your pos siticn is indeed sufli-

VOUTr Causoe

when you please.
Li(*li”\ mortifying;
say, that 1 ¢ '11'!1"01 recognize in you any rig ght

call on me for proof of any statement I may
nm!\e in which you are not perso: nally un[;luul-
ted. Still, sir, I am responsible for all T have
to say, has a better

said:

and no one.
lwhi than \mum]f to know,
the habit of making statements at random.

but, sir, I am compelled to

allow me

to

that T am not in
Jut

until evidence shall be asked for by those who
have a better right than yourself, I must be al-
lowed to pursue my own course.
With due u«pect

N. I

i+ RICK.
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To this, Mr. Elder wrote the following reply:

St Jtl.”-"fﬂff..\-' (_."wa'l,f_j‘q', ”Hi,’ 18, 1836.
ev. N. L. RicE,—

Sir—I thank you for taking the trouble to
write me so long a letter.  You mistake me: it
was not my intention I'u :tni\ N My own name;
but only to signify that the Catholics generally
are anxious to Llnm all .||:m1| those matters em-
braced in your last paper, under the two cap-
tions “Nunnery at Bardstown,” and *“Roman
Schools.”” This is all. Let the public know
this; and care nothing for the “anonymous book™
or my former neglect. These have nothing to
do with the present matter.

When I shall have heard who they are to
whom you alluded, I will then explain why I
notice you now, Hl()ll“] 1, as you say, l lmun_.llj
neglec tcd:.ml.

With due respect,
GEO. A. M. ELDER.

This correspondence immediately became
known to the public; and the interest awaken-
ed on the subject demanded of me farther partic-
ulars. Disposed fully to satisfy all proper .en-
tluuwa I lost no time in going to the neighbor-
hood in which the father of the Nun lived, about
eighteen miles distant, and obtaining names and
pa rucu] ars, which I publislied in the next num-
ber of the paper, as follows:

A REMARKABLE OCCURRENCE.

To satisfy the public more fully in reference
to the |1nplctv-(r.nt circumstance mentioned in
our last No., under the caption of “Nunn(;r}- at
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Bardstown,” we counsider it proper to make some
farther remarks. The statement, it will be re-
collected, was made in reply to a query of the
Protestant Vindicator under that caption. We
have not been {!l»pm{ :d to publish things of this
kind; and therefore, though we have known the
fact more than two years, we have never men-
tioned it publicly more than once. and that in a
l;uhlu lecture in our own church. But it is no
secret: it has been matter of common remark
in at least two counties, for three or four years
past. That Mr. Elder has never heard of it, is
truly remarkable. It should have been investi-
gated long since, for the sake of the young wo-
man, if her story h( true; and for the credit of
the Romanists, if it be not.

In reference to t]m matter, we have stated
three facts on respectable 'luihmm I. Thata
young woman Ic,IL the nunnery at which she had
been staying. . That she rl“(‘ﬂ'(‘{]. as her rea-
son for so l'I(‘li!]{_. tlm improper conduct of a priest
toward her. 3. That she disappeared from the
neighborhood, and has not since been heard of.
The unfortunate young lady’s name is, we learn,
Milly M’Pherson. Her father lives about five
miles from liebanon. She went to a nunnery
in Washington county, designing, as she stated,
to continue there. H.um”‘ remained a short
time, she returned to her father’s house; but in
consequence of the great dissatisfaction of her
family with her, (they are Romanists,) she left
home and went to the house of a near ne ighbor,
Mr. Whitehead, an aged Baptist minis ster.. She
appeared greatly (!1=~fmﬁ--ed wept bitterly, and
entreated Mr. Whitehead not to let her be
taken from his house by force, saying that her
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life had been threatened. At her request, Mr.
Whitehead went and persuaded Mr. Lloy d Ray,
l 1!]11”!"«“(1“"‘ t) 11‘“ 1o hl“ l]ﬂU“‘l' lllllilllll]].”' ]]“]1
that M!ll\ McPherson was there, had left the
nunnery, and wished to state on oath her rea-
sons for so0 doing.  Mr. Ray at first refused, but
at last consented to go. She told Mr. Ray and
Mr. Whitehead, that she left the nunnery in
consequence of an atte mpt of the priest (Rev.
Mr. Du Parque) to seduce her, when she went
into his room on an errand. After remaining a
short time at different houses in the neighbor
hood, she was missing, and since that time
nothine has been heard of her. Ier father, we
are told, knows nothing of her, but supposes -fn-
is dead, He has le(‘.cnl.l_} made lu:: will,
which he has left her nothing.

We my 1}{0 no charge against the priest. All

we say is, that the un{m iunate voung woman
left {Iu: mmn(l\. and that she d“i'f"t‘i as her
reason for so dOllli{. the le mlm-w of the 111'1@:1
We pretend not to decide whe »ther her story is
true or false. We believe it, because we can-
not conceive why she should fabricate such a
falsehood in order to bring herself into certain
trouble. Others will of course believe it or not,
as they please. One thing is certain—it cor-
uﬁpm](la with what we hear from every quarter,
both in our own country and in others.

Again, we do not say that Roman priests, or
any one else, has offered personal violence to
her. We 051]\ say, that she professed to f car for
her own safe 1\,, and under the sirange circum-
stances she dimppe.n(_d: and so far-as we can
learn, has not since been heard of. If she can
be found, some of her friends will be very glad
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to see her, and ask her where she has been the
last four years. If she cannot be found, the
public will form their own conjectures. .‘4110‘
disappeared, we are informed, in the fall of
1831.

Mr. Elder and his friends can now take their
own course. We are ready to prove more than
we have said. We have testimony which, we
have no doubt, will fully satisfy the public. We
are fully ready to meet the matter in any way
in which it can be brought up; and if it can be
explained satisfactorily, we shall be glad to see
it done.

The reader will observe, that in this article
every fact is given so as to afford the fairest op-
portunity of exposure, if I had published any
thing false. I was well aware that in a law-suit
the Roman clergy would have many advantages
over me; but I was also confident that what I
had published, could be proved to the satisfac-
tion of the public. Inthe ninth number of the
Protestant I also published the following article:

NUNNERIES.

No account has yet been given of the unfor-
tunate young woman mentioned in our two last
papers. Possibly President Elder is preparing
his documents; but why this delay? 1If the facts
we have stated are false, the neighborhood is but
a few miles distant, and little time is required to
obtain all necessary information. We expect
no satisfactory explanation of the mysterious
circumstance, but we shall wait and see. The
subject has been agitated for several years in
the neighborhood of Lebanon, and inquiries
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have been made for the young woman: and no
information has been obtaine .d conce rning  her.
It is scarcely to be expec ted that now every
thing shonld be cleared up. In the mean time,
the gentlemen of the Advocate ought to know,
1 thm’ do not, that the public fee ]lnfr is not to be
:Hl“’ht‘(l down. The whole thing must be ex-
plained; or it will open the eyes of many.  The
:la) has r*ot yet come, when those who may
incur the d plmt sure of the cle TZY, may t"-.tp-
pear without inquiry being made for them. If
she can: be found, and the charges she has made,
can be met, we shall readily publish the fact.
We are perfectly aware that the course we
are pursuing, cxposes us to the hatred of fthose
whose prejudices blind them; but ihmurh we
would not willingly wound the feelings of any,
we have more Lrn[mrlant duties to lwtlmm. than
that of p](um] o men. 1o those who think that
our suspicions of the purity -of nunneries, are
anfounded and uncharitable, we can only say,
that we are willing to concede to Roman priests
and their establishments all that public senti-
ment allows to any other men. We do not
suspect them because they choose a life of celib-
acy. = Many others, male and female, of all
denominations and of no {lcnmrmmtmn. do the
same, and are respected as much as others.—
But suppose any unn'l'n'ri{fd man, professor of
religion or not, minister r layman,should settle
in Bardstown and take several females, not rela-
ted to him, to. live in his house; what would be
the immediate result?  His character and theirs
would be blasted forever; and such conduct |
would be  justly considered a public scandal.—~ |
But are not the Roman clergy in the constant

=

=
.
P LA T e



e ;
THE LAW-SUIT. 0.

habit of doing this very thing? And who but
priests have access at all times to every part of
those places?

Besides, what men, but oman }lI"II"%T.': ever
thought of requiring females, married and un-
married. to detail to them «f their sins from
tnnt to time?  And who does not see that this
must prove a powerful temptation to immorality?
If we knew no facts to show the immoral ten-
dencies of such institutions, it should ever be
considered scandalous for any unmarried men to
live in such concealed intimacy with unmarried
women; and in any other men it 'would be so
considered. . We know not how to-account for
it that public sentiment has been so lenient in
regard to a particular set of men, unless it be,
that it is supposed: of course -that they must be
allowed to be more levse in morals than others,
They boast of their: celibacy. Then let them
live to themselves as other unmarried men;: and
none will sus pv{i them. But so long as they
pursuc . course which in other men would be
considered scandalous, so long shall we consider
it the duty of ewery friend of morality to op-
pose them. and those who take time. to investi-
gate the «uhud will be very far from ‘commit-
imfr to such persons the tmmmtr of their daugh-
fuz.

But if nunneries were ever so free from the
suspicions which now rest upon them, we would
oppose them still.  We live in a free country;
and we utterly protest against the right of any
set of men under the cloakof u,lurlon to enslayve
the sisters and daughters of free men.  Is it not
notorious that nuns are often compelled to per-
form labors to which the female constitution is
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utterly inadequate? ~ Are they not seen laboring
in the harvest field or making fence, and the
like? And in whatever way they may be em-
ployed, do they receive and enjoy the fruits of
their labors? What hecomes of the thousands
of dollars that annually flow into the nunneries
of Nazareth and Loretto? They fill the purses
of the clergy, and with this money, doubtless,
they arc enabled to purchase so many farms,
houses and lots, &c. The nuns are,to all intents
and purposes, the slaves of the clergy. Never
while we live, will we cease to expose the tyran-
ny that degrades the female sex from the impor-
tant stand in society assigned them by the Gos-
yel of Christ.  If the nuns will go, as do other
females, and instruct youth, they will be respect-
ed and patronized; butif a priest is to be over-
seer, keep them concealed from the public, and
receive all the money, their schools ought to
sink. We have sisters, and we love them; and
we shall never live to see them in a nunnery,
under the tyrannical domination of a priest.
We oppose such establishments on -principle.
They are, in the strongest sense of the word,
anti-republican ; and they are, in a still stronger
sense, if possible, anti-christian. Cruerry lies at
the very foundation of themj; and the day of
Judgment will reveal terrible things concerning
those gloomy abodes of human wretchedness. :

On these three articles, as containing action-
able matter, the suit was founded. After pub-
lishing the second article, in which the names
of the nun and priest were given, 1 very soon
learncd that my suspicions of the design of Mr.
Elder were well founded. I learned that he
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had consulted able lawyers, and had determine »d
to bring snit.  On the 2d of July he published
a handbill in which he boastingly 1):0(‘1 iimed his
intention 1o have a iegal lmutlrr wtion of the
charges against ])ll]hul ue. That he felt or
feirned frlmi confidence in the result of the smit,
is manifest from the following declarations: I
have entire confidence that the verdict of a jury
will place the accuse .d. in that eminence which
his \n[uu_. had secured him in public estima-
tion.” Again, “To conclude, fellow citizens,
suspend your ]udfrmr-nix till you have the I cgal
evidences to aid you; then you will judge richt-
cously, in relation to the Rev. Mr. Duparque.

His friends very confidently await the issue of

the trial.” In a little lJIlIIlillllL‘t which he soon
after this published, he speaks even more boast-
ingly. He says, “We feel satisfied that what
has been publis hed is untrue. A public investi-
sation, before a judicial tribunaly is what we
desire. 'Then Mr. Rice will have a fair, full,
and impartial trial before his country. ~An op-
portanity will be afforded him, to m: ke zood his
accusations; and if he (ul~ the verdiet of the
jury, and the judgment of f the court will pro-
claim him to the world, as a malicious liheller.
[t is not his money We are in pursuit of, but a
public trial of the truth or falsehood. of what
M. Rice has asserted. Liet me assure Mr. Rice,

that he issurely to be cited before the court of

this place for his libel.” Such “great swelling
words,” coming front the Pres 1d0nt of St. Jo-
-vpll s College and from under the eyes of the

vi. Rev. Bishops, Chabrat and David, might
have appeared rather alarming to a small man,
had I not before learned the difference between
6%
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saying and doing. All who placed confidence
in the bold declarations of Mr. Elder, expected
of course to see Rice demolished. Considerable
experience, however, had taught me, that priests
and mitred heads, as well as others, find difficul-
ty in fighting against facts.

Whether Mr. Elder & Co. really expected to
bring suit, when they first threatened, is doubt-
ful. The probability is, that they expected to
frighten me into a retraction of what I had pub-
lished. Possibly they felt confident that by their
tremendous influence, and by the aid of legal
quibbles, they would be able to ruin a trouble-
some adversary. Be that as it may, after con-
siderable delay the suit was instituted, a few
days before the September term of the Nelson
County Circuit Court. Mr. Elder, the promin-
ent man in this thing, brought the suit in the
absence of Duparque, and without his know-
ledge. Of course it was not legally instituted.
I had the right, therefore, to non-suit him with-
out going to any expense; but as he had said,
that he simply desired “a public trial of the truth
or falsehood of what Mr. Rice has asserted,” 1
determined to afford him an opporturity of try-
ing it.  Accordingly, I employed counsel, and
prepared to investigate the matter fully. So
soon, however, as it came into court, I discovered
what I had confidently anticipated—that his sole
object was to prevent a discovery of the truth,
and to obtain by legal quibbles a forced verdict
in favor of Duparque and of Nunneries.

The interpretation put on my language by
Mr. Elder’s counsel, made me assume to prove,
that Duparque had attempted to seduce Milly
McPherson and afterwards murdered her.  Ev-




THE LAW-SUIT. G7

erv reader of common sense knew that 1 had
made no such charges; but the priests designed
to take advantage of legal technicalitiesin or-
der to compel me to prove vhat I had not said
—thus giving a fair specimen of priestly morali-
tv. The amount of damages claimed for Du-
parque, was' ten thousand dollars ! Such a sum,
if they could obtain ity would probably enable
them to establish another Nunnery or two. At
any rate, it would have heen a pretlty good
speculation; and besides, it might have crippled
the operations of a troublesome adversary. How
far the clergy were influenced in fixing the da-
mages by the exorbitant prices of all articles of
trade. T know not; but' really I thought they
had greatly overvalued the priest’s character;
and so the jury thought.

The counsel of Mr. Elder labored to obtain
from the Judge a decision which required me to
yrove the fact that Duparque did attempt to se-
duce Milly McP., and that he did afterwards
murder her, or cause her to be murdered. Now
even the most stupid reader could not but see,
thai I did not pretend to assert either of these
facts. TIshall notice this point again in the pro-
per place.  The Judge did decide, that T was
bound to prove, not that the Nun had made the
charge—the fact which I stated—but that Le
was in fact guilty of attempted seduction. To
prove this legally, the Nun was the only compe-
tent witness; and she had disappeared.  And
strange to tell! his décision also required me to
prove that she had been abducted. - The reader
will perceive, that I was required to prove not
only what I had never said, but what in the na-
ture of the case it was impossible to prove!
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Determined to let the public see, that 1 was
prepared to prove all that I had published, ]
publicly made to ! Mr. Elder the following propo-
sition: That if he would allow thewhole testimony, on
both stdes, to come:before the yury, and permil the jury
to! find a verdict uum'f/m” to thetr own convictions.
unrestrained by the lechnicalities of the law and the
instructions of the Court; I would not require him
lo. show authority to institute suit, but would under-
take: to prove f)u/m;r,m gutlly, and would give him
the ﬁm‘mu/ last speeches be ,"rm the jury. Ij I failed
to satisfy the jury, I was ready to abide /n,r therr
decision. I was ready to waive my f:fwf righis,
and 1o prove more than. { had said. Was this pro-
J)(Mt[on fair? Was it not more than fair? Mr.
[Zlder had said, he desired simply to know A
truth or fr.!fe,ra"m;r/" of what I had published. 1
pmpched to..convince twelve impartial jurors,
acting under solemn oath, that all 1 had |}uhh~ |-
ed, and more, was true. Ie declined this offer
of a *full, fair, and impartial ‘trial,” and clung
like a dIO“ ning man to the decision of Court.
which excluded the whole testimony, and re-
quired me to prove what I had never affirmed.
[udeed, if he had believed, that I would be re-
quired to prove only what 1 had published, the
suit- never would have been instituted. He
knew perfectly well, that it was true.

When this proposition, the pt‘rf't"l;‘l fairness of
which was obvious to all, was rcjected, I required
the priests to bring the suit legally; and they
were allowed until the next term to show au-
thority to prosecute. In order to obtain this
continuanece, Mr. Elder swore, that he had irea-
son to believe that Duparque’s 4013(1 at I,L|).1~
non had the right to bring suit fi r his character
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| Yet, although those men were but a few miles
distant, Mr. Elder had never enquired whether
they had a power of attorney, but had sent a
letter to Europe -in order to obtain it fiom Du-
parque!!! What must we think of a man, pro-
fessing to be a Christian minister, who could
take such an oath to secure an object? Could
any man of common sense helieve, that an agent
appointed simply to dispose of property and
transact business of that kind, had the right to
sue for the character of the man for whom he
acted? As I expected, nothing more was heard
of the power of attorney possessed by Duparque’s
agents ; but at the next term a private leller from
him was produced, as authorizing Mr. Elder to
sue for his character. = The suit was continued
at thescost of Mr.. Elder & Co.; as they pre-

fered paying costs to allowing a fair trial!

THE TRIAL.

At the May term of the Nelson Co. Circuit
Court, this suit, which had caused much excite-
ment, was terminated. - And unpleasant as it
was to be engaged in such an affair, [ thank
God for the much good it has already done, and
is likely to do. The evidence adduced has al-
ready opened the eyes of many to the true
character of Nunneries, and to the impropriety
of educating young females in them. Hitherto
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those establishments have enjoyed a reputation
they do not merit. If is now my privilege to
present to the public evidence in reference to
them, which must be admitted. It is only to be
regretted, that we were confined by the law to
this particular case, and were thus prevented
from exhibiting much evidence of the corrup-
tions of priestsand Nunneries, which could have
been readily procured.

The trial commenced on' Monday, June 5th,
and continued till the Monday following. From
the commencement to the termination the Court
House was crowded to overflowing with anxious
spectators. I rejoice that so mary heard the
evidence and the pleadings in the case. Great
advantage has resulted to. the Protestant cause
from this circumstance. There appeared to
be but onc opinion amongst the unprejudiced
as to what the verdict should be.

The first d-vy was occupied principally in ob-
taining a jury. Each individual, before he was
allowed to sit on the jury, was required to state
on oath whether he had formed an opinion, or
felt any prejudice in favor of either party.
There was necither a Presbyterian, nor a Roman
Catholic on the jury.  Though a few Roman
¢gentlemen, who were on the pannel, seemed
anxious to be jurors, the most of them candidly
acknowledged their incompetency to decide
impartially. The jury was composed of two
Methodists, two Lutherans, and eight gentlemen
who were not members of any church. Tt is
proper to remark, that cach juryman was recetved
by Mr. Elder’s counsel, before my counsel expressed
any opinion concerning him. - I mention this fact
particularly to show, that Mr, E. has no right
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to find' fault with the jury.  About three days
were occupied in the examin: tion of witnesses,
and about the same length of time in the ad-
dressesof the lawyers to the jury.

The jury retire d early on Monday, the 13th,
but did not agree upon a verdict antil Tuesd: ay
morning. The large majority were in favor of
finding for the Defendant: but some thought,
ihat the instructions of the Court required them
to give, at least, nominal damages.. On Tuesday
muzmnrr they came into C ourt to ascertain the
yrecise meaning of the instructions; and learn-
ing that they could not find for the Defendant
without di-1(‘<nur|m<r Illmn. they found for the
G nmp} vinant damages to the « ymount of ONE
CENT! One cent instead of ten thousand dol-
lars!!! 'The disappointment and moriification
of the priests at this verdict, after all their
hoasting and parade, may be conceived. - For
more than a year they hs 1d cherished the fond
]m[n_. that ch‘.‘ should be able by this suit to
ruin one w l.nm they so cordially h: ted.  During
the week they had impatiently ‘waited the result.
If they had been unable to sustain their cause
in the discussion into which they had entered
with him, they now hoped to be avenged.
How fully Hlm di«plluul the f{rue —pult of
Popery. They well knew, that every word I
had [thlhiu d, was liter '111\ true; but their craft
was in danger. Their beloved Nunneries were
shaking; and the public were beginning to dis-
cover that they were not suitable p] ces for the
education of young females. The end sancti-
fied the means; and. the y had collected a large
number of Lhc-lr own pcoplv and several of
their slaves—the Nuns—to testify to suit them.
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Ah! had our governnient only been catholic; so
that they could have “-fO]lp(‘(l the Western Pro-
testant and delivered Rice over to the seeilar
arm. But after all the efforts made, an impar-
tial jury gave them ONE CENT!!!'—just one
copper ! '

They well knew, that greater disgrace cannot
be inflicted upon a man, than to give him one
cent for his character. Yet they, at first, endea-
vored to conceal their mortification, and pub-
lished in the Catholic Advocate the following
notice of the suit:

“THE LAW SUIT.

“QOur readers are (at least many of them)
apprised, that this affair, which has for the last
twelve months excited so much attention, was
tetminated on Monday last, as sensible and
impartial men saw from the beginning, in favor
of the plaintiff, Rev. Mr. Duparque. We hope
that those who have made themselves his ene-
mies, and whom the law of the land has branded
as slanderers, will be in future more charitable,
more truthful, or at least more cautious. We
understand that a correct account of the whole
affair will be shortly offered to the public.

The reader will observe, that in this notice
they did not ‘publish the verdict—one cent.
Why did they omit this? If they had gained
£10.000, or even $1000, would they not have
l)ccn a ]ltl](, more communicative? Is it not
perfectly obvious that they omitted the verdict,
because they knew it would flatly cnntrmhrt
what they had said—that the suit was terminated
in favor of object
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was. to make a false imprcq:ion" The man is
as ‘uul\ guilty of telling a falsehood, who tells
hut prrrt of the truth, so as to convey a false
idea, as he who [L”H no part of the truth.
Here we have a fair specimen of priestly veraci-
ty. lhl- article was so 111(*{,(:11(,11‘1}}1\ incon-
sistent with the following, in the 43d No. of the
Ist vol. of the same pape r. that one could scarc f‘h
imagine that both came from the same men.

“Unless persons, who print, as editors, can
be made responsible, and unless, in an aggra-
vated case, smart damages are given, the courts
are but mere mockeries :

* * * W * *

“No country possesses better laws than ours,
yel no comltI) puts them into execution as
hLLul\. when a franchise is violated, which only
exists in mental c_nn’r'mpl,t[lon. and cannot he
valued at market prices—and we seem to look
on the quiet, and mdu]y man, who throws over
him the shield of legal protection, rather than
kill, as a pitiful creature, unworthy our regard,
and hool him from the courts to which he
appeals, with a verdict against him, or with one
for one cent. Such verdicts are a disgrace and
a -.hamc to justice,—-they dcserve the indigna-
tion tie honest—and th\ finders of them.
when not justified by the facts, the scorn of all
society. They are blots, Lh”t too often ocecur
in our courts upon the purity of public records,
and are stains, too often, on that law, which
permits a jury fo violate instructions, and disre-
gard strict justice.”

i, P £ T TR N e e e e
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Here the reader will remark, they make the
value of the uhl ct to consist 1n the amount n/"

damages Ziven, «“Unless, in an aggravate d case
smart r}’(mm”r are given, the (mni- are but mere
mockeries.” ~And ulaw'\v what they say of ver

dicts aoainst one who sues for his character, or
for one cent. —**Such verdicls are a disgrace and
a shame to justice—they deserve thm m(hunallun
of the honest—and the finders of f them. when
not justified by the facts, the scorn of all society.”

Ves—and when such a verdict is found, they
here jidtnh sav. that the man is ““hooted {1om
the courts This article was lmlmmn »d  with

«pecial reference to the suit; an id the jury could
anderstand what would be their re \\(mi, if they
did not find a verdict to suit the priests. The
gentlemen of the jury, however, regarded their
oath more than the 1mplied threat of the Rey.
clergy. Yet, although Duparqut , according to
their views, was oot od from the Court with one
cent-for his character; they (surely not without
a blush) proclaim to the ]:unllL, that the suit
was terminated in Ads favor! Nay, more—
they even say, it te rminated “as sensible and
ynparfial men foresaw from the beginning!”
in this I perfectly agree with them. But what
shall we think of tlhe consisteney and the
morality of such men’?
Fhe editor of the Cineinnati Daily Gazette
volunteered to aid them in their pupl exities.
He has heretofore ]nuu-wi himself, if not an
ui)f{hu nl son, at least a sincere friend, of the
Pope. The ge ntlemen, thankful for even small
ii.- orsin their ex xtremity, Lopudflumthc Gazette

he following wmml{n.
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“The Cincinnati Daily Gazetle contains the
following judicious r: jhr mm 3, In answer to some
iIli}lfJFtii:.ffIIli_ and hiech'y characteristic remarks
of the Wesiermn 5’1r~'n!r rian Herald, with re-

gard to the late suit for defamation.

‘By what rule of propriety the suit if-_{l(-nurni-
r_m(mi H wll_ii "f-:_r J‘.-",ia f{’-'w!u.-f ((-"'.'fjﬂ'.i.e’!-t‘ (.-'t?"'r“;‘{"i; ff
Bardstown’ 1 |1 y not understand. No to state
ity is neither morc nor less than a misrepre-
sentation of ‘very near: relation to falsehood.
And this misrepresentation ‘is made for the dis-
x'l'm_!il'lhl"- }11:‘;:*&4; of involving ‘all the Bards-
town Cat }.[1 ¢ clergy, in the alledged standard
value of character,set up by the Herald! And
this assumed standard is .t!.-:; an imposition. In
mn action for defamation, a verdict for the plain-
tiff necessarily fastens upon the defendant the
character of a Fualse, Scandalous and Malicious
Defamer. A nominal amount of damages is
often given because of the impn ency of the
slander to inflict injury. The jury may estimate
the plaintiff as invulnerable to the nalice of
the defendant, and this is as often as any other,
the ground upon which nominal damu-n are
given. - But whatever the damages; a Vcldui
for the pl intiff brands the {Ichmlant a calum-
niator.”’

