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COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH.

On Saturday, the Grand Jury returned ’.I‘rn?. Bills
nghinsi Garrelt Barry, Michael Devany, P. .(::Bru-
outte, Thomas Patton, and M. Moses, for’ riotous

_conduct, onthe 9th of June last.” On l\"lnndny, a
True Bill aguinst Garrett Barry was veturned, charg-
ing hin with stabbing W. Glennon.

’On Wednesday, the Grand Jury returned True
Bills against Augustus Heward, and M m-dnqh Mor-
rison, for the murder of James Walsh; the Court
refused to take bail, and the trial of the accused was
fixed for to-day. ‘ ' )

"Ihe trial of Garrett Barry, charged with stabbing
W. Glennon, on the evening of the 9th of June
commenced on Wednesday.  Mr. Driscoll opened
the case for the Crown ; Messrs. Devlin, and Lo-
ranger, nppcnred for the prisoner. -

The witness for the prosecntion, W. Glennon,
cwore that, whilst goiny, from Notre Dame Street to
st. Paul Street, in a eab, between 7 and 8 o’clock
on the evening in question, he was stoppel!,and struck
by the prisoner, with astone, or piece of iron; after-
wards he was stabbed with some sharp weapon, .hy
some person whom he did not see. Tle became in-
censible, and was removed to the English Hospital.

On sross-cxamining this witness, it appeared that
hie liad been drinking, and was one of the (l?'ﬂlt’(? par-
ty of warshippers at Zion clurch.  Tlis the witness
at (fst denicd, swearing “lie had no fire-arms with
him on the 9th of June;” but he was at length
obliged to admit—that he had lied when he said he
had had no fire-arms ; that he had a pistol with him ;
that he hiad fired it—<¢ in the air®—he said. The dis-
ance from where he fired his pistol, to the place
where he was attacked, wight have been passed in
jwo ov three minutes. Did uot know whether the
people who stopped him, did it with the view of ar-
resting him for firing upon then. .

Trom this appears that Gleanon committed ?hn
first outrage, by fiving upon a crowd of unoffending
people ; that they threshed him as Le deserved; anid
that in the fight, which ke himself had provoked, he
received two or three wouns,

Alexander M¢Tarlane saw the eab, in which Glen-
non was, stopped by a mob ; and saw a man throw a
stone into it.  Did not think the prisoner was the
man. "This closed the case for the prosceution, and
the trial was postponed 1o Thursday.

On the defence, which was ably conducted by the
prisoncr’s Counsel, the falsity of the accusation was
satisfactorily established 5 Tadge Aylwin summed up,
and after a short consultation the Jury refurncd a
verdict of « Not Guilty”—to the great satisfaclion
of Garret Barry’s friends, who scemed to take alively
interest in the procecdings.

« & ProresTants Arrzan 1o ToE Dovay Biane”

Before entering upon the question—IIow should
iimages, or pictorial representations, of sacred sub-
jects be treated 7—it may net he out of place to
mention soma of the reasons why the Chureh resom-
tends their use, as adjnnets to divine worship ; for it
st be remembered that thay are not commznded
as absolutely necessary, but recommended as useiul.
They nve uselul 1—

1. As supplying to the ignnrant the place of books.
A pieture is olten more easily intellisible, and «peaks
more plainly to the understanding, than a seripture 1 —

£ Seonins rritant animos demissa par ayrem

Qanm que sunt oculis subjecta fidelibas, et guwe

Ipse sibi tradit spectalor.®— oy, Arl. Poel.

Pictures are the Looks of the unlearned.

2, As incentives to devotion, and as forcibly re-
alling to our minds the heroic actions of the Saints
and Martyrs 3 thus urging us to imitate them in their
virtues bere upan carth, if we would be, with them,
partakers of the joys of heaven, herealter.

