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in=Chief means it to be so, for he will not
pass over without anmimedversion faulte

crucifizion of Christ, and whe blasphemove-

which, if tolerated, would in the event of
war produce certain defeat -to this army.—
The reviews which the Commander-in-
Chief makes of the troops are not to be
taken as eo many ¢ chips in poir‘dge,’ are fit
to command battalione, end there being no
want of such in the Indian army, he will
feel it to be his bounden duty to remove
those who are not ; and whenever he finde
aregiment ‘fire,’ ¢ shout or ‘charge,’ with-
out orders from ite commander, he will.
after this warning, remove the latter from
his command.

“The Sepoy is both a brave and an obe-
dient soldier; and whenever he behaves ill,
it isin a great mcasure the fault of his
commanding officer,

«“The-drill and diecipline of all armies
rest mainly with the commanders of regi~
ments and of companies. They are in
immediate contact with the officers, non.
commissioned officers and private soldiers ;
and to them general officers must look for
that perfect obedience without which any

army is an armed mob, dangerous to its
friends, ard contemptible toits enemiee,

“ The
horcby call on commanding officers to tor-
ment thoere nrder their orders by long and
But he does call upon
to in-

Commander=in-Chief does n t

harrassing drilling.
them to instruet their officers, and
struct themselves and elsn their super—
numerary ranke, that they are to soize any
snn in their front, who dares to shont, or
talk, or fire, or run withont orders. General
officers commanding divisions and brigades
fo this army are called upon to sce that
ecommanders of regiments do their duty on
thoeo points, .

#The.Commander-in-Chiefl does not ap-
ply this order to al! commanders—he well
knows that there are abundant first-rate
roldiers and first-rate regiments, in the
JTodian army : but ho applies it to those
whose regiments are in bad order.

“C. J. Narigr, Gen. Com.-in-Cliof.”
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HURON SIGNAL

THURSDAY, MAY 2, 1850.

BUBBLE-BLOWING. FOR THE AMUSE-
MENT OF THE UNEDUCATED, FOOD-
RAISING, TAX-PAYING PEOPLE.

A varce portien of to-day's Signal is occu-
pied by a very loog and long-promised Letter
from the Hon. Malcolm Cameron to the Editor
of the Globe,on which the Globe of the 25th inst.,
contsine & criticism just about s long as the
letter itsell. The two together, that is the
Letter and the Criticism contain a very large
emount of desultory matter which mey possibly

“be very interesting to the respective authors, but
which will scarcely pay the Canadian public for
the trouble of reading it. We have published
Mr. Cameron’s letter for two reasons—first, be-
cause we consider that the numerous imputa-
tions and insinuations that have recently been
brought againet his political character, entitle
him to be heard in his own defence from the
one end of Canada to the other—and, eecond,
we publish it to shew, that the mighty reveala-
tion of Cabinet secrete which Mr. Cameron wes
expected to make, amounts to nothing, and is
certain'y not calculated to destroy nor even in-
jure public confidence in the Members of the
Administration. We publish_a portion of the
Globe's eriticism, not because it has aoy legiti-
mate relation to the contents of Mr. Cameron’s
Letter, but because it displays & desire to de-
stroy not only the political, but even the social,
moral and religious character of Mr. Cameron,
and because it embodies a principle or doctrine
which we think ehould not be promulgated in
the present age. We may just remark, that the
remaioder of the Globe's criticism is chiefly a
reiteration of assertions which have already been
before the public, and which, like many of the
assertions contained ia Mr. Cameron’s Letter,
may or may not be true, for anythiog that the
Cunadian public either know or care on the
subject. We feel sorry in beizg compelled con-
scientiously to find fault with the Globe, but we
believe he does not expect anything from us but
the fraok, fricadly and fearless expression of our

own opinions; and our honest opivion in this
matter is, that he would have betier consulted
his own credit and the interesta of the adminis-
tration, by publiching Mr
withowi ene word of commeniary

Cameron's Letter
The Globe
must not suppose that we write this from a feel-
ing of personal respect for Mr. Cameron—we
have an equally strong feeling of personal re-
epect for the Editor of the Globe, and, therefore,
we perform the reluctant duty of saying that, in
onr opinion, e parsage which we are remark-
fng on at present, dieplays a bad taste, a bad
feeling—is altagether unworihy of the Globd—
incompatible with. the sp'rit of the age—and
eminently calculated to injore the caunse which
The'Globe,
thinks otherwise and has published
the article in question.

