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merHault being performed, they have not been stated in the Freeman's
apology, s(» far. The pretext tliat it was to })unish Mr. Brown,[)erson-

ally, is inconsistent with th^' facts whi(;h liave come to light. The
offences of Mr. Brown were before the Editor's eyes in 1858 and
1859, as fully jus in 1801, but then he contended for giving him,

in tlie spirit of conciliation, "a fair trial." It could not be "to
punish Mr Bn, n, ' tlult Dr. Connor, one of the early benefactor.,

of the paper, was malignantly attacked ; it need not be to punish

Mr. Bro^vn, that the liberal and upright Adam Wilson was opjios-

ed ; it need not be to punish Mr. Brown, that the "come weal,

come M'oe," Mr. Moylan, of 185!), presented himself side by 3ide

with Mr. Allen, the Jaihn", to glorify the alliance of "Orange and
Green," from the balcony of the veteran head of the family ' jm-
pact, Chief Justice Robinson. Whatever motives have led to thi.s

perversion of the })aper from the purposes to which its Prospectus,

and the resolutions of September, 1859, bound it in honour to ad-

here, tliose motives, so far, are of a private character, and have
never been, aS; [)erha|)s, they cannot afford ro be, made public.

"The guilt of the Freeman then, is this : that publicly its con-

ductor gave his adhesion to a Lne of policy, from its inception to

the very eve of a general election, which line of policy he sudden-
ly abandoned, without any sufficient public justification for so do-

ing. That in order to niislea'1 others to take the same course he
returned to old outworn controversies dating so far back as 1851,

controversies which had been, in our own interest, decreed to be
closed forever, when the policy of conciliation was inaugurated, on
the suf)pression of the Catholic Citizen. That being uound to in-

dependence as betvveen Canadian partizans, his attacks, [mblic and
personal, ware all delivered on one side of politics, and i)is advo-

cacy a.U on the other side. That he used, in this way, the author

rity, and abused the confidence placed in him by many zealous

friends and supporters, who, he right veil knew, utterly disap-

proved of his making a Mirror or 2\ue Witness of himself and
the paper. That, moreover, he concealed his proposed change io

so far advanced an hour, that these consistent friends and sup-

porters were unable to counteract the mischief done by his deser-

tion of his indepeiident post, until the contest was past, and the

mischief in some instances beyond repair, for the present ; in other

words, the guilt of ingratitude, deception, and insincerity, are

clearly fastened by his own acts upon this gentleman, whom you
ana 1, and many others, have for the past three years exerted every
effort to sustain in his position, so abused, and so dishonoured.

His new friends may, perhaps, do more for him that way than his

old ones, but they cannot do it more freely, or with better hearts.
" These are the facts, my dear sir, which in the interests of public

justice, I feel bound to communicate to you, in the present circular.

I cannot conclude without the expression of a hope that we shall
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