3. Asa tribufe of respect to the memory of those
whom we Lonor—as (he friends of God—as the aio-
dels whose conduct we should copy—-and, as onr con-
tinual intercessors at the throne of grace.  I( rigiitly,
and withont being obnosious to the charee of idola-
tey, or profanity. men show their respect for the illus-
wions in the eivil order, by erecting, in their memory,
satues and images, by means of whieh (leir virtaes,
and Leroic deeds, shall be handod down fo the Intest
posterity—how can it reasonabiy Dbe objrcted to us
that, in a similar manner, we delight to do honor to
fieroes anil great men, in the religious order, by plac-
ing their images in our temples, and thus keeping
their noble actions ever before onr cyes?

4. As a continual profession of our Faith in the
dactrine of the Incaruation ; andas o testimeny to the
truth of that article of our Creed which declares—
“et homg factus est.”  As against the errors of the
lrereties who denied the perfect divinity of our Lord,
the Church opposed the “homousion,”’ of the
Nicene Creed, and the « Ircotilos” of Iiphesus—
sn, against the heretics who denied His perfect hu-
wanity—who, led astray by the false Guosis of the
Doceta, asserted that it was only an appearance, &
phantom Christ, that suffered for us on the cross—
shie opposed the image of the Son of God crucified.

Tt was upon this important doctrinal ground that
the venerable Germanus, Patriarch of Constantinople,
based his opposition to the impious vieleuce of Leo
the Jsaurian,  When that arbitrary monarch sought
1o cloak his persecutlion against the Churcl, under
the pretence of an ardent zeal for religion, and a
serupulous regard for the Mosaic¢ law, the Patriarch
replied, by insisting upon the difference betwixt the
Ol and the New, Testmument dispensations,  Under
the first, it was prohibited to make any image to re-
present the Deity, for God bad not, as then, appeared
at any time under a sepsible form.  « You saw. not
any similitude-in the day that the Lord Gad spoke
toyou in Horeb--Dexs. iv. 15, Butunder the New
"Testament dispensation, the reason for this prohibition
no longer existed ; for God had appeared, and dwelt

with men, in a human forra.  Assurely then—argued
the Patriarch—as we believe in the true Ju-
manity of the Son of God, so surely we must form

{ to ourselves some image of the God-man ; the repre-

sentation of Christ, in such an image, being essen-
tially the same as an oral confession of the great mys-
tery of the Son of God, and a practical refutation of
Dacetism.  Tn the same spirit, and upon the same
grounds, did John of Damascus defend the use of
images ; as did also Theodore, Abbot of Studion, to
whom it appeared one and the same thing—1to confess
Christ and to confess ITis Tmage—or to deny Christ,
and to deny His Tmage. Now the reasons for retaining
images in our churches are as strong at the present
day, as they were in the days of Germanus, because
the errors of the modern Protestant are as dangerous
as, though of a different kind trom, those of the more
ancient Doceta. We must however combat both
errors with the same weapons,

The tendency of all Protestantism is to dissolve
Christ.  Tts spirit is the spirit of that Antichrist spo-
ken of in the first Epistle of St, Joln, iv. 3.; and, in
accordance with the promptings of that spirit, it ig-
nores-—~sometimes Ilis perfect divinity—sometimes
His perfect humanity—but never does it accept the
doctrine of the Tnearnation in its integrity—never
doesit perceive in TTim the One Christ, the God-man,
Tn the terrene Christ—the Christ who dwelt under
the humble roef of Mary and Joseph, partaking of
their toils, and [rugal fare—it sees only the Luman :
henee the repugnance of Prolestants to the title—
« Theotilros”—or Mother of God, asapplicd fo the
Blessed Virgin,  On the other hand, in the glorified
Christ, Protestants bebald only the divine, to the ex-
clusion of the hwmnan ; hence their diglike to images of
Clirist ; particularly to those in which Mary is repre-
sented as bearing in her maternal arms the God-child
whiclishie had borne in her virginal womb.  Their ob-
jections to the title,and to the image, spring fram the
same source—viz., want of faith in the sublime mys-
tery, ¢« Verbum caro fuctum'est ;> and their errors,
as those of Docetism, the Clurch combats with
the same weapans.  To both she opposes the some
confession of faith, in the images of the Virgin Mo-
ther, helding in her arms the sccond Person of the
"I'rinity, made man—perfeet God, even whenunier
the form of a helpless babe Tle reelined upon her
bosam—-and perfect man, now, whilst seated af the
right Ttand of 1lis Patherin heaven. This is one use
of imazes: and the objections raised by Protestants
against ikat nse, convines, not Catholies of idolatry,
but themselves of Nestorianisn.  When once Dro-
{estants shall have thoroughly embraced the doctrine
af the Tnearnation in its intearily, their opposition,
both to the title of Mother of God, and to images,
or pictorial representations, of the Virgin and Child,
will be set at rest.