'l‘hv«n- n-n:‘:r'a'c of the editor of the Gazette
the priests call “judicious reflections.”  Of course
they are [1f':1~<ti with them. Now the first
lhma‘ “mlh\ of motice in these reflections, is
the denial that the suit was instituted by the
Roman clergy of Bardstown.  The Yy appcar now
to be askamed of the boasted suit. and would
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concerned in it! And who instituted the suit?
Not Duparque; for he is in Europe and knew
nothing of it. President Elder was the promi-
nent man in this business; but he was not alone.
Flis brethren aided him. Let them bear the
reproach. But the editor of the GGazette gives
them a new idea concerning the damages. A
nominal amcunt of damages,” he says, *is often
given because of the impotency of the slander
to inflict injury.” Sure enough, say the pricsts;
we verily thought that Duparque and the Nun-
neries were very badly burt, to the amount of
ten thousand dollars; but may be, we were mis-
taken, and they were only injured to the amouni
of one cent! 'This is a “judicious reflection.”
But how did the priests come to make such a
mistake about Rice’s power to injure them.
They were preity well acquainted with him.
President Elder said in his pamphlet, “I have
long closely ohserved Mr. Rice’s course;” and
he thought, after long and close observation,
that he was a very mischievous character, and
though he thought he told a great many false-
hoods, he always contrived to make the people
believe them! *And, what is the worst featurc
in him,” says Elder, ¢“his confident maunner
would almost persuade a man he cannot err;
whilst he seems to make every adversary of his
a liar.” Yes, and the President was very
much alarmed, lest Rice should ruin those im-
portant institutions, Nunneries; and therefore
he in his handbill said, “And as the reputation
of the female academies may suffer at a dis-
tance, if they bear the charges made, I would
sugrest to the trustees the necessity of calling
for close legal investigation in their behalf.”
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And he took the deposition ui a Southern gen-
tleman, designed to prove that I had seriously
injured the Nunnery 'Jm.lUlf!ﬂHh. He was even
so much alarmed for Nazareth, which, he hal
said, *is the |w-~'1' known community or frt'mly
in all Kentucky,” that he took the (lr‘ptmi;rm of
one (only on ) -’Ji. the ;::\~'-" ians who had pi(i(‘—
tised in that i:u-iiill-i-nr. in order to sustain ifs
character! But the “judicious reflections” of
the editor of the Gazette have set the gentle-
men right. If he had only sent thém his reflec-
tions a little earlier, he might have saved them
much expense and trouble! Such is the con-
sistency of our RRoman clergy; but a drowning
man will catch at a straw.

The priests could not long conceal their dis-
d[)[)Ol’ﬂ‘llLElt and indignation. They soon pub-
lished a Pamphlet of ( 4 pages, llln,nn:imfr with
the most vulgar abuse of the editor of the West-
ern Protestant, and making such Inimnzif'lonﬁi
against the gentlemen of the jury, that they in
self-defence made the fuiimumr Imimf ation:

“TO THE PUBLIC.

“Some short time since, there appeared a
small p'nnpi;lvi under the name of William
S1ms, purpulfm"f to huve been written by some
person of that name. Whether it was written
by Sims, or some other person or persons, we
are unable to say; nor do we care who the writer
1s. We, the jurors who scrved on the late trial
between ]){11)'1:\1!4 e and Rice,deem it our duty,
in defence ol ourselves,and also a duty we owe
to the public, to correct so much of that publi-
cation as concerns us; as the writer of it has
taken the liberty of making some remarks or
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insinuations about the jury, which are untrue. |
He states, that, during the progress of the trial,

no one of the jurors could step out of the court
house, without being accosted by some of the
worthies in Rice’s CIﬂpl()j', who were making
eflorts to draw them into private conversation. l
This we assert, so far as we are concerned. to
be untrue—we saw nothing like this.

“Ile also states, that one of those worthies
placed himself on the stairs, as the jury were
going to their room, with what he calls some
kind of a grin or smile, holding out his hand fo
the jury, as they p?bsc,d If there was any such
person, we did not see himj; nor did we notice
that any such thing occurred.

“He again statcs, thut one of the most intelli-
gent of the jury has stated publicly, since the
trial, that he was for damages or heavy damages
if 1hmr‘ was any such juror on that jury, }u'
kept his opinion to himself—he did not make it
known to the other jurors, as he ought to have
done. We do affirm, that one cent was the high-
est damages named by any one on that jury in
our hcfumg and we further state, that every
one on that jury, who was for finding a verdict
for the pldlntiﬁ did state that he would glory
in making each one pay his own costs, if it were
in his power to do-so. And we also state, that
under all the circumstances, but for the instruc-
tions of the Court, we would have been com-
pelled to find a verdict for the Defendant.

Wizrian Heavenminn, Cyrus Tuomrson,

LreoNvarp Trourman, Hexry StrEurr,

Davip MaArrais, Joun B. Cox, :
Wwr. C. Kervny, Joun Unser,

Tros. I.. TaoMPsON.”
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The Pamphlet®which elicited this statement,
charged some of my friends w ith attempting to
tamper with the jury. This charge, so ma-
liciously made, is here declared by the gentle-
men of the jury to be utterly false. Their
statement, it will be observed, takes away even
the one cent, to which the priests and their
friend of the Cincinnati Gazetie attempted to
cling; for at least nine of the twelve would
have felt bound, but for the instructions of the
Court, to have found a verdict for the Defendant.
One of the jurymen, who lived at a distance,
had not the opportunity to sign this statement;
and another determined to treat their insinua-
tions with contempt. And no one even men-
tioned higher damages than one cent, So far,
theretore, as the jury are concerned, we have
abundant evidence that they were pu‘lbc thy
satisfied, at least the very large majority of
them, that I had substantiated all that I had
published. But since the priests asserted, that
the suit was terminated in their favor, and “as
sensible and imp:u‘iiu] men  foresaw from the
beginning;” it is for them to explain the cause
of their malignity against them. President
[llder even went so far as to obtain from a cer-
tain woman a certificate that an old gentleman,
a repatable member of the Methodist church,
who h'.r- on the jury, had attempted to seduce
her! But the gentleman promptly brought the
matter before his church, by which he was fully
acquitted. Why did Mr. Elder obtain such a
certificate?

I have made these remarks and presented
these facts, that the public may see into what
difficulties the priests felt themselves thrown,

i [
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and that they may see the means to w hich they
were \\1]!1:1“ tn resort, in order to sustain them-
selves and their Nunneries. I now return to
the trial. It took place under circumstances

the most favorable to the priests; so thatif their

cause had not been desperate, they must have
succeeded. That such is the fact, will be ob-
vious from the following remarks:

1. The place at which it was tried, was mosi
“"Ym"lf'lr': to them. Barpsrown has long been
known as one of the strong-holds of Popery in
the ‘(',—L_-i. Here Roman Catholics are very
numerous; and their influence is, of course, con-
siderable. And all who know the almost un-
bounded authority possessed by the Roman

clergy over the I\' ze. majority, if not all, of

their followe 18, Will 1»:’1( ( t.: that their influence
must be very great in such a place. The mer-
chant, the mechanic, lw pnl.:.. ian—all know
that their interest would lead ]l[‘ln at least to
avoid offending the clergy. = Besides, Bardstown
is the episcopal residence; and in :md around it
are located several of the most celebrated Reo-
man institutions. In the town is St. Joseph’s
College, the President of which was my prose-
cutor. Two and a half miles in the country is
the Nazareth Nunnery, which is one of the most
celebrated. Thirteen miles distant is the lL.o-
retto Nunnery. Four miles distant is their
Theological Semin: iry. A consid lerable ]u"-r".inn
of the community hs vd in past years patronized
these institutions, and might therefore be ex-
pected to feel some attachment to them. Be-
sides, they bring into circulation anvually a
consider clh}C amonnt of money, and have been
supposed, therefore, to be of much advantage

L
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o the town. ©One of Mr., Elder's lawyers
ctated, that according to the best calculation he
could make, the Nunneries in this vicinity bring
1o circulation not less than from fifty to siwwly
thowsand. dollars! 'This-consideration was urgec
against me. If thereis any place in the West,
where they might expect to gain a decided vie-
lory over me, Bardstown 1s the plzu-f-; for whilst
‘their influence was so great, the number of
Presbyterians was small, and their institutions
in their infancy.

9. The counsel employed by the priests, were
amongst the most distincuished members of the
bar.  Before instituting the suit, they had em-
ployed Hon. B. Iardin, Hon. John Rowan, and
3enj. Chapeze, Esq., torether with Messrs.
Hite and Tucker; and these who were present
during the progress of the suit, will bear them

witness that they did ample justice {0 the cause
of their clients. True, I do not pretend to say
that their counsel were in any respect superior
io mine. The counsel on my side were Hon.
C. A. Wickliffe, Hon. J. J. Crittenden, Nath’l.
Wickliffe and T. P. Lynthicam, Esqrs. Great
ability was certainly displayed on both sides.
Their failure, however, was not caused by any
lack of legal aid.
3. The peosition, if I may so express it, which
the suit occupied before the Court, was very
favorable indeed to the priests. I{ ] had been
,required to prove only what I had said, there
" would mot have been the slightest difficulty.
But, as already intimated, the Court required
me to prove what I had never affirmed, and
what in the nature of the case could not be
proved. In the first place, I was required to

-
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prove the fact, that Duparque had attempted to
seduce the Nun. The following arc my re-
marks on this subject; and I beg the reader
carefully to examine them

¥ e make no <:i::1|‘;;‘v against the priest. All
wWe say 1s, that the unfortunate young woman
left the Nunnery, and that she alledged as her
reason for so Llnm,_r. the lowdness of the priest.
We pretend not to decide whethierher story is
truec or faize. We believe ity because we cannof
conceive why she should fabricate such a false-
hood in order to bring hérself into certain trou-
ble. Others will of course believe it or not, as
they please. One thing is certain—it corres-
ponds with what we hear from every quarter,
both in our country and in others.”

Such was my language. Did any one under-
stand me to say, that [ saw Duparque make the
attempt; or that any one else but the Nun saw
him; or that 7 could produce fﬂ:"f'——lhi' only com-
petent witness? No.: Why, then, was I re-
quired to prove what I never .1--c-il: d?  True,
I did say, that T believed the statements made
by the Nun; but why did I believe*them? The
reason was assigned, viz: “because I cannot con-
ceive why she should fabricate such a ;‘r f’ruru,’ i
order to fn?f*“ ;?f,nr";’ into cerlain .f":rm/J ";J"-i”}'
McPherson was by birth and education, as well
as in feeling and heart, a Papist. Her parents,
and all her relations were Papists. She had
been taught from inf: ey to venerate the priest
as the vicegerent of Jesus Christ.  She had
often from the days of her childhood bowed at
his knee, confessed all her sins, even the most
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ecret. and received absolution. She had be-
come a Nun, and taken the vow of poverty,
chastily and ogbedience. She had resided eight
months in the Nunnery under Duparque’s care,
and had again returned to take up her abode
there. Her parents and friends she knew were
bigotted Papists, and would warmly resent any
itoputation cast upon a priest, and cspecially
upon one whom they had long known. 1 could
not believe that woman capable of trampling
cpon all the prejudices of early education,
despising the faith she still held, and outraging
the feelings of parents and friends—all without
any possible cause—especially when she must

I

have known, that by so doing she would inevi-
tably bring herself into inextricable difliculties
and troubles. 'T'hey who know any thing of the
veneration in which Romanists hold their clergy,
will not readily believe that Milly McPlerson
would thus aftack the character of Duparque
without a cause. Here, then, are some of the
reasons swhy | helieved her charges against
him. But in addition to these, Eu'l'-Ill}':'-.(-'i'il_.lll:
disappearance, and the credit given her state-
mants by a number of her most iufimate ac-
quaintances, convinced me that all was not right,
1t is obvious. therefore, to the most careless
reander, that I never did assume to prove the
fact of Duparque’s guilt, further than the eir-
cumstances proyed it, The legal construction
of my language was, therefore, unnatural,
forced, and obviously incorrect. Whether the
decision of the Judge was legal or illegal, is not
for me to say. That it was unjust, is perfectly
evident,

........
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that Duparque had abducted Milly McPherson.
The following are my remarks on that subject

“ Again, we do not say, that Roman priests, or
any one clse, lmu} offered personal violence to
her. We unl‘, that she professed to fear for
her ow nsa[vt},aml nnder the strange circumstan-
ces she disappeared; and, so far as we can learn,
has not since been heard of. If she can be
imlml some (,)i‘ her I.{'ir;.}:(l-' will hu YErY ;_;‘l:-l(] 10
see IhL;. and ask her where she has been for
the last four years. If she cannot be found, the
public will form their own (0.].}1‘(inln-~'~' Nhe

di sttppmuul we are informed, in the fall of
I831.”

In another number of the Protestant, I made
the following remarks:

“The whole thing must be c"r(plzlin('d' rit
will open the eyes of many. The day has not
yet come, when those who may incur the dis- l
]i]fd“-lllf’ of the cle TEY, May (Il‘nl} pem‘ without '
inquiry being made for them. she can be '
found, and the charges she has 11::.}.:1(1-, can be
met; we shall readily publish the fact.’

Now I ask the reader to examinc these re-
marks, and say whether 1 assumied to prove that
Duparque had abducted theNun? I stated the
facts—that she had left the Nunnery, made
charges against him, and :m%umml) disap-
peared; but'l (lplc-=~|v declared, that 1 did not
pretend to know what had become of her, but
certainly thought it incumbent on the Roman

&

h—;:".-:,-'g.-_a;w.-__ -
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clerey to give some explanation of a circuim-

stance 80 1m‘~“*1~na connected with one of

their Nunneries. If abduction or murder was
implied, it was implied in the admitted facts,
and was establisl ed by }ummf‘ them. On this
gm'I'{ also the legal construction of my language
was forced and inc uru-\'L——zf‘t{l‘ile;E me to prove
what I had not said.

To prove the first point, viz: the attempt to
seduce, Milly McP. was the only competent
witness. It was easy to prove, as I shall here-
after »‘a}wn'.'. liat she Ju.i make the charge against
Humu jue; but that was not sufficient— o must
he in Court and tesfify. But where 1s she!?

[

She has longe since ‘ii‘“i‘i" ared: and her friends
believed her dead. Mr. Elder, the man who

prosecuted me, said, “When I shall stand iIn
need of her, she ehall appear, or her absence be
satisfactorily accounted for.” . ¥Fromn such lan-
guage it was fair to infer, that he had my wit-
ness in safe keeping. Besides, one of the priests
did say, that he could prove that she had beer
safely conveyed owut of Washingten county. Who
conveyed her away; wnd to-what place did
they carry her? Indeed such: was the legal
construct tion of my language that the very i
lany of i}ujxtwm' micht have shielded him.
Suppose it true, that he had murdered or ab-
ducted her; is it not obvious that by his
from censure? Such was the position into
which the priests’ counsel threw the trial, by
way of showing how mmh they desired to come
at the simple wuth! That the reader may see

the correctness of my statements, 1 give the

8

4

Soal
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imstructions v;hl'rh, on moticn of the Plaintif]
ot i1 B = 2
were given the jury.  They are as follows

1. “TFhe Plzintiff moves the Court to instruct
the jury, that the libels which are recited in thi
Declarations. are ‘actionable: and if from 1h
evidence they believe that Defendant wrots
them and ;1{%_::‘1;1'-'-11 them to be published: bhe is
liable in this action for so-doing, unless he ¢an
prove under the plea of justification, that th
same are true.

2. “That what :_1'31“\ McPherson saidy and
the reports about Milly MecPherson and Plaintiff,

i
are 1o evidence to prove the truth of the libel
and are only admitted as evidence to mitigzate
the damages, under the plea of not guilty; an
how far the same ought to lessen or aggravale
the amount of damages. is for them to determind
under all the circumstances.”

“T'he Defendant moves the Court to instrie
the jury,

tst. That malice on the partof the Defendant
towards the Plaintifl, is necessary (o the main-
tenance of this action; and that unless the jurs
are satisfied that it existed in this case, Lili:u
ought to find for the Defendant.
2d. That the presumption of malice, from the
mere fact of the publication of the libel com-
plained of; in the Plaintiff ’s Declaration,is liabls
to- be rebutted by evidence showing that no
malice i‘f‘u”}" existed on the part of the De-
tendant toward the Plaintiff; and if the jury are
satisfied from the evidence in this case, that no
such' malice exis*ed, they ought to find for the
i’t'i;:[lti;'lllf.'. 3

od. Thatif the jury shall find for the Plaintiff
in- this case, they t;u'rhf not in their assessment
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of damages to take into consideration. or allow
any thing for any injury-or wrang done, or sup-
posed to be done. by the publication complained
of, to the relicion of the: Catholics, to their
Nunneries. or other establishments, either lite-
rarv or relivious: but to confine themselves to

the orievance which the Pl intiff has individu-

—

ally suffered in the premises, and for that alone
to allow damages.

4th, That the libels complained of in this
case, and given in evidencey import no such
charge or imputation against the Plaintiff of
having either murdered or killed the said Milly
MePherson, as entitles said Plaintiff to maintain
. 3

s action and recover damages for that caus:

= ‘ ; T e g 1 e
'he Court gave the above, with the 1i11[tlitl¢'ll-
tion that the libel imports a charge of abduction.

Here the reader will perceive, that when |

had proved every fact I had stated, the jury
were still bound, according {o the instructions
of the Court, to find a verdict for the Plain-

tiff, unless I could 1‘:!':;rillt':f Milly

McPherson,
and by her prove what 1 had never afirmed—
the fact of Duparque’s attempt to seduce. her,
But if she was abducted, which fact I was required
to prove, it was of course impossible to produce
her. T

jury could have found for the Defendant, would

} ¢ 1

e only possible ground on which the

have been that the publications were made
without malice.  But such a verdict might have
implied the falschood of the charges made. A
verdict for Duparque for nominal damages was
preferable; because such -a verdict i:u}_r_l'lv.-'.
either that the character of the prosecutor is
worth nothing, or that the charges are proved
to the satisfaction of the jury, though the evi-

—

¥
|
]
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dence is not precisely in accordance with legal
technicalities.  Such  was the verdict in the
present instance, as we have already seen by
the published statement of minE of the jury-
men.

I am not satisfied that a charge of abduciion,
even if I had made it falsely, shoull be consid-
ered actionable; for, if I mistake not, the Ro-
man clergy claim the right to compel Nuns te
to keep their vows by plnw 2l force. - The
infallible council of Trent directed, “that Nun-
neries should be carefuily closed, and egress be
absolutely forbidden to the Nuns, under auy
pretence whatever, without L-;;%r::r:'a[‘-rai license,

on pain of excommunicalion—magistrates being
enjoined under the same pcnalty fo aid the
hi:—'@ht,}i.fﬁ, if necessary, F'n_f f ying - foree . and

the latter being urged to their duty by the fear
of God, and the eternal curse.” = It was also
decreed, concerning monks and nuns, that “if
they laid aside the ‘habit of their own accord,
they should not be permitted to make the com-

’

plaint, but be compelled to return to the monastery,
and be punished as apostates.” In view of such
decrees 1 am not at all satisfied

would not consider it his duty to compel an
eloped Nun, who was making unfavorable
reports, to returu to the Convent. : Certainly if
he breathed the spirit of these decrees, he
would. However this may be '. the f"*r"'tciﬂu»‘
the Court were (uuunh most favorable to Du-
parque,

The object of the suit, as deelared by Mr.
lilder, and repeated again awd again by his
counsel, threw much additional weight in Du-
pargue’s favor. - Mr. Elder’s main object in

that a nrie &t

LllaL G
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institutine suit was, not to defend Duparque’s
character, but to sustain the sinking reputafion
of Nunneries. “QOur objeet,” said he in his

Pam»hlet. “is to vindicate a citizen and our 1n-

stitutions. - The only actionable niatter is the
charpe acainst Rev. Mr. Duparque; and that
vas made by Mr. Rice, to injure cwr establish-
nents, and -"';-.r'e'rif_-" them into disrcpute.”’ It is evi-

r !

dent, therefore, that l)!l;)lll'iit{‘_‘. s name was used
merely or mainly as a pretence for bringing a
suift for nunneries. Indeed it was declared by

ole of Ivir. r'-!'i;'"-‘s counsel, that ?.]‘T,H- & WIS
t |

:. s Eig emon b pen lap et o fe s Sl s

pot a drop 1 Lthe bucket in tiis atalr, and 1n
their speeches to the jury the great utility of
Nunneries was eloquently ‘urged,in order toag-

gravate the damages.  Howfar the jury were
| know pot;
but since Nunnreries were identified with the

- % £ 3 } i1 - e .
suit by Mr. Elder & Co., we do them no injus-

influenced by these considerations

tice in supposing that they were valued, together
with Duparque’s character, at one ceni—espe-
. ] - 1 - 1 ] i AT
cially as he was the superintendent of two Nun-
o .y 3 . i 3
neries. T'he suit was obviously a desperate
offort by the Roman elerey., to regain whatthey

}
had lost by the discussion into which they had

entered, and to puat down the Western Pro-
testant—that dreaded. hated paper. Indeed so

| L
deeply were they interested in the snit, that they
seemed willine to throw (hemselves, as well as
their beloved Nunneries, into the scalesy if by
so doing, they ecould gain heavy damages
against Rice. The Courl and the jury were
honored and awed during the trial, by the pre:
sence of Rt. Rev. Bishop Chabrat, Reve Mr:
Abely Rev. Mr. Spalding, Rev. Mr. Wathen,
Reve Mr. Powell, Rev. Mv. Lancaster, Rev.
8*
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Precident Elder, and several other Reverends
“-'E}EJIII.':. (]1(1 nnt !{‘.H)‘-'\. rrh(u.u 'a'l'ltl'[ir![:(_‘n leti

T o - ~ 1
clieir duties to come and see I
and with alternating hopes and fears, joy und

. -
»
.

R & pni l!u“.'lz'.
: '.r»_'ml)ff'.-f-,ft 1:1-.'-5.-' waited dzu i:-‘>11*'_‘. All would
' inding all these adyantages,
oniv - ONE CENT i'UUltl be L-j}lE‘:iI!(‘.l’“H “Mons

s

1§ nasciiar.

The reader may be surprised to learn, tha
aiter a:i \ne :;l; "1'_5.‘ 1 134 1' ,]i;‘ e ;I"r’." }.‘ /
ad f'!.'-.i.'.'TL j .J:.' -"_L" }'.‘-’a’.’i‘:{:‘.‘,"":b.'.-': Z00s r'r‘r-'_f;{-r:.’ll ot 2 ".':flu'-'-;-'r'."...
That Milly McPherson lcit the Nunnery of Cal-

varyy that she made - the charge alleged against
L'q[nu-:l.f- that soon afterwards she suddenly

= . Y R i1 3
“p;- AT ’1. ang was .“_{1.'.;..:!'*'."-.‘-_

he dead—weore facts T h Mr, Elder did not
\ﬂ.r‘}. 1T Qi "‘1. Onl. i1 i Lig | ougil nNear « _{Il'_ o ot 5
months have clapsed sin the facts were pub-
lished, Milly M’P. has not yet been found; and,

o far as I know, she iz not likely to be found.

srefore. naturally led to f'_‘i}-}-'tirr
with increased interest—what did Mr. Elder
nean by saying, “When Ishall stand in need -
her, ‘z‘.'T!'f.‘ all T;”’ ar, or her absence be sal -“;fr-:-{."':»r'a’";.'.'
accounted for??  Does he not stand in need of

.

It‘i‘ OW 7 YYould it not J.JL". ‘.‘.Lll ml i.lrir-ll-" 11 ]
he would produce her. '

. The public are not sat-
isfied that ’11- vas fulfilled the following promise
hoastinely made in his p tl:.‘!r:iii' te So1f they {s“\h e
and his {riends) really wish ity (an investigation)
they shall be gratified next term. when they shall

be very certainly assured, that all mystery 1
cleared amoy to their:souls’ w‘fﬁf:':!’n n.? Has all
mysiery been ¢leared away to the satisfaction
of any one? Does any (1:(' know what is be-

e Let the verdict

come of Milly McPherson?
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an impartial jury proclaim. to thie world how
satisfactorily he has investicated this matter.—
(Ine cent ffr:‘-..'-er!_f\-'r s/ ;

When he so earnestly called on his felloy-
citizens to suspend their judgment in reference

io the case. until they should zee the result of a

jadicial 1nvestigatlon, and 80 posSiuvel ) PrOITHSE l
(oG 1CIove all mystery: many, fna L:;t!i.‘!,‘ti}i:l‘i\

the memhers of his:own church, confidently ex-
pected to see Miss MeP. produced in court to the
utter confusion of Rice.“the maliciouslibellers
Indeed, it was again and again reported, and by
I11ail’y 5.’"5.”_".-'*"-'" that she '-'-!'..". 1~E\ in town.

o =y : ' ] . ot LT
VManyv left theis buziness and attended court 101

an entire week to see¢ the mystery removed. 1t
vel remains, and is likely to remain until the
dav of Judegment shall reveal it.

‘ slder were directed prin-
cipally to the following points:

e

J'\i‘ r f ey s =
{ he eltorts of ivil.

1 rj | = T B - =T
}. Toexclude every particie ol tesiimony Ll
1 1 1 . » I | i . . *n +1
conld by the most rigid technicalifies ot the
} o Il a4 1 1 'l i
law be kept out. 1 had proposed to him at the
L 8 8 i

L | -
by 'I):i'fil-;
: o3

f1es and Lo il

torm to throw aside legal technicali-
't' liif‘ ‘-f‘;!u_.‘lt: if.-r-"..imtm‘s' ol hﬂ[h

to be heard, and to permit the tury; unre-

1' by {he mmstracions ol the court, 1o f'-.iH{

a verdiet according to their own convictlions,
R Nnrono :.1'1. +ha frsirness Ol -ﬁ-':_.'-. 15 [::_‘\1!—
01s 1O eyvyery one, WwWas t“!'.‘:.'i.:f‘\-"l‘!' E\‘f".‘i\ "-Iill

we were given to understand, that he had the

itace, and intended to make the most of it.
Was he not afraid to trust twelve disinterested
men with his cause? And why was he afraid?
Mr. Elder’s counsel moved the court to.exclude
all the testimony concerning what Milly Mec-
Pherson =aid against Duparque, unless the per-

adval

ca T s e L T TR S T
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son to whom she made the statement, commiuni-
cated it directly to me before I made the pub-
lication. This attempl! failed. 'f'hrf}' then at-
tempted to' exclude sgome of the most important
depositions [ had 11.3;:,"-:._ simply because the
notice to 1:-:'_=_ them was given unl\ to one of the
lawyers of Mr. Elder, and not to the ffun W ‘tu--.'.

names appeared in the declaration. 'This faile

| 1 1 [
They then ﬂliv.:!lii)i:_"! {0 exXciuage some ol i-"tr.'i.[:.
- 1 s i e ]
]n'i."..'il.‘.l‘:f.'. the notice to 1.?11\':,3 them was ”'",' n Lo

ne of Duparque’s lawyers, and not to Mr. Elder.
his agent—who, by the way, was not then known
to be an‘authorized agent. This failed ; and the
testimony was admitted under the plea of nof
suilty.

