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HOHTREAI. FRIDAY J’AN 16 1863

NEWS OF THR WEKK
Ounr European fyles for the past werk are very
barren of interesting matter. No great polin-
cal changes have occurred on l!xc Coatinent, o
fromn the wznufacturing districts in the North of
England the tidings are more clieerful than they
bave been of late. It is coufidently asseried
. that the criws of the Cotton famive has passed,
end thut an improvement in the conditinn of the
-opfratives may in consequence be expected.
There hus been hard fighting on this side of
1he Atlautic betwixt the twa hostile parties, and
‘the resulty are apon the wheole very cheering for
1be cause of Southern independence.  "The groat
Federat expedition agumst Vieksburg has besa
gallantly repnised by the Confederates, who in-
flicted great slaughter upon their ewemies. The
latter liave also met with another Very serious
defeat at Paine's Biufl, Missisvippi ; but as
ret-off, the Yankees claim a viclory over the
“Southerners at Springfield. Siuce s defeat
before the Jonfederate [ipes nesr Fredericks-
burgh, the army of the Potomac has remained
icactive; and winist on one hand it1s asseried
that it is about to take up winter quarters, on
the cther haod there are rumors that it will again,
.and shortly, resume offcasive operutions agauwst
Richmoad.

The strong and well yrounded confidence thnt
Protestunt jrurnalists place in the ignorance of
their readers upon all maiters ceanected with
the doctrine ard disciphne of the Catholic
Church, aad of ecclesiastical history cutside of
tle pale of their own litile wnsigmficant secis, is
well illusteated by the 81, John's Colonial Pres-

1dytertan ot the 251h wlt.  This writer takes us
to task for asserting Wat—on all matters of
doctrine, wherein DProtestunt seets differ from
Catholics—with the exception of the * Supre-
macy of the Roman Pontiff "—the Sclusmatic
.Greek Church aprees with Rote; and tha
wherein the Grecks difler from Rome on other
-dogomtic points, such as on the double pracession
‘of the Third Person of the Blessed Trinity,
they differ ulso, and 10 the same extent, from the
Church of England as by Law Eablished.—
»Our cowtewporary thes atiempte 1o refute ns:—

“The Greck Church encourages the cirenla-
tion of the Bible ia the vernacular l»nguu;e of the
people, in which also 18 own ritual is generally
.eelebrated, asd while sssociating teadition winh
the wntun word of God as a Ruale o' Faith, the
«Greek Ohurch provides that the formier wmust be in
accordanoe with the first ccumenical counclls, nnd
the Synoda held in Cunstaatineple in 692, and 879,
-880."

To hus we reply, that the Greck Church does
.ot encourage 1he circulation of the Bible in the
sulgar tongue amongst the people j because ity
Rule of Faith is, formally, identical with that of
the Cathohc Church, as i« ademitied by our op-
ponent. Not the “ Bible alone,” but the Bible
o witerpreted by the Church, and through her
Nyoods, i the Rule of Fanhi 10 the Christians of
the East, an it i3 to those of the West j and on
this fundamental powt they both differ from all
Protestant sects, We thas, from the very words
of the Colonial P.cshyterian, establish the

truth of the first part of our thesic,
~ The Latin, as well as the Greck Chureh of
course insists that the tradition, or unwritten
word ¢ be in sccortlatice with the decrees of the
first Bcumenical Couneils 3 and il the foriner
‘does uol inxist upon the arcordance of her tradi.
tions with ¢ the Synady held in Constantinople in
692, aed 879 880 itis because that she, i
comumon with all Protestaut sects, dues iol ac-
_knowledge the bindwg force of the peculiur de-
crees of either of those Synods.  The first, that
."'o'I 692 - In Trull »—was indeed in rome respects
"8 continvation of'he V1. General Council, whose
:dogmalw deerecs it lefl umum.hed but iis pecn-
diar wnrk cormslwu of certain dlamplm.ury Can-
“ ons, 102 in pumber, was never recoguised by
‘Rome ag the work of an Cirmmenical Council,
snd ‘is not at the present duy sccepted as of vhe
".i.ohtest value. by any exisling Protestant deno-
4nination—as may rendlly be inferred from the
_Iul that, of those Canuus- the shird forbuds the
isecond warfiage of & simple preshyter, and hix
namage with a. wu!ow 3 winht anolher, 1he
lwe\l’lh, upressly forbidy all Blahnps frome remain-
" ing . the. mmed ptale. For parlrculm, we

