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tiens regarded with affection and
foltowod withi prido as their natural
leaders. An impression lias been
produccd by Lord Mayo's prosecu-
tions, and somo of their later inci-
dents, which iL wvill ho extremely
difficaît to remove, and which, if not
romoved, iwill toit upon the next
etections in the province, perhaps
injuriously. IL is certain tliat sucli
mon as spoke on thxe Belfast work-
inigrnen's platflorm are not to be de-
spiscd. Thecir opinions are intelli-
g'ently for-med;, and with a referenco
to the actual position of events.-
Their conviction is shared bY the
calm-est thinkers, that there will not
bo peace in Ulster, or iii Iretand, -se
long as flic Pafty Processions AcL
romiains on the statute-book.

The state of public feeling is s0
far understood, that. there appears
te be a wish to release tho Down-
patrick prisoyncr at the carliest mo-
mont, on any flair reasen. It was
stated by the Belfast papers that
Mftr, Jolinston hiad beenl liberated.
Th e axnouniceinent- was premature,
and indicated a rcmarkable anxiety
in ccertain class of prints to be able
to say that liewas a froc man again.

[Froi the Derry ScnitinelIMarch 7th.]

Fow n have any doubt of the
re-J character- of tho processions at,
Cork, Limerick, and Dubtin. Wlien
Lord Derby statod; in a speech in
the ]louse of Lords, that the Cork
and Limerick processions were with-
in the Iaw, and when Lord Mayo, in
the flouse of Gommons, expressed
doubts of their logality-when the
Dublin procession wvas not prohib-
ited, aithougli due notice wvas given
of it- the parties composing it can-
not ho blarncd for holding it. But
the practical injustice romains that
loyal mon are punished, white others
who cherish varions shades of dis-
affection escape. It la the course
that is pursued by the Irish -govorn-
ment that is te blame.

As a Liberal Governmcnt hoe took
no notice of threc former illegal pro-
ceedings, as a Ooniservative Govern-
ment hiave taken no niotice of the
Cork and Limerick processions to
the preseut.hour, ,î%Iiie t.he Dliii
prosecutions was a tardy proceced-
ing, taken up aftor the accused par-
ties had been supplied -%vith an ad-
mirable defenýe. If real impartiality
wvas i'h1"tcndard, espccialty after tho
f'ailtiro of the iDublin prosecutions,
the prosecutions at Down should
have been withdrawn. That course
was urged upon the government,
but lu vain. At first it was announ-
ced that th1a Attornoy-General wa-q
to bo in Parliamcnt, but as Parlia-
ment wvas adjourned at the time, it
wvas niccssary for hlm, as a matter
of comiron decency, te attend at
Downpatrick. Yot thero wvas nu'
withdrawa\,ýl -'of the pirosecutions.
There mnay have been a tacit under-
standing 'vith tho Crown prosecu-
tions as te tho pleas of guilty, but
it w'as an arrangement to which ho-
nourable mon could no-t consent,
The Attornc-y-Genieral, iL is true,
stated tliat he did not come to pro-
socuto the Orangemen, but such a
statemont was a paltry verbal quit»
bie.. The set-off of the :Rathfiland
R~oman Gatholies was only made use
of to give a .-olour to tue profession
of impartiality that is now set Up.

No attempt lias yet beon made to
try the Cork and Limerick proces-
sionists. The Dublin procossionists
were only triod aft "er a good defence
wvas supplied them by leading mom-
bers of the' government ftself. Why
is this foolisli act kept upon the Sta-
tuïe book ? Why is it enforced
aga.lnst loyal Protestants, when iL
either is not, or-cannot, be enforcedl
against men whom it would be a libel
to cati loyal? If ail Acts eof Parlia-
ment are to- be scrhpulously obeyed
government shouki set the example.
It is notorious that the-Ecclesiastical
TiLles Act is atlowed to remain a
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