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NEWS OF THE WEEK.
Qux latest European dutes are by the Asia, and
t the 31t ult. The opivion in England, with
reference to Liouis Napoleon’s seheme of media-
fion, 48 that it 1s @ mere prelinnoary to more de-
eided uetion ; and that he confemplates recog-
nising the Confederate States, by himsell if ne-
ce::e’:;ry. aud thus is ready 1o run the risk of a war
single-handed with the Northerners. The many
piratical seizures of Brifish ships—sailing from
one neutral port to another, and therelore legally
exempl from sewzure, by Yankee cruisers, is giv-
ing rise 1o very angry f-elings in England, and
imay yet lead 1o very serivus complications.—
There is nothing of much conscquence to report
from Jtaly or from Coutinental urope in general.
A collision betwixt the King of Prussia and his
subjects seems imminent, and Poland is on the
ere of another insurrection.

The Yankee press is chuefly occupted with the
details of a luditrous, or rather blasphemous
prostitution of the marriage service, in honor of
two miserable abortions ; of whom one has been
long before the public a5 one of the curiosilies
of Barnum’s Exhibition. The Yaukees of both
sexes thronged the chureh where (lis revalting
parady on a Clui~usn  Sacrament was en-
acted j the male Yaukees in full dress, and the
she-Yankees in regular opera costume.  Thus
do the people of the Norihern States amuse
thernselves whilst tieir country i~ distracted with
hideous war, and their Constitution is crumbling

to dust!
Of military operations there have been none
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I ing cupital agaivst a Ministry against which we

“The law may have been—we do not say it was
—agamst the A‘ylw':‘z.i-ds; and may have necessi-
tated their execution ; but if so, there is a mon-
strous discrepancy betwixt Canadian law and mo-
rality, betwixt man’s justice, and that justice
which has God for 1its autbor.

Tar from manifesting a desire “ to excite re.
lisious hatreds” out of the execution of the Ayl.
w!;rds, we have pointed out in our columns, that
the petition in their behalf was signed by Protest-
anls as well as by Catholics, and that even
Orangemen exerted themselves to procure a re-
misston of the doom prounounced upon the unlor-
nate Papists.  So far we have cheerfully acknow-
ledged the true liberality of many of our sepa-
but, at
the sume time, when we call to wind the strange
selection of a sofemn Festivral and Holyday of
the Cautholic Church for the ignominious execu-
| tion ot twa Catholies charged with the murder of
| a Protestant ; when we- call to mind the brutal
conduct of the Protestant mob at the foot of the
scaffold, thirsting for the doomed Papists’ blood,
and giving expression to their blood thirsty de-
sires by yells to ¥ hasry them up,’ and other
acts, without a parallel in the records of any pro-
fessedly Christian commumty—hen, we say, we
call these things to mind, and put them together,
it 1s not easy Lo get altogether quit of the suspi-
"cion that the fate of the unhappy condemned was
!in some degree determined by their peculiar reli-
gious opinions.  We cannot, for instance, donbt
that the Feast of the Immaculate Conception of
the 13. Virgin was expressly, and alter mature
deliberation pitched upon for the execution of
the Aylwards, with the design of icsulting, and
outraging the feelings of Catholies ; neither can
we doubt that, if the victims on the scaffold had
been Orangemen expiating the murder of a Papst,
the demeanor of the speclators would have been
very differert from what it was.  But God for-
bid that we should be so unjust 1owards our Pro-
testant brethren, as to attribute to them in gene-
ral the sentiments by whicl we fear that seme
IHow it 13
with others we know not, and care not ; but for

.

amongst them have been actuated.
owrselves we pepudiste all designs, either of mak-

liave ax yet no cause of complaint,and whieh has
expréssed the best intentions towards our separate
schools—or of exciling religons hatreds.

