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NEWS OF TIHE WEEK.
"The one. all absorbing topic of interest continues
io be the Eastern question, which, in so far as "Puy=
key is concerned, had been satisfactorily answered
try the Sultan’s formal deelarntion ef war—a docu-
went miversally admitted to be mast ably and fem-
perately drawn up.  Omer Pasha had in consequence,
notified the Tussian commanders 1o evaeuate tha
incipalities, on, or hefore, the 23th ult.  In reply,
Ciortchakoll stated that he had no erders either to
commenet: lostilities or (o withdeaw from the Prin-
cipalities: he would thevefore neither run, nev fght.
And tlivs matters remain, and will probably remain
during the winter; the season for active naval opera-
tions i the Black Sea, or a military canapaign in the
Balkan, baving passed away. In the interval, négo-
tintions will still continue.

Hitherto France and Great Britoin have cordially
agreed to the joint policy required of thew by the
agaressive designs of Russin m the 1ast: and no
doubt,as far as signing Protocols, and drawing up
Notesgoes, Louis Nupolean will adhere to the conrse
of action he lias adopted.  Bat whether e will zo
s far as to engage I'ranee in actual hosiilitics, or

Tavish her blood and freasure for the furtherance of

what, after all, ave chiefly Tiritish interests, is a very
different question.  Already it is rumored that the
Emperor of the TFreneh will leave Greatl Britain in
the luveh on the Oriental question ; and thongh, there
is no foundation for the report, beyond ceriain omi-
unus expressions in the French press, it is nok likely
hal the nephew of the great Napoicon, will {orsuke
Wis darling projeet of consolidating Lis power, and
firly re-establishing the Mapolsonic dynasty, from
any feclings of good will towards the v perfide Al-
Givn,? or from any desire to secure Dritish naval
supremacy in the Mediterrancan. 11 Eogland en-
aages in this war, it is most probable that she wiil
soon find bersell withowt an ally: teo bappy, if she
have not to count both France and Austrin amougst
the number of her {ocs. .

fun England the system of ¢ strikes ™ is assuming
cgantic  and  threatening  proporticus.  Dartial
wstitkes” of the operatives ave responded to by
general % strikes  of the mill-owners and mannlae-
tirers.  The latier, as being able to bald out longer,
ranage lo reduce their velractory workmen to sub-
jection, and thus compel them to wccept wages ot
their pleasure. It s the old feud betwist fabor and
capital, in which hitherto the combination has been
priscipally on the side of labor: bul masters have
fovad out that they can “strike ™ as well as men ;
aed that the uvniversal stoppage of their milis is a
maore decided and efficient measure than the partial
“strilkes? of their hands.  We may expeet soon 1o
Tizar of disturbavces in the manufaciuring districts,
in Jingland, and to hear the old ery raised again “a
fuir days wages for a fair days work.”  JF il comes
1 this, Lord help the bloated cotton lords; the opera-
tires have a long outstanding account to settle with
them.

In France there are some ugly symptoims, amongst
swiicl: we may notice the arrest o 200 persons lor
political oliences.  Agitation is agxin reviving in
Austrian Ttaly, so that we may reasonably expect
stieving news from the Continenf of urope.

TUHE GAVAZZI TRAGEDY.

We have nearly arrived at the close of this me-
tancholy affair, and trust that the iH-feeling which it
lias engendered may soon die.away. The Grand Jury
threw out all the Bills laid before them, ngainst Char-
lss \Wilson, Isq., and the Officers of the 26th reai-
meat 3 they alse ignored the Bils presented against
all parties charged with the murder of James Walsh,
with the exception of those found last week, against

Tessrs. Heward and Morrison.  Mr. Heward, aflter

a trial of two days, has been acquitled ; a shorl re- {

port of the proceedings will be found on vur fifth
page.