;o The time has fortunately gone past wheo a
public man's character could ‘be injured, or his

we believe it is intended to benefit
however

usefulaces destroyed or Lis proepects ruined by
the bare insinuations of & political opponent. —
The mad-dog cry of ** blasplemy,” has lost its
influence io civil mattessat |~as:. In the pre-
sent day we certainly did not expect to find any
Editor of a newspaper, and far less the Editor
of the Globe, making such frothy, clap-trap ap-
peals to the prejudices of the superstitious and
the intolerant vulgar, as is contained in the fol-
lowing interrogations, viz:—

“ How ehall a man be regarded who vio-
lutes the warmest confidence which man
reposes in man, and holde up to the laugh of
the world those *“ moral principles and
Christian feelings,” which he professes to
bave bad confiled to him in the warmth
of Christian friendship ? Iow can a man
be dealt with, who illuntrates the evil his
own folly bas brought on him, by the

ly p himelf with the Saviour of the
world 7 Such a man can bave no claim to
curtesy at the hands of any one.”

We do net recollect of ever meeting a greater
amount of the heartlees, victimizing insiouation
of secrarian melignity, than is embodied in these
few lines. . It is worthy of the sixteenth centa-
ry, snd wholly wnworthy of the Globs. And
were we disposed to recognise the authority or
sanction of the Administration in this paragraph.
we would at once say that the sooner that Ad-
ministration perished the better would it be for
the progress of freedom and intelligence. Bat
we cannot suppuee that the Ministry either au-
thorized or will approve of these inquisitorial in-
sinuations against Mr. Cameron. We think
they are merely the reckless ebullitions of s
momentary ill-humor on the part of the Edisor of
the Globe, and we are sorry that they have been
given to the public. Wae think that Mr. Came-
ron was perfecily justified in publishing any-
thing or everything which he considered caleu-
Inted to eupport his character against the nume-
rous attacks, both open and insiduous, that have
recently been made upon it, that is providing he
published truth. And in so far as the defence of
his own character is concerned, the Letter be-
fore us is certainly not a failure. Dut, as a
grand and en important revalation of Cabinet
secrets tending to expose the insincerity and
political dishonesty of the Ministry—as ao ez-
pose of underhand juggling and sham-work cal-
culated 1o destroy or shake public confidence in
the Government, we regard the Jocument as be-
ing ntterly valaeless. . The Tory Press is loud
in hailing it as a glorious devulgement of radi-
cal corruption and villisny, and the Globe, by
enveloping Mr. Cameron’s couduct in such @
maze of mystified mumery about broken, solemn
oaths, and breachvs of faith and christian confi-
dence, and crucifixion, and blasphemy, is adding
an uadue importance to .Mr. Cameron’s Letter.
and virtually endorsing the views of the tories in
reference to it.  We, however, claim the liberty
of taking a different view of the matser, and sgain
declare, that in so far as the Ministry are con-
cerned the document is perfectly harmless.