The Quebec Mercury 1s another English paper
which bas taken up the case of the Aylwards, but
deals with it n a different epirit from that which
inspired the comments of the Monireal Herald.

of any greal importance. We are however as-
sured - ax indeed we always have been any time
dvuring the last two years—that the Yankees are
just going fo begin, and mtend “putting the

H 1
thing through” night awagy.

The Aylward tragedy as fuenished matter for
the comments of mang of sur Canadian contem-
poraries, both French and English.  Of the lat-

account of the particulars in so far as these have
as yet been made public ; and the general tone of

The Mercury is a mere Govermnent hack ; and
as 1ts sole design in approaching tbe subject is to
justify the inexerable determinaticn of the Execu-
tive Couucil to hang the Aylwards,so,as the only
system of .tacties by which that end can be ac-
complished, it vilifies the dead, and sefs facts at
defiance. It speaks of the homicide of Munro
as of a * premedlitated murder”—an accusation
incompatible with the undisputed fact, that 1t was
the Munroes who went Zo the Aylwards, and noy
the Aylwards who went to the Muvroes, with the
view of picking a quarrel with them. Tlhe fact

its article upon the subject is, for the mnost part,
anexceptionable.  We would, however, point out :
two blewishes therem, which somewhat detract 5|
and we would desire to protest

.

trom ils merits 3
sgamst its assumption, thal the case of the Ayl-
wards has been taken up—lIst—from * a desire |
1o muke political capntal against the Minntry R ',
and 2nd—Irom a desire to excite religious ha-;
tred.” Ia so far as the TRUE WiTNESS is con- |
cerned, both of these accusations are false, and |
destitute of the shightest foundation. ‘

Our attention was, in the first instance, drawn
1o the subject by the report in the Upper Cana-
dian papers of the Rev. Mr. Brenvan’s eloquent
and pathetic address to lis parishmners 3 and the
details with which we were subsequently furnish-
ed, were of such a uature as to give us full assur-
ance of lhe pertinence of that zealous snd cha-
ritable priest’s denunciation of a jubiial murder. .
We defy, however, the Hera/d to point out one
word in the Prue WiTanss dictated by an anti-
Ministerial bias, or unwarranted by Lhie statement

i

v

of futls gaven Lo Us by our corvespundent Surs-
fiel: 5 an whose honor and full knowledge of ali
the particulars of the tragedy we have the best
ot reasons for placing unlimited confidence.—
Tud: ed, bitherto, not ong of 1hese jacts has been
imgngned, or its truth calisd in gueshion by any
memirer of the Canadian press. Fortunately in
the Ajlward case, there is so iniporfant question
of fuc& al l:a:ll!:‘. Cha: the di censed Muoro re-
ceived from Mrso Aytward « weund, from  the
effects of which, aggravaied by weglect, and,
qu:.ck-alucloriug, he subsequently died, is not de-
pied ; the ouiy quesiton at issue is—were the cir-
cumstagees under which that wound was inflicted
such as legally 1o jrsiety due action of Mrs. Ayl- '
ward 2 aud this is a question of law, vpon which
we do not ofler an opinion.

" That marally, i not legu/ly. Mrs. Aylward

was perfectly justified in rushing to the assistance |

|
i

of her husband, attacked upon Ius own land by, !

that Munro received lus wound, not upon his own
Jand, but upon that of the Aylwards’, where he
had no right ta be,and where hie was a trespasser,
must to every mind not the victim of invincible
stupdity, or insuperable prejudice, be conclusive
that the Munroes were the aggressors; and that
therefore, the charge of premeditation insinuated
against the Aylwards by the Quebec Mercury
is as absurd, as the spirit which dictated it 1s
hatefu! 1o every honest man.