They did, however, exclude one of our depo-
sifions. It was: that of Mrs. .Gibbs., She issa

widow lady, and, at the time, had a‘sen lying,

as was supposed, at the point of death, whom rJl'
course she could not leave. We P!l!lll_!_‘t!li to
read her Lll;'11tJr~'iiitJ11~ but Mr. Elder’s counsel
objected, and it was excluded. In view of thes

facts T ask. was Mr. Elder's desire to ascertain
the truth, or to conceal it? 1is conduct through-
out is a striking comment upon the truth of his
declaration, that he ~'Hn[>l\' desirved “*a public trial
";.f" the truth or alsehood r- f what Mr. Rice has as-

serted.”

2. Thesecond point to which Mr. Elder direc-
ted his efforts, was to prove that Milly McPher-
son was insane. How far he i We
shall see, when we examine the testimony on
that point. ;

o. His third attempt was, to prove that she
has been teac }1111“ school in Indiana, since she
disappeared from her father's neighborhood. In
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the }nopm place we shall examine the testimony
in reference to dm-. point,

In the mean time, the fact that with so many
advantages Mr. Elder ¢ ould obtain but ene cent,

mayv show how far his testimony was s vtisfactor

. . y o . 1 1
to an impartial jury, and may give us a ciue Dy
which to estimate the standing of priests and

Nunneries. v here thev are best known.

The main reliance of Mr. Elder & Co.,

instituting the suit, manifestly was the expeeta-
tion that, while I should be required to prove
more than I had said, they would be able to
exclude the whole testimony. To this point,as
already remarked, their learned counsel direct-
ed their efforts,  Unfortunately, however, most
of the testimony relating to this particular case,
was admitted in rrmuf wtion of damages, though

1]
¥

.:\_'.::[' '{].{Jllh

not as ground of justification. Fort
to compel the Etl"\', by legal instructions, fo find
a 1"}"‘&1 for them, t hey reccived one copper !

It is now my purpose to present to iu‘ readers
the tes 11mmn ;.ltmai!u cd on both sides, as it re-
lates to the different points. They will keepin
mind that the fnllmnnff <1It" the facts which 1
publmhu.. viz: That Milly McPherson left the
Nunnery at Calvary in the .;dl of lb‘f}L ind re-
turned to her father’s—that she assi Ld as her
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reason tor so doing. -the lewdness ol E}:]i?:il'nifig
]

the priest—ithat she i‘l‘(li.lj'F'iL_:Li to fear for her

safety—that she soon afterwards disappeared

from the nl'iﬂ'h|}u:'111.u_mf._ and had not sinee been

heard of-—and that her father supposed her to
A A

be dead. and had made his will and left her

nothing, ""i}m«- facts, and many others little
creditable to the prosecutors, were abundantly
substantiated. as we !;.:Fi pre ~e-t|t‘|'- see, by f.‘{-:
testimony. Indeed appears : Imost 'l[h*[f
ous to adduce the-ey hlw“- e, since the priests ]
not deny any one of these facts.

The {estimony was taken down at the time of
the trial, and, after having been read before the

jadege, received his signature. The first te -fi[‘ 10-

ny to which the reader’s attention is invited. is

!f-"._: (83 yirs. ,“\".1!'_"“- '\ Ill ) .fi?i'f' ! |-‘I‘y'i_:1
2. [V pviom b e L S —— Laizaa ]
!’"--"l- IVE TS, Teely wasd i1 Yery lllt"!l!'_{!.'“-_. jii‘.l]‘-.
1 I' L- 2 L] r e l. .' - 3 - % - " -.
Wil0Se character for veracity s l[“”llz]ﬂ_'aii El'\"_..

Her testimony was taken under the most solemn
circumstances.  She was lying on Ler dying bed,
and in the immediate prospect « .‘rm:r:u'i!z‘-_-"
before the bar of the final 31;-!;;1'-. She depart-
ed this life a few days afterwards. ~ Having been
long acquainted with ._“;‘l~~' \Y &d & |
family, she was well qualified to bear testimony
on the points at issue. Her testimony is as

- ) } I
herson and the

follows:

* Question by ;r_)'_;'?.f:-'.a"r.';f."l".' .s';‘:’ru‘f:.a‘s_;'. Were
you, or were you not, acquainted with Milly
McPherson, previous to, and after, her return
from the ._-"-.:!!Ii.]l{‘]'l‘;' at Cavalry, and said 1':- be
under the care and chargc of the Plaintiff, Du-
parque? '

‘dAnswer.  Yes, I was well acquainted yith
her at the time alluded to. She lived within
half a mile of my residence.
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* Question f',.-; same. Do you or not- re oll
he Nunne ry and return-

::]uj.nf i%w 1;1‘,‘- *-.'lll‘ ll" i
ed to her father’s, and thi g hborhood?

s

Was s0imme ii[;lz' mn ;hf‘ ]i” of
' 1831 that deponent saw her; and she believes,

¢ Answer, 1

within a few davs. or a short time afier she 1t
the Nunnery.

= t:J"r-'.-'.'*"—r.' DU SONLF . P vou Oor mo VA ana

- = s i . bon o £4 he Niimnnor
converse with her atter she lett the Nunnery

. -~ - § 1 .

11 80, did she or not state to you, that the causs
y = " 1 1

o reason f” I]I‘I ](" ‘rll“" ﬂ!(‘ i\tii!]f]“['\' al (-:l:'

‘'S

vary, was or not on account of an tlr-'np'
‘I - 3 ;1 Rt T ']
plaint iff, Dupargue. who was the priest. f¢
| || |

.-«-rium- her in his (Duparqgue’s) room?

cause of her leaving i'ﬁu* Nunne n'x'a—{ii-"- attem
tiffy Duparque.

)id or not the said Mi
appear to be uneasy, :mal express her fears that
16 ; son would take her on

} L 5
1 af
A

# | L
siated about Duparque s

the priests or son
o e g e k]

ACCOUIIL O vat sne Al

- i - ST s 1 | - | B % =" riss

CORAUCL, and punish ner, or ao sometlrng wicl
il # *. 3.~ 3 . . 1

. he (said Milly) stated to me, that

1 ] ; : . : » ——

her life had been threatened on that accoun

]

—
-

-;{!:_i {hat «11:' II.:H! Nnot §'_1:'“:‘-\'{_' they !{1'1'._ W where

Vo
~i4t wy ring
s :i:ﬂ { / "‘ LTHeEF 1 Na Oor nol ‘11' l"{‘E"‘i.
| 1 ] " .
SNOTLLY tter this -« Iy I'sdtlon withh you, €l!.‘-5'i.5_,-
- 5 — 1 . ‘_.'
pear from the ni ichborhood, and irom aer tath-
Iaie il oo al £ i } - LA na 2t 4
L - L] L | | il g IR ¢ | 1 A £ o i U
111 1S C cVel tarned;-amnmda nas 1t uo
been sinee that time reported in the neichbor
DEEN SNEt nat uime 1« I'!'\)t ted In e neirsndol
] 1 :
hood, that she wasdead?

Answer NShe {'.-w;ihi {‘,31”‘! ?rid‘.i]i'r":“f"]\r d'JI
1

Hl,
\'l.r l -'\‘i'.."*-.' 1
o 'k aliiter tl

T b .
\¢ conversation alluded to. dt-.iu--

]
" | . 5 1.1 1.
“from the neigitborhood; and has not, as
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deponent believes, been since heard of.  Thi
d

number of persons say, that they belieyec
was dead; mul among them her father and
' helieved she was dead.

‘.:;sf_f'.--.'ﬂl_ 1 18, SifNncCe snco {Jl:---.-'n}H.‘\i.H J. e
} .

] "

he last account that
b R i | 1 pah - }
oo AT ) o O ke o e in

fal ¥ f
fi 1 s YYolh At 1¥i s J0}11) ARG L LD o

un ul nine.aniles from where deponent lives.’

'

:
The following « 1-”1.-“' anrd answer were ob-

thvie ol st hoar .
Li11S Ln'i::_.‘-}i::u H‘.:-H(i 01
1
1l

15 county,

o

jected to by i.'nmu e’ counseland rejected by
the court,as not ;a.tl:iin'_‘,:?.-_i:__ to the points atissue

“ Question.  Did she or not state to you, after
her return, that she had a very bad opinion of

Nunneries?

Te o nrmTig b ST g e i | i
v.i?.ric.;:.-f.r. -_Elt: “L:la."‘]. T | . -that wien shi
w51+ vYhano La ol . +1 ke
WweLT Lthere, sNe i ltll!"t;:_ Liey “\xé*l Lt gaLe
: P . 1 4 124 ] | g .
neaven: but w hen she I there, ‘* ne did Delicye
tNEY wWerc the gaie to nell—er words to Lot
LHIPOTL,

& | 4 14 TEmpet o T £ A . & gl 3 2

Such 18 the iesiimony  olb i ay to ine
principal facts I published, Does it not sustain
hem fully? I shall have occasion again to refer

de  pOS itior 1.

l-.l
e ': Ttk on e 1.~ .
nexi testin .un Lo wi f1 § (uarn wne aiten-
e pu | e Y,
tion of my ..p{J 2. 18 l“t deposiiion of IVira.
Fanny a7f'inéi{‘£a{,-.;ac,i. Mrs. Whitehead is an aged

Baptist lady, perhaps sevent y-five years of age
the wife of the late “i-z wv. Jose ph Whitehead, a
Baptist minister. - She is a very intelligent wo-
man—a lady whose character is above reproach
She testifies as follows:

 Question by Defendant’s Aitorney. ¥ ere you
or were you not, a(qu ainted with mH} f&u“’hvr—
son—if so, state how long, and how farshe resi-
ded from you?
“ Answer. 1have known Milly M'Pherson near
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thirty vears—her father lives within half a mile
of where 1 have lived for upwards of thirty
vears.

& Question by same. Did she or not reside at
the Nunnery some time in the year 1851 —if s0,
how long do vou believe she was there?

“ Answer. 1 can’t say how long she was a
that Nunnery: but 1 believe it was near two
months. | hl'i-.un'.:ii:'_ recollects of herstarting to
oo there, and saw her when she returned. She
came to her house (her husband was then living)
shortly after she left the Nunnery.

..{,L;L;,-, stion by same. Did ghe or not state to you
and others, that the reason she leit was on ac-
count of an attempt by the priest Duparque to
seduce her?

“ Answer.  She was so understood by me and
others with whom she conversed upon that sub-
ject. . She talked very plain about it, and said
that was the reason she left there.

* Question by same. Did she or not appear to
be uneasy and distressed, and express fears that
she would fall into the hands of the priests and
others, whose vengeance she dreaded?

 Answer. :'511(:-211]}1('.111'(:{1 to be distressed, and
[ believe was. The deponent believes that she
was more fearful of her own connections. She
(Milly) had told me, that after she had returned
to her father’s from the Nunnery, that her father
wanted her to state the cause of her lcaving the
Nunnery. She said she agreed to do so, if he
would send for Lloyd Ray and my husband, Jo-
secph Whitehead—that instead of sending for
them., he sent for his son, William MecPherson,
his wife and his grandson, Benedict Mattingly;
and when they came, they shut the door on her.
9
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she then sprang to the door and came off to he:
(deponent’s) honse. Her father, John McPher-
son, afterwards admitted to this deponent thaf
he had done so, and assigned as a rcason that he
donc so, in order to prevent the negroes and
children from hearing her confession.

“ Question by same. -~ Did or not Milly Me-
Pherson, shortly after this, fo wit, some time i1
the fall of 1831, suddenly disappear from th
{:t."ifi'EJI}OJ‘IH‘H?‘!: fail! d has 1t or not bee n !fl.'!l!'l’it“'»
believed in the neighborhood, that she was dead?

“ Answer. She did suddenly disappear, and |
helieve it was, and is, ge lau.lilm believed in the
neighborhood that she was dead.’

In answer {o another qpn_-:s’.i(m. ‘\Ira W hite-
head said, *“ I have heard her father, John Mec-
Pherson, at first say, she had gone to Union
eounly, and afterwards say, that she must ger-
tainly be dead, or he would have heard f'l'{-l"
her.” My re .ult rs will perceive that this te
mony establishes several faects not mentione li b
Mrs. Ray, and that the two witnesses I?IH\!
every nnpmmnl fact published by me. 1 sh: 1J=
have occasion {e refer to other p: iris-of this de-
posi ition hereafter.

The next if'.*limm:_'_.' I place before my read-
ersy is that of Mrs: Fogle. She stated “that she
had known Milly McPherson more than twenty
years—lived less than a mile from her, and was
intimately acquainte d with her. She did not
recollect precisely when Milly McPherson went
to Calvary—she was at her father’s (Mr. White-
head’s) who was a Baptist preac her, when Milly
came from the Nunnery at Calvary. Milly | Me-
Pherson came to her father’s one eve nmu. and
requested her father to go for Mr. Lloyd Ray—
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‘bat she wanted to make oath before him, as a
Justice of the Peace, of the cause why she had
left-the Nunnery at Calvary. Her father went;
and Mr. Ray returned with him. She heard
Milly state then, while at her father’s, that the
reason she left the Nuanery was, that Duparque,
the plaintiff, had attempte .d to seduce her. She
had more than one conversation with said Milly
McPherson. in all of which she made the same
statement, during the time aforesaid she saw her
at her father’s. She ap pe ared not to be alarm-
ed when she first came: she staid all night, and
next morning hegged her father, Mr. Whitehead,
not to let them take her away by force. She
f.“r-{lgl}r-'.'ll"'ll from the I'If'if__'_'hi}l‘!l'hllfll{ between
ihree and four weeks after she left witness’s
father’s” house. - - Witness has never heard of

Milly since. Sheé was missing from the neigh-
!H-‘l'JH!LH]. and witness never heard of her after-
s, except a flying 11 port that she was af
M Roberts’s and Mr. Austin’s.””  The testimo-
ny thus far completely ‘-‘I.’_!l)lihllt'ﬁ all that I have
;.H.I{Ji}rfit_‘-.i. : - '

[ now invite the attention of my readers to the
testimony of Mr.- Lloyd Ray, a justice of the
peace. Mr. Ray is an intelligent and highly
‘}'='~Iu-c'i;|hh- man. as several of Du r‘.iI‘L.'LH'_"‘- wit-

Wealll

nesses stated-—a man whose <..‘1!-"::':i-‘1“£‘ stands
unimpeached. He stated “that he was some-
what acquainied with M:ily McPherson—had
known her about twenty-five years lived about
threce quarters of a mile from her father’s—fre-
quently saw her. She was often at witness’s
house, and wove and did other work there. He
recollects Mr. Whitehead came to his house in
the fall of 1831—told him that Milly McPher-
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son was at his (Whitehead’s) house—had had
some tli"iil'ni:'i:“«' with the priest Duparque, and
wished to state it on oath. Witness did not wish
to have any ll.‘llnf_: to do with it, but at lenzth,
upon the solicitation of Mr. \v"{]-lir'h-'zit con-
sented to go. He did not intend to swear her

When he went, he found her conversing with
the family. - She, Mr. Whitehead and ||'|_\'4:-l;'.
went into another rooms; and she stated that,
after being at the Nunnery some time, she wen
into iil![}:ti;t;tlu'rﬁ room, to ask him when he would
hear confession. He (plaintiff) had a book in
his hand—asked her business, and asked some
questions which, she said, she did not understand

what he meant by, He presented a book which
she described as black on one side and red on
the other—nasked her which she would choose.
She told himshe did notunderstand him. "Llhen
. =

waved his hand: "and witness understood

\ l'Hr to convey the i lea to him, and did so con-
Vey it. that she ( 1”_}) understood U'l'l Lrque as

wishing to have carnal communication with her.
She did not say 80; but secmed by modesty to
be restrained from fully ecommunicating witl
witness 1n ]'11:1 terms. I think she said, Cha-
brat had sent for her, saying, if her statements
were true, he would protect her. 1le was nof
at Mr. Whitehead’s more than an hour—saw
Milly at witness’s house two or three times after-
ards. I don’t'recollect r-'-;.'w'l'h' when she dis-

;"‘p-"":rl_'r_l: I think within three or four weeks—
T

LR
LA ]

1ever have scen her since, f1_1'{.v I know of-
i'lmru‘} t she ought to be hunted up; perhaps she
mickt be dead.  Her father told me, he believed
Sle ]:'Li‘.fi gone to ITHi{'JII (:ounl}'. I believed it,

1 . . . . ™
and therefore said nothing about it for some
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Iill'u_n The last place that I et vrd of her, was
t Austin’s, 1 wrote her father’s will in Febru
ary, 1836; and after finishing the will, or nearly
s0. finding that he had omitted to name '\IIH_} in
his will, and wishing to know his opinion of her,
whether she was dead or alive, asked him if he
did nnf.inh-]ui to leave Milly something. Ile

said no: he believed she was f{-':rni.

Here 1 have the testimony of fouwr highly re-
spectable and intelligent witnesses, confirming
every statement I have made. If I had no other
testimony, this would fully justify me in publish-
ing the facts. Certainly the occurrence was
most extraordinary and myster .""l*'———-i'rill: which
demanded explanation. Mr. Elder did not at-
tempt Lo ri‘«'rgt'm'( any part of [i|1~' evidence,
unless the testimony of a priest IJY the name of
Wathen was designed for that pm]m-“ He
stated that “a F[ul_\ came to me at Si. Charles,
after church, saying she was Milly McPherson.
She brought a lady with her whom she intro-
duced as Mrs. W Inu*h ad. - Mrs. Whitchead
remained in the room—Milly and witness in the
same room, some distance off. She (Milly) re-
marked to witness, that some rumors had spread
abroad conecerning what she should have said
against Duparque —thal she wis hed me to state
to the people, and tell Duparque, that she had
not made the statements. Witness thinks Mrs.
Whitehead did not hear the conversation. 1
never saw Mrs. Whitehead before ar since,
that I recollect of. I never heard any thing
from Mrs. Whitehead, exce pi that '\[lfl\ called
her up and asked her if she had heard her say
any thing against !._)ilp:l,l't{tl(j. She said, she
had not.’

0%
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[n this testimony there are two things worthy
of notice. 1st. Ie SAYS. 11]\ denied having
made charges against I)ulm]f{m Whether she
ever denied it. I know not; but certainly *the
persecution she enadurcd both from her relations.
and from her church, presented strong tempta-
tions to induce her to do so. 2d. .l}mf_ he also
savs Mrs. Whitehead denied that she had heard
-nllv say any thing against J)u]nn;nr This
I do not believe, for 1ht- following reasons: lst,
Mrs. Whitehead was wholly disintereste n{ in-the
testimony she gave, and could have had no con-
ceivable motive to deceive. Mr. Wathen,.as a
priest, was d{“[‘jh]\ interested in vindicating his
brother ' priest and the nunneries; and, as h

himself stated, he went to Indiana last {all {o
take depositions for Mr. Elderin this case. He
was an interested witness. 2d. Mrs. YWhitehead

is a very aged lady, who, as all aflirm, has main-

tained a i. aracter unblemished for more thai
sevenly years shall we, then, re i{'Lt her testi-
mony and receive that of a young priest, under
the circumstances? - It will be long before his

testimony, weighed in honest scales, shall over-

halance hers. 2. Mr. Wathen’s memory. like
that of some u'"Frr'_I'rf. SeeImi r' to ;!I! ii] a 4tl“r”tf-'
sredicament. He did not remember whether
Go heard the charees Miss Mc¢Pherson had made

againat Duparque before the conversation; and
vet he distinetly recollected that he did not ask
what they were. = Isit likel ly, if he had not heard
them, that he would have felt so little interest
as not to have inquired? How iz it that his
memory 18 so correct in reference to a part of
he facts so intimately connected, and so treach-
erous concerning the rest? 4. But Mr. Wath-
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en 111;111%!1:—1]\' contradicted himself.
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When ex-
amined by the plaintifi’s counsc |, he said, “Mrs.
Whitehead did not hear the conversation;’ but
he-afterwards said, when examine d by defend-
ant’s counsel. that Milly called her up to testify
that she had said nof thing ¢ against Duparque. Of
course, then, she nmat ]l we heard a p[m, of the
COIY t.'f'*itfiulhl. _"ﬂil'*. f:It } ":L'l ¢l_‘:.‘~.. : he f_ii:_l _1_‘_“!-
to St. Charles with .\EIH\', and that \[‘”‘b had
conversation with a priest; and “she said some-
thing - to: him—what I do not know. He did not
seem to answer her.. We came away. = This is
all I know of any importance, that h"ppt,ne(l on
> From the above ---1.mnm it is

1
-

clear 3 [unt {1 that every I1act 1 ,-1_,:_1_.-1 . is liter-
|

1
{14
i L4
|

t LI «
:1‘1.-"- next fact which it was important for me
to establish, was, that these facts concerning
Miss McPherson and Duparque had been matter
of common report in the n ighborhood from
«t._'h che tii.-‘:ili]_'n-rsl‘eft!. since the fall of
1831. This fact was proved by Mrs. Nancy
T “The deponent has, since she disappear-
od. heard a number of persons say, that they
belicved she was dead:; and ~among them her
fiher and mother stated that they believed she

=

was dead.” 1t was ju'u\'m_i by Mrs. Fanny

N
Wil

“ Question. Was or not, the circumstance
related by her Duparque, and lher sudden
and |u_\'_~:tq'=1'ir:'14 sappearance, frequently and
ufu' n spoken of '-. the ne 1*rhlmmund of her fa-

her’s, and generally hd!cnd

« Answer. It was, and has been frequently
spoken of and was generally believed in the

neighberhood. I have heard her father, John

PRI - .-';.'::;.: Ty re e e =




fidk e

Tr f{

Fye | H
"

10§ THE EVIDENCE.

McPherson, at first say she had gone to Union
county, and afterwards say, that she must cer-
lunl_\ be dead, or he would have heard from
her.” The same Lu_t was proved by Mrs. Fogle,
who said “Her l'i[nlf}[l{'ll.illlf’ was commonly
spoke 0 of, and the cause of her leaving the Nun-
nery.” Lloyd Ray said, ‘“The «uh;: ct of her
disappearance excited ¢ sonsiderable conversation
in the neighborhood.” W m. Wavne testified
that “he wasg 1(‘-111;1i1|!wl with Milly M'Pherson
twenty-eight or twenty-nine y .m-—il\ ed three-
fourths of a mile from her—heard of her being
at Calvary and leaving it. It was common talk
in the 1101g[1hmhnu<[ahmm the cause of her leay-
ing the Nunnery, viz: the attempt of l}up[uw]atr-
to seduce her. She remained three or four
weeks in the county before she disappeared—
never has been back. He hasseen no one who
h 1s seen her. Her disappearance was the sub-
lect of h!"w{ltt'll':. conversation in the nf:ighh(_u'-
1100d." Turner Wayne testified, “that he was
ault ainted with \h]l\ McP. since he was a small
boy—heard of her Ic*nuw the \mme ry and the
cause of it, viz: the JLL(m]:{. of the imeu Lo
seduce her—offen spoken of. It was the subject
of common conversation in the neighborhood
from the time she left it—has not been seen
since in the neighborhood. He has }u-.ml he

father say, he believed she was dead: for lu

ould hear nothing of her.” Gordon White-
head testified, “that he knew Milly McPherson
since he was a boy—he heard of her being at
Calvary, and saw her after her return. The

cause of her leaving the Nunnery, alleged by
her, viz: l)u]mrquv\; aftempt to seduce her, was
the subject of conversation by a good many i
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the 1t irrlﬂ:u['iw-m] She remained int
borhood perhaps three or four weeks, and then
disappeared. He has never seen her since—has
€n no one who has scen her. The ii!r}?i‘*’_‘*i‘i-if.*ll
in the 1!!']:_{!]!:!3|'11mn{ \‘.':L.-:,lhall. she was dead—he
ll..‘lri }t'.'.‘!!'i{ 1t %{m]_;u“ll of ]:'_"' w'\.‘f'l':li.“ _“;!!ii"l
»s. of Lebanon, testified, “that before
he Catholies

herson’s leav-

o G111

i‘f.l' cCOntroversy j]*‘:‘.'.r'i':! I]ll
l'u; heard the ~'-'11:i1 ct of Milly Mc
Tl“ the \Enmcu. &ec., spoken of. The caus
assiened, was the atte mpt of ]lllmi ]'H arque 1o
r-«-:lm'e- her. Her disappearance was also spoken

of—various t'u||i--|'i1.,'1‘;1-,~' about what had becomne
of her.” )r. W. W. Wood, of I.ebanon, testi-
fied. “that he heard the report of the charges of
Milly McPherson against Duparque, the plain-
(ifl, in - aft 'mlmn“‘ to w:iiluw her while at the

1 O9 4

Nunnery, from the fall of 1831 to the present
dav. in different families in the neighborhood.
jle is satisfied that he has heard itin twenty or

more families—azos also the report that she was
dead. He heard of her being dead from her
futher.” Stephen Riggs stated. “I did see<her

(Milly) very shortly after she returned, (from the
Nunnery.) She was at my house. 1 iu ard t
report stated in the neigh borhood, that she left
cimnpl 1‘l' !HI-
3 I s
Ll

parque to seduce her.) She did suddenly disap-

1 Y 1 3 p i
ne _\.‘H!n:'i'\' on that account, (aul

pear, and was supposed to be dead. 1 fel
uneasy and concerned about her. and sent word
to her father |>_\' one of his l‘;L!ml_\; if he would
unite with me. I would raise some men and maki
search for her: but the old man her father
returned no answer, and I beard nothing more
about Milly until within a few months past: and
have within that time heard some of her rela-
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tiens. (who are Catholics) say, she was alive.
One report, that she was in Europe—other re-
ports that she was in Missouri. Ie is of the
belief and opinion that she is not living. It was
generally so belicved and reported in the neigh-
borhiood that she was dead for several years,
Until very lately, no other opinion was stated
about her, as deponent heard of.” Mrs. Eliza-
beth Riggs stated, “I often heard it stated in the
neighborhood, as a gencral report, that she
(Milly) did -Ii-:-'vﬂh and mysteriously disappear
from her father’s and the ne 1tr|i|m:hmn| and if
was currenily reported and believed, that she
was dead.”