No one, we think, alter reading the evidence, swill
doulit of the propriety of the verdict. I'he question
fur the Jury to decide was simply one of identity;

and whilst, in the evidence of the policemen, who.

pretended to identify Mr. Heward witl: the murderer
af Walsh, there were discrepancies, and apparent
contradictions, most clear and positive testimony was
adduced 10 show that Mr. Heward was 20t the guilty
persen.  'I'he Jury were therefore bound to bring in
a verdict of “ ot Guilly,”

We sincerely trust that, il any prejudice or ill-will
against Mr. Heward stilislingevs in the minds of any of
our fellow-citizens, they will carefully and impartially
peruse the report of the trial ; this, we think, will sul-
fice to disnbuse them, Mr, Heward’s friends—gud

anfs—must rejoice at his acquittal ; not that they
ever believed him capable of such a cruel and cow-
ardly act, as was the murder of the unfortunate Jas.
Walsh, Had there been a fair ight—man to man,
face to face, and blow for blow—we doubt not that
Mr. ITeward would have beer as forward in thé
melée, and struek as hard, as another ; and small
blame to him. DBut that he wonld run alter an un-
armed man, and shaot kim in the back, like a dastardly

what no one who knows Mr. eward could easily
Lring bimsel to Lelieve. "Fhe policemen were ap-
parently in error 5 and mistook some dirty, cowardly
ruffian—most likely some of Gavazi’s Quebee body-
guard—for a gentleman, from whom we may differ

"1 widely inpolitics, and in refigion, but who, we are very

cortain, is incapable of daing a sucaking, cowardiy,
or dishonorable action,

Would to God that we could congratulate our-
selves that, with these trials, the animesities, and
heartburnings, to which the sad cveats ol the 9th of
i Tune have siven rise, were at an end; and that the
i memory of them mizht be for ever bletted out. This
‘may seem hardj parhaps, afler the sad loss of life
ihial has occurred, may appear impossible ; et still,
Hrom the quietness witin whiel this tera of the Court
Lof Queen's Dench has passed off, we are willing to
Chelieve that mueh of the ol irvitation has subsided 3
ithat elearer views of the nature, apd origin of (lie
Hidisterhanees whish we ali deplore, now obtajn; and
that Lonest men, of oll pariies, upon a cavefuf review
Vol the circmnstanees attending them, are ready to
make oreat aflowances for angry words, and pas-
i sionale acts, occarring at a pertod of great and sud-
Pden excitement.  Fhiere was wrong on hoth sides.—
As Cathelics, demanding for ourselves, absolute reli-
zious freedom, we caunol hut condenm the coniluct
of those, who, setting at defiance, the earuest vevion-
steanees of their ciergy, and the repeated warnings
of their fellaw-countrymen and co-relizionists, tumult-
ously assembled in front of Hion church; wha with
their chouts interrupted the procecilings, and, when
bidden to disperee, {oreibly resisiesd the pelice; Tor
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isuch conduet wi ofler no defence. A
‘as Christions, ns wen, we can dad no languagze too
Pstrong to caudemn the brutal aid cowardly routuct
Eo[ the vefians, who, when no ous menaced thent,
cwhen o danger presented itsell, rushed after,
tived noon, fleein:, unresisting, and unarmed men §no
Yhanest Profestant wili ever atlempt (o palliate such
{ brutality, or {o offer any exeuse for the wanton shed-
i ding of Bload which it oceasioned.  Seeiny then that
i the wrong was not «ll on one side, it would be well
£ if both Cathiolies and Protestants would learn 1o look
tmore leniently one upan the other.  God forbid shat
Dwe should biold all, or even many of, onr Trotestant
Hollow-citizens responsibie for the acts of a few droni-
fen rufiians from Zion chureh 5 on the nilier hand, we
twould beg of them not fo atiribute the riotinz aud
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“disomlerly conduct of some 30 or 40 misguided, ani |

i headstrong, individuals, to the Trish Catholics of Mont-
ireal, who, both by their elergy, and personally, did
Ptheirutmost 1o prevent any tumuitaus assemblage
Lin the vicinily of the lecture-ronm. It is time that
the voice of justice and reason should alone be heard,

“ A Provrstant’s Averal to tnr Dovay Brpne?