Tutimately conncefed therefore asis (he use of
images with the ereal mysterics of our holy religion,
it is not wonderful that the Church recommends their
proper vse to Her children, and commands the faithful
to treat them with dne respeel: not. as we lave
shawn before, for the sake of any virtue, or divinity,
inhcrent within them; but on account of the proto-
types which they represent ; znd beeause, all things,
consecrated to the service of Almighty God, should
be treated with due respeet by His servitors.

The question then arises—what kind of honor, ur
veneration is due to images or pictorial representa-
tinns of sacred persons or subjeets T We answer—
a veneration of the same kind as that which we ren-
der to other material, and hinnimate objecls, conse-
crated {o God’s service, and cmployed in is wor-
ship ; honar such as we render to the book in which
are enntained the words of the Gospel-—lo the Altar
on which we offer the unbloody sacrifice of the new
law—to the Chalice, and consecrated vessels used in
that sacred action—to the Chureli itseli) in whicl we
meet to adore the King of Kings, and Lord of Lords.
This is the docirine of the veneration of images as
Aefinerd by the seventh General Council, the 20 of
Nice, A D, 787,

« Conetliom  dicit. imagines non aliter adorari,
quam adoretnr liber Bvangeliornm, et sacra vasi’—
Rullarmim, de imag. Sancl, L. 2. ¢. xxiv, .

Now, if this respect, or veneration, {o inonimate
objects be idolatrons, not Papists alone, but Jews,
Mahometans, and niost Protestants, are olnoxious to
the charge.. % 'I'he command is positive”-—says the
Protestant—¢ thou shalt not adove them, vor serve
them 3** and the next moment we see him, in the li-
reral sgnse of the word, ¢ edore,”” adoring a book,
an inanimate ohject—a creature of rags and vellum,
or perbaps leather—raising it to his lips, Xissing it, in
token of his vencration for the written contents, and
of bis oblization to speak the truth.  Shall we there-
fore tax him, with the erime of idolatry, beeause he
thus, for a religious purpose, literally adores the
Bile? God forbid; bnt for the sake of justice,
and coasistency, we beg of him to refrain from lurl-
ing his reproaches at ns when we, by similar outward
acts desire 10 manifest our inward feclings of love,
and respect for all that is in any way coanected with
our religion, ¢ Thou shalt not bow down to them.”
repeats our Drotestant objector.  © Where”—asks
Mr. Jenkins—<in the New Testament, or even in
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the Old, do you find corresponding practices”™—p.
118. Has Mve. Jenkins never read in the book of
Josue, vii,, 0, how ¢ Josue rent his garments, and
feli flat on the ground before the ark of the Lord 7
Yet we cannot acquit Josne of idolatry, _il' the Pa-
pists, who bows his head before the crl'lmﬁ.\'.. be not
cqually innocent. Shall we aceuse David of idolatry,
because, in solemn and iriumphant procession, e
brought the same inanimate ohject, from the !muse of
Obededom, into the city of David, be himsel{ leaping
and dancing before it? Tn the eyes of the daughter
of Saul, the king appeared a weak and superstitions
driveller ; but not so in the eyesof IHim, who testi-
fied His displeasure of any, the slightest, want of

raverence towards creatures specially conscerated (o

[I1s worship, by smiting Oza for his rashness in lay-
ing unhallowed hands upon the ark, even to keep it
from falling ; and whn * slew of the men of Beth-
sames, becaunse they had seen®—or curiously looked
into-~the ack of the Lord,” fifty thousand—I.
King, vi,, 19. From these examples, we may learn
with what veneration the Tord will Lave treated, even
creatures of wood, that have been specially conse-
erated to Ilis service; and that Ye does not look
upon the treating them with due vespect, as the giv-
ing the honor, which is due to ITim alone, to another.