The same fact was established also by the
testimony of Catharine Riggs, Nicholas Ray,
Richard Burks, Bartholomew Smith, Mrs. Wath-
en, and others; but lest 1 m;n.\' weary the patienge
of my readers, I will close the .(‘«timul”\ on Hji~
!ruih' ir_\' refe illIi" to some few of ]?Ll parquce-s
witnesses who plmui it. Rev. John “ athen
stated, that “he heard it (the report about Milly
and ]inp.m!m-) of different persons in the neigh-
borhood of St. Charles.”  Ignatius Medley, a
Roman Catholic, said. “There was a report i|1
the neighborhood thaf Milly had made charge:
against i‘u,mn ue.”  Dr. Smith, of \]nmwi[c
a Roman Catholic, stated, “that he had lsmlul
the report coming from Milly McPherson, rela-
five {o J.hlptuquu s attempting to seduce her.”

From this abundant 11 stimony, coming from
persons of different denominations, and from
those of no denomination, from the nearest
ncighbors and most intimate acquaintances of
Milly McPherson, as well as from Roman Cath-
olics, we learn, that the facts which 1 published,
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and which have so much excited Mr. Elder & Co.
i had been matter of common neighborhood i talk,
and were u)mnu-nl\ believed several years be-
fore 1 published them. l)up.mguf' well knew
lh it these reports were in circulation, and were
injuring his character and the institutions of his
church. W hy, then, did he take no steps to
remove the scandal- t'l1l'l:l'{'14't!. as it was, with
[l](* ]|1}'§tffriqj1|$ (1ia;|!|;}e‘:tr:i!;c'l' I'il f\1l]] ! “} {l?
that doeth the truth, cometh to the light.’ [
is fair to conclude, that if he could have given
J]II‘\ F:lii“i‘:L!"[ll['}' ['_‘X[dlllhl I(Jll (_! t!](}‘.-C V'~ !.\ sus-
picious circumstances, he would have done so.
But after he has allowed his character tc wither
for vears under the influence of such reports, he
comes and claims ten thousand dollars damages,
because I have published what was hefore noto-

rious! And how happened it, that Bishop Cha-
hrat allowed this thing ln pass without investi-
cation? He then hod charge of a Nunnery in

that vicinity: and Miss McPherson had taken
11“1 \'t'-tl-' '.\ v I.oret! ‘I'*-;-;w.'" 1=
{ | in his Nunnery. Loretto. liere s some
'ELiI]:f Imny 41|'Iﬁs=iLT.

VIDENCE OF THE SANITY OF THE
NUN.

Thus far we had no difficulty. It was not
denied that Miss McPherson went to Calyvary to
remain—that she left it—that she made charges

—~—r = - e
P RO T = — == = _..p...q_..l.. —-“:..' T i =
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against ihip "tillt——-li':!L she soon after disap.
pearcd from the neighborhood—that she was
supposed to be dead, and her father had made
his will without leaving her any thing.

| - - 1. el i 1 e mee 7 : 2TF-
but, says President "Elder, she was insanc.

AR 1 o
i his was the ground we had :_-j.;;]r:'-:‘rn_-ii fhiim to
ake: we knew that all nuns who forsake the

-'Itvﬁlvz_-l‘ :l!lii make disclosures, become deranged,
of course.  We had heard of the insanity of
Miss Harrison., of the Ursnline Convent. and T

’ . Mt M -
(he insanity of .\-I‘Ll']'l Monk: and we very soon

I{*::I'Ila'ii_. ELH (' erg ". !hul *fn*ia' LO I|: I "T':u li

i'tl }“'] }mi 10 Ht} Lo ”! t }}IH:-I UI 111(’ r!i rangement
Miss McPherson.  Just at that time we re

w-lwd the following {etter, purporting to ‘|..-

1'}.'-:'111 John McPherson:

“May 30th., 1836.

“ Rev. Sir:—You have, 1 understand, made
yourself quite busy with the affairs of a poor
lzmmtun.ue l.uwlm r of mine. Youa have said,
that she left 111_\_,» lmliw on account of the great
dissatisfaction of my family “H]l her. 1t is not
the fact, as far asI ever knew or heard of. She
was evidently deranged while she was at home,
and had been so at times for several years.
She never once at my house ever hinted that
she believed her life to be in danger.

“You may wish to do me a kindness, for
aught I know, but I cannot thank you even for
yvour intention—because I have never asked
any favors at your hands. God knows and sees
all things—and this matter can at least be set-
tled justly in the next world, if not in this,

1

where you will get nuthing more or less than

[—=
‘ ._,. -
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vour due for the share and interest you take in
the matter. Yours, &c.
Joun McPrerson.
«P. S.—You will put this letter in your next
paper, if you please, and oblige yours, &c.”

This letter was received soon after the return
of some gentlemen who wentin search of cerfi-
ficates to prove Miss McP. insane. The hand
writing of the letter differed very much from
the signature; so that it manifestly was not
written by the old gentleman or by any of his
family. It came by private communication,
and was heard of in Bardstown two or three
days before it was received by us. - The bearer
did not think proper to show himself, but threw
it in the letter-box at the Post-office. 'We had
no doubt that they had goneito the old man,
naturally of weak mind, and now in his dotage,
and had induced him to believe, or at least to
say, that his daughter was deranged, for the
purpose of exculpating Duparque, and they
were kind enough to write the letter and get
his signature to it. This letter sufficiently indi-
cated the course Mr. Elder & Co. intended to
pursue. When we come to examine the testi-
mony as to the sanity of the Nun, we shall find
sufficient evidence in McPherson’s family, that
she had reason to fear rough treatment in her
father’s house.

But says Mr. Elder, she was insane, and
therefore could not be believed. If she was
insaney it will be ‘well for Mr. Elder to explain
a few things concerning her. lst. 1t appears
remarkable that whenever nuns become insane,
they tell of the wickedness of priests. Pru-

10
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dence, it would seem, induces them, while sane,
to conceal the secrets of the establishments:
but when they lose their balance, they tell what
they know. We do not find that the me mbers
of other families or socicties tell such tales.
when they lose their reason. sSuperstition, if
we mistake not, generally gains a greater aseen-
dency in the mind bereft of reason. We should
scarcely suppose that a Nun, even though in-
sane, would make an attack upon the priest
whom from infancy she has venerated as thi
vicegerent of C hrist—the man who has so fre-
que mh forgiven all her sins.

Ods -I1 ‘.hc was insane, the conduct of the
Nunnery towards her was cruel in the extreme.
Mr. Elder says in his handbill, “Please to know
that Milly McPherson, being '»'»li]mu a home,
was taken into Calv: ary as an object of }mnu_v.
to stay as long as it Ill]”hf, be advisable, The
Nuns soon found she was. not such as they
could consistently keep, and dismissed her afte:
seven days.” - She was without home, and was
taken as an object of charity. Did she cease
I'} he an oblort of charity, beeause afflicted
by the loss of her senses? Was she then ]11'---
p':n'r'(f to be thrown homeless upon the cold
charities of the world? She was a Nun who
had spent twelve months in the Nunnery at
Loretlo, and seven or eight at Calvary, as Mr.
Elder’s witnesses pmud We should like to
inquire, whether it is common for those charita-
ble establishments to drive from their roofs the
unhappy nuns who are visited with the most
distressing of human afflictions—the loss of rea-
son? And who weould w onder,ifin those gloomy
abodes such afflictions should he very llf:quunt'
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Mr. Elder says, this sister Catholic and sister
Nun had no home; yet Miss Phillips, a nun
from Calvary, testified, that Milly was unwilling
to leave, but was sent away {o her father’s,
which Mr. Elder says, was no home for her,
with a black boy! Is this charity!

But we are curious to know what new dis-
coveries the sisters at Calvary made concerning
Milly, the last time she was there. She had
been at Loretto twelve months, and had there
taken the Nun’s habit. Miss Phillips had known
her in both institutions. No objections had
been made to her. She left Loretto in conse-
quence of feeble health, as the witnesses of Du-
parque proved. But now it fakes them only
seven days to discover that she is not one whom
they can consistently keep! We expected the
Nuns from Calvary to prove that she was per-
fectly insane; but they did not pretend to have
discovered any derangement, while she was
there. - We tried to ascertain the cause of her
being sent away. The testimony of Miss Phil-
lips on this point was a little singular. She and
the mother and Duparque were together, when
Milly came. The mother wondered what old
lady that was. Duparque said, it is Milly Mc-
Pherson. She is coming into the Nunuery as
an orphan—but she must not be a teacher.—
The mother expressed an unwillingness to take
her. Duparque told her she must take her, and
keep her at work as other Nuns. She of course
submitted and took her. But why was the
mother so averse to receiving her? Why, says
Miss Phillips, she was an old girl, not very
healthy, and the mother did not wish to be pes-
tered!  Just now the mother did not know her;
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but in the same conversation she seems pretty
well acquainted. And she did not want an old
girl.  Why it would seem, that in Nunneries
they are willing to have only the young, and
perhaps the beautiful. But Milly was not very
healthy—perhaps she could not bear as much
hard labor as they wished to impose on her,
Elder says, she was taken “as an object of char-
ity;” but they seem to have concluded that an
old girly not very healthy, is not a fit object of
their charity—*“not such as they could consist-
ently keep.” So they sent her away—too old
and sickly to be an object of charity! But Mr.
Urittenden inguired, *“Is it common to send off
a Nun, because she may not be a very agreeable
or thrifty member?” ~ No, said Miss Phillips,
“unless they wish it for the improvement of their
health.” But Milly did not wish to g0, you say.
The difficulty still remains: and we could not pOs-
sibly ascertain why Milly was so unceremoniously
dismissed, after having been received. Why
could not they consistently keep her? There is
a mystery about this, which it would be well for
Mr, Elder to explain.

3d. If Miss M’P. was insane, the conduct of
her father and family was most inhuman. A
poor insane daughter is allowed to go wander-
ing through the country, staying a weeck here
and two weeks there, as she can get opportunity;
and when she finally disappears, no scarch what-
ever 1s made for her! Mr. Ray and Mr. Riggs,
two of his neighbors, both proposed to her father
to make search for her; but no—no search is
made, and her friends quietly and carelessly
draw the conclusion that she is dead! Why, if
the family dog had been missing, more inquiry
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would have been made after him. It has been
well remarked, that the affections of a parent
are peculiarly tender toward the unfortunate
child that has been dcprivul of its reason. If
the family believed her insane, why was she not
attended to, and why allowed thus to wander off,
no one knew whither? Who ever before heard
of an occurrence like this ? It is a peculiarity
of Christianity that it ‘turns the heart of the
fathers to the children;” but Popery freezes the
warm affections of a father’s heart toward the
daughter who dares offend a priest. She be-
comes an exile from “sweet home.” Was Milly
MePherson insane? Did her family believe it?
Then are they cruel indeed! These considera-
‘iﬁn-t. aside from the direct testimony in the

ase, had weight with us in confirming the be-
_!lcl that the m‘:ami) of Miss McPherson is an
affair contrived since her disappearance to shield
the guilty.

From the remarks already made, my readers
will more than doubt the :lHLd”‘t >d insanity of
Milly McPherson. It was esse antial 10 Presi-
dent Elder’s success, that he should clearly prove
her deranged; for I proved,and he did not deny,
that she had always sustained a good moral
character. Ifshe was a woman of sound mind.
of good character, and a Romanist too.ﬁlr'r testi-
mony against L)Ill)c'llllllt, must be believed. In re-
ference to her good charaeter [ had the following
fes leom

Mrs. Nancy Ray said, “her character was as
good in every respect as any girl in the neigh-
borhood. She was considered to be un indus-
trious and truthful girl. She had worked fo
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Deponent inher house; and such was her gen-
eral character in the neighborhood. * The De-
ponent was acqu ainted with her for about twenty
years previous fo her disappearance from the
neighborhood.” ‘wfnlalun Riggs said, “I was
acquainted with her (Milly) for several years—
have seen her Jluimnﬂ\ at my house. 1 lived
adjoining her father’s for se wveral years. Her
character was good in the nuz_,hhr:lhou&! I
never heard any th]ng stated against her.” Mrs.
Elizabeth Riggs, being questioned concerning
Milly? QL]HMCLLL said, “she was a girl of (ru{ul
character. Inever heard: any 1hmfr-'ud against
her or her character, or mm(l unill after she
left the Nunnery at Calvary.” Mrs. luLfr- had
been acquainted with her, she states, “about 18
years,” Catharine qurg~ said, “I was raised
within half a mile of her: I am about 23 years
of age, and have known Milly ever since I ean
recollect. Her general character for truth and
virtue is good. 1 never heard any thing said
against her, until after she left the Nunne 1y at
Calvary in 1831, where Plun iff resided; nor
did I hear any thing stuted to the contrary, until
ofter she left the neighborhood. I did then hear
some of the Catholics IH’.IL 1nl of her.” Con-
cerning her character Mrs. Fanny Whitehead,
whohad known her “near Hmh years,” said, “]
always thought it was very frood I never heard
any thing qqanhthﬂr until lately.” Mrs. Fogle
said, “Her character was that of a good, hulh-
ful, industrions girl.” George White head, who
had known her %29 or 30 years,” said, "\llll
McPherson sustained a good character for truth
and honesty.” Such is the testimony of those
(only two of whom were Presbyterians) who were
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the near neighbors and intimate ;u'.ln'a?:;t ANCEes
of thatunfortunate woman. Others of her1 _;'--
bors would, if t.‘.rtHr:ei on, have borne wu.d tes-
1-'1"](1‘1\" hut her "'ur}ll character was not i..;'-l-'*~
tioned by Duparq ue’s counsel, It appears how-
CVEer, iE:: t after I1= 'tll"-Ll]l]lE‘:lI.ll!t e. some of the
TL!illJliI S I“li .*-Ilf’lt!{ IH ol r""I‘. ,\vl_;ﬂf ]ti SO i::
ourt. ’t['l\'}it” admitted the good character of
the Nun, the ocnly way 1n which Mr. Elder could
,Jnu'hlv shield ,l)”[hl!tii'l‘ was by proving he:
insanity. I have already re nfarked seve ral facts
w hich diseredit such an idea. T will now exam-
ine the direct testimony on this point, and, if 1
mistake not, the candid reader will be forced to
the conclusion.that her insanity was a thing cot-
ten up, after her d"*n]*ln‘::n“n‘rf-::.

The first inquiry that suggests  itself o this
-T1]1]+“LL is, When did Milly McPhe rson become
insane?  Was she born an idiot; or did she loose
her reason after arriving at matare age? He
father, John McPherson, savs, -°"ﬁ:”_\'ﬁz'_.1 oood
SEense be fnlt‘ c~il€.‘ Was enge ln!‘ll to \ L«f' '3-f 1;.”
Her Brother, Wm. McPherson, says, “Mill
coOmimon 8Sensc, l)(_'i{'il‘t; JL]ll\ marriage aft
These witnesses stated, that Milly McPb
went to live with her sister in Union {*-)-.AH that
while there,she made a matrimonial engas rement
with one Horatio Osburn, that learning ‘:.;.". he
was dissipated, she 1efused to marry him; ar ]
in consequence of this disappoiniment she be-
cale l;TlL'L'rlI!" d. I believe 3 it 18 not very com-
mon for young ladies to lose their senses for st --h
twpecmll\ where they 111£‘mm"w:‘ breal
the engagement. However, Tam pml ctly wils

ling to leave my readers to decide, w 1_.t513f €18
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likely that her distress arising from this disap-
I!Olnilm nt, caused her to become de ranged.

It may be worth while to inquire, 'ﬁ!u n- did
this very serious aflair lrz{ pen? Her father says,
her sisterhas lived in Union—sm: vy be 10 years;”
but the old man made (!u-zuHul havoc of dates.
He could scarcely tell when any fact occurred,
to which he testified; and his re [nf-atf‘:i self- con-
tradiction showed how little reliance could 1|
placed on his testimony. William ;\I¢'|_’I|1'|'_»'w;[1
Iiliuks his sister has lived in Union about 18
years., OUne would have supposed, that the date
of so serious an affliction as the derargement of
a member of the family, would have been very
distinctly remembered. However, we can come
pretty near it. ‘The marriage contract between
her and Osburn, which is now hefore me, is
dated the oth day of July, 1821. This then
was the year in which she became insane..  Noaw
to show the consiste ncy ot their testimony, let us
turn to a Deposition taken by Mr. Elder, buf
which his counsel very prude m]y declined read-
mfr in Court. I refer to the De :position of John

[.ancaster, a Roman Catholic, a man of mor
intelligence, than any who testified for ])u}m] que
in Court—on this lioul His tesfimony is as
follows:

“Question by Plaintiff’s Attcrney. IHow iu;w
have you heen <1cqtlnmtf :d with Mill ly \In her-
<On, (Luwhtc of John McPherson, resident of
Marion (Uuntv7 Answer. In the spring of the
year 1806, John McPherson lived 11 my farm,
Milly McPherson, his daughter was then living
with him, and I believe, was about sevenieen
vears of age. Question, by game. Do you o
not, believe she was of sound mind? Answer.
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At times I believe she was of ordinary soundness
of mind. Af other times I do not believe she
was of sound mind. A short time p]'f-\'inm to
her leaving the neighborhood, she staid all night
at my house, and was disposed to talk much;
and said, she had much to disclose to ! Mrs. Lan-
caster, which was refused to be heard; and we
errating.” ~ Accor-

supposed her mind then a
ding to this testimony Milly has been occasion-
‘LH\ derange »d since I“‘al”a—ul about l.ulL\ years.
ut her thhu and brother say, she was not in-
sane until the love scrape between her and Os-
burnin 1821. So that Mr. Lancaster makes her
insane fifteen or sixteen years before she became
so, according fo the testimony of her relations!
Suchra contradiction is not ¢ alculated to strength-
n the evidence. Jut what evidence does Mr.
;ancaster furnish of her derangement? It is
necessary to state the facts which evince mental
aberration. ~ It is worthy of remark, that
=_:J.-nj'_{11 he has been acquainted with Milly thirty
3 ears, }tl' :~}‘lt_L1|}l_.., h'tli, OrLe *.-*r’.‘-~‘:"-u" 1 11 J
neared deranged.  One would have sn{w]ms::d
that in so long an acquaintancc, many circume-
stances Lulmi have been det zlihx.. iil‘ll\'lll” be-
yond doubt, that she was not of sound mind. He

[—

1€ ab-

mentions one night “a short time previous to her
J-t'[[\]_[ o [hf__- n._-l-_[u}mllumt!. [F't W ]I;'i[ YEear ..HH

s ; S R S

!"‘IHE_. ili'1llil‘.*:]|¢_?1, state. F: micht have been
3 ) I . Il ) Ay v Lok ",
31}. or only 5 years ago. But what facis are

stated? Why, she “was disposed to talk much.”’
If this is evidence of derangement, I fear, many
who have always been {Htlhidt‘,}(ll sound. mus
now go to the Il(‘l\pllil One of Mr. E-‘.ldur’ﬁ
witnesses t“ml‘_ut she was derange d, because
she was not Lil:pr;:(, d to talk much. Sarah Mec-
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Pherson, her sister-in-law, was asked why she
thoaght her deranged? She said, “She was si-
lent—secemed to be studying.” Now since most
persons-are disposed to talk or to be silent, if
would be easy to prove them insane!

He gives another evidence of derangement:
she ..ml, ‘she had much to Llisrlsm- to Mrs. L.
which was refused to be heard.” If this occur-
rence was after she left the Nunnery, she l*rnh.

ably had something to disclose; and if Mr. L. had
h\_.ud it, he would have been better (qus 11|I1« d to
‘m«lt e of the state of her mind; but nothing could
be heard against the priest—no matter how great
an UU{I(UFL he may have committed upon & !n:]p-
less female.  And is this all the e vidence Mr. [,.
could give, after an ac quaintance of 30 years
Is this any evideuce at all? Indeed, it was giv-

en up by Mr. Elder’s counsel, and was not read.

I.et us now examine the testimony produced
in court to prove her insane. And the first wit-
ness is her father. Instead of that tender con-
cern which a father should feel for an injured
:I(mtf hter, he appears as o witness ug.umt her.
“.\udl are the bitter fruits of Popery. I give
his own words. “After she had been there (at
the Nunnery) some time, a negro man came Ifu n
the Nunnery with her. 1 Ilnnl\. she called him
Jake. The 'y stopped at the gate. Her clothes
were thrown in the corner of the fence—her
mother told her to take her clothes in the house.
She or some one else took them into the lumber
room, and she took a black shawl or handker-
chief, and carried it about the yard on a corn-
stalk. She told me, some of my neighbors had
communication with the devil. In the night she
was distressed—ran in and jumped be hind her




EVIDENCE OF THE SANITY OF THE NUN. 119

mother. One day when witness was brushing
the chimney to get the soot out, Milly was cross
to her mother: and he disc mmud IIH,} were on
cross questions. He told her, he had given so
much to bring her from Urion, and he would
cive twice as much to take her back. She pu
her hand on her head and cried, O Lord! O Lord!
O Lord! and ran into the woods. Witness looked
after and waiched her, and told his wife, Milly is
sone. Shesaid, whatbusinesshadshe (Milly)tobe
such a fool.” This last affair took place, as Wm.
McPherson says, (for the old man could not tell)
immediately after she came from Union county,
which must have been about 15 years ago. II
is likely enough, her father struck or threatene

to strike her with his brush: for we have evi-
dence from Mr. Elder's witnesses that he did
threaten her with violence. But the testimony
of the old man, his son and daughter-in-law, is
so palpably tnntlml:(trn\ as to bhe perfectly
worthless, only to show the true character of
Popery. Her lathcr was asked, whether Mi ;lv
told him the cause of her le a.m’r the Nunnery?
He positively asserte .d. that “she did not state to
him the reason why she had left the Nunnery—
he did not ask her. The letter (which she
brought from the Nunnery) stated that she was
sick. “Afterwards, however. he said.” She told
me she wanted to tell me \Uhli‘“l:ll“‘——-—’\‘r anted
two witnesses. I sent for my son Billy, and my
grandson Mattingly. She said, they dealt with
t}u, deul at the Mmms[m‘y.” W hether she
thought that Dupm'que dealt with the devil,
nhcthm thc Nuns did, the old man did not say;
but it is likely she had the same opinion of both,
since she told Mrs. Ray, she thought the Nun-
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nery *the gate to hell.” Hum_-.\-f'-r. here the
poor old man flatly contradiced his former asser-
tion, and admitted that his daughter did tell him
her reasons for quitting the Nunne ry. And so
important were the disc losures she was abont to
make, that the old man went and got fwo witnesses,
Lhuuffu not the witnesses that she desired. - And
when all came together about this serious mzt‘L-
ter, they shut the Llr;m‘. as the old man said, “to
keep fwo negroes from hearing Milly.” His son
William says, “1 was sent for, when she came
home from the Monastery, to hear what she had
to say was the reason she lefi—and she wanted two
% witnesses.” Defendants counsel asked, “Who
came for you? Answer. IPather w'nm-{l me
and M Lﬁma{h for witnesses.” Sarah McPher-
son says, «“Her father came for my hLusb: uuimnd
said, Milly was concerned in some way; and said,
if he could get two witnesses, , she w ould tell him.
I went along,” &c. Well, and why did she
leave the Nunnery? The old man at first said,
she brought aletter that said she wassick. But
Miss Phillips, the nun from Calvary, said "‘m-
(sickuess) was not the cause;” and Mr. Elder had
informed us that she was dismissed, “because she
was not such as they could consistently keep.”
Of course sickness was not the difficulty. DBut
the old man thought of another reason—*They
dealt with the devil at the Monastery’—a tolera-
bly good reason for leaving, one would suppose.
William McPhe rson, who was sent for as a wit-
ness to hear her disclosures. gives quite a different
reason. *‘She said, there was idolatry among
i some of them at the Nunnery—she must worship
| ;Ju'u. or come away. INo doubt, she was in the
right, if she made such an objection. ButSarah
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MePherson,who went along-to hear, gives yet an
other and different reason. She s: aid, some of the
scholars were witches, and she was bewitched.”
Here are five different reasons for leaving the
Nunnery. 1. “She wasnotsuch as the_‘. could
consistently keep.”” - 2. She wassick. 3. They
dealt with the devil. 4. They were idolaters.
5. The scholars were witches, and she was be-
witched.”” —And the old fff'Jlilf'I'n[LI'l and his son
and daughter-in-law l;lguu y contradicted each
other, lndccd. we have also a sizth reasons for
her leaving: —Sarah McPherson said, #I asked
her why she came from Calvary? She said she
oot insulted because she wanted to be a teacher,
and they would not let her.” Here is certainly
a suffictent number of reasons to have influenced
even a sane woman!

But we very much suspect, we have not got
the true reason yet.  Milly said she left, because
of Duparque’s lewdness. ~ Did she give this rea-
son to her father and the witnesses? Sally \Ic-
Pherson says “she said nothing about Duparque.”
So says W illiam McPherson. = Let us (UI]I[JJIL.
this with the tc::'{imnn_\; of Mrs. Elizabeth Riggs,
a Very respec table lady, and at the time a near
neighbor of McPherson’s. ~ Shesays, “Sally Mc-
Pherson, wife -of William Mt.I’hGhOm one of
the old man’s sons, Lold me, that Milly did 1 in her
presence and that of her husband, and of her
father and mother, state that it was owing to the
improper conduct of Duparque, before alluded
to (attempt to seduce her) that she had left the
Nunnery. Sally McPherson stated, that she
ought to be whipped until she confessed herself
aliar. The old man replied, “No-—-I never knew
Milly to tell a lie.” Sally then replied to the old
11
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man, “if you are afraid her mother is not,” &e.
[ adduce this testimony to show, that "\lllly did,
notwithstanding the denial of 1]10 witnesses, tell
them that ],)u[ml[ ue’s misconduet caused her to
leave the Nunnery. And Sally McPherson ad-
mits that she wished to have her confined and
whi 1}%("«‘1 “T told her, she had acted the fool.
Her fathersaid he did not know what to do with
her. I told him, I would confine her—I told some
one, if she was a child of mine, I would hav
whipped her.””  This is manifest confirmation of
the te ~11mum of Mrs. Riggs. So we discover,
_ despite of ull the evasions and contradictions,
) ' that Milly did tell her father and relations of
T?np.mlm- s misconduct towards her;and instead
of acting the part of friends toward her, they
became her bitter enemies, and attempted vio-
l* nce upon her. And now they, in the true spirit

f Popery, come into court to prove her insane
and shield the priest!  Of what value is such
testimony?

Is it not remarkable, if Milly was so perfectly
deranged as to be carrying a shawl about the
yard on a corn stalk, and if she had been, as they
say, deranged not less than ten years; that her

father l;llll]"l!‘_ it necescsary to collect witnesses
to hear her reasons for le{nmrr the Nunnery?
Yes, and they shut the door on her, as the r.H
man reluctantly admitted. Why did they do so’
He says, it was to keep the negroes from hear-
ing her. Yet, she was p('ﬂucth insane!!!