The burthen of Mr. Caperon’s accusations
sgainst the Ministry, in so far as least as the
public are concerned, is that they have not
adopted or carried out certain measures of re-
trenchment. But this ie no revelation—the peo-
ple were fully aware of this fact independently
of Mr. Cameron’s Letter. That these retrench-
ments will not be earried by the Ministry, is al-
topether a different question—it is & mere as-
sumption which the Ministry themseives have
the power of contradicting. In fact, we deny
that the Mintstry can be benefitted by any de-
fence or apology either from the Clobs or from
any other source—their popularity must depend
on their usefulness rather than on extrancous de-
fences and spologies—during the past part of
their Administration they have certainly done
az much as any ressonable man could have ex-
pected under the circumstances, and we object
entirely to apologies for offences which have yet
to be committed. Mr. Cameron declares that
he has been shamefully and unjustly treated by
his colleagues in the Ministry, and § very large
proportion of the public hold the same opinion.
But we never expeet to find perfect harmony in
s cabinet on every sebject, and this is chiefly a
personal affair in which the public interests are
Yut comparatively little involved, and had the
parties been allowed to settle their own affairs,
we think they would have been mutusl gainers,
and the public would have suffered no loss. Or,
had the Globe met Mr. Cameron’s statements by
the counter statements of his late colleagues, we
should have displayed no inclination to interfere
in the matter. But we hope we never shall be
able to look silently on, to see even our worst
enemy arsailed with the wespon which the
Globe has, in this instance, thought proper to
employ—that accureed weapon of vulgar re-
ligious prejudice, which has wrought the ruin of
one half the talent and intelligence of former ages.
But Mr. Cameron’s political reputation does not
depend upon the good- will or ill-will of the Edi-
tor of the Globe. Nor does public opinion, in
reference 10 his share of thie misunderstanding in
the Cahinet, depend on what the Globe may
now write, but upon certain facts.

The facts before the public, or at least, the
points which the public have adopted ae facts, in
reference to this matter, are simply these—Mr.
Can eron, for some reason or other, was dissatis-
fied with his situation as Arsistant Commission-
er, and signified his intention of rerigning, asfar
back as April 1849. 20d. Mr. Price did tender
his resignation as Commissioner of Crown
Lands. 3rd. Mr. Cameron was promised, and
was willing to accept the office which Mr. Price
resigned. 4th. Mr. Price withdrew his resigoa-
tion. S5th. Mr, Cameron was offered and refus-
ed the Chief Cemmissionership of Public Works
6th. Mr. Cameron offered to perform the duties
of both Chief and Assistant Commissioners for
his original ealary of 650 pounde. 7ih. Mr.
Chabot was appointed, or to be sppoiated, Chief
Commiissioaer, and Mr. Cameron resigned. 8th.
Mr. Cameron mays he resigned because the office
which he held wae & waste of the public money,
and because he had been shamefally treated by
some of his Colleagues in the Minietry. 9th.
Mr. Hincks said, or insinuated at the Dinner
given to Mr. Price, that Mr. Cameron resigned
in g pet, because he did not get the Commission-
ership of Crowa Lands. 10th. Mr. Cameron
persiste in his statement that he left the Minia-
tiy on the quesiion of Retrenchiment. 1lth.
T'he Globe disputed the truth of this statement,
and challenged Mr. Cameron to the proof ; and

12th—Mr. Cameron wrote, ond obtained the
publication of the Letter now in question. Now,
we could hardly suppase that there is anything

8o atrocious concealed in these twelve simple,
eould warrant the
Globe in uttering such a mystification of ezer-
cisms and excommunications against Mr. Came-
ron. Wae at once acknowledge that wé have no
sympathy, with that deep horror which the
Globe feels at the idea of violating a *‘solemn
oath'’ in betraying the Cabinet secrets. In the
first place we hold that no oath is sacred when
more evil will result from the obeervance of it
than would be produced by violating it, and if
the oath of a Cabinet Minister prevent him from
vindic!ling ejther his own chiarcter or the charac-
ter of his friend when unjustly assailed; then the
odth of & Cabinet Minister is @ rvery immoral
thing. In the second place, we protest againet

common-place facta, that

rous sad has for too much of the memmery of the
Mystics and Templars 10 he toleruted in the
legislution of the pincteenth century, The
people bave been long enough amused and blind
od with this sham-scork. They have paid deas-
Iy for these oaths of secrecy among Rulers, and
the sooper thet such n mysteries and
fane formalities are blotted out, the better will
it he for the prog of [

honesty. And, in the third place the Globs is
awere that nobody blamed or impeached Mipie-
tere for betraying Cabinet secrets at the Price
Dinner in Toronto, whea the conduet and mo-
tives of Malcolm C were subjected to
criticisrs before a publie ing l he is far-

nd | 80 it did in Moatreal 7

than the Mngisterisl Besch. Or, supposing
him 10 be ne innocent a8 we could wish him,
win' does he promiee himeelf as the resuls of
this Leuer-writing?  Does he sappose thet,
like James Moir Ferres, he will keep up an in-
cessant fire till the accumaulated eleciricity shall