Is the Jew guilty of idolatry, we would ask, be-
canse of the respeet, and outward marks of venera-
tion, which he renders to the written copy of lis
Law 7—not daring o tonch it, save with washed
hands, inor even then without & cover. No—most
assuredly he is not.  "Then neither is the Catholic an
idalator, because of the respect which he pays to the
pictared, or sculptured "copy of the “ Word made
flesh.”  Are Muslims‘idolatrous on account of the
reverence with which they approach, and bandle the
Kuran 7* And if their homage towards the scrip-

tares of the false propliel be not idolatrous, hiow can
that homage be idolatrous, which Christians render
to the piciures of the Virgin Mother of the true
God1

Tt does nnt say much for the intellizence of Mr.
Jenkins® auditors, that he should have ventured to re-
iterate the stale charge of idolatry against the Ca-
tholic Clrch, because of heruse of images; acharge
abandoned as untenable, and admitted 1o be unjust,
by all well edueated Protestants. ¢ But the great
injustice that was dope 1o the advecates ol image-
warship”—says Neander in his chapter on the icono-
clasts— Iy broadly accusing them of idolatry, ap-
pears from the fellowing express determination of the
Counril—(2. Nice)—* Dowing {0 an image, which
is simply the token of fove and reverence, ought by
no means 1o be confounded with the adoration which
is due to (God alone.””  Teilmitz is equally candid.
Ne Catholiz, he says, no one in his senses, ever
dreams of saying, ¢ Grant me, O image what T seek
—T'o thee O marble or wond do T return thanks—
but, “Thee 01 Lord do Tadore; 1o Thee 1 sing
praise.”  1e argues too, that there is no move idol-
atry in exhibiting reverence to a picture of Jesus,
which addresses itself o the eye—than to the name
of Jesus, which addresses itself to the car.  The op-
tica! phenomena which conjure up the idea Christ in
the one case, heing as worthy of veneration as are the
acoustical phenomena, which conjure up the sameidea,
in the other case—and yet it is written ““that in the
name of Jesus every kuee shonld bow, of those that
are in heaven, anearth, and in lLel—11ill. 2. 10,
I to how to the image of Jesus be idolatry, the bow-
ing to Iis name wust be “ onomatoletrice’®—vide
Leibnitz, Syst. Theoles.

We will suppose the case of a d7nd man, who
kearing the name of Jesus, bows his head reverently,
Ts hie then an idolater?
Iy comlemn Dim.  Well then, we will sappose an-
ather case; that of a deaf man, who, at the sight of
apiciure of Jesus, bows his bead veverently; the
sense of sight in his case giving rvise to the same rehi-
aiaus sentiment that the sense of hearing did in the
other: and this same religions senfiment expresing it-
self in botlr eases by the same ontward acts. Would
the deal man be an idolater for howing belore the
pictare of Jesns?  Mr. Jenkins says—* Yos”—but
Lieihmitz would tell him—+ No—No—No.”

But By, Jenkins is not the man to be put down by
Neander or Teibnitz. Ile has travelled : be has
seen Lhe world, and is not a person to be casily de-
ceived :—

“We have seen for ourselves the evils of image and
Saint worship.,  Ga into any Roman Catholie country,
enter a village, converse with its peasantry, aud whiat
do you find 27 That Saims, and especially the Virgin,
are set before Christ: that the e sphitual worship
of the Most High God is lost in the worship of images.
What is the testimony of our mast intellizent travel-
lers? \Vhy that Htaly knows more of Mary than of
Christ.??—p. 119,