The testimony of Sarah Me Pherson, even if
'+ were not so contradic tory, is worth but Jittle;
for she admitted that she was not friendly to
Milly. * She gaid, “I did not set any great store
to her. - I had mn‘.lm*r against he r——llkud her
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well enough till she came from Calvary. And
why did she dislike her? She gave two reasons.
1. “I had some de alings with her. while she was
at Calvary—she {11(1 not want to pay me—dis-
-mtui about the price of bacon, potatoes and
ﬂmu. } \hw trades with a poor deranged sister-
in-law. who while at the charitable establishment
at Calvary.had to furnish her own provisions; and
she quarrels with her about the p 'lt'f- of herfood!

2. “She had agreed to teach my children, before
she went to the Nunner 7+ but-I found she would
not do it when she came back.”  Milly, we are

told, was perfectly deranged. Yet her sister-n-
law quarrels with her because she is not disposed
to teach herchildren! It is not common. I be-
lieve, for ina'm'- persons toteach. Such, however,
was Mr. Elder’s principal testimony.

Their LOIl(lIILL would not have appeared quite
socrucl, had they not been the near relations of
that poor unfortunate woman. It was their duty
to have been friends to her, and to have protected
her from insult. It is said, that in countries
where the inquisition was established, when
any member of a family was takern by that hor-

rid tribun al, the family ‘dared not say one word,
or make an enquiry concerning the individual
taken. I could not but be 1r_mmdcd of that fact
by the conduct of Miss McPherson’s relations.
She was compelled to leave home or suffer vio-
lence at their hands; and when she disappeared,
no search was made for her; but they quietly and

carelessly conciuded that shu was dead. And
when others turned public attention to so strange
an occurrence, they were the principal witnesses
against her! What a comment upon the spirit
of Popery. - Unlike the blessed Gospel, it turns
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the hearts of the fathers from the children, and
gives the clergy almost unlimited power over the
virtue and lives of their followers.

[.etus examine the other witnesses. Miss Jen-
ny j'-]'.liiilrf_"l}" comes next. She says, “The first
time 1 saw lum'._ after she came home, she was
sitficg on the floor very se rious——fetched loud
bilches .md hlowed, and said, “Go from whence
yeu came.” Task ed he r, aunt Milly, what is the
matter? She said, they say I have tit_‘-\'il:e 1IN me.
and T want to blow them out. At another time

was told she

I went to my grand-father’s house
was lx ing in theroom on the bed—went to her—
asked what was the matter. She said, [ am dy-
mg—IJ am speechless—I want the doctor. I saids
if vou are leIHI',:_;. you had-better have the I.\l'if_".*'i.
JIIH}' SJ.EM, i don’t know twould do any ;;_':1:_1f_l Lo
I am speechless. I wanted

bring the priest
her to go home \\'i:’h me. She saids she could
not; for she was dying. I left her—went bome,
in a few minutes Lthff I got home, she came,
bare-headed, with her hair browsled. The mo-
ment she came in, she said she was dying and
was speechless—wanted me to go for Mr. Ray,
and tell him to bring ink and paper.” This isa
specimen of Miss Mattingly’s proof of her in-
sanity. -If is very re ynarkable that these mar-
vellous facts told I)\ her,some of which occurred
at her gmmi—ﬁ.ai.lu_l s, were known tonone of the
other members of the family.: Not one of them
pretended ever to have heard of ‘them. = Thisis

strange !

Mrs. Carico, a Roman Catholiey said, “Milly
lived with:me seven months ir the j,l_un l.-‘ml——
vas to work one week for herself, and one week
for me. She did not work much—waould sweep
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a cirele on the floor—sit down in it
Dictionary, laugh and read it. 1 then thought
her deranged. She spun a little sometimes—
she said, she could not make money with witness,
and could not therefore stay. She said, she was
agoing to Mr. Russel’s to teach a school.”?  She
_(u{l. “she saw Milly McP. when she returned
2 last time from Calv: LTy She passed by her
house on Sunday, accompanied by a black man.
[ went to her father’s the same evening, to ask
the reason of her coming back. She said, she
had to undergo hard Iabor at Calvary, and could
not bear it.”  Mrs. Carico, it appears, felt anx-
ious to. know the reason why this poor deranged
woman had not stayed at the \imm ry, and she
went to her father’s to Cm{mw of her! A des
wcted woman’s reason for leaving the Nunne ry!
l mouumn-h' for ihis testimony Mrs. Carico as-
serted, that “the last time she (Milly) was there
(at her house) was in 1832, in the fall.”? ~Now
all admt, that she (11"\11:]1}_](‘ wred in 1831, and has
not since been |wurf.l of !

Mrs. Doyle, a Roman Catholie, said, Mrs.
Whitehead told her, “that Milly had been there,
and was in as crazy a fit as ever P eggy (her sis
ter) was.” But Mrs.: Whitehead declares 1h(1|
che }md never heard an intimation of her insani-
il after her difficulty with Duparque. Be- ’
sides, nii.. Doyle says, this was "m the fall of
1832;7* vhereas I' have already proved that she
disappeared 1n the fall of 1831. She also says,

“Mrs. Carico was there, but paid no attention !”
Such testimony is not !lkuly to satisfy the candid.

Mrs. Ann Johnson, a Roman Catholic, swore,
“that Milly was at her house three or four weeks
in the fall of 1831. Benedict Austin: applied te
G e
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me to take her as long as she and witness should
be _'M(‘:ht‘(] She came by herself. -Milly said,
<he could stand and talk toa person U, 100 or
1000 miles off, or in England—could make them
hear. and could hear them talk. She was so
weak minded, she would knit a little, and then
unravel it. She undertook to make a cearse
garment, but could not sew a straight seam. - She
would sew a little and rip it out—she went
meeting once at Cambron’s—I went with her.
She behaved queer at church-—scronched about
from place to place, sorter deranged.” . Here,i
seems, Milly had gotten rid of the witches and
deyils, and was so idiotic, that she could neither
knit nor sew, and **scrouc hed” about:in church!
She concludes too, that she can work a miracle
quite as great as Duparque himself wo uld ven-
ture on—slie can talk te people evenin England!
Now thereare some unaccountable things about
this testimony. - In the first place, Mir. Mitchel,
not a professor of ](!I“iun. stated., **that he was
living at Benedict Austin’s abeut 1831,  Milly
MecPherson was then attending to Mrs. Austin’s
work, and wailing on Mrs. .-ul-tm. who was sick.
She cooked for the family and the hands—was
steadyabout business; not talkative. T took her to
I e sensible:; saw no derangement. I was there
a week. Mrs. Austin was sick;and Milly atten-
ded to the children.” How wonde 1Iutlx Milly
was changed in going to Mr. Johnson’s! But
this is not all. Mr. Berry, Mr. Johnson’s son-in-
Taw, said, “He lived in Washington Co., in 1831,
at ;\-;’:Jtlhcw Johnson’s, about one week, while
Milly MecPherson was there.  She wase mployed
mu-.ix in spinning. She wove mmt*—--]w recol-
lects. a dress for herself.- While there,she seemed
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to have good sense—nol overly smart, but not
deranged. She :1[1;"':11'4_'|'| to have sense enough.
She did not talk much. He heard nc':ihin‘g_g-:,aj'
her saying, that she could make people hear her
talk. 50 or 1000 miles off, and hear them talk.
The family said, she was a still ‘person—slow
ahout work, but did it tolerably well,”?  Can
any one believe. that if such evidences of in-
sanity had been eiven, this man would have
heard nothing of it. - If she could not knit or
sew: how did she weave!

We will now examine thie testimony of John
Robards. He said, “He did not know Milly
McPherson. Hésaw avoman who called her-
<elf Milly McP. at his house, five or SIX years
llLft'—l.Lit[ not know whence she came, or where
<he was going. She staid at his house a day and
two nights, or two days and onenight. He had
but little conversation with her. Once as he was
about leaving his housé o go to his mill or ware-
house, she followed him to the end of his pas-
sage, and said to witness—the Sheriff* and a par-
cel of men were after her to take her—wished
him to go to Bardstown {o see the Bishop, and
oet him to stop them. Witness said, he would.
About a half an hour afterwards he returned to
ihe house—told her he had seen'the Bishop, and
he had stopped ihe sheriff-—does not recollect
what she said, if anything, 11 |':-l_r1.\'——:~1u: seemed
catisfied.  Witness had no more conversation
with her. that he knows of. He believes her not
to have beenin her right mind—she talked more
with witness? wife than with him, and was more
in her company. She walked the room of a
night.” That Milly should fear violence, is not
strange, when she was threatened by her near-
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est relations, nor is it wonderful that she should
desire the protection of the Bishop. It is surely
no evidence of insanity, that she believed My,
Robards, when he told her he had seen the
Bishop; but there is no evidence that he did be-
heve it.  Nor would it have been surprising, if.
after !"t-in;: maltreated i}_}' her friends, insulted l;:.'
her priest, and cast off by her church, she should
have been bewildered and deranged. Wo lo
ihat unfortunate woman, whose relations are P
pists, and who shall feel compelled to resist the
insults of a priest!

But Mrs. Robards, with whom she had more
conversation, and who had far better opporti-
nities of judging of the state of her mind. says,
“She was distressed, eat but little, walked abouf
in her room at night, talked sensibly. Her ro-
collection was bad aboutsome thines. She s: id

yell

her family had treated her f.'i“].l:',-IJj.'; | thouglt
her distressed. She assisted me in cntting
clothes for the negroes—did it pretly well, on
the whole. I think she was distressed, not de-
ranged.” My readers will not fail to remzirk.

gh Milly could neither knit nor sew
at Jolinson’s; she could cut out clothes very well
when she gotto Robards’!  She was nottroubled
with devils or witches, and said nothing about
talking to people in England!

I have now presented all the principal evi-
dence adduced by Mr. Elder, to prove Milly Me-
I’herson insane; and, if T mistake not, the can-
did - reader, without hearing an Opposing  evi-
dence, would greatly doubt whether this wasnot
an affair gotten up after her mysterious disap-
pearance. I will now prove satisfactorily, as I
thiimk, from Mr. Elder’s own testimony, thaf

that thougl
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was not deranged. I have already shown, that
Mr. Lancaster makes her insane at least fiflecn
vears before her friendssay she became so. ~Ac-
cordine to their account of “it, she lost herreason
about the year 1821. But Miss Spinks, a Nun,
and one of Mr. Elder’s witnesses, said, ssthat she
went to school with Milly McPherson in Union
Co.. at St. Vincent’'s Nunnery, fourteen years
ago.”” Of course this was in the year 1822.
But the marriace contract between her and Os-
burn. which is said to have occasioned her de-
rangement, is dated July, 1821, Then &

Quinks went to school with her fwo years alters

1 1
1 4
f.

1 1 1
,came deranged! and -she does not pretend to
] Tt

b
have heard that her mind was not sound. - 1113
=

yadlys

OOKS

Again. =It wasin the fall of 1831 that Milly
left the Nunnery at Calvary. Of course she had
beenderanged ten years. Isitnot passing strange,
that no oneof the witnesses stated a single fact
proving or pretending to prove her insanity du-
ring that Iu-.‘['iu'nl. except that related by her father
and. brother immediately after her return from
Union? * Even Miss Mattingly, who rclated so
minutely her conduct after she came from Calva-
ry, could mention no circumstance of the kind
previous to that time. Mrs. Carico did say,that
she lived with her in 1831, before going to Cal-

hecause shc

sat on the floor and read her _[}?.1'1'!=.=i1.'il‘w‘;5 It
might be i:uln't't-siin;_{' to know how she was em-
ployed all that time. We find her; after-her re-
furn from Union, painting flowers for her friends.
Miss Mattingly says, “Milly delighted in paint-
ing—had painted flowers for her, soon after she
came back from Union—the first fime and also

varv: and she thought her deranged
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the sccond:. Flowers tole rably well painted.”
4 his does not look likei insanity.

\-t',\'l we find her af Loretto. Miss A]ii”illi{-
ly says, “She went fo Loretto first after coming
from Union Co. and staid about twelve nonths.:
Miss Philips, a Nun, said, “She was acquainted
with Milly MecPherson at Loretto—she was af
Loretto cight, nine, or ten was-an in-
mate of the Nunnery: became Nunafler Ileft Lo-
retto.”” = Milly, we are told, was perfeetly insanc;
bul-yet sl.e couldso far deceive the managers of

the  establishment, that she remained ‘twelve

months, and gave such satisfaction that she was
gz AN ru!miitl“d to take the veil! " “And why did she leave
: the-Nunnery?  Ier brother says, “She got sick 3
and came home.”> And have we any proof of

herderangementswhile-at Lorctto? — Miss Myers.

4 Nun, said, ““ﬂlw was acquainted with her ai
[.oretio nine or ten years ago——she was habited
as a Nun. I]mu.l not much conversation with
her,” Defendant asked, whether she was de-
ranged, while there?  Answer. %I once con-
versed with her——met her in the passage in the
day time. - She came from her room ['I.'.\'éli_'_". [
asked what was the matter. She said. a ball of
fire had rolled up to her bed.” This is all the
evidence of de rangement which Loretto could
_;'_'I\'l'. after she had '-i.l\{ii there twelve inonths.
and been received as a Nun! Did not bishop
Chabrat, who had charge of that Nunnery. hear
her confessions? How happered it that no de-
rangement was detected?

We next find Milly going to Union Co. as a
witness in a civil sui‘. = Miss Matling ly says, she
staid at Loretto twelve months ‘4 fwf Shaanon

to Union Co. “as a witness.” * John Me Pherson

sy . » i e = i - o = - -5 = i 4
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says, “she went down onceasa w itness in a slan-

der case.” Now unless I very much mistake, it
is not common to admit deranged persons as wit-
nesses in Court. But as she had deceived the
priest and Nuns at Loretto; so, it would seem,
she deceived the Court, and ‘was believed fo be
entirely sane!

After this we next find Milly in the Nunnery
of Calvary, where she staid Miss Mattingly
thinks, “gix months.” Miss 1]11]11)5, the Nun.
says, & eight months.” Well, did she exhibit any
derangement there? No—Miss Philips says,
«When Milly came o the Nunnery the first
IHIIt I believe the mother was well safisfied.”

. 'he priest E!up arque heard her confessions, and
dtw overed no insanity. Miss Philipssays, "\tu
came to Calvary to &rhon[ * yet her teachers dis-
covered no de mngum*nt For a period of twen-
ty months, thercfore, che lived in two Nunneries,
and kept her der 'm"mnent entirely conceale d

We are not informed why she left Calv: ary the
irst time; but we, after this, find her Cmplun C
in teaching school. Miss \thhmﬁ} says, “All the
time between going to Calvary the first and
second time was not more than eighteen months
—She taught school six months of that ‘time in the
neighborhood.”  'Was she deranged while she
was teaching? We hear rothing of the kind—
not a word from any who sent their children to
her.

Finally, in the fall of 1831, Milly returns to
Calvary; and though the molhcr did not wish to
take her, as Miss Philips says, bec ause she was
“an-old girl, and not very healthy ;” Duparque,

who was before acqu: ainted with her, told her,

she must take her and keep her asthe Nuns. Miss
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McPherson was a strict P(t[)bi—-—u]l(l of course,
had been in the habit of confessing to the priest.
During her stay (eight manths) at Calv: ary, she
must have confessed to ])upuuimﬂ He, there-
lore, was well acquainted with her; and he
proved that he did nn; consider her insane, by
receiving her a second time into his '-\mmrr\.
The reason of her leaving it yet remains a secrct,
unless it was, as she declared, thie-misconduct tof
Duparque. - These facts. proved by Mr. Elder’s
witnesses, prove most clear 87 that this unfortu-

nate \1111 could not have been der: inged.
But we are not yet through with this contra-

! dictory testimony. In order to account for the

! mysterious disappearance of the Nun, Mr. Elder
sent to Indiana, and took seyveral de [m-mum to
prove that she had been te: wching school tl ere,
sinee she disappeared from her father’s neichbor-
hood. I owfarhe succeeded in this prm;t 1 shall
hereafter examine. But admitting, for the pres-
ent, that the woman spoken of in {hese deposi-

tions was the real Milly McPherson, the lost Nun:
was she deranged? No—she h: 2d no “soone:
crossed the Oluo, than she recovered from her
insanity with which she had been afflicted
for fifteen or sixteen, or perhaps thirty
years, and commences te: aching school!  The
mlloﬁmﬂr is the testimony of ‘*-:ua,h Greathouse,
of Indm.n't, one of Mr. Elder’s witnesses.
“Question by Defendant’s ‘\t[nrm\. Did she
appearto you like a cr azy or deranged woman?
Answer. No-—she did not. Was she a steady
and attentive woman to hur school? Answer.
Yes—I believe she was.” Jonathan Greathouse
Ul testified s follows: Question. What was the
character of Milly McPherson, while in your
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neighborhood?  Answer. 1 believe her to be a
prudent, well-behaved woman. Question.” Was
she a woman of good sense? Only moderately
s0.” Margaret Dufree testifics as follows: “Ques-
tion. Had you any knowledge of her being
deranged? Answer. No.” M: 'y Ann Great-
house, a little girl, discovered once something
like derangement. And, reader, what do you
think it was? W hy, she started one day to £o
to a neighbor’s house, and took the wrong direc-
tion! Thisis all. Now suppose this woman to
be Milly McPherson, Mr. Elder has clearly
proved that she was not insane, and has thus
contradicted the i(:atlmom of all his principal
witnesses in Kentucky. Sappose we had no
farther testimony to prove the sanity of the Nun;
is not Mr. Elder’s s testimony abundanfl} sufficient
to prove 1t?

But we have some farther evidence from his wit-
nesses, which confirms part of the testimony
of one of ours. Mrs. Elimh(:th liggs gave
the following tes stimony:  “Sally McPherson,
miv of William McPherson one of the old man’s
son’s. told me. that Milly did in her presence; and
that if her husba nd,and of her father and mother,
state that it was owing to the i improper conduct
of Priest Duparque before alluded to (attempt
to seduce her) that she had left the Nunnery.
Sally McPherson stated, that she ought to be
whipped until she w ould confess herself a liar.
The old man replied, no—I never knew Milly
to tell a lie. Sally then replied to the old man,
‘If you are afraid, her mother is not.’ \Illh'
then stated, she would never reiract w hat she
had said: and ske would die before she would
confess herself a liar, and would pour it down
12
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upon the priests and Nuns, like hard claps of
thunder: and then remarked, that “I recken you
intend to kill me;” and then she jumped out at
the door and made her escape from them.”
These facts Mrs. Riggs, a respectable lady, whe
is not a member of any church, declares on oath
were made to her by Sally McPherson. Now
[ beg my readers to observe the following con-
mmatson of it. Sally McPherson at first said,
“] never 5tdted to any one, she (Milly) ought to
be whipped;” but aftcrwards she said, “I tol
some one, if she was a child of mine, I wnuld
have whipped her.” Ignatius Medley, a Roman
Catholic, and one of Duparque’s witnesses, said,
“The old man (McPherson) said, he had heard
of the charge made against Dllp(uqu(' and
talked aboul afuﬁmm her (Melly) for telling lies.
Witness advised him against it.” Here, then,
we have evidence from themselves, that they
talked of whipping Milly. My readers will keep
in mind, that she had been entirely deranged for
at least ten years; and yet her father and her sis-
ter-in-law wish to whip her, suffering as they
pretended she was, l‘mlr_: that most dreadful af
hle,tmn, the loss of 1101 reason !!!  Surely Satan
himself cannot be more cruel. Are these the
tender mercies of Popery? The factis, they did
not believe her insane; and therefore, true to
the spiritof their religion, they wished to punish
and abuse her for daring to say one word against
the immaculate priest.  Mr. Medley himself, who
is a neighbor of McPherson’s and must have
heard of her insanity, if it had existed, said, “I
always held an opinion of Milly, that SEIL was a
girl of good common sense—never heard of her
derangement before this report.”
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Fet us now examine the testimony introduced
by the Defendant. It is scarcely necessary to
say, that when an individual, however humble
in life, is afflicted with the loss of reason, such
a misfortune inevitably becomes notorious to
neighbors, and is the subject of common remark.
it is impossible that any individual in such a sit-
uation should live in a neighborhood for years,
and be in habits of intercourse with neighbors,
and yet nothing be heard of the circumstance.
Is it ])U'wlblL, for the most prejudiced to believe,
that Milly McP. wasinsane for ten years, and y ot
her intimate acquaintances who live almost in
sicht of her father’s house, knew nothing of it?
\ml let it be remarked, that not one of McPher-
son’s neighbors, not one of the acquaintances of
Milly, except [wmmr. Catholics, believed her de-
ranged! Mrs. N Nancy Ray, said, “She believed,
and was of the opinion, that she was a girl of
zood common sense, and was eonsidered and be-
lieved to have more sense in the neighborhood,
and to be better behaved, than any of the
old man McPherson’s family. Question. Did
you ever hear in the neighborhood, or from any
of her relations, that she wasof un-ound mind,
until after the difficulty with Plaintiff; and after
she had stated the facts alluded to in this depo-
sition?  Answer. Imnever did hear any intima-
tion of this sort, until afterwards. She taught a
school in the neighborhood for some short time.’
Lloyd Ray believed her perfectly sane. = True,
when he saw her at Mr. Whitehead’s, he doubt-
ed whether her mind was perfectly right. He
was thenin her company less than an hour; and
he was induced to doubt by some superstitious
notions she entertained. “She expressed some




c H
- \
k'.-:—wc“:a:— e T e T v

136 EVIDENCE OF THE SANITY OF THE NUN.

notions I did not understand, relative to a priest.’

Rev. Mr. Whitehead, who had doubtless paid
more =ltt.cnliml to the npini(ms of Papists, than
Mr. Ray, and who had had more conversation
with 1\[llh, told him, she was not deranged.
Mr. Ray was about to state this opinion of Mr.
W. to the jury; -but Plaintifft objected.  Mr.
Ray was afterwards convinced that he had been
mistaken. “He saw Milly at witness’ house two
or three times afterwards. I conversed with her
only on one subject—heard her converse with
my family—saw nothing in her indicating de-
rangement. She talked rationally; and 1 then
became convineed that my firstimpressions, when
I saw her at Mr. W’s., as to her mind, were not
right. I think, she was of sound mind, and knew
what she was about.” Now I ask., which was
most likely to be correct, the opinion formad
after a few moments conversation, or that formed
after seeing her and hearing her converse several
times? lh(: dttempt llld([l‘ by the Plaintiff’ to
invalidate Mr. Ray’s tutlmnm by introducing
several persons who professed to have had con-
versation with him on the subject, proved inef:
fectual. For all the witnesses agreed, and it is
well known, that the character of Ray is unim-
peachable. Howeyer, let us examine this testi-
mony. JIgnatius Mec ‘10\' says, Ray told him, “he
did nat swear her, because the tnmh were sim-
ple.”  Well, it seems hard that Milly should
atone for the simplicity of her relations; but Ray,
it seems, did not tell Me (1]&‘\, that ‘:[llh was sim-
ple. . And if the family- were so kl[]l[)]{‘ they
should not have been brought up as witnesses
azainst her. Dr. Smith of Springfield, a Roman
Catholie, was sent for for the same purpose, He
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said, he went to see Ray in Springfield, to en-

quire concerning the report ks of I‘r[l“\. ] then
understood Mr. Ray in that conversation to as-
sicn as the reason why he did not swear Milly,
when she applied to him for a warrant, as I un-
derstood—that he did not consider her cap'lhl.-
of m tkmw an affidavit, because of a want of
capacity. This testimony will not do. Milly

never did apply for a warrant; a nd of course Mr.
Ray never did so state to Dr. S, And if he
misunderstood Mr. Ray in this particular; or has
forgottens he may have committed as great a
mistake concerning other points. Mr. Hamil-
ton, a Roman ‘Catholic, was introduced; but his
testimony strengthened Ray’s, if it could be
strencthened, stated,; that ““Ray said, the Catho-
lics blamed him. but he was not more to blame
than others—that he had heu.rd, she had been
in two Nunneriées; and if she had deceived them
twice, they ought to forgive us, if she deceived
us once.” But did Ray say, she had in fact de-
ceived us?  No, for Hamilton also said, *when he
(Ray) spoke to w itness, he thought it mwht to be
inve ~L|.f, ated—that they ought to answer for it.
It is hard that a poor woman should be taken off
in this way.” The only other witness to invali-
date Iul\":s testimony'is a young man, a 7‘:1})1&'[
whose name is Caleb ”\[lL[Lerl\. He said, Ray
told him,“she was a poorsillygirl.” Iam willing

this shall go for what itis worth. Itis useless for
men to at tunpt to invalidate the testimony of such
a man as Esquire Ray by such flimsy stuff. = Ray
had lived formany years in the immediate nelfrh—
borhood of JohnMcPherson; and Milly had often
been in his house;and yet he had never heard that
she had been deranged since 1821!
125
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Mrs. Fanny Whitehead said, “She was a wo-
man of ordinary good mind. I was well ac-
quainted with hur. and never heard it stated by
any person, that she was deranged, until she
disappeared from the neighborh ()mi ?  William
McPherson did say, that he went to Mrs. White-
head’s, and “she told me, Milly would go as crazy
as Peggy-—she said th'lt \1111\ did not talk ll]{t-l-ll
talk. She told me te be careful about \f}li\'—
you know how it was with Peggy.” The ques-
ion now 1s, which shall we rather believe. \\ 1]-

am McPherson, the brother of Milly, a Papist.
and who with his wife and father gave such con-
tradictory testimony; or Mrs. Whitehend: an
aged an ist lady, whose character is above re-
proach, and who had no possible interest to serve
by false testimony? T leave my readers to de-
cide. Mrs. F nn‘.u said, “her character was that
of a good, truth h I, industrious girly of commo
sensey tolerable good wreason.” - Plaintiff' asked.
“Was she notin a strange way? Answer. No.
but she was distressed—she talked rationally.
George Whitehead was at his father's when she
returned from the Nunnery.. He said; “she ap-
peared to be in herusual mind.” Plaintiff asked.
“When you saw her at her father’s, was her
mind as strong as when you had secn-her before !
Answer. Her mind was about the same. l
heard nothing about het being crazy.” - Defen-
dant asked, “Did you ever hf,'lr of her being
charged. with being cr: 1/,\ ?  Answer: . Neve
before she was missing.” Stephen Riggs. «
neighbor of her father, said, ¢l }JLliu e her to be
a virtuous woman, and of sound mind. Such
was her general character in the neighborhood.
I never ,it sard any th.mrr to the contrary, until
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after this fuss with Duparque, and until after
she disappeared from the I]“l”llb‘)l‘ll()till v.iuc h
was in the fall of 1831, as I be hf ve.” Elizabeth
f'li'___:;::_. said, I never heard any thing said against
her. or her character or m*uf lmlll after she
left L': > Nunnery at Calvary.” The testimony
of Catharine Riggs is substantial ly the samec.
Such.is the testimony of her n-"-frl'r}-“-' and fa-

I]Ii“ill':l(‘.-.ill.'.L.tIli.:llti‘u‘r-'.Il} the sanity of Milly Mc-
Pherson. Is it not abundantly n.Ltl.,Iu.L,tui_\. .