Pro- | burst upon the Parlisment Buildings of Toronto

It is possible that Mr.
Dixon may plate such o iety, but
we think the circumetances are sgainet him. —
He waots power—he is 100 far from the place of
sction—he could not collect a sufficiently for-

idable teil in the Metropolis, and, altogether

ther aware,that during the last two months there
have a lew Cahinet secrets sppeared in his own
colomns in reference to this same matter, and
yei nobody shudders st the betrayal of trust,
neither do we wish to insinvate that such thinge
are criminsl, But we do wish to insinuate that
if one Cubinet Minister can communicate se -
crews 10 the Globe with impunity, we see ne rea-
son why another should be expelled beyond the
Pale of society for communicating the eame or
similar secrets to the Ezaminer. We hope the
Globe will not be offeuded with our remarks on
this eubject. Had be confuted, or refuted or
contradicted the statements contained in Mr.
Cameron’s Letter by any fuir or honorable argu-
ments or facts, from whatever source he might
have obtained them, we would not have written
one word on the subject. Dut the attempt to
victimize Mr. Cameron by euch barbarous and
dishonorable means is neither creditable to him-
self nor to the cause of Reform.
e

THE VERY LAST OF THE REMARKA-
BLES

.Arrgans in the Hamilton Spectator of the 24ih
inst., under the slsrming title ** Third Letter
from Mr. Dixon” (!) Among the * thousand
and one" unpardonable outrages which Hie Ex-
cellency the Governor General has perpetrated
against Toryism, and the ** propriety existing in
the pature of things,” the dismiesal of Thomas
C. Dixon from the Commission of the Peace,
for the County of Middlesex, etands forth in bold
reliel. It towers proudly as the Colossus of
His Excelleacy’s strocities—a sort of gigante
pyramid io the vast field of practical political
wickedness ! - Do, think seriously, reader, on
the enormity of the iniquity of dismissing s
mao—a gentleman—a DBritish bora subject of
our Most Gracious Sovereign—a Loyalist from
the Commission of the Peace ! Tell it ot in
Gath, that Thomae C. Dixon, Esq., Ex-Mayor
of the Town of Lendon was bereaved of his
judicial authority—was actually forbidden to act
ssone of Her Maujesty’s Blagistrates in apd for
the said Town of London! And, for what?

we believe ke is not the man.

Ia short, we dare say that many of the bigest
and longest heads 1n the town of Londoa will
cheerfully sdmit, from experience, thet Mr.
Dizon is & very useful man, in the way of his
business, and we think those Editors are not his
veal (riends, who allow him to neglect thas busi-
ness by cutting o ridiculous figure in the srens
of party politics.

e e e R

(7" Wk are requested to remind the Sharehol-
ders of the Huron District Building' Society,
that the Aonual Meeting takes place on Monday
first. The sttendance of all shareholders is par-
ticularly requested. Meeting 10 commence at
one o'clock, P. M.

i e e A

"Wk direct the attention of our lively and
fashiouable young Ladies and Gentlemen to the
sopouncement of the Messrs. Robertson, which
will be found in our aavertising columns to-day.
We caonot pretend to sny knowledge in the Art
of Dancing, but we know it is & long time since
1t was first practiced—that it has uudergone an
innumerable number of improvements since that
time, and that it is becoming every day more
fashionable. And for the satisfaction of our
young Lady-friends, we can ssy that the Messrs.
Roberison come highly recommended by Geatle-
mea who Lave scquired much celebrity in the
Ar.
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07" HIGHLY IMPORTANT !!