Suce writing the above we have recerved the
Torento Globe, containtng a report of the trial
from scources exclusively Protestant, which we
lay, in s integrity before our readers; presum-
ing only 1o mark in Italics, certain passuges to
which we heg especially to direct their attention,
and upon which we will make such remarks as
obviously suggest themselves:—

We have in the Inlelligencer of the 31st Qct, a re-
! part of the trisl, slightly condensed, we beliase, from
ibe Belleviile Chronicle. We find, in the first pluce,
. that the anccused were defended by a very able bar-
. rister, Mr. Jns. O'Rielly. The first wilness called was
" Alexander Munro, a son of the murdered mso, He
steted that the furm of lis father adjoined thnt of
Aylward. The two families hud had some differ-
i ences ucensioued, there i3 little doubt from the evi-
. dence, by fowl belonging to Munro trespassing upon
" Aylward’s wheat field.  On the afternoon of the 16th
May, 1862, while witness and his father were work-
. ing together out of douors, they beard a shot upon
" Aylward's favo, and when they got hotce Mrs Muanre
" told tnem that one of the hens was missing, Munve
. at once suspecied that Aylward bad sbot i1, so, to-
; gether with his son, he crossed over to the house,
!and agked about the bird. Aylward denied having
i shot it, but said he wished he had.  Muuro, not satis-
s fied with the veply, proposed to go to the field and
i look for himself. The three started off wogether, Ayl-
ward baviog a gnnin his hand and n pistol uunder
his waisteont.  When aboul one ucre und a-half wway
from the house, Aslward lifted the guw, pointed it
at Munro with his lef} hand, 2nd with his right took

band: the first weapon which came. to. hand, -Yvhe-"
ther, scythe, or. broomstick—we. bave no doubt. |

searching cross-examination with a view of shaking

entertained, becanse ‘it wae vlear that the prisovers

prolection did nol exfend to her when he was enguzed
Tu un unleieful act 7 that if the evidence of Mrs. Me-

ed barbarity, knd not an wct committed in the heat
of passion.
ing Johnston how she intended to cut his head oif—
her conduct at Mrs. McCOrea's showing the scythe
ye'reeking in blood, when she wus ordered out of

every one with whom she enme in contaci—and even

| the fray.

competent herb_doctor, and after te or eleven days
of great. suffering, died.. . . - - :
This is the son’s statement. But, to prove murder,
it was necessary .premeditation should be shown
‘The next witness, & Mrs. McCrea, says thatabouts
week before the murder, Jylward und wife cume down
Lo ker house with o scythe—belonging o Munro—
which they sharpened [ogether upon o grindstone,
Some of the children wanted to know whet they were
going 10.d0 with it. * Were they going a-hayiog ?”
—for at the timo there was no grass on the ground,
though the witness remembered there wug some
snow. Immediately after the murder Arxiward ani
wife came to McCrea's bouse sgnin, he wilh the
scythe, she with the gun., Mrs. Aylward said " abe
tad cut the hend off Munro, and Richard had shot
Alick.” She then showed the blood upon the scythe,
and the witvess at once identified the wenpon us the
one which hud been sbarpened on ber grizdstooe
week previously.
The next witness ealled was Isabells McCren, who
swore that previons to the murder she bad a couver-
sation with Mrs. Aylward is bLer.own houge. She
(Mrs. Aylward) seid “she would tempt Munro titl he
came over the fence, nand back up uniil she got him
into her doorynrd, when she would shoot bim with a
guy or pistol, and leave him dend at the door. Sbe
would tben get two witnesses 1o show how he had
fullowed her into tie dooryard, rnd that her husband
could testify for her, while she aould not teslify for
bim, it be committed the deed.” Willium Jobnston,
another witness, met Aylward and his wife, who
told him they had killed Munro. The woman seid,
%] lifted up the scytbe and struck him oo the head,
and as that did notdo, I gave him another eut; Dick
ghot young Balds; and if be i3 not dead [ hope he 1s.
She also said she did not mean to strike him on the
bead, but on the neck, avd cut his head off,~ and
showed witness with the guo how she intended to do
it Subsequently, when told by ancther persoun,in
the presence of this ssme witness, that Munro was
fvery bad, ghe gaid “ May God Almighty increase
bis pain.” Muargaret Gleno testified that Mrs. Aylward
showed ber Munro's bat with the eut in it wade by
the scythe, and wanted the witpess lo go with her
1o see where the fight took place.” She even told
witness that the deed did not cause her any troublo—
Hif it was to be dope over, I would do lhe same
again” To Theopbilus Goldern she expreszed a si-
milar sentiment. ' She was glad old Baldy was dead.
If he was alive she would cut the head off him aguin,
or any person who did anything to her.”
These nre the main featurea of the evidence for the
prosecution. For the defence an attempt was wade
to prove that Munro, while conscious that he could
not survive, had taken the blame of the transaction
upon himself. One witness wns called for this pur-
pose, named John Rouse, who testified that, when he
advised the deceased to bave Aylward and his wife
arrested, he said *be bad no business ioterfering
with them. This stalement wus partwlly refuted by
the son, who was present wlous the interview between
Rouse and his father took place. He swore that no
such expression was used by Mubro. ‘IIad it been
used, he would have heard it Other witnesses were
in court to tesufy to character but the counsel for the
defeuce did not think it well to call them.
The judge, in eharging the jury, is reported to
have said that ‘ the character ot the wilnessea * was
not impeached ;' that the sun ' had withstood a most