Ao trust that we heve by this time established
tisfactorily-—~hat, in the < caedaes suatelorem® which
e Cutholic Chnrehr enjoins, there is no foundation
for the charge of idolatry, or giving fo ereatuve that
Pwhich is due to God alone—that the honor which
! Catliolics render to the Suints is meiely relative ;
rand that noue but a very ignovant, or dishsnest, per-
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i son would ever deeam of aceusing the Chureh of tol- |

cerating absolule worship fo any creature lowever
fexalted—that to invake the prayers of the Sajuts in

cour behall is no more devognlory to the sole media-

i torship ol Clivist, than to invoke, for the same purpose,
i the prayers of our sinful fellnw  ereatures—that the
s beliel in the eficacy of the Intercession of the Saints
toblained i the eariiest ages of Christianity, long ere
it “may be said that the corruption of the Charch of
Tlome lad commenced”—that the primitive Cliris-
tians offzred saerifice vpon the tovabs of the Martyrs,
as allars heneath which their sacred relies reposed,
and i the belief that the deparied prayed for the liv-
ing. as the living prayed for the deparfed—that the
making, retaining in cur temples for religious purposes,
and the veneration, of iwiages, pictures, or symbols,
of sacred prrsous or subjucts, s i no wise conlrary
to the luw of God as contaised in the writings of the
Old, or New Testament—and that Protestantism,
which decries these practises, as idolatrous, deroga-
tory to Clirist® bunor, and as an infraction of the
Dirine command, is at issue wpon all these points,
with the Christianity of the TV, as well as of the XIX,
ceutery, and thercfore is not the ¢ Oup Rrnicion.”
Before dismissing this part of Mr. Jenking® lectures
against Catholicity it remains for us 1o rotice one
lother ohjection upon which he strongly insists; and
{o point on! the very singular, or ratler, inaceurate,
notions which he—the leclurer—entertains of the
nature of the erime of idolatry. It is perbaps to the
mental confusion which prevails amongst most Pro-
testants as to wherein consists the essence of this
erime—a confusion which itself proceeds fromn the
very imperfect notions which they entertain of the
nature of God, and of that supreme adoration which
is due to Him alone—that this continually repeated
charge of idolatry agninst Catholies must be traced.

The greal arzument, afler all, which our author
relies upon, us fatal to the worship and Inveeation of
Saints, may be summed up in the {ollowing question:—

1ow is it—if the Invocalion of Saints was ineant
to hold so prominent a part in the Christian worship
as is given it by the Catholic Church—that we find no
traces of Lhis practise in the scriptures of the New
{ Testwacnt? and that Christ when IHe tauglbt Tis

he has many, amongst Catholics as well as’ Protest-.

poltroon who dares not foak a wman in tlie face, is.

t the same time, |

disciples to pray, made no allusion-to such un impor-
tant subject? « We are commanded,” says Mr.
Jenkins, * we are taught to pray &e.. but always lo
God, through Christ”=.p. 104 ; whence he con-
cludes to the impropriety of asking the prayers of the
Sainls, to belp us in our infirmities.  Rather un illogi-
cal conclusion.

If this argwment proves anything, it proves too
mueh, and is as conclusive against the form in which
the Church offers all her prayers— per Christum
Dominum nostrum—as it is against the Invocation
of the Saints. For, our Lord Qimself, when giving
to Ilis disciples a model of prayer, destined 1o fast to
all ages, (id not teach them to pray to « Our Father”
trough Himj nor is theve, throughout His dis-
course upon that occasion, the slightest allusion to
His merits, ov the eflicacy of His atoning saerifiee.
"0 offer our prayers therefore to the ¢ }ather”
through Clrist, is just as much an infraction of our
! Lord's injunctions, ag to ask the Saints to pray to
God forus, through the same Christ. For it must
be borne in mind, that, when we ask the Saints 1o
pray for us, it is still Zirowegh Clhrist that we pray ;
for it is only through Christ that the Saints address
Godj itis orly by Ilis Graee, and through Tis me-
rits, that they are, what they are.