Mr. T. P. Dicxivson, from this office, will
call on our Sabscribers in Stratford and St. Ma-
ry’s during the ensuing week, when we earsest-
ly request that all those who wish ue to live
with anythiog like Editorial respectability, will
eadeavor to settle their sccounts. If agreeable
to the wishes of the Stratford Total Abstinence
Socieiy, Mr. Dickireon will favor them with a
Lecture oo that subject os Monday Evening,
the 6th instant.

17 We regret‘to leara that T. M. Daly, Eeq.
of Stratiord, hae lost his new Ost Kiln by fire.

Now, reader we are in dowaright , and
we trust that you will, for the sake of, rommon
décorum, forbear to laugh, while y, merely
give you a few hints of the paltry offehee for
which Mr. Dixon has been thus subjected to the
indigoity of Royalty, and exposed to the ecorn
and merriment of the thiokiug portion of his
fellow-suljjects. Then, be it known to all men,
that Thomas C. Dixen, Esa., did. in his official
capacity of Mayor of the Town of London, some-
time late in the autumn of 1849, invite His Fx-
celleney, the Earl of Elgin, &ec., to visit the
Town of Loundon. His Escelleacy graciously
accepted this invitation, and the good loyal
inhabitsnts of the said Town, not from a feeling
of ithoughtless enthusiasm, but from a sense of
propriety and a feeling of respect for the eharae-
ter of their town, resolved 10 give their Sove-
reign's Represeniative a recéption becoming the
dignity of his station, and in sccordsnce with
the eltiquette of the times. And with this view
they reared triumphal arches and other fashiooa-
ble decorations on the streete of the said Town
of London. Aud, be it farther known to all men
and children, that juet at the instant when His
Excellency, the Representative of opr Most
Gracious Queen, was about to enter the said
Town, & baud of lawlessand vocivilized ruffians,
““ not baving the fear of God before their eyes,””
rushed forth from their dens of depravity with
the fury of demone, and did cut, smash, hew,
mar, deface and wickedly destroy the said
triomphal arches and decorations, ** with iatent
and malice aforethought.” And be it also fur-
ther known to all men, childres and mothers,
that Thomas C. Dixon, Esq., the then Mayor of
the Town of London, was at the time strongly
suspected anc even publicly eharged as the lateat
leader, the employer, the patron of this band of
demoniae ruffians! And that the peaceable
and well-disposed inhabitants of the Town did
thereupon Petition His Excellency, that the said
Thomas C. Dixon as a distorber of the Pesce
should be di d from the C: ion of tha
Peace, and he was dismissed *' accordingly.”—
Mr. Dixon is not wrothy with His Excellency
because he dismissed him, but because he did not
condescend to give the names of his accusers '
Now, does Mr. Dixon not remember a public,
printed correspondence between himselfand John
Wilson, Esq, M. P. P, in which the public
decided that he (Mr. Dixon) came off second
best? If he will just look back to this corres-
pondence, we think he will be at oo loes to dis-
cover his accusers, otherwise he must have s
very curionsly-shaped hat-block for his own hat.

We are no: at all surprised that Mr. Dixon
should write Letter after Letter of peurile non-
sense, and personal abuse of the Governor Gene -
ral.  Perhaps the most invetrate malady to
which certain forms of brain ave liable, is an itch
for ecribbling themselves into notoriety, and as
the old Glasgow Ballad-singer said, when she
sbused the Provost, ** There's muckls homour in
misca’in’ a big man /" But we certainly are
surprised that a respectable journal like the
Hamilton Spectator, should be allowed as :he
medium of such balderdash effusions of personal
vanity. We late!y observed, in a local Journal,
sbout two columns of extracts, from various
papers, headed ** Opinions of the Press on the
Dissmissal of Mr. Diton ! and we are pot
aware thit such writings on such a subject can
be productive of any other effect, than that of
loweriag the character of the Pressin the estima-
tion of all intel!igent men.