"(Fu Yo s b oaz)

a ;eutlnonty upon tbe snbjecl,'wlm.h Le will: be more
‘, Ilkefy t0.accept. favorably lhal that ol' a Culho-'

Ilc bistoruin, _
- Wiih respect. 1o the olher Constanlmepohlan

x S)nod, ‘that of 879 880, 1be same rejoinder is
‘| appheable.  Nueithier by Rome, nor by Protest-
1-ants of any sect, bay it been received as autbori-

tative on matters eitber of doctrine or of disci-
ph:e ; and agnin in this re~pet.t where the Ca-
tholic dnﬂ'ers fron the Greek Clurceh, these the
foriner agrees with all existing forins of Protest-
antism. The Synod of 879-890 was tha rexult of
an attempt of the schismatic Photins—the intro-
sive Patriarch of Constantinople—to procure a
reversion of the coudemnatien pronounced npon
tnm by the General Counril of 869—known as
the Fourth of Coustantinople, aud as the yghth
QZcumenenl Council.  The fatter had decided
in favor of the cluims of Tgnatins. whom 1the
Emperor Michael MI. bad imquitomly driven
{rom the Patriarchal thvone, lo wake room for
the wore plizut Photwus. This condemnanion
was confirmed by the Pope, to whom the case
aad been referred 5 but after the death of lgna-

lius, and upon the accession of Bas the Mace-
donian to the purple, Photius again urged lns
preteasions, and sought to strengthen his positicn
by the suthority of the Synod, to which the
Colontal Prestytcrian sefers as j but o8 vesther
Catholies nor Drotestants recognise (hat Synod
as & Geueral Council, or attseh auy value to ns
decrees, we have anotker proof of the truth of
the thests—ibat wherein * the Greeks differ from
Cathoties, 1hey iffer also, and 10 the sine ex-
tent, from the Church of Euglund.”

If. however, we would learn the precise exfent
of the degmatic differences betwixt the Catholic
Churcl and the rehismatic Greeks, we may find
it clegrly defiued in the letter of Miclaed Ceru-
larsus, Patriarch of Cuonstantineple, 4.D. 1053,
and addressed to Johin, Bishop of ‘Lran tn Apulia,
Next to Plotius, Michael Cerulurins may be
looked upon as the chief agent in the deplorable
schism winch separated tie Bast from the West;
aud us Do wen coeld lave been betier scqnainted
than was the last-named with the differences which
led to that schism, 50 also no one could have been
more deeply intevested in making out what 1s eall-
ed # a good cave® again-l lwme and in jushfica
lion of Ihe very sertous wovement which be cou-
tewmplated.®  Tins letter, of which only o Latin
translation now exists, 18 cited by Geweler, the
Protestant Ecclesis=tival historian above quoted ;
aud from it we gather thut the maiu pointy of
duference belwint the Greek and Latm Churches,
upon wlich the schismatic Patriurch insisted, and
upen which: be attempted fo justly his schism,
were these - The use of unleavened bread in
whereas in the East feavened bread was employ-
ed; the Sabbatical fust, or fast on the Saturdays
of each week, which the Latins then observed,
wud which observonce the Orientals deaounced
as-savoring of Judaism. The non-observance in
the West ol the recommendation to abstain from
bload, and from 1he flesh of animals strangled, as
srticles of food ; and the Western custom of not
singing  Alleluia after Quadregesima.  These,
with the * filiogue,” or assestion of \he double
Procession of thie Third Person of the B. Trinity
by the Latiu Clanch, were the ouly differences
which (he lyox-eyed eritic, and denouncer of Rom-
ish error, could detect in Vhe eleventh century—
an epoch when certainly all that Protestanis
denovuce as aofatry in the Catholic Chureh
was fully developed ;- and would bave besn
denounced also by -the Patrarch of Constan-
tinople, af those -.adolatries and corruptions
which now distinguish Cathohic, from Protest-
ant worskip and doctrive, bad then subsel-
ed betwixt the Lating, and their envenom-
el enemies —the Greebs.  'We are justified there-
fore in concluding that on all puints of doeirine
—the Real Presewce, Purgatory, Invocanion of
Suints—aot raised in the lettee of Michael
Cerularius, tuere was at the date of its composi-
non—~A.D. 1053 —~perlect agreement betwixt
Rome aud Constantinople,