Besides, the whole of this argument is based npon
the hypothasis that, v the fragments of fhe wrilings
of ihe Apnstles, and their camnpanions, which huve
drifted down (o us on the stecam of time, is con-
tained the summary of the whele Christian vevela-
tion. 1 this were the case, thuen indeed; with a show
'of reason, might. Profestants call npon us to show
| anthority ¢n the Bibie. for all our practices ; but being
a mere idle assertion cn ileir part, without even the
shadow of a proofl, we are fully eniitied to treat it
with conterpt, as an 6ld woman’s superstition, wutil
such time at least as they shall bave shown, that in
the Bible, is contuined the whole of God™s revelation
to man. [Taving no reasor far believing that that ve-
velation is therein contained, we canuot he cailed
iupon to establish any of our dactrines frowm serip-
fture 3 our reason for believing them is—nat— 707
Laerietent —hut—<co the Church tenches”  The
PClieeh, and not a bock, was the medinm appointed
Phy Christ Himeeil for promulzating amongst all na-
HMigns—and perpetuating until the cud of time—~tie
dnowledae of the doctrines which o eame an carth
fto reveal; it is from the Clurel therefore, aud not
fram any baek, that cur knowiedge of the conients of
Clirist® revelation iv derived,

With a few pemarks wpan the very defective no-
i tous whizh our authar enterfains, of the wature of
Vidolatry. and  eousequently of that warship which is
tdne to God alone, wo will dismizs M. Jevking lee-
ture on the © One Object of Religions Adoration.”

The first error we woull point out is, I our ay-

i thor’s definition of 7ol @ Now, literaily, an idal is
!;:m wmaze, and an twage an idel.”—p 116, 'Ihis is

vincorreet; an haage is not necessarily an ko, nor is
an idol an image.  For, if every image were an idol,
then Christ Flimeaell must be an idol, and s wop-
ship, idelalry 3 heeanse—aceording (o 8t, Paul, Cal,
i, 15 —the Son « is the futage of the fevisible Ged”
Bul Christ is not an idol, thougli the inmge of God ;
therefore, an imagz ix nol necessarily an'idol, e
sides, if every Lurg necessarily an idol, then
would every statue, evory painfing, evory representn-
tion af cvery abiect, whather auimate, or ineuiinate,
be an idol ; and every seulptor, engraver, ov painter,
a {ransgressor of the divine command 5 which is sh-
surd. Animace may be wse:d {for idolatraus pupeses
~—that is, worshipped as God, ar as a fictitious vepre-
sentation of God, and so become an idol 5 but, at the
same time, and {or the very veasou for which it be-
icomes an idol, it ceases {o be an imase, or (rue re-
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i presentation of its protoivpe.  For the essential dif-
ferenee befwixt an image and an ilol, herein consists
—that the {ormer is, 1 some sepse at least, 2 Jike-
ness, or (rue represenialion, of something which does
really exist—rwhilst the Iatter is hut a lie, a false re-
presentation of what is, or a faneicd representation
of whatis not; henee the words usually emploved
by the sacred writers to denote an idol—* rf{lF—
from the voota—rlal—sigaifying ¢ vain, worililess;”
and ¢ shelier—fuise, o Hie? —THabak, 1., 18, "'o re-
present God under the fizure of a calf, or a bull, isto
make an idol 5 but to reprezant Chuistin the figuve of
a man, or of a child, is not to make an ido), but ap
imaee, or trae represen{ation.