It is & matter of
utter indifference to the Cpoadian public whether
Mr. Dixon is or is not a Magistrate for the
Town of London, and the attempt to injure the
Governor General or his Ministry, by trumpet-
ing such paliry subjects into notice is certainly
very silly—in fact, each a subject, in Britain
would scarcely be deemed worthy of a passing
notice from the British Press. We do not feel
inclined to assert :hat Mr. Dizon was guilty of
the very uobecoming conduct with which he has
been publicly charged, in reference to the triam-
phal-arch blackguardism ; of this John Wilson,
Esq., is a much better jodge than we, but if he
was guilty, then surely the pillory would have

MR. CAMERON'S LETTER.

TO THR RDITOR OF THE GLOBR:

Sir,—I was uowilling until the meeting
of Parlisment to lay before tho public the
reasons for my resignation, and the circnm-
stances connected therewith, ss it is geve
rally considered that the floor of the House
i the proper place for the explanation of an
Ex-Minister, but I was driven from my de-
termination, first, by the conduct of Messrs.
Hincks and Price, and now, a second time
[ am compelled to defend myself againet »
series of sttacke upon my character and
veracity by you as the official organ of the
Government, asd which moreover you have
boldly challenged me to meet. Now, it
was by no means my desire to adopt the
course I have pursued and discues publicly
the points at isaue between the Government
and myself; yot [ could not believe that it
was my place to remain wsileat while my
character was maligned by two of the mem-
bers of the cabinet, and while your paper
teemed weekly with charges and aseer.
tions, which, according to your own admis-
sions, are endorsed by the Administration,

I will descend however to an altereation
with you as to theu nprincipled mode wti-h
you bave adopted in order to sustsin the
policy of the Government in opposition to
wine, for the public ﬁeunlly (but especial-
ly ot Kingston and Toronto where you are
koown best) will, I doubt not, be disposed
to think, that in this case, with your usual
patriotism, you preferred your interest to
your cousistency, and the favors of the
Cabioet to a manly adherenco to truth and
independence. In your paper of the 23rd
February you ask with a eignificant air,
“Who told the truth about the resignation
and that Crown Lands Commissionership?”
“\Was ever one word breathed about re-
trechment until after the resigoation 7'—
“ Was there over a proposal to abolish the
Assistant Commissionership until the re.
signation was accepted!” “Was it Col.
‘Tache or Mr. Cameron who effected the
Retrenchment in the Public Works Depart-
ment 1"

To each of these queries [ will give » re-
ply in their turn, and must necessarily re-
peat statements that [ have already pub-
lished, together with other facts that will
put the case in a clearer light before the
public; and I would here ‘remark, as m
wiotives have been suspected. and my con-
duct misconstrued by the Globe, that, with-
out boasting of my own integrity,l shal! en-
deavor to show that the policy | advoeated
wae plainly the interest of my country, and
leave it to the public to determine whether
or not | was moved by * selfishness” to-

Mr. Price replied, y or privately e
No; and what jé ¢ nuonbzﬁ-bn{n 1
That what [ etated was false? That what
the Globe says is true, when he ssserts that
“I resigned becouse Price would not re-
tire?” “Such conclusions may be in se-
cordence with the logic of the Globe, but
certainly are not such as the common sense
of the people will draw from the premises.
While on this subject | may as well repeat
snother question put to Mr, Price in my
letter, namely, did he not say more than
onee to me, and even within a few days of
my resignation, that he wiight as well leave
st once, as he would have to vesign at the
Session on the tion of the Clergy Re-
serves 7 And did I not urge him to remain
until that time came, assuring him that |
would stand by him snd resign also 7 The
public will ask, not only did he say so, but
if 8o, why did be say so? What reason
bad he to doubt his colleagues, and if he
knew their views to be clearly opposed to
the puplic interest; tnl their professions at
the hustiogs,—~why did he remain and con-
ceal them? Either let him deny the truth
of my assertions, say he does not reeollect
having made these remarks, that no such
convereation ever took place between us,
or let him bear the imputation of suspectin

his friends, or concesling his knowledge o!

their opposition to the will of the people.