That such actually was ile v.-esr, appears also
from the debates at the Council of Flarence,
when, for a time, the breach betwixt the two
Communions was closed up.  Tias therefore false
1thil, us our wontemporary preteads,  the ¢ Mass’
uf e Greek Clurch is essentislly- diflevent from
that of the Romun ;™
estentiol difference to-day, the same essential ehf-
fercuce must have been in exislence prior 10 1he
eleveuth century —dince the present rituals or
Liturgics of buth wre, by all admitled 1o be iden-
ticak wyth those enployed eight hundied years
ago; and would have been pointed out, and -
sisted upon by the prommoteis of the sehism, in
yustification of the sepavation of Charches hi-
fering ¢ ersenlially” from ane another on matiers
relating to fush and worship. The Celonial
Presbyterian pretends that shough the * Greek

for were there any such

1 Cuurch prays for the dead,’it knows nothing of a

purgatory—nnibing of the purgalory of the Reo-
man Church.” I+ wol 1bis something akin 10

* It was in the year lmmeaielel} following !rre let-
ter of Mickned Cernlnriug that the lertee of excemmn-

micnuon wae formally lwid wpon the nitar of B, SL-
phin by’ the Papat Legaue, .

'fe(i our cgnl,e\:nvp‘orary lo G I(r?‘_% e’
lsum.of . Eooksmatloaz IIrstory, as. a:Prolestanl, ,

the Buchanstic Sacrifice by (he Westera Church,
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: =deed " is: |l’nol rldenl |hat lhsl Churt.h beheres,.
or “that, when its preseat. Lnlurgy was compited;.

w'did bolwrc ; that the dead were, or inight be, in
a sfate’ m-ermediale ‘betwixt heaven and hell, and
wherein lhey might be aseisted by the prayers of
the faubiful vpon eamh1  But if the Greek
Church believes, or behwved, this—and upon any
other hypothesis its custon of praying for the
dead is inexplicable—it holds, or certainly once
hetd, sl that the % Rowan Churel®” teaches as of
farthe conceraing purgatory s—

© Prgatoritm ease, animnsque ibi detentar fidelinvm

ficiv, juvari®— Conc. . I'rid. Scss. 25,

T'lris 19 all that the » Roman Churel asserts
dogratically on the subiject ¢ that there is a pur-
gatory, and that the souls of the taithinl therein
detamed are assisted by the prayers of the faith-
ful, and espreinlly by the accepteble Sacnfice of
the Altar. ‘T'his too iy, and ever has been, the
dectiine of the Greek Courch on 1he same sub-
Jret, as is eeident in tat 11 ¢ prays tor the dead™
~for whom il would not pray f 1t dud uot be-
heve thal they unght be aided by those prayers,
aud were therefore neither in the full enjoymen
of hesvea nud its pefect bappivess, nor m the
torments of hell from which there is no redemp-
tion. ‘Phete have been differences of oprnon
between the Fastern aud Western Fathers as 1o
the previse condinous of pugatory —sowe hold-
ing 1o fire, orhers 1o datkaess 5 but the Western
Chorch ins never provouuced dogmatically upon
the sobject, and in ber prayers for the dead she
invokes for them a place boili of hght, and of
Theie ss theretore absolutely nol
the shghtert differeace benwixt
teacthicgs of 1he Greek and Westers Churches
upon the subject of Porgatory.

So tuo with regard to the use of images, and
the invor atwon of the B. Motler of God, and other
Saints rergning with Corste It is brae that
Greek Church objects (0 images sn reltef, but ad-
ats and encourages the use amnugst us volaries
Ttias

wvolves however no essential dilference, or dif’

refresiment,
the doctnnal

the

of prelures or images upen a plane surface.

lerenve of principle ; fur i to treat with outwari
waiks of respect au image “in reliel or emboss-
ed work” be wdolatry, 1o treal an finage painted
on a plane surfuce, with similae warks of respect,
must be uo less an outrage upon the divine ma-
jesty, and wn lraction of she divine commands.
There is howeves ove buportant admission, inad-
vertently msude by our contemporary wpon the
subject of the iuvocatioa and honorimng of Sainis,
10 which he will, we trust, permit us respectfully
to direct bis utiention, e saysi-=

o Thougeh the Greek Chuieh ¢ venerates’ the Virgin
Mary, it knows vothing of the Marivlaley of the RRo
winn Churel, aod would be utterly astounded o henr
of that grent dogmntic uuw.-lu. the ductring of the
Immuculnte Couception.”