his testimony, but without effect;’ that the theory of

it{ié “not pifétéqded .t]iqt‘;,les;:.,‘Ay]ﬁ;ird"'iacéoiq'-'

| panied her husband and the two Munroes, when

the three started together for the wheat-fietd.—
Now, we say, it 1s in the highest degree impro-
bable, that, 1f the two Aylwards had formed a
design to assault the two DMunroes, they would
have deferred the execution of that design, until
the conditions were highly unfavorable to them ;

and should have commenced 1t, only, wien they

siderable distance, and when one of the conspira-
would necessarily have 1o deal single handed
with tis Zwo 1wtended victims.
the fatal siruggle did not take place at the

tance behind then, is, we thnk, morally conclu-
sive—that the man Aylward, when be left lug
house accompanied by the two Munroes, did not
anlicipate, much less meditate, any resource o
physical force 5 and it 1s fur more probable that .
the t2eo Munroes, irritated by the shooting of
their fowls, and confident w the great adds, two
to one, w their favor, commenced an assault upon
the soltary Aybward, by eundeavoring 1o wresl
the gun from his hands—then that the solitary |
Aylward commenced a fight with two powerful’

opponents, of whom one alone was more than
Against this probuble hypothesis :
the evidence of the younger:
“under the circumslances could

his mateh.

there is only
Munro which
not could not lave been regarded #s of the
very highest character.”—Ilerald. Agam, we
repeat it, the fact that the assault did #ot com- .
mence untd the DMunroes were as twe to one’
against Aylward; until the Jatier had feft his :

pretended accomplice an * acre and a half™ be-
hind him : and that, il so disposed, the two Ayl-'
wards mght conjointly bave assaulted the two
Munroes at the house where the verbal alterca-
tion took place — is morally conclusive both |
against Lhe hypotbesis of “premeditation,” and{
the evidence uot of the “ hughest character,” |
given by the younger Mucro.

i
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But, as the Globe admits, even from the e

Munro, u charge of murder against the Ayl-
wards could not be made out ; and it was there-;
fore “ necessary premeditation should be shownp.”

the defence that the man should be acquitted and the
woman convicted of manslauglter, conld not be
|
first began the aff-ay, nnd howerer much the law |
might protect the wife for ussisting kher husbund, that i

Crea ¢ were believed, the jury would have no bhesi-
tation ia believing that the act was cne of premedi-
tation ;7 ¢ {he sharpening of Munvo's own scyfhc was a
fearful testimony.’ His lordship also said : —

' Taking this womnn's whole conduet through the
whole case, we fiud nothing but the most cold-blood-

The sbarpening of the scythe—the show-

the housc—thrusting her disgusting coofideuce on

draggiog a woman to see the place of the fight, and
the cut io Munro's bat. The presence of the woman
at the place where the death struggle took place,
i3 not attermapted to be accounted for, and unless she
brought the scythe with her, we would have to ar-
rive at the very improbable conclusion that it was
found lying 1o the field.