Equally fauliy are our author’s definitions of idola-
try ; according {o which the Pautheist holds, in their
integrity, all the attributes of God, dnd the Polythe-
ist docs not withhold, [row the Divine Being, su-
preme adoratian,

¢ Tdolatry daes not, necessarily consist in a denijal
af the existence™—we suppose Mr. Jeukins means,
Being—*of the true God”—p. 90 ; and he instances
the Brahuins, who, althiough they worship, « almost
every form of 1nan, of beast, of bird, of replile, as
God” hold 7 their iniegrity® all the altributes of
the Supreme Being, aud protess doctrines “ concerning
the divine nature not very dissimilar from those
which are entertained by ourselves.”  Speak for your-
self, and your brother Pretestants, Mr., Jenkius;
Catholics yecognise no allinity betwixt their doctrines
concerning the divine nature, and those of the gross
Pantheists to whom you allude,

That idolatry does not cons'st in the denial of a
God is true, but it necessarily invoives the denial of
the true God.  T'he Pantheist differs from the Atheist
only in this—that one donies God the Creator—the
other denies Ilim as Creator : one denying Creator or
First cause—the other creatien, ar second causes
and thus both, equally, deuy the true God, for true
God is Creator.  W'he Pantheist Brabmin therefore,
does not < hold in their inteqrity® all the attributes
of the Supreme Being—ond, as by ignoring God’s
creative act—by which e made all things, whiel;,
though from Ilim, and by Dim, are not” Mhn—le
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virtnally denies the first chapter of Genesis —he dogs
not hold  docirives concerning the Divine natura
at afl analogous to those which Cutholies entertain.™
The Bralmin is an idolater, becalse he s a Pup-
theist 3 and in fact, so [ar from Pantlicism being con-
patible with a true Taith in the being of God, or the
« holding in their integrity’ all the attributes of tha
Supreme Being, it is the source from whenece {iowed
all the idotatrons systeins which have degraded lu.
manity in former azes, 'and from wheaee proceed mosg
of the philosophical, and religious errors of our o,
Our author next attempis to show-—that, as th.
Pautheist holils all the attributes of the Supreme Be-
ing *in their fntegrity™ so the Polytheist dows nat
withhold from Ll supremne adoration. ¢ Tdolatry
does not necessurily consist in withelding  from 115
Divine Deing, sapreme adoratien. Fhavsuch an adora-
tion of the true God is compatible with the commis..
sion of the sin of talatey muy be gathered from (e
Listory of the chikilren of lsmel”—p. 91, Aud i
support of 1lis, we are referred to the seventeentl
chapter of the fowrth of Kings, where we vead thu
« every nation mule gods of their own,” and ke
vertheless (hey worshinpad the Lard™—v, 29, 32,

In the fust place. with 24 due deferense to M.
Jenking® knowledoe of Serintire, whivh. 29 e seis

2

bimsell up for 2 tar i Tavach, shouid be corvent,
the people here spolien ol were sutoas be says— 1l
ehildren of Jsraoi™—tut the strunze people, whom
King of Assyria tronght feam Bubylon, lvom Cuthy,
Aval, Fmath, and Sepbaevaim, and placed in tha
cities of Samaria,  dresiead of the childron of Ssrael”
—_Y. Q‘!‘. Wl
a little more altentivoly ere he sets himsell np 2 ex-
pound it such s as ilere, whilst they uake s
staife al bis dgnorasce, exeite eur wender wt Lis pre-
sumption.

