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OHALMER'8411LL GONTROVEReY AND THE 0. P. A.

To thoe Editoi- of the Halifax Philateli8t:

SiR,--I cannot pass unnoticed one thing in the proceedings of the late
iConvention of the O. P. A., and that is the attempt to have our Association

support Chalmer's claim to the invention of the postage stamip. Now, I
think those present did a very sensible thirig by putting that resolution
under the table, as the only means of preservig harmony in our ranks.
1 claim it would be an unjust use of a proxy to vote for such a claini, when
I helieve that by far the grreater niajority do not see their way clear to
support Chalrner's elaim. These proxies were not; given for that reason,
and therefore the " springringr" of this resolution did not j ustify even the
support it got. Out of 27 votes cast in its favor a U. S. m-ember diropped in'
C?4 proxies in its favor; only one Caniadian supporting iiin. Chalmers,
Jr., seems to have plenty of mioney; did hie niake this attempt to "ccarry
our fort by stoi-m," or wvas it a bold bid to get usý to recogniize hiru. I
respect every man's opinions, and admire ail who favor and can support
their claini, but British £air play and justice wve must bave, and 1 objeet t'O
forcing down Pat. Chainiers' ideas into niy mind. 1 have received Chai-
miers' circulars and parnphlets,-every one he hias issued-and 1 hlave read
thei thoroughîly, and I do not wonder thiat hie lias wvon the syimpathv he
bas in the U. S., where lie bias distrîbuted his pamphlets by the thousand,
besides sending books, postage staxnps and photo.- as indticemients to read
themn. To read bis pamphlets one Nvould think lie hiad it ail bis owvn lvay;
that Clialiners, Sr.'. vas an ill-used and tinfairly-treated mani. But look at
thie other side, hear what the London Society have to say; bear what the
Quaker City Philatelic Association blave 'to say; read Pearson YH1111%
«Origrin of the Postage Stamps ;"read Major E. B. Evans', and G--eorgre
Henderson's answer to, the Chalinerites,-all tlîis anid more too-and then
1 say you will agree with tue that the Chahriers' craze is a " bugYbear."
Mlr. Obialmners bas a bad cause, and ail the money lie spends cannot hoister
àt up; and in Hill's pamphlet hie is shown up in bis truc Iight. lu bis
twentÉy-seven circulars and pamphlets bc bas so kindly sent nie lie lias not
establislied one iota of bis dlaim. The only Society in the U. S. wlîich,
ivithout prejudice or undue haste, considered this question in ail its phases
for inonths, camle to the conclusion " Tlat the testiinony advanced by
Patrick C1îalrnerî in favor of lus father does flot establisli the dlaims
advanced. Tlîat if bie had been the inventor it would have been ac' :now-
ledgted long ago; -and that iii bis îwoofs adeanced lie lias flot deu-iced
sufliciexitiv strong reasons to change our resolve that .1r. James Chiainers
did not invent adiiesive postage stainps." Now, a discussion on this stibjcct
is so mnuch space thrown away, and I dIo not intend to enter such, sufice it
to ýay, "lîcar both sides hefore you make up your mmdnc."

Yours pbilatelically,

JOHN R. HOOPER,
Vice-pires. G. P. -4
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