Dr. W. W. Wood, of Liebanon,said, “He saw
Milly McPherson in the fall of 1831, a few days
after leaving Calvary, at Mathew Carico’'s—
heard her converse—saw 10 signs of derange-
ment. - She behaved well, spoke se=nsibly and
rationally. He conversed with Milly "\J:‘”iu-r-
son when he saw her at Carico’s, and gave her
medicine. He was at that time M.Lcn.fm-,{ upen
Carico’s family,and saw her several times.”” Mrs.
Carico said, “She came to my house wit th her
hair hanging down like a crazy person. She
L'-:z'!a{ but a little while.” But Dr. Wood, who

as practicing in the family, saw her seyeral
times: and he thinks, she h: vd nothing of the ap-
pearance of a crazy woman.. Dr. W.1s a gen-

leman whose veracity none w i1l call in question.
He is not a professor of religion.
f v. John Wathen, the priest, was asked,

D i \11“\ appear to be deranged, when you
S W tu r?  Answer. I saw nothing exiraordina-

ry.in her—she looked like other women.” Of
course he saw no insanity. Mrs. Wathen saw

her at Esquire Ray’s after she left Calvary—
sheard her converse on various snvjects at Mr.

Ray’s. She converse d intelligent {ly.” qcs':‘ dl

Nuns were introduced from Loretto and Calva
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but no onc of them ventured to say that Milly
was deranged.

It was said that insanity was a family failing,
f‘l(( ause two of the family <1r(’ not of sound mind.

Jut if this fact is sufficient to prove Milly insane;
it is certainly sufficient fo prove the me :mbers of
the family w 'ho were witne sses, incompetent to
testify.

Liet us now sce what the testimony of Mr.
Elder requires us to believe.

I. Mr. Lancaster makes her insane at times
from 1806—her father, brother and sister-in-law,
from 1821—a difference of fifteen years. Who
1S right?

. The testimony read in Court proved her
insane, as just remarked, from 1821; but Miss
Spinks, a Nun from Loretto, said, she went to
school with Milly in 1';1ir:n Co. at St. Vincent’s
Nunnery, fourtecen years ago. 'That was, of
course, in 1823—two years : 11[(1 she lost her rea-
son! Isit common to send deranged girls to
school? But Miss Spinks did not pu;l,uul that
she was deranged.

Miss Spinks was at school with Milly in
Union Co., she says, “fourteen years ago;” but
Miss Jenny Mattingly says .'""‘3]1L came h wek Ir()m
Union the first time about the love =~(‘11]w with
Horatio Osburn, fifteen years since.” And the
same witness m}a.“‘slm went to Loretto firstafter
coming from Union Co. and staid about twelve
months.” Then her brother William says, “she
got sick and came home.”  After this, “she went
to Union as a witness.” Then fourteen years
ago she wasat Loretto. Butsuppose herto have
been in Union, it will be recollected that she was
perfectly deranged when she came from Union
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the first time. Of course, when Miss Spinks saw
her, she was deranged. But though in school
with Milly, she heard notl iing of it!

4. She had been tlzmng:wl since 1821; and
yet her near ne izhbors, living almost within sight
of her father’s, and fre L{Lu»mi\ meeting with her,
had heard nothing of it. Mr. Medley, a Ro-
manist and a neighbor, had not heard it. The
priest knew lil?l.]illlg of it—else she could not
have become a Nun. No testimony was given
concerning her derangement during almost the
whole of that period!

5. Notwithstandine her derangement, she be-
came a Nun at lLoretto, staid there twelye
months, and staid in Calvary eight months; and

her derangement was not discovered! She
taucht school in hersfather’s neighborhood six
months; and went to Union as a witness—no de-
rangement discovered by priests, teachers, pat-
rons or the Court!!!

6. *“She was not .‘-lll'il a one.as they (‘n-.lli.i COTn-
sistently keep,” says Mr. Eldeir: and '_'n-l_ theonly
charge .t-‘f'1i1'|~'t lwr Wi, that “--hr" was an old girl,
not very healthy

7. She left Caly: ary in her richt mind:-but by
the time she rode home, a few. miles; she was
perfectly mad—no sense al all'—so simple that
Mrs, Carico would not talk to her!

8. Though Mjps, Carico knew she had been
for some time insane, she went immediately to
her father’s to enquire her reason for leaving the
Nunnery! - And though her father had known
she was deranged since the memorable “love
scrape” of 1821; yet he went in search of two
2oitnesses to hear Ler disclosures about the Nun-
pery!
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9. When she came home she brought a letter
that said, she waos sick; and yet Miss P hillips, «
Nun, who saw her come, and saw her leave. SALYS
she was not sick!  And her father says, she did
not tell him the reason she left—he did not ask
her. Yet he says, he did go for two witnesses to
hear her disc lmlllc”, and ‘LItL*V shut the docr to
keep the negroes from hmrm"’

10. She said, they dealt with the Devil af the
Monastery, says the old man. She said. the by
were idolaters, says William. She said, they
were witches and she was bewitched. says Sally
McPherson. She said, she was offended because
they would not let her teach, says the same wit-
ness!

Il. Sally McP. told Mr. R iggs, that Milly
brought charges against l)up arque; and she
wished to have her nhmpn for 11 Sally says,
she did not say soj and yetshe did tell some ones
if Milly wasa child of hers, she would w hip her!
The old man threatened to w hip her; but Mr.
Medley advised him against it. Still she was
deranged !!!

2. Sheis awfully bewitched, and runs about
with browsled hair. while among Papists; but
oets ):Hfrih' cured, when she goes amongst
others! She is der nnrrmi at Carico’s: yet Dr.
W ood converses with her and gives her medi-
cine, and sees nothing of der: angement!

13. About home "IIL talks DIII‘, of witches and
devils at the Nunnery; but when she gels to
Mathcw Johnson’s, she for oets all about witches,
and becomes such an idiot. that she can nu{.}u.;
knit nor sew—can spin a little! Still she could
work a miracle greatér than Dup.uquo would
attempt—she can talk to people in England!
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Yet Mr. Be rry was at the house and heard
nothing of all this—recollects her weaving a
dress!

14. At Austin’s she could attend to the busi-
ness of the family ; but at Johnson’s, a few miles
off, conld not sew or knit. Yet, at Robard’s
she could cut out the negroes’ clothes, and do it
pretty well!

15. But to cap the climax, as soon as she
crosses the Ohio, devils and witches leave her,
and she recovers her senses entirely, and begins
to teach school !!!

If any one can swallow such testimony, he
need not stagger at Gulliver's fravels.

WHERE IS MILLY McPHERSON?

The testimony thus far examined, has proved,
[ ihink. to the satisfaction of the candid, the
three following points: 1st. That Milly Mc-
Pherson left the Nunnery, charged ])up'uqm,
with lhlmp{ul seduction, ~uddon]\. and myste-
riously disappeared, was suppose d to be dead,
and ihu these facts were u:-mm()ll]\ IL,pultL,d
and believed in the neighborhood. - 2d. Thuat
she had ever borne a gnml character for virtue
and {ruth. 3d. That at the time of making the
charges against Dll[lll[lll(.. she was of bound
mind.  And if these facts are proved; I leave
the candid reader to determine whether I have
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established all that I ever asserted, and how
nearly I have proved the fact of Duparque’s
guilt.  In forming a decision, consider the fol-
lowing facts, :

Ist. That Duparque had charge of the Nun-
nery at Calvary; and he, an unmarried man.
was living amongst a parcel of unmarried fe-
males, who were most solemnly bound to con-
fess to him from time to time i their Sins, ¢ven
the most sceret.

2nd. That Milly McPherson was a Roman
Catholic—born and reared in the church of
lome—taught from infancy to venerate a priesf,
as the vicegerent of Christ. She had been ac-
customed all her life to bow down at his feet In
humble confession and to recieve: his absolution,
as coming from Christ.  Was it likely that she
would, notwithstanding these early and strone
prejudices, without any cause, accuse the priest?

od. Her parents, brothers, sisters and relations
were all Papists, who would of course warmly
resent such an outrage upon so sacred a charac-
ter as that of the priest? What had she to ex-
pect from making such a charge against him,
but the enmity of her relations and the anathe-
mas of the church? Yet it would seem, she,
after having maintfained a blaneless character
till forty years of age, disregarded every feeling
of early prejudice, of piety and of interest, and
recklessly attacked the moral character of her A
priest! Is this probable? I had almost said. i3
it possible? "Whether, therefore, she can be
found or not, the evidence against Iuparque is

=
cxceedingly strong—so strong that xine of the

Jury have declared in a recent publication,
“that undcr all the circumstances, but for the
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instructions of the court, we would have been
compelled to find a verdict for the Defendant.’
But the mysterious disappmr'mce of the Nun
has had great weight in convincing the public
that there is inic m(y about this matter. From
the time she left John Robard’s, we hear nothing
more of her. If she had been deranged, she
would have excited the more attention. But
near six years have elapsed since she disappeared,
and more than one year since, I published an
account of it in the l’rotcstant and the news
has gone throughout the countrj, far and near;
but no one yct can answer the often rcyeated
qnmtlon—\\ here is Milly McPherson?

Jut Mr. Elder has attempted to prove, that
she has beenin Indiana, since her disappearance.
[Letus see how far he hassucceded. Miss Spinks,
one of the Nuns of Loretto, stated, that she went
to school with Milly McPherson in Union Co. at
St. Vincent’s Nunnery, fourteen years ago—
that she saw her about three years ago in Indi-
ana, at Mathena’s, near Amsterdam—did not
converse with her, but knew her. She was at
preaching—remained at Mathena’s two or three
weeks. It was at a Methodist meeting, in the
day time. Isaw her on the first Sunday in June,
[835. I expect she saw me at preaching, but
did not speak to me, nor I to her.” There are
a few about this testimony difficulties that need
t-xplalmi.ion.

. Fourteen years ago, as I have already
prm ved, Milly was in Loretto and not in Union.
Besides, fourteen years ago she P us Mr. El-
der attempted to prove, deranged. 2. Her dates
do not agree together. She saw Mllly in Indi-

ana, as she lchatcdl_} declared, on the first Sun-
13
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day in. June, 1835.- She then stayed  with he:
brother one, two, or three months. Then she
was at Bethlehem one or two months.  Then
she wentto Gethsemane and staid seven months,
Then she 'went to Loretto, and will have been
there two years in August. . These are her dates.
Let us examine theni, . If we say, one month af
her brother’s, one at Bethlehem, seven at Geth-
semane, and. twenty-two at Loretto, we have
thirty-one months.  But it had been just two
yearsy or twenty-four months, since June, 1835.
to the time of the trial, © This'will not do. But
if we take the other time mentioned by her, viz:
three years, her dates ‘make it only thirty-one,
or at.most thirty-four months. = It is impossibl
tareconcile this testimony. 3. She had not seen
Milly for twelve yearsy at which time she herself
was thirteen yearsold, It may well be doubted,
therefore, whether she would hiave known Milly.

i. Butshe says, she did not speak o her. . 11
is scarcely probable, if she had known her as an
old acquaintance at school, that she would have
passed lier withaut speaking. 5. She says, she
told Rev. Mr.. ANe; a year ago, that she had
seen Milly at. Mathenats. Yet - Mr. Elder sent
to-Rockport, Ja., to prove that Milly had been
there, but did not go io Mathena’s, where Miss
Spinkshad seen her, which was not so far!  How
did this happen? I1f Mr. Eldér had believed
that Miss Spinks had seen her at Mathena's
would he not have sent to Mathena’s to procure
thedesired evidence? There is something very
suspicious about. this testimony. :

But there are some other witnesses {from Rock-
port, fa., who testify that a woman calling her-
self Milly MePherson,taughtschool in that neigh-
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the mistake her husband had made in reference
to the complexion of his sister. She thought, he
did not know her complexion as well as she—
that he had not been much in her company!
But there are greater difficulties in the Indiana
testimony, than this.

She told Jonathan Greathouse, that she was
born and partly educated in Maryland—*thai
her father moved to Kentucky and settled near
the Rolling Fork, before she was quite grown;
at which place she remained till she finished her
education.” She told Margaret Dufree, “She
was born in Maryland, near the Potomac River:
that she lived in Montgomery, Kentucky, with
her sister, before she came fo this state—that
she received her education in ;‘:I_;U'_}'];imlmlh:if
her father and mother were dead, and that they
died in Maryland.” She was asked by Defen-
dant’s counsel, “Did she not tell you, that she
had no relations in Kentucky but the sister with
whom she lived, after her father’s death? An-
swer. I never heard her speak of any other but
her sister.” She told Sarah Greathouse, “she
came from about Bardstown,” she ‘believes
near the Rolling Fork—that she finished her
education about Bardstown. She told Mary
Ann Grezthouse, “that she had lived abouf
Bardstown, and got her education there also.”
These statements are sufficiently contradictory;
but none of them are true of Milly McPherson.
For, :

Ist. Her father and mother did not die in
Maryland.  2d. She did not get her educa-
tion there. 3d. She never did live about Bards-
town, or get her education there. She lived
near Lebanon, and her brother says, ‘“she got
the principal part of her education at the Nan-
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nery in Union.” 4th. She never did live in
Montgomery, Ky., with a sister.

Jut there was one circumstance by which Mr.
Elder expected to identify Milly. The woman
in Indiana told some of the witnesses, she had
sent to Louisville for a paint box, and paid five
dollars for it; and John McPherson brought a
paint box into Court, which he and his family
saidy belonged to Milly. Unfortunately for this
testimony, the woman did not say, she had lefi
the box at her father’s.  On the contrary, since
she was teaching painting, she of course had
her paint with her.

But the woman in Indiana was not known to
the witnesses as a Roman Catholic; nor did shein-
timate that she had ever been in a Nunnery. And
the witnesses agrec that she seldom spoke of her
parents—that she was reluctant to say any thing
concerning them. Now one of three thingsis
true, viz:

1. The woman in Indiana was not the true
Milly McPherson, but another woman. 2. Ora
woman was sent there by way of auticipation to
personate Milly, and acted her part badly. 3.
Or it was Milly. The second supposition is
favored by the fact, that that woman, after
teaching a short time, disappeared from that
region, and since then cannot be found. Inquiry
and scarch have been made for her, without dis-
covering what has become of her. Besides, Mr.
Elder has said, “When I shall need her. she
shall appear, or her absence be satisfactorily ac-
counted for.”

But suppose it to be the true Milly MePher-
son; then three important facts are established:

Ist. She was of sound mind and of good moral
character. So the witnesses in Indiana declare.
13%
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2d. She was very anxious to aveid being

know. The witnesses state, that she seldom

spoke of her parents, and was unwilling to be

questioned on that subject. Mis, Sarah Great-

house said, “I did not hear her say any thing a-

bout her father’s house. Question, Did she seem

free to discourse about her father and mother?

Answer. . She didnot. I never heard her men-

tion their names, only as ahove stated.” The fol-

iowing is Mary Ann Greathouse’s testimony on

this point: Question. Didshe seem free {0 dis-

course about her father and mother, and why

” she had leftthem? Answer. Nosir.”’ Marga-
: ret Dufree testifies as follows: “Question.  Did
she not manifest considerable unwillingness to

)
be questioned about her connections. and why
she had left them? Answer.  She did—I neyer
asked her many questions: for she did not like
to be guestioned.”

Now it is natural to enquire, why this unwil-
lingness to give information of her past history?
Why did she conceal the fact that she was a
Roman Catholic, and had been a nun ? If she
was deranged, when she made the charges

2 against Duparque, why did she not return to
her friends and the church, after recovering her
reason? Why has she never written to her pa-
rents or relations? Her conduct can be ac-
counted for only on the supposition that she
knew her charges to be true, and feared she
might be pursued and injured. Rather than
confess that she had slandered Duparque, she

¢ determined to forsake his church, and becomo
during life an exile from her father’s house.

. What better evidence could she rive, that she
'r had told the truth and nothing but the truth? If,

e
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then, we admit that Mr. Elder has identified Mil-
Ix. t*w evidence is decidedly against Duparque.
3. That Milly \Igl’hehou. after she reached
Er;‘.{s‘um. and had regained her senses, still nmdf‘
the same charges against Duparque. - Miss Ann
Spinks, the Nun, tc.s.f.ifi(:tl, that ¢she hmud a
story about the conduct of Mr. Duparque. 1
heard it a week or two after the meeting at
which I sww Milly in Indiana; ond and J keard
it f}'ﬂr:a Mrs.: Mathena, when last at her house.”
Now if the testimony of Miss Spinks is to be re-
lied on, Milly Mc Pherson made the same charge
against Duparque in Indiana, thatshe had made
in Kentucky. And let it be remarked, Miss
Spinks did not pretend to have heard from Mrs.
Mathena, at whose house she represents Milly
as having staid two or three weeks, that she be-
trayed any symptoms of derangement. So that,
according to their own testimony, the priests
have tUEIlPlt tely failed to account for her
charges arrmm[I)llpdtquv by proving herinsane!
\mh it will be recollected, that I proved, and
they did not deny, that Milly McPherson’s cha-
racter for ver: ultv was mm[l Thus did they
make one part of their testimony murder the
other. But I am yet unable to confide in any
part of the testimony of Miss Spinks. It is
':\f ly enough that the same woman was at Mrs.
Mathena’s, who passed at Rockport as Milly
McPherson; but that Milly McP. from Ken-
tucky, was (li either place, remains to be proved.
I have good reason to doubt that Miss Spinks
everheard of Duparque’s treatment of Milly from
Mrs. Mathena. In either case, however, the
evidence i3 against Duparque.
I have now examined the testimony on both
sides concerning this strange occurrence; and 1
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fearlessly challenge even the most prejudiced
to point to the fact that I have published, and
which I have failed completely to establish.
Was not the circumstance mysterious; and has
Mr. Elder, according to promise, removed the
mystery?

But I had additional evidence to prove that
Duparque wasa licentious character. And doubt-
less Mr. Elder was aware of this; for it is a re-
markable fact, that he made no attempt to prove
Duparque’s general character good. It is true,
that the law considers every man innocent,
until he is proved guilty; but we did not suppose
that Mr. Elder would allow his brother pricst
to stand before court with only that character
which the law gives equally to every class of
men, in preference to attempting to prove for
him a better character by those who knew him.
We did not attack his general character, simply
because we knew many of his friends would
swear that it was good, and we would not be
allowed to invalidate their testimony by adduc-
ing particular facls., But if Mr. E. had attempted
to prove his general character, we then would
have proved the contrary by the introduction of
guch facts.

We labored to ascertain from Mr. Elder's
witnesses, something in relation to Duparque’s
difficulties with the nuns in Lebanon. That
they were very Serious, we were confident; for
zealous Romanists, who have taken the veil for
life, would not for a trifle forsake the cloister
and refurn to the world, as one or more of the
nuns did; nor would the father of one of them,
a Romanist, have manifested so much excite-
ment against him for nothing. No information,
however, could be obtained from the witnesses,
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Miss Hamilton, a nun, was questioned on this
point.  She said, “Miss Spalding left the Nun-
nery hefore J}updn[uc left Kentucky. She was
the mother and principal teacher in the Nun-
nery in Lebanon. Question by Defendant.
Did she not leave it because she was dissatisfied
with the couduct of Duparque towards her?
Answer. She was not satisfied when she left.
He was not satisfied with her course. There
maght have been many other reasons.” Joseph
\]ml ding, uncle of Miss Spalding, was asked,
what induced her to leave the nunnery, whether
it was not in conse quence of ])up uquv conduct
towards her? lHe answered, “that he did not
know of kis own knowledge.” Dup;u'qlu ‘s friends
were well aware that hilOl]f" tlhlnunm existed
in the public mind, concerning the difficulty
between Duparque and the Nuns. One would
have supposed that Mr. Eidcr, who was so very
anxious to vindicate the character of his brother
]mwt and of Nunneries, would have embraced
this opportunity to remove the mystery that
hangs airound that part of J_)llpdllllit.. s conduct,
especially when urged to do so by r ‘pe ated
(111(‘~11t11t- But the Nun and the uncle of Miss
Spalding seemed very ignorant on the subject;
and {hv puhlw are left to conjecture the cause
of a difficulty which caused much excitement at
the lum:, and resulted in the entire abandon-
ment of that institution. The unavoidable in-
ference is, that the existing sw spicions do less
injury than the truth would dn. if known. Such
are the methods by which Mr. Elder sought to
“‘place the accused in that eminence which l]la
virtues had secured him in public estimation,”
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We proved by Danie! Everhart, a gentleman
of high standing and not a member of any
church, the fu“mﬁ'illg facts:—*That he was well
acquainted. .with ]_h]pzu‘lp.u_zm—l([nw'.' him well—

i
¥

nat in the month of July, 1831, he was in com-
pany with his i';lthr‘l'—inrl:tw_. Mr. YVauehn, who
1s now dead, who was also acquainted with Du-
parque, the plaintiff. - They were riding by
Calvary, about three o’clock in the afternoon:
and when ”1(-.:\' had iII.lIIH'UEi.I_‘.iIl_.'ll near a thicket
that stood inside of the fence. to the right hand,
his attention was called by Mr. YVaughn to the
Pluintiﬂ'J.iu]mrquc, whom he saw just emerging
out of the thicket, in a position (o see witness
and Vaughn. He pulled out ofhis pocket a book
and placed it in a position as though he was
veading. When witness first saw him, (Plaintiff,)
ke was about 20, 30. may be 40, steps from me,
and walked parallel with the course wiiness had
come, but in a different divection: from - that in
which witness was going. Vaughn remarked

1

“Let us ride on; and if we don’t see a woman
on the cther side, I will get down and examine
the thicket," They rode on, increasing their
speed a little; and when they ot to the corner
ot the fence, (the thicket coming up to the fence.)
they turned down the lane, instead of pursuing
the course they had intended to go.. Having
rode about one hundred or one hundred and
ffty yards, so as to clear the thicket, and sce on
the other side opposite to where they had seen
Duparque come out, they saw a woman, habited
as a Nun, walking from the thicket. about one
hundred yards from witness, about fifty or sixty
yards from the edge of the thicket, walking in a
usual gait, at an angle of about thirty-five de-
grees from the Nunnery. She was between
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The thicket was 111]L]\]} set with UI]([LI"I{)\%EII—*—
sufficiently so “?HILLCILr{ﬁdhjlﬂl(C of conceal-
ment. The woman was going rather towards
i:c.ﬁln1n<;\.lnelulwrtulru‘:lgh ty; at about the
angle aforesaid. ]lu]}.m;nr‘ knew us, but did
not -|=1»9I{." Mr. Everhart drew a f]lLl'flTlIIl re-
presenting the thicket, and the respective posi-
tion ‘of the parties, which I am not prepared to
exhibit. © Three "Roman  Catholie gentlemen
were introduced, who stated that'the enclosure,
containing the thicket, had been used as a pas-
ture, and that there was a small path running
through: it, -~ The thicket, as Mr. !;\fllldll
stated, “at the place where he saw 1)1![h1**{ih
was not very wide, thirty or forty yards. i
leave others to guess, if[hP\ can, \\h} the Nun
vas at the thicket at that time of ‘day yand how
it happened that she and Duparque emersed
fromit at opposite sides, at the same time. She
was not going directly lo the Nunnery, but
bearing to the right. - Doubtless ‘she and he

reached the Nnmul\InnlmqmﬂhwhncUmh
That he should pull out'a book, when he saw
the meny as if very ‘devotional, was nataral
enough. It is<torbe presumed, Mr. Vaughn
had seen similar occurrences before: ‘and hence
his suspicions were so quickly excited. It is
proper:te remark, that neither Mr. Everhart

nor his father-in- Llsv was a professor of IG]l”lun.
One would suppose, that a man, concerning
whom such things could be proved, should have
been cautious- about coming into court.” Per-
haps Mr. Elder was not aware that such eir-
cumstances existed in relation to his friend, or
his'zeal for the suit must have abated,

‘thtmiwuzMnﬂudsanhﬂomthL\umnxh
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I had other evidence, as Mr. Elder knew.
proving the criminality of Duparque; but he
thought proper to let his friend, though a super-
intendant of two Nunneries, in which were
taught two female schools, stand simply upon
his legal character. That he was afraid of this
point is manifest from another circumstance:
At the September term of court, Mr. Elder’s
counsel filed an amended declaration, in which
they sued me also for oral slander—that I had
on a certain occasion, in my church, not only
charged Duparque as in the publications on
which the suit was founded, butl had said, that
he was “a debauched man.” Now I had never
on any occasion, made such remarks; but I de-
termined not to deny, but to prove them true.
When they discovered this, they readily with-
drew that part of the declaration. Why did
they do so? Plainly because the way would be
open for the admission of testimony which they
desired to exclude! Was this by way of show-
ing how much they desired to know the truh?

In view of the whole evidence, I ask what
are we to think of priests and Nunneries? Du-
parquc’s character scems to have been about as
good as the most of his brethren. At least they
were willing to risk a law-suit in which the re-
putation of their establishments was staked upon
his character. - His nunneries, in which female
schools were taught, were as free from suspicion
as others; and those who patronize them, were
far frem suspecting them of immorality.

Under the circumstances may we not adopt
the principle, ex uno disce omnes—from one learn
the true character of all? = The facts elicited by
this suit, clearly prove what I have repeatedly
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declared—that while Nunneries present the
strongest temptation to vice, such are the faci-
lities of concealment, that it is very difficult to
detect it. But for this suit, the origin of which
was, so far as human agency was concerned,
perfectly accidental, the public might never
have discovered the existence of such 1mmOlf1|lly
and cruelty. And I assure the reader, that if a
strict legal investigation were had concerning
other Nunneries in Kenti tucky, and if pe rsons who
know facts would testify, the result would not
probably be more to their credit. T am able to
prove, were 1t necessary, that in one instance at
least, a young lady who was a pupil in a Nun-
nery in Kentuc Iu.. was seduced while there.
The fact is, it is Hn]m:':'if_rif: that Nunneries can
exist, under their present arrangements, without
the frequent occurrence of immorality; and
when such conduct takes place, there is a
powerful temptation to cruelty on the part of
the priest. It is natural that he should feel un-
willing to see a Nun return to the world toward
whom he had acted II]IIHUI)L‘Ii\. lest perchance
she should divulge the secret.