In no one important particular does the slale-
ment now put forth by the Globe in justification
of the hanging of the Aylwards, take from, or
add to, that given some weeks ago in the TRUE
Wirness. The case is by the Globe put in the
strongest light against the prisoners, and the evi-
dence by 1t cited contains, we may presucne, all
that can be urged agamst them. After s care-
ful perusal of that evidence, we arise with the
conviction stronger than ever that the Aylwards
were judieially murdered.  Let us analjre
i,

In the first place, the sole witness of the affuir
which terminated fatally for the elder Muuro,
was the son of the latter ; timself an interested
party, and therefore, morally, a very incotnpe-
tent witness. As the Montreal Ierald of the
11th mst. very honestly adwmits:—

“ The evidence of the younger Munro uuder the
cirenmstances could pot have been reparded n3 of
the very higheat character.”

And yet there was no otiier evidence of any
kind 1o show that the man Aylward commenced
The two Munroes, it 15 admitted, un-
wrvited, and of their ows ere notion, came
over to Avhward’s house, and commenced a ver-
bal altercation with hun, conterning the shooting
in Tue three

towards  that feld, Aylward

of their fowls s wheat-fighd.
then pruceeded
ammed with a gun and pistol 5 and when about
“ gne acre and a helf away from the house”
the latter, we are teld, tommeusced an assaull
upon 1he 1wo Nunrees.
that this sssauit was ¥ premeditates

of the two Aglwards, man apd wile.  This stery

It is murcover asserted

119
]

on the part

As against the man Aylward, the only evidence
of premeditation adduced was, to the effect that |
be, in the month of May, had Lad the scythe
with which the {atal wound was irflicted, sharp-
Upon this the judge land great, and most :

ened.
dizhonest stress ; for 1t the sharpening of the
seythe, i the wmonth of May, when there is no

upon any liypethesis consistent with Ay ward’s
innocence of any guilty design, it furmslies no pre-
sumption even, far less evidence, of his guilt. Cir-
cumstantial, or presumptire evidence is excellent,
provided only that it be exlaustive, or incompat- -
ible with any bypothesis of the prisoners’ 1mno-
cence.

scythe ; and it is not 1usiuwated that the Ayl-
wards had acquired possession ot it surreplitiously.
It may therefore be assumed that it was n their
possession with Muaro’s knowledge, and consent
- and that in fact be had lent it to the Ayl-
wards ; from whence, again, 1t may logically be

tinferred that Munro saw nothing extraordinary

i their demand for a seythe evew in 1he month
of May.
seythe are commonly used in the Spring, both in
Upper and in Lower Canada, to cut down the
young underbrush which springs up thickly on
newly cleared lands; und it was avowedly (or
this purpose that Ayhward precured, and caused
to be sharpened, the seythe in question—which
again was 1he only evidence of a * premedi-
tated” guilty design urpged agamst him.  Having
thus disposed of the evidence against the man,
we witl turn 1o that addvced against s wife
and first we will deal with that of Isabella Mac-
Rae.

Phis wilness, by way of maiing out a case of
& premeditation” as agamst Mrs. Aybward, swore
that the latter had revealed lo her a diabolical
plot to entice the elder Munro “into her door-
yard 7 when upou prefence of deflending lier
Lionor, = she would shoot him with a gun o pis-
101t Now, cven if true, this testimony wis
icrelevant, and had notling to do with the ques-
tion before the Jury. Eveaif Mrs. Aylward
tiael formed this design, she bad never eareed, or
attempted 10 carry i, inlo sxecution, and al
worst 1L was a erime iz posse only, aud not w
esse.  The Muarces were not, etiber by  DMrs,
| Ayhward or her husbaud, euliced, er * tempted”

evidence of Tsabella M*Rue wenid lave beey

;5 in sell highly improbable 5 and to be belwved

reqtiires cridence of ¢ the very highest character,”
! ‘

which that of the younger Muuro “ cowld ol

the pistol from his breast. A scuflle immediately co-
sued. DMunro, who wus the sironger man, forced the
pistol from Aylward's hand, and either kicked it or!
threw it ten or twelve yards distance, when he called |
to biz gen torun and pick it up. The lad stooped |
down 10 obey. As he was rising hosaw Aylward
with the gun pointed at bim, which was immedinteiy
fired, ancé the chuarge lodged in the boy's back.
Twenty-six slugs were subseguenlly extracted.