The above entract shows lhal when it swts
their purpose, Protestants can dracmmrmle, can
see an esseubil defference petwisy dwdia and
datria ; betwixt that bouor, or religious ¢ venera.
iton™ winch may innncently be paid to the Sajuts
as creatures, ambthat which is doe to God 1he
Cseator alone, and which if teodered to any
crealure, however ¢xaled, woull be wolatry.—
Under ordinary circumstauces, DProtestants pro
fess 10 be unable 1o see the difference; they
brand ihe disimction betwixt dudic and Zatria
wpon winrh the Catholic controversialist insists,
as casuistry, haw-splitting, and, 1o sum up all jn
one word, as © Jesuelry ;" but when by recog-
uising the essential diffiereace betwixt the higher
and lower kinds of worship, signified respectively
by the terws latria aud dulic, they can magnify
schisin at the expense of the Church, thew men-

ties are »0 sharpened, that they can detect a dif-
furence where none exists. Tne % veneration”
which the Greeks pay 10 the B. Virgin is, o kind.
precisely the same as that which the Catholic
Cliurch offers to the same chypect—that is to say,
the higher form of dulan, or hyperdulia, wlich
differs frem Zatriu not indegree, but in Kkind.—
But we let tlns pass; we are satished, perfectly
satisfied, with 1he adinission made by onr Presby-
lesinn contemperary, to the effeet that at is pox-
sble to give religious veneralion to a creature
without aud that
the cw/tus sanclorum, or worship of he Saints,
Ly un wesns necesardy involves that highu,q
form of worship dve to God alone, aud ditin-
guished by the térm Jatria.  MHencelorth, we
iy expect fiom our Protestant conlemporaies

falling into the sm of wdotany

a more ratonal treativent of the imporlaul ues-
tion—whether it be possible to venerale ke
Saints without veing guilty of adolsiry 7—and
the emiue Question al issue betwixt us and them
onabe xubjeat of saml worship will 1hus be nar-
vowed "to the discussion of the queshion of fact—
Does the homage, worslep, or ¢ veneration’ whclh
the Catholic Church pays 1o the Saints exeewl ys
tegitnmate baurds Fand is it iu short as mnocent as
that whichi the Greeks € who kaow nothing of the

* Mariolatry of the Roman Chureh,” pay to the B.

Virzin T 1l our contemnpotary will ¢comlescend 1o
drﬁrw“ the docirine of the Tangacnlne Cn"cp'..
tiow?—as ke wnderstands t—we stall nerhaps
bave il to o prwer (0 show Lo bun either, that
he 15 prossly ignorant of s S|gmﬁ'-.-|l|uu, or thut
it is by uwo weans a ¢ dogimitic koelty” or one
which would in any drurve ustound those ve-

guawied with Oneutal patristic hleraluie.

«

to make eur read

sufleamis, potissimum vers seceptnbili Alta.ds sacri-

1al eyes became so keen, their metaphysical facul -

g

rsyacquamted. ;.,wnh(h,th -real | |
f.u:ls of his ‘edse, which’ has: exclted a’ profound
nterest. lhruughout (he; Province. ; To- day we.
hasten to redeem ‘that ;pronise, havmg recelred-
full sad correct. pnrllculars from. our. esleemed
correspondent Sursfield, the substance of which

we hasten 10 lay belore our readers ; rince from
its length it 1s. impossible 10 give the letter. in its.

entirely in our fimited space. 'We ‘may preface
the story, with this expression of our opinion, form-
ed afier an attentive and impartial study of all its
facts—1that the Aylwards were murdered § Suth-
cially murdered indeed, and wih all due forms
of Jaw; but, none the less Toully and most:
brutally murdered.

‘The Aylwards, an Irish Catholic couple—the
busband about 26 years of age, the wife some
ihree years younger, and witls three young chil-
dren — were both of irreproachable character,
and remarkable v their attachment to one
another, their indusiry, the aeatuness of their lit-
tle liouse, aud theie amiability of disposition.—
Some three years ago they setiled on a lot of
30 acres, given by Govermmnent as a Free Grant,
to encourzge the colonisation of the back town-
ships of the County of llastings; and shordy
after thesr sitting down upon their newly acquir-
ed lot, they were followed by a Scotchman of
the nome of Munro, who with his family, includ-
ing a young wau of about twenty years of age,
availed lwwmsell of the hberal tevms praffered by
Government to new-comers, The Aylwards
and the Muaroes, were neighbors, and lived lar-
moutously together for some tune ; but during
the spring of the second year great ravages were
committed upon the Aylward’s young wheat crop
by Muaroe’s lowls ; and though ihe sggriev-
ed party often quietly and in a most friendly
manner remonsivated upon  the subject with
Munro, begging hun to keep his fowls out of his
neighbor’s crops, pocr Aylward could get ao
satisfuction, and his complaiuts were (reated with
warked indifference.
the latter concluded that he had 1he right to pro-
tect us hutle property from destruction, aad to
shoot any animals he wight thenceforward find
commmiiting depredations  therespon.  Indeed
my wheal erop was in imminent danger of total
destiuction from the ravages commtied upon i
by Munroe’s fowls