I have now presented the legal cvidence in
this case, for the consideration of the candid;
and I cheerfully leave them to form their own
opinion. The suit has cost much trouble as well
as money; but I re ]i‘uu that it occurred, because
of the *f:ml that has resulted and must yct re-
sult from it. I shall long remember with pecu-
liar ilmﬂno the interest which many friends
have taken in sy conflicts, and their faithful
friendship even when their te mporal interests
might !hu induced them to pursue a dif-

14
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ferent course. Towards Roman Catholics. 1

have no unkind fi*(‘lings. I firmly believe that |
they are deceived, and that their deceivers are
y hvmming the deceivers of others. And how-

ever ] may desire their personal I'ric_-mirhip. a
sense of tlnl_\' compels me to the course 1

am
pursuing, even at the risk of losing it,

1 I‘ [
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e ——
FURTHER EVIDENCE.

It will be recollected that Rev. John Wathen,
a Roman priest, Mrs. Doyle, and William Mec-
Pherson, Romanists, made statements in court,
~alculated to invalidate the testimony of Mrs.
Whitehead. Mr. Wathen said, that \\.hf n he
was conversing with Milly McPherson, : St.

Charles’ church, she called up Mrs. W hm h: ad,
\\}m stated to him, that she had never heard
Milly say any thing against Duparque. Muys.
Doy 1(3 stated, that she was at Mrs. Whitehead's
Lhouse in the fall of 1832, and that Mrs. W. told
her, Milly had been there in as crazy a fit as
ever Peggy (her sister) was. Wm. McPherson
said, he n:*rlt to Mrs. Whitehead’s soon after
Milly had been there, and Mrs. W. told him,
she had been there in a crazy fit. I have
already given my reasons for discrec liting this
testimony. But as Mrs. W., in consequence of
11l heal Lh was not able to attend court, and had

no opportur ity to I‘Cp!v to these statements, I
have, since \Hiulw the pre U?Ldl]l"‘ part of this
volume, obtained her affidavit, which I now
present to the reader.
State of Kentucky,

Marion County. 2

This day, Fanay Whitehead made oath before
nie, a justice of the peace for the county afore-

— . . .
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said, That she has seen an extract of the tesfi-
mony taken down as given in Ilm suit David
]Hlpllqlu'w Nathan l,. Rice, of Rev. John
Wathen, Mrs. D oyle, and Wm. \i: Pherson;
and that no such lL?]Hl‘I‘~ \tion, as stated by Mr.
Wathen ever did take place in her presence,
that she does not know Ium never did spe ak to
him in her life. That Mus. T}{)} e is mistaken;
she has not been at deponent’s house for ten
years, to her knowledge ‘umi belief; and that as
to Wm. McPherson’s statement of the COnversa-
tion, in which he says I told him, Mi'ly would
g0 as crazy as lvf"“\. L., the depone nt states,
that this conversation never did take place with

him. In witness where of, the tmi Ifanny

Whitehead hath subscribed her n: ume, this 20th

day of August, 1837. her
Sworn before me the ? Faxny ™M Winrenean.
date Lxhﬁ\ﬂ v mark.

Jouxn I'erguson, J. P. M. C.
Here we sece how easily Roman priests can
find witnesses. I leave the reader to make his

own L'{lll'tmt:ll[ri en this testimony.

NUNS’ LETTERS.

The fo llowing leiters, written by several nuns

to their prie "*!“-.d[]()ll_ incontrovertible evidence

that Nunneries are not wmore pure,nor Nuns lcss
degraded than I have represented them. The
letters were placed in my hands by Mr. 1.
Picot, who is a Roman lnn st, but who has re-
cently ceased to officiate HHe has had ch: arge
of one of the Nunneries tn which the writers of
the letters belonged. Since these Nunneries
are public institutions, designed 1o educate




APPENDIX.,

young ladies, I regard it as my duty to publish
the letters, that parents may know their true
character, especially since I have been char ged
with -L111Liu1111" tlum. when I have represe nted
them as unwmthy of confidence. The original
letters are in my hands. For the present, I shall
not publish the names of the writers, having no
desire to increase their trouble in their prisons.

The first letter was written to Mr. Picot, when
he was sent to Vincennes, 111 1831, to succeed
priest Champomair. Before I saw this letter, I
had received one from a frcntl{:m:m in Missis-
sippi, dated Febraary L’:. 1837, informing me
of certain facts relative to the Nunnery at
Vincennes. The following is an extract of the
letter:—

“] wish to put you in possession of a fact,
which may answer as another e\am[;irr for “0Old
Elder” to establish the purity of Roman Catholic
priests and nunneries. Several years ago a Ro-
man Catholic priest, by the name of ﬂfeamprmwr

1

was stationed at Viancennes, Indiana; and by
hisinfluence a company of four or five \un: were
brought (if 1 mistake not) from Ndwm,th, Ken-
tuc L\ , to that place; w hcl they soen became,
as usual, school teachers. At one time they had
the most flourishing female school in the state—
many young lll.dlLS were sent to them from a
distance. But owing to a single circumstance,
it was at once almost Loiltliv blleC[l up—all pru-
dent p arents took their children away.

“The priest, as we all know, had the supervi-
sion of the establishment; and as a matter of
course, as is the custom with all priests, he had
the privilege of visiting the Nunswhenhe pleased

14%
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and this you know he was often under tl
cessily of ~doing to hear their confe ssions.
“But this -1n'f11|¢u sociabi it

the ne-

vy between unmar-

ried persons, ne arly proved f Lml fn tln_-mnu{' of

Catholicism in Vincennes.” * *
The 1\'!'11('5'1‘[”('!‘(' ds to state, that on account
certain facts, which, true or false. were be-
.u ved, the prie st and some of the Nuns thought

pmahnt to leave, or were removed. On re-
ceiving the letter, written by the Nun, I had no
doubt 11 referred to the same occurrences. and
that it fully confirmed the correctness of the
statements of the LHI]LH] an from ] Erntn]p[u.
The letter is dated Nazareth, June 19, 1831,
and is as follows:—

“Reve Mr. Picot: In compliance with youn
desire to hear from us, when we should have
reached our journey’s end, I will now endeavor
to satisfy your request. — It is true I have feli,
ere this, some little remorse for not writing
sooner; but as I was somewhat strange, though
in my own country, and felt a litfle unsettled. 1
thnurrht better.to defer it to a later day.  We
arrived here on Saturd: ay evening after we left
Vincennes; having a pretty pleasant journey,
exc rpt from Louis ville—the road was very bad.
Rev'd. Mr. Re ynolds was here when we arrived:
he received us with kindness, and expressed
great satisfaction at seeing me once more at
home.

“I did not see F. David until the next Tues-
day after we oot Iﬁmm. I went then to speak to
him. He told me he had received my letters in
{mf' time, but that I had not opened any secret
to him whatever—that he knew these things
long before, and that he was not at all astonished

of
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at any thing that had happened, from the ex-

iu'l'ii_'ilf?fl of former years. I do not mention
these things to excuse my own faults; neither
have 1 any reason to regret the manifestations 1
then made, though at the time so repugnant to
my fe clmm But on the contrary, I would evi-
dently have thought it a duty in me if I had
v:g:;mwlf either Liu- Bishop or l . David ignorant
{ them. "Thenletme entreat you, as the friend
of virtue, not to let your mind hs prejudiced by
what is past, with ]l""dld to the little commu-
nity now under your pastoral care. If some
have had the misfortune to be implicated by
them, all have not, to my certain knowledge;
and I knosw that tattlers are never wanting in In-
diana, more than elsewhere; and if you have
the misfortune to listen to all the tales that may
be brought you against sisters of charity, I fear
vour troubles are not yet at an end.
~ “But 1 hope your {lmm« will be sufficient to
support those whose little defeets may be visible,
instead of exposing them to public remark, as
has been unfortunately too often the case;—but
I do hope and pray, and have every reason to
believe, that these times and trials are past for-
ever.

“I trust you will pardon me these few remarks.
They were not designed as a slur by any means,
for you well know what has taken place in the
congregation within these few years past, where
the :cputluun of boih Ir*nilu has greatly di-
minished.” x """ ¥

It appears from this letter, that the Nun,
whilst at Vincenneés, had made some disclosures
to Bishop David concerning certain practices in
the Nunnery; and it would seem that the pre-

8
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eiding priest was implicated—else, why were
complaints made to the Bishop, and not to him?
But Bishop David, she says, was not at all sur-
prised—¢he knew these things long before: and
he was not at all astonished at any thihg that
had happened, from the experience of former
years.” He had had sufficient acquaintance
with Nunneries for years past, to expect such
evils to exist in them! Hence, though perfectly
aware of their existence at Vincennes. |
made no effort to remove them,
What the precize nature of the
were, she does not state; but the

1e had

disclosures
relating of
them to the Bishop was very “repugnant to her
)ﬁ’eiz'ngs." And indeed it is most probable that
she was also implicated: for she says, “I do not
mention these things o excuse my - own fawlts.”
Some of the facts, whatever they were, had, it
appears, become public to the great discredit of
“both parties.” This evidence comes from a
source which renders its truth indubitable.

The next letter I shall present to the reader
1s dated at St. Catherine’s, August 28, 1825. It
is addressed to Rev. Mr. Champomair, then of
Vincennes, by a Nun, who seems to have sus.
tained some strange relations to the Rev. gentle-
man. The letter is as follows:—

“Mon tres cher Pere: 1 had the mortification
of understanding from S. Harriet’s that you had
never received a line from me yet, which aston-
ished me much at first; but when I reflected on
the insignificance of my letter, I thought it
rather a providential miscarriage. However, it
has deprived me of the great satisfaction of re-
ceiving a few lines de mon bon pere, which is no
small subject of regret for me. Do not think
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my silence the effect of indifference for your
person, or that the old proverb is now verified
i1 me, that out of sight out of mind; or that my
affectigns are now entirely drawn another way.
No, mon pere: believe me not to be so ve rsatile.
You know my heart in your regard too well to
think thus of me. You know it cost me much to
ie.'.']'I with a father of whom I w as never wedry
of serving, and with whom I was more than
willing to spend my days. And would I not
have been a ve ry ungrateful child bad I hesi-
tated a moment to alleviate, as far as in me lie,
the distresses of a father that exhausted himself
for me. I am not insensible of your multiplied
favours, mon lres cher pere; and if I have not
wherewith fo reward your beneficence, God,
who is the lib¢ral rewarder of all good deeds,
will satisfy you over and above. 1 know the
only t}mw you require of me is, a grateful re-
me mT.»m e of your re Eu_‘ni d Il\‘O]‘n* and be as-
sured, mon tres cher pere, that no distance what-
ever—no change w ill ever cause me to let your
past favours sink in ¢blivion. Ah! could I, fain
would I be under the shadow of thy paternal
care. But this is not the will of our dear and
iﬂ\f.'i't.'f;—_{ll Lord. I have bee 11 a Very great
sinner—the most ungrateful of children—and
here is the place that T am to satisly for past
misdemeanors. [ fird tuis place best calculated
to humble a proud soul as I am. But, Oh! am ]
sure that I will profit by being on the throne of
suffering? I fear very mitch the contrary. I
am not that magnanimous soul that only lives to
suffer. 1 am discouraged at every little diffi-
culty.

All that 1 have had to encounter as yet ap-
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peared to me as something too enormous for me.

You know my weakness, dear Father. Pray

‘ J 5 )

much for me, that 1 may discharge every duty
: in the manner God requires.

Mon tres cher pere! When will vou eratify my

ardent desire of beholding your face. Oh! do

come and see your sucred d

3 og—if only to spend
a few hours with her. Let me know when you
will come, and T will try and have something
pretty prepared for you. It was my only thought
when 1 left ycu, if ever I had the means. to gef
my much esteemed father a nice coat, and send
g { him. and <o it is yet; but I fear you will be im-
r _ patient waiting ifs arrival. At present our
< school is trifling—but little prospect of its being
better. I am glad to hear that the Sisters have
a plenty to do. At least it will free them from
many temptations.

S. Bib joins me in love to you and ma mere.
I have done my best to get her to write; but all
in vain. She thinks the task tco difficult; and
I believe it would be greater than her health or
streneth.  She has neither.

Adieu, mon tres cher pere!  Pray much for
your poor sacred dog, and favour her with a few
lines; and rest assured you will never be forgot-
ten by her. ) l_

~ With sincere affection,
Your unworthy child, e

“YWhen I remember we are apart,

It’s with a sad and heavy heart;

And what makes this separation more severe,

A word from you I ne’er can hear.”

Comment is perhaps unnecessary upon the
& peculiarly affectionate style of this epistle, She
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is particular to essure the priest that, though
out of sight, he is not out of her mind—that her
affections have not been drawn another way. It
cost her much pain to part with one with whom
she would have delighted to spend her days.
Indeed, before closing, she becomes quite
poetic.

“When 1 remember we are apart,” &e.
But the degrading language she employs corn-
cerning herself is a most disgusting comment on
the spirit of Nunneries. “O do come,” says the
poor creature, “and see your sacred dog—pray
much Tor your poor sacred dog.”” Weare accustom-
ed to say, thatin the heathen lands females are
the slaves of men, and I have occasionally repre-
sented Nuns as the slaves of the priests; but I
never ventured to call them their dogs! Tt was
left for Popery to complete the degradation of
the female sex, a woik which, it would seem.
Pagaunism had but commenced. T am not able,
perhaps, to understand the precise import of the
expression “sacred dog,” as exhibiting the rela-
of a Nun to her priest. It is an expression to
which American ears are unaccustomed. Could
any man but a Roman priest endure to have a
woman thus crouching at his feet as a dog ?

If Americans wish to have their daughters
become the sacred dogs of Roman priests, let
them send them to Nunneries. I know of no
other schools in which such lessons are taught.
Our daughters to be taught by the  priests’
sacred dogs!!!

The next letter was written by the same Nun
to the priest, after her return to his Nunnery.
It is dated September 22, 1829, and is as
follows:—
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“Mon pere: As 1 felt anxious to see you paid,
after waiting so long with us, I did all in my
power to make lllf‘ collection; but not succeed-
ing in that, 1 have finally come to the conclusion
f borrowing it, and have met wit || a friend that
was disposed in my favour. It pmfu[m the
last that 1 shall ever have the Ehlpl}lllth*- of pre-
senting you with, Since you have found out
the unknown blessing of my being removed from
this place, I shall not give way to excessive grief
on the occasion, but will do all in my power to
procure you that favour again; and if you donot
ubuun it, it shall not be because I am wanting
in my exertions to effect it. I am ve ry far from
wishing to stay with a confessor that avails him-
self of every provoc ation, real or imaginary, to
express his aversion to my person, .m(i his re-
gret for my coming back. If I stay, it will be
tlllml'»h C mn'ni] sion; for 1shall never feel happy
with one in whom I can neither see the thutn!"
friend, fathér nor protector. Then, perhaps, you
will f md that vou were mistaken twice. if
wished the appellation of wife, sweetheart or lovel ly
dear, as yo1 scornfully told me I did, I cert: uuh
would take some means to oain them. As chris-
tians, we (nltil have flu_ntl }11]1 without these
extremes. ‘Though I am resigned to be all
alone and forlorn, my fate to bemoan, with
many a heavy groan, to ever been born.  He
who made me, knows what is for my good; and
as He permits if, He is also pleased that I sliould
bend my neck to receive the humiliation with
cheerfulness.
Jut I must confess we do not always do as we
would that othersdotous. Had I told you what
has been said by more than forty persons about

e e S iy B £ W
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you, as I have heard myself, though it was e mp-
ty words, your fe linos would have been more
than mortified: and for that reason kept it {o
myself. A proof of my being more cautious in
wounding you, than you were in w ounding me.

Nevertheless. ] am, for a short time,
!-a yWar W HJ] re -Tn ¥ ¥ Rk

N. B. 1 cannot .‘.--Ep 1;1.’15-.5i|*_{ one remark
on what you so often wish to remind us of, viz.
Lhui if you find us to be an incumbrance to you,
why do you not send them where they will not
have 1t in their power to inc unmmdf you? = And
if what we do for vou and church must be
';ulhis_zt:z'-w{ a8 a mere nought, .11 y did you have
your glazing done by the Nisters Tast summer, if
it saved _\'t-.n nothing? You were certain it
would save you at least §100. = And if you had
to buy the soap and pay for the washing your
church things, you would find that 1t would more
than amount to the salary of four at the rate
they wash such things in this town——50 cents
per doz. But this shall not trouble me, if men
iry to make these appear as nothing. It is
known to God, w lL » will distribute to every one
as he has merited.’ -

The poor creature had noew obtained her
heart’s (lesirt* and found herself once more
“under the shadow- of his paternal care;”’ but
alas, how changed was her ires cher pere—her
dear father. - He now takes every op portunity
to express his aversion to her person, and -re-
proaches her for her attachment, as desiring the
appellation of wife, sweetheart, or lovely dear!
He had probably found other sacred dogs, and
she was cast offf She was now pclfectly
wretched, and resolved not to remain in that
15
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Nunnery, unless compelled. This proves that
compulsion may be employed against those un-
happy creatures, even in this country. She is
now all alone and forlorn, bemoaning her un-
happy fale, and vainly wishing she had never i

been born. l
Yo ars tha ihe iest had Elis 1 from
it appears that the priest had obtained from

them a tolerable amount of labor; and he was i

disposed to have them think it a privilege to be
his slaves, as well as his saered dogs.  Such is the
purily, the ]Efu'r‘i'_\'. and the happiness of Nun-
neries!

The following letler, addressed by anothier
Nun to thie same priest, affords another example
of the ovirtue and elevation of character to be found
in Nunneries.

Mon tres cher Pere, si j'ose me servir de cette
1_'-_\;11'1.‘&:45011.

Y I can, I though I have not
acted towards you the part of a i_{!';ti(:lill child,
you have for me, I am persuaded, the bowels of
the most tender faiber. 1 cannot express-to
you how great are the contending emotions
which fill my breast.” On one side, my heart is
plunged in the most profound grief, considering

T P
that

X €5, alll sure: 10r

1 +

if in any point of conduct towards us, you
have deviated from what was strictly becoming,
it was entirely my fault, and that after all I have '
done what will cause you to be blamed as.the
one guilly; and on the other, it is filled .with an
unspeakable saitisfaction, to find you so meek
and humble and resigned to the consequences,
be they what they may. If the same tenor of
mind accompany you to the knee of your Bishop,
I trust in God, the thing will die between you

and come to the ecars of no other. Pardon me,
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my father, pardon me—I] have not taken this
gte P tln'mr"'h malice, nor the remotest desire of
giving you trouble. No, No—God, in whose
presence I am, knows that [ speak the truth;
and conld it be, that I should alone pass for the
most impious and spare you the least censure, I
would willingly-do it. Your conduet fills me
i - 1

\,‘.'iifi amazement. . 1s 1t pPOSSIDIC '1"[f you

cal ‘.Hl"i.- te my '\l] E"n"""':i""ll. lj[. can j“”
forbear kicking me out of your house! Y our
T.-?;m]n:-.-; on one side and my ingrafitude on the
cat*wr break my heart. l!mu*rh I am. perfectly
illing to terminate my exile 1n this 1**1’ e _H*t
'lz'ii will be more to your liking never to see ti
wretch. by whom vou are so treated, ask for iu_‘s‘
removal: it will diserace me, but I am disposed
to be degraded in the mind of all manki
Assured, yes wellassured, that you have nothing
on your heart against me, yet I cannot forbear

ymplorineT your | n.u’f(‘m "1"""["[1"1 ERELe "{rrdl;*_l_
i : e

4

This Nun appears-to he i
because she had so divulged the conduct of the
priest toward her, that f]u" Bishop had heard of
it. The gentleman had “deviated from what
was sirictly becoming” in his treatment of her;
but iht poor degraded creature is willing that
all the blame shall r!if'i{"l to her. ‘She is
amazed at the pious spirit with which he bears

"

his difficulty, and still more :i‘?iﬂ]i]"hf'u that he
does not kick her out of his house!!! She is now
perfectly at his f_lir:pu's;al. She is willimrg still to
remain where she is; but if he does not wish to
see her, he has only to ask for her removal; and
however disgrace ful it may be, she is ready to
go. Such is the purity of Nunneries and such

n creat tripulation,
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the elevation of female character in them !
Such are those who propose to educate our
daughters!

I presume that every unprejudiced mind, after
examining the evidence I have adduced. will be
i)(.‘l'I‘N(‘.H_\" satisfied that the celibacy of the Ro-
man clergy and the establishment of Nunneries
produce the evils we would naturally expect.
Is there a Christian, a lvlril:*.nl.f:i'l‘[lf'!'[? or a patriot
who, after looking at their true character. can
conscientiously lend his :

| J 1
I

}'“(‘{Hiulr of such Cestn

1ssistance to the multi-
lishments ?—TEstablish-
ments which, instead of elevating the female
sex to.that standard in society which properly

belongs to them, makes them the “sacred doos

of Roman priests, crouching at their feet. and
thankful that they are not kicked out of their

spell . z i e - : 1.
houses!!! Are these the institutions in which
our daughters are to receive their training?
No—had the pecople of this. counfry been ac-

quainted with the true character of i‘ari(:st‘s and
Nuns;they would have been the last persons to
whom the education of their dauchters would
have been committed. And there can be no
doubt, that the disclosures recently made con-
cerning them, will induce the intelligent com-
munity generally to withdraw their patronage
from Nunneries.

+
o - - . —
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r)-;'|:||l’ T‘rl:\"'.- nT 1}{ ﬁf;, T -u'l; B Ve .
}}EL{J-hJJ{Jl i !\\[! }'.". .!L'.'__J,',:.l..r.\: r"ni._,zl‘t(."l_:‘r,:'\_'.

In a preceding part of this volume, I promised

. . s . B e 1 e 3
to give twoinstancesin which Roman priests con-
1 and ;.lil’nilv'|l‘.'

trary to their promises repeatedly
] }

T
LG

Mo .'.-h .r ] “r .. T 1 ] ..- . 1 -~! f'1' = s |
.made, did receive into their church two small
1 =% 4 i i1 1 vxrl ] i - = g 3
DOYS out th (nowliedre and contrary 1o
the wishes of their parents. T'he name of one
a3 . 1 e I AT Yo B e +]
Ol tHese pPpOoyYsS wWas Jame=s yOialQa, 1€ WwWas tie

111018 E[ ‘.ﬁhu Wds

n1s, NoWw

':.".:.:.f;-:i el of “II"*

i i L A TR e

an cxemplary .member of the Bapiist church,
and very decidedly opposed to Popery.™ She

1 } A £} 1 i - s ] d -
1,80AaAN010. Aallel 1iC ekl TCILI L LINCTCs - Der-
i i1 - s - 1 F 1
Nnans \ I L1l shie ASCCrialned, 10 fner
1171 | 1 hH | 71" 21l |'1 T
g1 } I i i 11 yI1 11l i) Il ACtualty

received intothe Roman church. She, likewise,
ascertained. that althouch {funds had been left
with the Superior, his clothes and his-person
had been shamefully neclected.  She immedi-

1 i

ately removed him from e Loliege, and placed
'1‘«1 ] n.-l-_ vt that 11 ‘.E‘.1']:‘. m ‘lh'if'-'

whereche: vined till could: send him to
fact I published in the seventh-number of the
Western Protestant. ~President lder, in a'letter
{o me, which is contained in the preceding part
of this volume, declared his belief that what I
had i1:-,_j:;2.:f;4- vd was “*subst !iJ!;".H‘\ false.” In the

1
b

followine number of the Protesiant, 1 cave the
names, which had boen omitted in the first state-
ment. “And in the ninth number, I published
another similar fact, as follows:—

“Dr. Henry Riley, with whom we are inti-
mately acquainted, a gentleman whose veracity

) L
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none wino know him will ever question, makes
the following statement concerning himself.
When a i.m_\_. he was sent to Georgetown. Col-
lege. ‘This College, like other Roman institu-
tions, professes neot to proselyte: Dr. Riley
says, “Previous to my leaving home, my mother
gave me a small Bible, with the flt_-ln__ that I
would make-a good use .of it. *But her hopes
were all in vain—{for on re aching the College mu‘
trunks were subjected to a rigid inspection, and
every thing removed beyond our control, exce pt
such books ot things as the y, ih their wisdom.
saw fit to intrust us with., Neveral of my books
1 never afterwards saw—what became of them
1" better known to others than to me. But it
may be said, the works were of a demoralizing
character. They were such as a solicitous pa-
rent had given me, and one was what God had
given to a ruined world for its salvation. I oc-
{-.I‘-;nla‘t”\ saw one of those books in the hands
of a novice, and though I recognized it as mine,
I dared not whisper that it was. \I,m-ld his
fall into the hands of any now at the ( ‘ollege
and should they find stow ed away in some dar L
dusty corner, a “small gili- edged, morocco-bound,
diamond type Bible, with the subseriber’s name
in it, their pre decessors shall receive my h:} oive-
ness for having shut out the light from my own
mind for the time being, if they will place it for
perusal in the hands of any deluded Protestant
child now in the (,.a‘:]lt‘grf.”

IHaving removed the word of God out of his
reach, these blind guides so succeeded in their
object as to induce this 1 boy to join the church;
and he was for years a bigotlr_d Papist, and for
a time, designed preparing for the priestheod.

ST T e A e L b LV
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If jo ordinary cases Romanists are more caufious
m their operations than in these two instances:
it is very certain that they ofien are equally
successful. . :

To these facts, President flder, in his Hand-
bill, made the following reply:-—

“To affect our institutions, which seems to be
a main ..‘;_;--; t with Mr. Rice, he tells you that
Catholics inculcate their peculiar tenefs, not-
withstanding fair l’l".i‘.‘_"'.“- to the contrary. Of
this gene ral conclusion he gives the evidence fJI'
two (,ltnr_.:-——-—l.n: one of a Jamas \DLL!M the
other of a Dr. Henry UI' 7 IOtTICL}.li., the
cases prove no general Ellm 'M A lu_‘. were
true. What to say of Dr. Riley, 1 know not:

E}i'.\{,' SNt ::1['-i['!!-Ul'HII']!'lI'_#H. - ()1 J!'le'ii'_-r‘_ :‘:(r-

land Mr. Rice tells us, that his mother was a

,:"}J-:;'p’a"cr".' but-she was a (_"f_'-:',f;',f';'-", whose !_1}ir17; EER

quest-was to Mrs. Minis, as she told me, to take

that child and raise him a Catholic; and Mr. A,

1 OWI'Y, l;=_-" son. co instructed the gentl@men at
\l !l\ \‘.'E'._‘!t he ki [‘i_ the :'tr\' ’.?’H_;l‘t‘.

111 other circumstances of that case, Mr. Rice
has plainly misled Lis readers. Mrs. _._xil.n:, in
an;mr*-- to me her reasons for not sendine back
the vouth to St. Mary’s, mentioned no other
than her displeasure.in \\inwr«-‘ing how much
his instructors had neglected his personal com-
forts—she certainly said nothing of his religious
training. I - imagine that she ]'}I‘L'it'_‘l'\'(‘d- all
her former respect for his li_‘;'i{]g-!ﬂOthUI‘.S re-
quest.