Mr. Jenkins has been in Taly, and of course isone
“of our most intelligent travelers ”—intimafely ac-
quainted with the manuers, with the modes of think-
ing and speaking—with the customs and Janguage
of the Ttalinns, no donbt—as witness his translations
from the Ttalian—¥addloloratissimo—most adora-
ble.” Murray in band, lie has done his Rome, and his
Naples, his Ierculancum and Pompeii—perlaps has
had a peep at the crater of Mount Vesuvius, and
tasted very indifferent wine at Portici—but, we sus-
pect that like most other ¢ intelligent travellers,” he
is little qualified 1o pass an opinion on the inward life,
the thoughts, and modes of expression, of a lively,
keen-witted, and fun-loving race, like the people of
sunny Italy. « Tntelligent British travellers” swarm all
over the peninsula, putting all manner of silly questions
—and—alas that we should say it—recciving still more
monstrous answers. The fact is, that, like Paddy,
the Italian is mighty fond of poking fun:” and when
he gets'hold of a * aaping gowk® in tlie shape of an
“ intelligent Briton” his first abject is to mystify
the Lonest ereature. Ilence the extraordinary le-
gends which * intelligent travellers” collect from
the mnst indubitable authorities—and the marvellous
documents in the form of true and authenticaled
copies of Papal Bulls, Pardons, Absolutions, and In-
dulgences, which are palmed wpon them by erafty
cicerones, and exhibited 10 gaping {riénds at home.—
Tt is a great shame, certainly, to hoax honest men in
this way ; but still it is done every day, in Ireland,
as well as Ttaly ; and we greatly fear that Mr. Jen-
kins has fared no better in the hands of the Philis-
tines than have many others of Lis equally ¢ intelli-

Tven Mr. Jenkins will hard-

gent fellow-travellers.” At this we must not wonder :
for your * evangelical traveller” especially, is recog-
nised at once on the Continent, despite the somewhat
unclerical prasks—freaks of the “old Adam®—in
which—when at a distance {rom their congregations,
and with the eyes of no censorious Elders, or prying
Deacons, npon them—our saintly friends sometimes
indulge. Not that we mean any thing personal
against Mr. Jeakins—we only venture so insinuate
that he, like many other “intelligent travellers,” liag
been the ¢ victim of gammon.”

BAZAAR.

The Tadies of the Providence Convent will open
A BAZAATR on WEDNESDAY next, and will
continne it to the end of the week. Our city readers
are well aware that these pions ladies are the devoted
friends of the homeless and destitute poor, and that
their time and resourees are employed in solacing and
comforting the distressed, and desolate. "Their means,
at present, are inadequate to the claims upon them
hrnece we would earnestly beseech ow humane and
charitable fellow-citizens to patronise their Bazaar
and thus enable the Sisters to carry out their mission
of merey. '

We loarn from the Toronto Mirror that the Very
Rer. Father Abbot, accompanicd by the Rev, 1Pa-
ther Dowinic, of the Trappist Monastery, of Gethse-
mani, in Kentueky, having completed their four in
the diocese of Toranto, ake about to visit the Ioastern
portions of the Provinze, in search of the alms of the
faithiful. in order to complete the works already com-
meneed at theiv infant institution 1 Wentueky.  We
trust that (he Rev. Fathers will find amongst the
Cathelies of Tower Canada, that support and encour-
agement which their noble undertaling deserves,

We rearel te find in the {ollowing obituary notice
of a son of our respected friced Dre. Clisholin, LA,
who fafely left this eify 1—

Licvrexant T.. 1T, Custony, 40 Bexean
N.L—="The lrother officers of Tieutenant Toundoun
Tlastings Chisholm, of the 4101h Benga) N1, youna-
est son of Dr. Stewart Chisholm, 1AL, whe died on
the 16th of May fast, at Rangoon, have merd:ed their
esteem for his ooy and character by creeting o
monnent over bis Tientenant Chizholng was
a promising voung offieer, and his death is deejdy re-
eretied by oll who knew Win— British drmir Des-
prich.

Some elarm has boen ereated at Quabee by ihe
arrival of the ship iflngal from Liverpool, with a
large number of passengers, of vihom 34 died of ¢hio-
lera on the passave ont. The INueal has been sent
down to Grosse Tsle t0 do Quarantine.