Uuder these cireumslances

We now come to the facts which led nore
uninediately to the death of the elder Munro, as
detasled by the Solicitor General upon the
irial, and elicited 1 evidence.

One day towards the end of May 1862
Munro together witls his son, who be 1t remem.
tiered was about (wenty years of age, came over
10 Aylward’s house, and accused the Jatter ol
baviig stolen one of bis hens. Tiis charge
Aylwanil Jenied ; but it was reiterated again an
again 10 a very oflensive manner by Muaro, who
was greatly excited, and declaved he would not
leave the premises until he got lus hen.  Tn vaw
Aylward assured hun that he had not got his
tirq, though he admitted that he might have shot
one i his wheat-field, where perhaps Muaro might
find it § and agam and again he begeed the latter
to leave his house in peace. The Munroes re-
tused 10 go, and coufident in their superior force,
~ince they were two 1o one, the elder declared
that ke would reman as long as he pleased.”?
Augry words then pasted between them, when
at tast Murro suggested to Aglward that the
fowls might at thal very moment be in the
wheat-field of the latter, destroying his crops,
and that he h:d better go and shoot them again,
but that he should carry none away with him.—
Aylward turned back into his house, at the door
of which e had been standing throughout the
aftercation ; and taking dowe lus gun, proceeded
towards the wheat-field followed by his two
amtagonists, the Muunroes.  According to the
statement of the younger of these—wha though
an interested party was the only evidence
against Aylward on the subsequent trial—the
latier tusaed round, bringing his weapon present-
ed tnwards the elder Munro, ‘I'ie latier seized
hold of the gun, and a fi-rce struggle ensued for
the wmastership ; but Munro  being much
larger aud stronger mm  than was Aylward,
forced his opponent back towards the house. In
the struggle a pistol —so the younger Munro
swore on the trinl, though no evidence of the
existence of such a weapon was ever produced—
(ell from the person of Aglward ; the elder
Munro called to lus son to puek it np, and whilsi
dong >0, the witness deposed that Aylward fired
s gun al bim, and lodged its contents—slugs —
m lus bick.  The younger Munro added, thas
hie then pot up, and lovking yound saw Mrs.
Aylward stauding where bie last saw her husband

a

strugghing with lus farher 5 that he then san home
as lsst ax he could, where shortly he was rvjnivned
by lus father, the elder Munro, bleeding profuse-
ly from 1wo wounds— oue in his liead, ond the
other m his vight arm.  "Uke wounded man lg-
gered for about twelve or 1hirteen days: lie had
no_medical attendunce, but was treated by a
quick calhug bimself an “ Tudian Herb Loc
tor 3 and in cousrguence, apparently, of neglect
ar unproper treatment died of exhaushion and
loss of blood,  So far, however strong the pre:

aumpuons n"amal the Ajlwards, there was no

.,.,,..:.I.'.’ m
we! pro'mls,edf \

ewdeuce to ‘sliow- ‘that ilth;ey, or enber of ! them,
had mﬂncled lbe wounds 5 and Munro—-wben near
‘his” end he was appealed 10" to bave the ‘persons

 wiho . Wounded hlm arresled—-—refused lo do so,
rsaymg “No'!'Idon’t: want them arrosled T am.

as much to blame as tbey are.” Onlis death
bed ‘he clearly remembered that he was the sole
aggressor ; and - lhat what the “unfortunate
Aylwards bad done, they did in self—defence, and
agawst sepeniar physical force wlich they bad
no other means of repelling. This defect of
evidence was supplied in the following manner.