) ; i Meanwbile - Mrs. Aylward hud come up, und with u
and endeavoring to defend lLimsell against two ;scythe had swuek the elder Murro on the head, in-

powerfu! asswlants ; and that she was mora]lyi
justified in employtng for the defence of her hus-

flicting o fearful wound., The son did not see the
blow struck, but it is not denied that Mrs, Aylward
gave 1. Munro went home, was attended by an in-

have been.”"—wnde Herald.

For, it the two Aylwards bad meditated a
combined asszult wpon the two Munroes, the
former would have kept together; they would
have commenced the assaulz at ther own house,
where they were as two to two; and the man
Aylward would not bave been such a fool as to

have lelt bis aceomplice, upon whom he relied for
assistance, at the disiance of *“ one acre and a
half » betund lim~—for, be it rcinembered, that

'relevant only, il the design samd to have been
pmeditated by Mrs. Aylward, bad been carried,
i

Uin whole, or in some of ils details, inlo execu- .

i uen.

But besides being utterly irrelevant, or loreign
1o the question at issue, the evidence of Isabella
MRae beavs on its face evident marks of per-
gury. I Mrs. Aylward had been astute enough

;do not, as a general rule, proclaim (hey
were separated {rom one another by s very con--
i
: " utterance to the hostile expressions attribgeg g,
The fact, that

house, mor until the parties thereunto had left
Mrs. Aylward and ber scythe a considerable dis- |

1o the [ray, could not have had any oy Y

. ward, {resh from a life and death struggle wiyy the

"been sentenced to the * ducking stonl; iy i

'as o justify ber runnmy to the aid of 1y, Firmer,

D et

parte and uosupported statements of the younger " Aylwaird to koow whether her busband—or 1

-strife on his own land, was the aggressor? Sy

Pwo men—of whom one had 2 mistol in bis poe
i session, and the other * wasa stronger

i assistance, unfil she Lud assured hersell by g
~careful study of the best writers upon the subjes

“ haying,” can be accounted for, or explamed .

s tells us that :—

Now the scythe is said to have been Munro’s |
“acconntable that a wife should not allow Ler 1B

"right to be there at all : and of whose hostile nw: [

Nor was there; for bolh sickle and

I
Ito eome over to the Aylwards’ land; and the

to conceive the diaba'ical project imputed to her, . couclusive as to wheiher, in the opiion of

through any channel the elder Munro 5h°“'dob .
tain an inkling of her. p,lo;, ils success was inopo ' .
sible. She would' therefore never har, l?e:
such a fool as to give .her gossiping ‘ncluhbuyr: -
nformation, not only sufﬁcjent to to iruslr;[e ke
designs, but certain’also to furnish most dammln:
evidence against herself, even should tqs, d;
signs be carried intn execution.

Cm:s‘.piralors
A 5 dtbp
laid plots to the world 5 and the mere j,

\ I g
Mrs. Aylward’s having, i convers

3'(0\), ‘.’.iTe"

her, would be a proof that she was a 0,

. hFHv.
' gart, and that her tongue was the must day, ¥

eroic
weapen she could or would use,

Other witnesses swore lhatiu'm)edi:nleljv afierthy
fatal fray, and whilst labourng under he hy<tey,.
cal excilement thereby occasioned, the female i
soner, boasted of baving struck Mugrn wilh
the scythe, gloried 1 the act, and gave uply,
ance 1o wild, and most un«haritable senliments, I8
But as the language of Mre, Aylward Subsequey