Having in the mean time received a letter
from the President of Georgetown College, he
published in the close of the Handbill the fol-

lowing postscript:—
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“P. 8. Since 1 wrote”the above appeal; |
have rcceived a letter from the President of
Georgetown College, in answer to my inquiries
concerning “Dy, Henry Riley’s” case: It turns
out to E? XZJ'T‘} 1'1i 'i'f][ !-H"I W Jh'l the "}\—f'.‘-'l':"i"f!

i:nt«!d nt made it; which shows how true i3
the o ]If adare—¢¢ one :hi'.:'\' 18 true till another is
told.” Here are extracts from President Mul-
ledy’s letter.

;l_um'_\‘_. whilst here, became 2 convert—he

was apparently very pious; but I have since

laarnard A e S I R | : -
.:'»._..i.]l.H._ B | I!':] il UL Yy 110 YA | LIl J "‘r_F“-.'Tf'
10Nn8, that he was

@ consummate hypocrite, and
very imimoral.

As to his'books being taken from him—that
1s all nopsense, i §) has never been the Custom
-"'.T””:Ji'“{I!'Z'“-,'_.‘_L':' to take the Bible from Protest Int
studen s, and the; ' W r 40 Protestant
"'I"l-‘livtlf:jfii‘fl 14-?: e, T { ! \'ve thi
Bible. It mav be { nry Riley, in the
fervor of .his conversion. gave up his Protestant
Bible, and took 1 Catl, offic ones —He.was cer-
‘-"1'1]‘. not con npe lled to tf.-

The W. i’lnf-e"un makes the Doctor gav,

‘f.:r‘_ELt I!!'_" st ”r t{ f_rJ Ir.". a1 ] ’,r E’lf -i] r
Mulledy flatly denies in

kEnew he was desioned for priestly orde rs—this
must be a fabrication of his own.,’ Which

1s the more evide ut as the Dr. did not remain
at the C n”t'f‘“ longer than a fow months,

Thus it appears 1[::11; even Mr. Rice’s i‘1'3’ix'j—
dual and isolated cases are ‘substantially fals e,
as I suspected, and if trae.
nothing.

I dislike to name individuals; but if Mr. Rice

they would prove

- T e Ui fimri S0
E e o  —— e ——— Ty I T
L LA Sl T 1 >
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drags them before the public, I must inqui
4 Y - l volate what-T hear
1IN, ald IeClalq Vilclt- A 11€dl.
:'\"5- .'\;o __.Ill-t I ;I)I;n Ly

STOWN, Ky r?f";-..f 2, 18306.°

-
-

: To these remarks of Mr. Elder, I published
the following reply in the Western Protestant

l -
' “We have said that Romanists, though they
profess not to influence the religious principles

of Protestant children, in fact do it. 'I'his we
have ‘proved, by a letter written by bishop

[Flacet, by the assertion of the _'\.1111:1]~~ De ’u.,w
pacanda, and by two examples in which they
' have received Protestant children into the
church without the knowledge or consent of
111"'1” 13.'-.'1.1-"‘!"“.- E_E'-'-‘\v-‘ lll )ES .."-El.a :‘.li_:‘ !_1.1".;)'!’_‘.“._'. !'}i-
these?  The first is the case. of James Noland,
adopted son of Mrs. Minis. Mr. Elder adnits

et el i 2 E Ty T .
that E| WelS li'l"l\L"-.it AEO Lll‘; LIILLLL,H._. l.)LlL e

tifies the course pursued, by saying; that his

matbBer- Y Guirollicy  Liral el Uylng-request
was to Mrs. Minis, as she told him, to take tha
hild and raise him a Catholie; and that Mr. A.
Lowry, her son, so instructed the gen :u men at
Qt. Mary’s. Now we are auth orized to say,
that there is not a word-of truth in all this« Mr.

Lowry positive h denies ever-having given such

. 1

instructionss — Mrs. Minis, as he stales, and as
i s ¥ 1 — 3 . -
che informed others in Lardsiown, DEver saw

James—mother.— she took him, an 1;:']'1}1:11}. from
the Asylum in Natchez, simply because she wa
Iit~;1v_-ai with his countenance, and [uu'- -i‘ix
thought that he resembled a son she had lost.
Lt is impossible, therefore, that she or Mr. Lowry
.ould have made any such statement. Indeed

B
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r it I8 most unlikely that a Protestant lady—one
who assuredly has no predilections for Popery—
would take a child under a promise to raise him
a Papist.. Would any one believe me if I were
to affirm that a certain Catholic lady had
mised to raise a child a _I’{'-'.~]1.\'T!'-r‘}:rll ?
Mrs. Minis told us and her friends in Barde-

Dro-

town, as we are ready to prove, that she re-
moved him from that institution, because he had
been taken into the church. not at his voluntary
request, but by the directions of his teachers,
without her knowledge and contrary to her
wishes. - True, she also expressed her displea-
sure ‘in witnessing how much his instructors had
neglected his personal cc mforts” And where is
James Noland now? Is Mys. Minis raising him
a Catholic according to his mother’s dying re-
quest? He is at South Hanover. a f’;‘-":rf,r'{,-.-’f's'z'(;.:e
College—a fuct affording decisive evidence that
no such 1'L""]£lz"--'.f' Was ever made If we EJL?;’EC'{U
Mr. Elder, we must suppose that she is now
'.'i{ﬂrlimg a most solemn promisSé madeto = dyimg
mother! How does Mr. Elder now look 7—
“The second example was that of Dr. Henrv
Riley. Mr. Elder does not venture to deny
that his parents were Protestants; and le is in-
formed by-the President, that ‘Henrv. whilst
here, became a convert—he '

was apparently
very pious.” It is then fairly admitted, that he,
a boy, was received into the church withount the
consent of his parents. But the President has
since learned from seme of his companions, ‘that
he was a consummate hypocrite and very im-
moral.” It is of no consequence whether he
was or was not a hypocrite; the fact is proved
that the clergy of that College, though pledged

5 ¥
e I

L= : |
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not to influence his religious principles, did make
2 convertof him and received himinto the chureh.
The President, howcver, denies that his Bible
was L'L]{d'u from him. We prefer to believe Dr.
Riley’s statcment, because we know that .the
gentiemcn of the College have in this instance
violated their promise, and now they have a
molive to do a similar thing again; :::Jfl because
we have more than once learned similar facts
from others. Butitis of little monent, whether
they took his Biblein order to his conversion,or
first deluded him and then took it.

Mr. Elder says, ‘The Western Protestant
makes the Doctor say, that he studied to be a
i_lrif_--'t '}'-/H" l’{‘('éitl-'llf _\};‘I‘”"'tg\' ,..!.1]\ ir I!U“
Tht \\ estern J rotestant m: 1kes him bu\ no '~tlf11
thing, as any one can see by consulting our Ith
No. which contains all we huve said of Him.
We said, that ‘he was for years a bigotted
Papist, and fora time, de ww d pupmmﬂ' for the
priesthood.’ Is this saying, that he did study to
be a [}I‘it ~st?  Mr. Elder says, he was at C ollwr:
only ‘a few mont ths.” This, if true, (111}\' proves
that P apists make converts in their schools faster

1!:.1“ we hﬂ_t} -{']11 (“-i'i}

Here are two examples, showing how much
confidence can be ;Jltl(cd in those pledges so
frequently made by Papists. But Mr. Elder
VS, }[]1 H.L.-.r"\ would IJ:\ '.;Hi.il}‘__f. That

is. if it is true that Papists, in their treatment of
children confided to their care, violate their
solemn pledges, it 1 roves nothing!!”

Accomp: anying these remarks was the follow-
ing certificate from Mr. A [.owry, to whom

Mr. Elder had :1}}1.1(;:&1@.(1 —
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Barpsrown, Ky. July G6th, 1836.
Rev. N. L. Rice:

In answer to your inquiry re specting my
having requested the President or Superior of
St. Mary’s Seminary, to educate James Noland
a (_‘:Liiml?c‘, or that i1t was the r.l\'m;[ requesi ol
his mother that he should be raised a Catholic.
I can say, that I never made any such request
i the :‘::'Lilllt'"l’iul': nor did l ever IJ:_ fif._J!!! .:l[_\
source that i1t was his mother’s ti"‘,i!]:,_': request o
have him educated a Catholic, He was taken
!1_*.’ my mother from the ( ."'-:.‘I‘“m \ lum alf
Natchez—his parents having both died with the
yellow fever, a year or two previous.

Yours respectfully,
A. J. LOWRY.

Mr. Elder now found himself in an awkward
predicament. -~ President Mulledy’s letter con-
firmed what I had ;-:’rw-li concerning Henry
Riley, and Mr. Low ry’s certificate J]dlh contra-
dicted what he had said of ].imr s Noland. Anxi-
ous to extricate himself 1:m»; his difficulties, he
00N :1f‘i'£-1‘ this }n[i.r}‘;_f d a Pamphlet, in which
he made the fol 'nmr-ff stalements, accompanied
‘nJL!t ce u,lili (l{:"l—-

-‘inli 1.‘;5‘,'(' seen my handbill and Mr. Rice’s
Extra. You pf_-r(:-*ii'i_: we are yet at issue on
the case of James Noland. You are aware that
AMlr. Rice has stated, and frequently -insisted
that at our schools we profess not to meddle
with the religion of our pupils; and yet we
violate our pledges. In proof whereof he ad-
dlm{:d the lm}:[i'm of James Noland, at St.
Mary’s Seminary; an event which he SAY8 wWas
wntun to the wish and cpectation of his parents.
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1 denied this to be the fact: first because I well
know that things of this kind are not done in
Catholic schools: secondly, because I had evi-
dence that this special case was not a violation
of our general principles.

But as some of my friends were not a litile
asionished to find my testimony set aside by
Mr. Lowry’s certificate, and felt afraid that T had
acted unadyv Irt_.L{I\ ’ \uu will plx,mt now to hear
my cvidence. Here is the certificate of Mr.
Minnis; which, you will see, unfolds the senti-
ments of Mrs. Minnis, now deceased:

‘I do hereby certify, that n]wn we sent James
Noland to St. \mn s Seminary, Mrs. Minnis
had no other expectation than that he should be
raised a Catholic; and, let me add, it was my

expectation, and my wish.  C. B. MINNIS.

To the same effect the following:
‘Having been called on to state what I know
""'“i" cting James Noland, when p] wced at St.
Mary’s Seminary—I am authorised to say that
Mrs. Maher did instruct the Rev. Geo. A. M.
Elder to have him brought up in the Catholic

faith. PHILIP MAHER.

St. Mary’s CorreEce, August 13th, 1836.

REev. Sy Having been requested by you to
give some explanation relative to James Noland,
formerly a student in this Institution, I willingly
send \ull the following matter-of-fact -,tatemtnt

About three years ago, James Noland was
brought to this Lullmm The President being
absent at that time, 1L devolved upon me to re-
ceive any information which Mr. A. Lowry, the
gentleman who presented the boy, might think
16
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proper to give. Hjs communication to me left
on my mind the strpngest conviction—1Ist, that
J. Noland was born of Cathelic 11L11L1119-—~(1
that he was not baptized, and that we were di-
rected, or at least authorized to haptize him.
In consequence of this conviction, I informed the
President, on his return, that the boy was to be
instructed and prepared for. baptism. Accord-
ingly he attended the usual preparatory cate-
chism, and was baptized in due time. It is now
three years since his admission in this Institu-
tion, and nearly two since his departure: and
yet, during that time, no reproach or obseryvation
has been addressed to us, by the persons who
act as his guardians, as if their intention had
been acted against or misunderstood.
I am, Rev. Sir, respectfully yours,
TH. E. LEGOUAIS.

To the Rev. G. ELDER.

Whether Mr. Lowry actually-=conveyed such

a notion, or not, it is certain the Rev. Mr. Le-
gouais received such an impression. But it
seems to me most probable that Mr. Lowry
really conveyed the sentiment, being a liberal
man and a friend to our 1115t11ut10n.-' but has
since forgotten his mn\'m'miion. Neither of
these gentlemen is ¢ apable of falsehood.

Can : any one now doubt w hcthcr we felt au-
thorized to instruct and baptize James Noland?
Mr. Minnis tells me they did not know, but they
had supposed Noland’s parents to have been
Catholics; and that, for Hmt reason, he and his
wife had ever inclined to raise lzim to that faith;
which naturally led me to think that it was his
dying mother’s request. I.et me tell Mr. Rice that
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he did not know hailfso well as we do, the per-
sons whom he has ventured to drag before the
public; and that as often as he bil[]ffj up cases
of this kind, he must be foiled, because he is la-
boring against truth. And let him know, that
I challenge him to prove a single instance of our
violating our pledges to Protestant parents.

In relation to Mr. Maher’s certificate, allow
me to inform you that he gives it for his wife,
who is the daughter of Mrs. "Minnis; who is well
known for her filial piety and thmcfore cannot
be suspected with having advised me contrary
to her mother’s wish.

The public will also please to remember, once
for all, that my ascribing the conversation of
Mrs. Maher to her mothel, does not at all effect
the question at issue between me and Mr. Rice:
to wit, whether the gentlemen of St. Mary’s

acted advisedly in the case of James Noland. I
have proved that ﬂl[:v_dld._]iuu must add as
dnothu conclusive evidence of the same, th'tt
the same James Noland has already been or-
dered to St. Joseph’s College with another ward
of Mr. Minnis. Poor evidence indeed of any
violence done to his wisk in the case! And you
mayrestassured, fellow-citizens, thatin every case
which it may please Mr. Rice to bring forward,
he must fail; for we are faithful to our pledges.”

In the f'zftenlh number of the Protestant, we
gave the following exposure of Mr. Elder’s as-
sertions, to whmh he has never ventured a
reply :—

“We shall, first, examine what Mr. Elder has
to say of James Noland. - He says, ‘some of m
friends were not a little astonished to find my
testimony set aside by Mr. Lowry’s certificate.’
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lcma]u they will be still more astonished to
lmd it now set aside by Mr. Elder himself, and
by Mr. Minis, who certifies for him. In his late
handbill we find the following declaration: “Of
James Noland Mr. Rice tells us, that his mother
was a Baptist; but she was a (,'__';,-,.*_};,,._r’,.-}-ﬁ whose
]‘rl”“ re ‘1'1"“1 was to Mrs. 1\“‘11“*— » she told me,
to take that child and raise him a ( ‘atholiec™—
The whole of this positive assertion Mr. Elder
is now compelled to admit to be untrue. He
confesses that Mrs. Minis told him no such a
thing; but he now says, that he ascribed
conversation of Mrs. Maher to her mother.
Well, did Mrs. Maher tell him that Noland’s

mother was a Catholic? She did not; for M.

Minnis says, ‘that they did not know, but had sup-
]“VI’E’ \l!] ind’s pare nts to have ],:r-l;-[| Catholics.’
How could Mrs. Maher tell him what she did
not know? Whatnow h--ruu, sof the tale about

his mother’s dying request to Vrs. Minis2  YWhy
it 1s alla ffr(mu of Me. Kl ler’s.” It is-not prr'--
tended that Mrs. Minnis ever saw Noland’s mo-
ther. The difficulty, then, is not that Mr. Elder
1-u‘:l)wl the conve ]‘ullltl'll of Mrs. Maher to her
mother;’ but that he lnmm: ly m-fl[ul. 1
Mrs. Minnis tul | him what he now confesses th
no one ever told him! A 'H'HT]* man FFI"I!JL E.”.
such. a predicament, should, one wouls '; think. be
very modest about charging others with false-
hood. We would ¢ Ii,HnI\ hf' cautious in com-
mitting the education of \mnll to a man, who
could in so short a time fabricate such a tale as
this. If il is forgetfulness in Mr. Elder, his me-
mory is too fr: ail to have so important a charge:
he should retire.

.H:LL
1
11
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But let us examine his certificates. The first
ia that of Mr. Minnis, at which his friends are
much surpriscd. It is as follows:—

‘] do hereby certify, that when we sent James
Noland to St. Mary’s Seminary, Mrs. Minnis had
no other expectation than that he should be
raised a Catholic; and, let me add, it was my

expectation and my wish. G. B. MINNIS.

Well, does Mr. Minnis say that Mrs. Minnis
directed that the boy should be baptized? No.
Does he say that he, or any one else gave such
directions? No—but he says, ‘Mrs. Minnis had
no othier expectations than that he shoull be
raised a Catholic”—and it was mis wish. That
Mr. Minnis, being a Roman Catholic, should wish
James Naland raised in that f'uth. is not sur-
prising; but Mrs. Minnis, who, as Mr. Elder well
knows, had the strongest aversion to Popery,
took him from an m\l!lrn at Natchez: and he
was under her control. his Mr. Elder knew,
and therefore in his handbill he professed to
have b: ‘l‘“ sed James by ker direction.  But that
Mrs. Minnis was (llwlpl)ﬂﬂltbd erieved, and much
dlaplccw .d at the conduct of the Faculty of St.
Mary’s in baptizing, or at all influencing him in
his teligious principles, and that this was her
punupnl reason for removing him, is proved
bc:)ond the p[):u:nll)lh{._}' of a dnuht by the follow-
ing certificate. It is furnished by individuals
whose high standing is known, and with whom
Mrs. Minnis was very intimate; and they could
not have been mistaken, as she repeatedly con-
versed with them on the subject.

16*
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Barpsrown, Auzust 18th, 1836.
Rev. N. L. Ricg,

Sir: In answer to your inquiries, we can stat
that we have repeatedly heard- Mrs. Minnis speak
on thé subject of James Noland being tal
the Catholic. church at St. Mary’s . Seminary;
and she always stated, 1t was done withowt her
kenowledges and agarnst frr'r wish: and that it was
the U:lnt‘ip al reason that she took him from that
institution, although she had another objection,

e
1-
.4

aken ||'.T.0

that of his lwiwn-.ti comfort.
\ THERINE BURK

SARBARA H Y NI,
H”lii Y. BROWN:

1
15

C
1
i

In addition to what the certificate contains,
we are authorized to S2Ys that Mrs. Minnis, in
conversation with Mr. Elder, did express great
dissatisfaction at the |'*'t'!‘5'!':|-1: of Jamesin
church. Could Mr: Elder have forg cotten-this?

The next ceriilicate pjmhurnl by Mr. Elder,
is that of Mr. Maher for Mrs. Maher. Itisas
follows:—

‘Havine been called un to stafe what I know
respecting James Noland, when placed at St.
Mary’s Seminary—I am aunthorised fo say that
Mrs. Maher did instruct the Rev. Geo. \ M.
Elder to have. him . brought up in the Catholic

faith. PHILI2 MAHLER.’

Does this certificate say, that Mrs. Minnis
eitlier directed or wished James baptized? If
Mrs. Maher had known that her mother wished
it. douktless she would have said so. But Mrs.
Maher, her daughter, directed Mr. Elder.—
Docs Iw mean to say, that James was under her
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control? - Surely not. Did he, then, feel. au-

thorised to take so important a step on such
orounds? - This makes the matter worse; for
Mrs. Maher-is herself a Roman Catholic, “who,

to the grief of her mother, was brought under

that-influence at Nazareth, one of the institu-
tions that professes not to'influenee the religious
o T
e heart
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then, by the direction of that one, conver:

another! This is doing things .'~-.=.r--'_-’-';;a'.-':":'.-':’f‘,f'.
Mrs. Minnis, in common with many others, often
expressel! her deep reget"that she had éver
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St. Mary’s ConnecE, Aug. 13th, 18306.
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REv. Sir:
" .- g 1 - i = g =
Havine been :-H”lm-tl'fi you: to give some

explanations relative-to I:-’z- '-:-"wl'*'w-f._ formerly
a .-:Hl-l :nb-in-this i'-_:~1'='ll"r"1 I willingly
the followine matter-of-fact statemer

Abont three years ago, James ‘\u-l:ml was
broucht to this College. The President being
.’1‘:2:-1"._ at that time, it devolved upon me to
receive any informaition which Mr. A. Lowry,
the ge ntleman who presented—the boy, might
think proper to crive. IHis communication to
me left oa my mind the strongest conviction—
1st, that J. Noland was born of Catholic pa-
rents—2d, that he was not baptized, and that
we were directed, or at least authorized to bap-
tize him. - In consequence of this conviction, I
informed* the President, on his return, that the
boy was to be instructed and prepared for bap-

ly send you

v 1
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tism. Accordingly he attended the usual pre-
paratory catechism, and was bapfized in due
time. It is now three years since his admission
in this institution, and nearly two since his
departure: and yet, during that time no reproach
or observation has been addressed to us, by the
persons who act as his guardians, as if their
intention had been acted against or misunder-
stood. I am, Rev. Sir, respectfully yours,
TH. E. LEGOUAIS.

To the Rev. G. ErpEr.

There are a few things relating to this certifi-
cate, which are certainly remarkable.

1. It is given by a Jesuit professor of St.
Mary’s College—the very man who, more than
any other, is implicated in this affair. The
very man who stands charged with the crime,
15 brought in as a witness! Will Mr. Elder
allow a similar proceeding in the famous suit he
has brought? 1s thisman a disinterested witness?
His own character, the credit of his institution,
and the interests of his church, are concerned.

Q. This certificate flatly contradicts the posi-
tive declaration of Mr. A. J. Lowry, who as-
serts that he never gave such directions con-
cerning James. Mr. Lowry is a man whose
character-is - known to be above reproach; heis
not a member of any church, and has no possi-
ble interest in making the statement he has
made, unless it be true. Whose testimony
should we believe? In any court of justice that
of Mr. Lowry would be taken, and the other re-
jected. The following is Mr. Lowry’s certifi-
cate:—
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Barpsrown, Kv. July 6th, 1830.
Rev. N. L: R1ce.
In answer to your inquiry respecting my
having requested the President or Superior of

St. Mary’s-Seminary, to educate James Noland

a Catholie, or that it was the dying request of

his mother that he should be raised, a- Catholic,
I can say, that I never made any such request

of the Superior; nor did I ever hear from any

hat it was his mother’s dying request fo
have him educated a Catholic. He was taken
by my mether frem. the Orphan Asylum, at
Natchez—his parents havine both'died with the

.
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Yours respectfully,

A. J. LOWRY.
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was from home, vou did direct me
We cive the substance, not the wor

put confidence in such a man? Thisis Jesuilisir
b

to the life?

1
L
1
.

—
-

4;' - 3 F:'Tlul;-‘-‘ T 'I_l"--f ¥ dac aactificate
L | 1 ~arh e y 4 o e L
f1lses Mr. Legouals savs, the communication ol

Myr. Lowry ‘left on 1::_\'-1111;”1 the strongest con-
viction—1st That J, Noland was born of Catho-
lic parents; 2d "That he was not baptized,” &c.
Mr. Minnis states, that itis not known whether
his parents were or were not Roman Catholics.
How, then, could Mr. Lowry have told Legouais

that they were? But even supposing it probable
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that they were Romanists; it is8 not yet known
whether he was, or was not, h'ip{m d. . How
could Mr. Lowry have told hll.'Il that he was not
baptized? The Jesuit, therefore, testifies that
Mr. Lowry told him what he did not know, and
what, it is confessed, is not yet known! Does
Mr. Elder expect sensible men. to believe such
a certificate?

5. Mr. Elder asserted as positively that Mrs.
Minnis told him that James’ mother was a Catho-
lic, and that her dying request v. as that he
should be raised a Catholic, as Mr. Le gouwais as-
serts that Mr. Lowry told him. Mr. Elder now
confesses that this assertion was utterly un-
founded and untrue. What evidence have we,
that this Jesuit has a better memory, or better
morals, than Mr. Elder?

Mr. Elder manifestly saw the difficulty in
which he and his friend are involved, and feared
they would not be believed; for in his \pp:,ndlx
he says, ‘He (the candid r(,adel) will, then, in
the case of the Rev. Mr. Legouais, Mr. Lowry,
and myself, conclude that what each of us has
stated, is the candid declaration of what we re-
member.” Mr. Elder certainly did not remember

what he stated; for he admits, that neither Mrs.
Minnis, nor Jny one else, ever made the state-

mant o hisa. Ii io vurivuo v uvy to 7oyt Hf,'f,h"r

what never happened! Mr. Legouais is in the
game predicament. But Mr. Elder 1s deter-
mined to frighten us into a belief at least of his
sntegrity. He says,“I do not hesitate to say, that
whoever doubts the integrity of any of us, is a
malignant man.” The public cannot be trusted
to form their own opinion. Mr. Elder publishes
beforehand his condemnation of the man whe

i '#"_l
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does not think as he directs. “He that is first
in his cause, seemeth just; but his neighbor coms-
eth and searcheth him.” Prov. 18: 17.

In addition to the evidence already given,
the admitted fact that James Noland was remo-
ved from St. Mary’s by Mrs. Minnis, as soon as
she learned that he had been baptized, and
placed in South Hanover, a Presbyterian College,
where he has ever since remained, proves deci-
dedly that Mrs. Minis was unwilling to have
him raised a Papist. But Mr. Elder asserts,
as ‘“‘conclusive evidence” in his favor, ‘that
James Noland has already been ordered to St.
Joseph’s College.” Already! That is, aceord-
ing to the statement of Legouais, nearly fwo
years after leaving St. Mary’s! Why was he
not ordered to St. Joseph’s College immedi-
ately after leaving St. Mary’s! Was he sent
to South Hanover to be raised a Catholic?
Was he committed to the instruction of that
“trained band of ruthless revilers;® as Mr.
Elder in his characteristic. good Aumor, calls
Presbyterians, to learn to be a Papist? Al
ready! Does he mean, that James Noland has
been ordered to St. Joseph’s so soon after
Mrs. Minis’ death? He was not ordered to St.
Joseph’s during her lifel But she has scarcely
been a month in_her grave, when President
Elder boasts that her son is “already ordered to
St. Joseph’s College!” Disgraceful boast!

We now cheerfully leave this whole matter
to the decision of a candid public. We shall
not prescribe to them what opinion they shall
form, or threaten to pronounce them “milig-
nant,” if they do not decide in this or that par-
ticular way. 'We have no fears on the subject,




L.
&
&
Ay

=
r .

j.wuu tly oceur, if I mistake not, in

=
192 ATPERBIX:

I have published these two examples of pro-
selyting in Roman schools, not because they are
£11 1”11I ar, but because they were denied and then
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