Tt was deposed- on the trigl—that the Ayi-
wards had  themselves atknowledged before
several persons in the village, to having inflicted
the wounds of the effects of which Munro dred—
that Mrs, Aylward had given an explanation to
the effect that, seeing her husband struggling
with Muuro tor the gun, slie seized a scythe thar
was in the house, and running to ber husband’s
assistaace struck Munro with it on the head and
on the arm. 1t was {urther deposed that sha—
Mrs. Aylward—also made use of very violent
language when speaking of the transaction, saying
|h:.t it was Ler design 1o * cut off kis head
and that when st e heard, that Munro was suﬂ'er-
ing [rom his wounds she made an ejuculation to
the eflect that she hoped ¢ thut God would m-
cresse his pains,” and again expressed 2 regres
that she had not killed * old Baldy a1 once”
she intended 10 do. But as all 1his bearsay
evideuce, or tttle-tattle as 1o what a nervous, and
excited woman said, after the event bad occnr-
red, could by no means aflect the moval or legal
value of the act preceding, we only wunder vihy
the jury were su=h idiots as to fisten to 1.

It was also deposed that, about the middle of
May, Aylward had lhad his scythe sharpened;
and 1hat, four or five days before the sad event
tock place, e had taken it off fiom tine snaith,
or handle, telling his wife to use it, if ever he
should require help 5 but as it alse appesred that
Aylward’s scythe never had been attached io 2
snuith, or handle, it is also evident that the
Crown witnesses were not ooly perjured, bus
very clumsy perjurers to boot. Anocther effurs
was made by one of these genlry 10 insinvars
malice agaiust the accused, by the retailing of 2
cock and a bull story about Mrs. Ayiward bav.
ing 1old somebody that “ she iniended to finish
old Munro by mducing bim to cross thewr fence,
and that she would then retire towards her own
liouse, and that her husband <hould thercupos
shoot him, and she could be a witness {ov lser
husband to swear that Munro had fullawed her
with tent to take improper hberties with her.”
Again we womder why such irrefevant twadidie,
which had nothing whatever to do witn the ques-
tions, * Did the Aylwards inflict the fatal wounds
mpon the deceased Muaro 7 and il so, uader
what circumslances and provocation 37 — was
ever submitted to a Jury.  And yet, such uy we
have detailed 1t was the eutire case lor the pro-
secution.

The arcused were zealously sed eloguentis
defended by James O'Reilly, E-q. of Kiuguoo.
He pointed ont that 1he ouly positive evidence
agaunt the prisoners was that of the younger
Munro, who as an interested party was a very io-
competent wilness : that, by the admission of
this witness, there coubl have been no malicious
intent upon the part of the Aytwards, seeiog that
wheo the Awo Muanroes taxed him in lns own
house with theft, and grossly wsulted Lim, he ve-
peaiediy begged and prayed ¢f them “ fo feave
e peace.” ‘Fhay all- the evidevce fendsd to
show that, relying on 1their great superiority. of
strength, the Munroes lad come over (o the
prisoner’s house with the express intent of.picking
a quarrel with him, and of assaulting him : tiat
the story about the pistol lucked confirmation,
seeing that if true, the pistol was in the younger
Munro’s possession, and wight bave bLeen pro-
duced in Court, which it was aot: and that, ad-
mitting that Mrs, Aylward did it the fatal
wounds, she did no more than was her right, be-
fore God and man, o do—whea her husband
was on his own ground violently assaulied by
one so greatly his superior in strength and nze
as wos Munro: As 1o the subsequent violent lan-
guage of Mres, Aylward, he insirted that no at-
tention should be paid to it as, even if correctly
reported, it was but 1he raving of a greatly ex.
cited and nervous female, nun.rtrd by the wugie
events of the tay, by the brotat assault upon her
busband, and by the active part wiich dhe
consequience had tuken therein, widst wm an cx-
tremely delicate state of health, and nw sing -her
third chld.  As to her busbaud, it wasnnt so
much as insinmned 1hat be siruck the bluw, of
that he inflicted the wounds which fed to Munrd®s
death.  Luis; aud wach more, dit Mr. O'Reiliy
ably and eloguently urge in tus clieat’s beinlf,

The judge hiving charged the juiy, 1he latter
after an abseuce of three lLionrs cawe inta Court
wilh a verdict of Guilty, chupled with a stung
recommendation to amercy. ‘The sentence of
death was at once passed upon them ; and by way
we tuppose of adding insult to injury, and makimg
the monstrous and most - urjust sentenre doubly
offenmive 10 Catliotics, the Feast of the Immncu-
late Conception was selected as the d.r_; for the
consumutation’ ‘of the: judlunl lmqmly.

lll lhc meanlnne active LILHWIIS were made