legal bearing upon the act preceding —coul y
have changed a justifiable homicide into nyyge, i
or murder into a justfiable howicide —all (i ;.
dence as lo the hysterical language of Mys, gy,

two Munvoes, was utterly irrelevant, or tnere
idle vwaddle. Had Mrs, Aylward beey tndictel
as a scold, this evidence might logi(:ally have
been adduced, and thereupon she night fare /8

had no bearmg on the sole guestion at 155ue —1g
wit— Were the circumstances of the *tuyole

. !
betwixt her husband, and the two Tﬂ.unmua,:nth

and striking with a dangerous weapou one of |j

antagonists 7
m ; e | | vl N
Che law ss lawd down by the judae, calis fury

few remarks. e saud :— i

“ However wuch the law might proteer the wie
{ur nssisting ber busbaud, that provection did nug ey
tend to her when bo was engaged in au unlawly

Tins is strange law indeed. IHow was M |§

other party with whom be was engazed m dleadly

saw thal busband struggiing single handed wi

than Ler husbsnd, snd therefure, alone, more 1han
a match for him; and aceording to the divy
of the judge,she wus not to rush to that hushard)

of Assault and Battery, that he was not engagel
m ¢ an unlawlul act I Agam this model Judg

* The presence of the woemap at the place when
the death struggle tock place, j3 not attemyeed to b3
accounted for” ;

What! does it seemn unaccountable 10 1R
Judge that a wile sheuld rush 2o the aid of k¢
husband, engaged in a death strupgle aninst sl
overwhelming odds?  Does it seem 1o him g
band, and rhe father of her infant children. 10 4
- beaten, perhaps murdered, before her face, w§i
his own land, by two fellows who had nol-.J

“she had ample proofs in the fact that they Jg
.cotae over expressly to pick a quareel swith Iyl
“husband for having shot their fowls?  Does nj
our Judpe then know, “furens quid frwin}R
posstt 1’—what a loving woman is capable of, i
defence of those whom she loves? Perhaps b
may not : 10 which case he is as ignorant nof 1it
sacred mysteries of the buman heart, as he 157
gardless of law and of justice. God have mers
upon the Catholics of Upper Canada who la
such law administered to them by suciv o Jode- 8

3

I[ One other poiut only have we space o ni
s week. It is with the »
i sertion of the Globe respecting the positive te
t mony of Jolm Rouse ; who swore that the el
: Vunro, when pressed to have Aylward and
wife arrested, reflused to do ~o: saying <k
‘;hc had no lusiness interfering with ther§8
This testimony, which if accepted by the 78
twould have been conclusive to the fact that,e
Phis death-bed, and with eternity in view,!
s elder Munro recoguised that he, anid aet A

is reference 1o

I ward, bad been the aggressor, is set aside ¥
the Globe as Cpaptially refuted” by et
t who swore ihat he heard no such expression wt'f§
cand would bave beard it if used. il the "
' remuins, that, though incessantly pressed to
J: the Aylwards Jegully proceeded against, the ¢lle
i Mumo refused jo nake any depositions or!
' tuke uny sieps against them: did achasif le®
 roguised bimself to have been the sole aggre
~and sole guilty party in the fiay in which bett
Ceeived bis death wound ; and did, by Ius ersi
iifnt refusal during the “ ten or eleven dajs!
great suffering™ which intervemmt - hetwist
“death, and that fray, and in spite of the *res
Ling” upon  the subject to which he was exprst
: to have the Aylwards arrested—amply, aud in
3 élrungest raanner confirm the statement made!

'John Rouse on the trial. - This fact, aloné
{1

S0

she would liave been sufficienily astute to per.” dying Munro, the Aylwards, or ke and his &

ceive that to ite sccomplishment, the strictest{ were the aggressors, and guilty parties io (0
secrecy and mlence were estential; and that, if struggle which took place on the 16th of e