In the second phuce the peapte spoken ol in the feg
were Polytheists ;) amd theveiore, us giving 1o the
strange gods whont thev served, as well us ta the Toepd
God of {sracl, divine worship—they did withel
from the IDivine Being that which was 1lis dne,
They worshippad Jeiavals it i troe ; hat still enbe oy
a locad God—the God of Sumavia, by whem they
trusted e be deliverad frein the pliotie of the ions
jast as they served tieir fabe debies with suprenir
worship in the hapes of receiving otlwr favors fion
them,  That tids wes w0, is elear {rom the context—
where we pesd—¢ Uhat the wmon o Dabylon mnde
——hoatus in which the wemen prosi-
tuted themselves in Lonay of their pods—ikat ather:
“made Neroel-—un idal of the Cuthifes
by sonie (o thie same as A
—thiat othiers ¢ made Nebalsz
ane @ dag-hended Bdel, the other the Lovd of
pess—and that the men of Hephorvaim bornd
clildren i fire, 1o Adramelech cod Avanciech, th
gotds of Sepharvaim—yv. 5800310 T evary one of
these aets there was a withholding frem the Lord (el
of Tsrae! that supreme adovation whi
beeause, by thew, supreme odo
other and false gele. 17 Bv. Jenkins fiuils 1o pee-
cvive this, it is bocase Bis petions as (o what coosfi-
tufes diviue worship. or supr adevation, aie e
cenfused, as his guotations frem Seriplare
curate,

In opposition 1o Blr. Jeskins’ definttions, wa i
seet that ail fdelatry—swhether iU he the idolater of
the Pantheis, or of the Polytheist—necossaris |
volves the deaial of the true Gad, s the On
lute, Tulizite, and Necvssary, Being, the Cre
Sustaiuer of all things.  Whers there is the froe
koowledge of God as Creator—where Uix Suprem:
attributes are « held in thelr integrity™—th
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there it in
impossible for idulatey, or the sliahtest tendeney
wards idolatry, to exist: for all idelatry neecsarin
presupposes, apd proceeds lom, the want of [nith i
the true God.  Ben who possess this fuith can nevey
fapse into idolatry. no matter by what external acte,
or with what warnith of cxpiession, they way shaw
their reverence for God's ereafures. 5o long as th'y
recognise them as merely craatire, they ean never
sive to them that whieh is due 10 Creator; andd the
honor which they exhibit towards (hem can uever
even approximale towards Divine, honor, ar worshiy.
Worship is essentially an infernat act; and thougliu
ever strives 1o express itsell' by the external, the lai-
ter does not of itsell consiitute worship. ‘i

1 e colir-
tier who kneels, or bows lis head, before his carthly
sovercign—the chill who, on his koees, reverently
asks a {uther’s blessing—is not, therefore, an idolater,
thougl honering creature with the same outward
marks of respect as those with which ke acemmpanics
the Divine worship whiclihie venders 1o the Lard bis,
{zod. Tor it is ever the internal act, that determines
the value of the external: itis the imward intention,
and not the angle formed by the dorsal column with
the horizon, * that is the mecasure of devotion, and
distinguishes the honor which, {or the sake of Creator,
erealure renders to crealure, from that whicl crea-
ture renders 1o Creator, for Iis own sake:  \Would
Profestants but bear this simple truth in mind, they
would not be so prone 1o tax their fellow creatures
with idolatry.

And here we must conclude cur notiee of Mr.
Jenkins’ attempt to fasten the charge of idolatry
upon Papists. I we have treated the subject some-
what at length, our exeuse is, that theve are many
well meaning, bul ill-inforined, Protestants who—
from the warm expressions somotimes, but always i
a restricted sen<c, employed by Catholic writers. and
from the ceremonies, and outward acls, by which the

* Protestams genernlly argue as if the diflercnea betwixt
absolute, and relative worship, was only @ greater, or slightee.
inelination of the head.  Thus with them—taking an angle of
90 degrees with the horizon, as the normal, or no-religiow-
reverence at all condition of the human budy—an acute angle
of the bady with the horizon, bnt of more than 45 degrees 5
the worship of dwulie—ol" 45 degrees, Ayperdndia—and of less
than 45 degrees, the worship of latria, or Divine worship—

I other waords, with’ Protestants, devotion varies inversely as

the angle formed at the point of junction of the fumbar verts-
bree, with the os saerum. : '