Ox Dit.—T0is cwrrently peported that James M,
Ferres, Esq., Tditor and proprietor of the Mo breal
Gaszerte, will present hiwsell before the good peaple
of the county of Blissisquoi, as u candidale for Par-
Hamenfary honors at the next clection. We are
also given to understand, that e 20w disfinguisled
confemporary cxpects nsa consequence of s snecesy,
to be vaised fo the oflice of Tnspector Generzl, wund
this of course accounts for his « virtuons indienation”
at whal he styles the £10,000 Job,” and his con-
tinued abuse of his rival the 1onovable Mr. Tlincks,
But, entre nous, we would siaply remark that tiie
Court of Quarter Sessians has « prior clidm upon
the gifted and aspiving Missisquoi eardidate, and (hat
before be fills the hizh office of Inspector Generad,
hie must fiest be purified before alegat tribunal, We
wish him, however, as we are haund (o do, a happy
deliverance, and better luck than bas Defallon his
unfortunate friends, Duxald C, MaeNab and Georgn
Benjamin, Grand Orange Master of all Canada, botl
of whom, as we have stated elsewhere, are doubt-
lessly expiating their disgracelul crimes in soimne loatl-
some prison.— Monlreal Ihrecman.

The FEdinburgh Advertiser finds a clie to the
vacillating conduct of the Aberdeen ministry upon
the ISastern Question, in the Puseyiical tendencies
of several membersof the cabinet. It is kuown that
the Anglican leresy bas long sought (o aly itsell
with the Greek sehism ; and, though hitherto the ad-
herents of the latter bave treated the liumbie over-
tures of the Anglicans with profound contempt,
the lope is still cherished that, by sopporting the
cause of lhe Grecl Christians, and recognising the
pretensions of Nussia (o a Protectlorate in the Kast,
the scruples of the Oriental schismalivs against
Anglican lieretics may be overcome. Ilence the
unwillingness of certain members of the Cubinet to
proceed to extremities with the Czar.

REMITTANCES RLECEIVED.

Quebee, M. Earight, £10; New Glaszow, E. Carry,
Gs 3d ; Darham, M, Brady, 12s 6d; Kingston, Mrs
Deleany, £1 s 3 J. Meagher, £% 155; J. Hickey, 6s
3d; St. Thomas, P. Bobier, £115s; Bywown, L. Wlhe-
lan, 6s 3d; St Mary’s, Capt. G. Harris, 65 3d ; Gren-
ville, Rev. M. Byrne, £1; Toranto, T. ’Connor, 155
Dewittville, J. M¢lver, £1 11s 3d ; Richmond, C. 1.,
J. Berry, 535 Richmond, C.W., M. Brady, 12s Gd;
Alexandria, M. MeDonald, 12s 6d ; Colouel Chisholm,
13s 6d ; Lancaster, K. M¢Laughlin, 7s 6d ;3 Vankleeck
Hill, D. McDonald, 10s; St. Johns, N. B., Rev. E. J.
Danphy, £1 5s; Three Rivers, J. Whiteford, 15s3
Peterboro, B, Boyd, £1; St. Andrews, Rev. G. A.
Itay, £116s 3d ; Perth, Rev. J. H. McDonagh, 1336 ;
Compton, P. Ryan, 6s3d; Lochiel, O. Quigly, £1 15s;
Lachine, 1. Nortdn, 128 6; St. Paschal, I. Ennis,
£1 115 3d; Deschambault, Rev. E. Poire, £1 17 6d;
Vankleek Hill, R. McDonald, 15s.

* The more_ strict among them dare not touch it - withont
being first washed, or legally purificd; which lest they shoutd
do by inadvertence, they sometimes write these words of the
hoolk itsell an the cover, or label,— None shall touch it but
those who are purified ¥—FKuran, o.lvi, v.78, They read it
witlh great care and respect, never hnl’ding it below their
girdles— Vide Lanc's Kuran.

Died. -
At St. Grégoire, County of Nicolet,on the 23rd inst.
after a short illness, John Calvin Alexander, Esq.,
Physician, a native of Uxbridge, Mass., aged 78 yoars,

and 4 months; , o



