
INTRODUCTION.

THE folloW:g reply to the " Awful. Exposure,"
consists Ôf two parts. Part I. is occupied with
an examination and refutation of that book. And Part
II. contains the principal arguments, which rmay -b
adduced in confirmation of Maria Monk's " Awful
Disclosures." The work is somewhat more exten-
sive than it was first designed to be ; and yet, in
some respects, it is less full than could be wished,
or than was originally intended. On some points,
the author bas failed in his attempts to obtain from
Canada, such information as he has sought for.
t appears that, for some cause or other, several ofins letters sent by mail to gentlemen in Montreal,
nave never been received by the persons to whominey were directed.

The author has also found an extreme backward.-
ness on the part of individuals, especially in Canada,
.o :rmsh suCn testimony as they possess, in support
of Miss Monk's claims to public confidence; insome instances, he has met with an absolute refusai
m others, he has received a strict prohibition to pub-lish any thing in connexion with their names.' This
is particularly true, as it respects Miss Monk's-near-
est relatives, some of ivhom are using -every-means
in their power to induce ber to deny the truth