Second. * Wan ever one word breathed
of retrenchment till after the resignation.”

As the word “ever” rurs far back, I
may begin by saying that twenty years
ago | breathed Retrenchment, and | appeal
to the Journals of the Parliament of Upper
Canada s a convincing proof of my faithful
advocacy of this principle. In 1836 | voted
sgainst paying the Attorney Geueral over
£750, 8 sum fixed by the Reformers when
Perry and Bidwell were in Parliament, but
our opposition was overpowered, and £1,200
was voted; in 1838 I voted to prevent Re-
gistrars from holding more than one office
(page 168), against paying members’ wagas
while absent, (page 200). | seconded Mr.
Morris’ motion to reduce the salary of the
Commissioper of Crown Lands, end also
that ‘of Surveyor Genersl to £750 each
(spuo 241); in 1841 | voted to reduce the

peaker’s salary, and in no case did [ ever
vote for more than ten shillinga per day for
members’ wages till | became 8 member of
the present government. In fact on all
occasions, | voted for reducing the salary
of every office to the lowest sum proposed,
and | sssert that while in the Administra
tion | repeatedly stated that I never bad
voted for more than ten shillings to mem-
bers, and was then vowilling to do it, and
that the salaries ought aod must be reduced.
The propositions were laughed at, and some
members said they would rather resign.—
They may have changed theéir opinions—
they may have got new light, but, they
should neither deny the truth, nor seek to
injure my character by concealingit. Butl
will not leave my poliey to be inferred
merely from the fact that I bave slways
contended for Retrenchment. Whilein the
Gavernment, I desired snd proposed re-
peatedly to abalish the office of Chisf Su-
perintendent of Education, snd make the
Provincial Secretary do the duty, anl, as
Dr. Ryerson has stated, prepared the
School Bill with thie view: [ mado a formal
proposal to sbolish Mr. Dunscombe’s De-
partment, which is in connection with the
Inspector General's, as useless and con-
trary to law—the Commissioner of Cus-
toms, as the debates in Parliament will
show, having been intended for an out-door
travelling Inspector, one of whose duties
would have been to prevent suech losses as
occurred at this port. In this I was support-
ed by Mr. Merntt, on which occasion Mr.
Hincke eaid angrily, ““ If you think the busi-
ness can bo carried on without Mr. Duns-
combe, | wish some of you would take my
office;” I replied, “ 1 am ready to do s0.”"—
Will Mr. Hincks deny this ?  As [ stated
in my former letter, I proposed to Mr.
Price that he should reduce bis departmont,
and said he could dispense with the services
of at least ten or twelve clerks. Hie
snswer was “ he would leave that to his
successor.” [ am sure that Mr. Merritt can
also state that I have, ever since 1835, sus-
tained his views and reforms, that my name
is coupled with his in all his trade Reforms,
and if be is * the man of the people,” and I
think he is, I bumbly hope to share bis
glory.

The Globe has asserted likewise that I
admitted the Ministry had a scheme of Re-
trechment. - [ never did; but I bave stated
many times since my resignation that Mr.
Merritt was rnpnmg such a scheme, and
would compel its adoption, cr follow m

example. Which of these the Administra-
tion will submit to, is now the question; if
they support Mr. Merritt's scheme, I will
sustain them in it. All I ask is—that they
remain true.to the principles by which they
obtained power, and show a willingnese to
carry out the views which they bave ever
professed.’

Third. * Was ever there s proposal to
abolish the Assistant Commissionership of
public works until after the resignation 7°
In the Ezaminer of the 2nd January last,
you will find these words:—*The Globe
denics that Mr. Cameron last spring (be-
fore the burning of the Parliament House)
suggested the abolition of the Assistant
Ci ship of public works. If Mr.

warde the Administration, and disappoint-
ment because [ was not made Commissioner
of Crown Landa.

First. *“Who told the truth about the
resignation and that Crown Lande Com-
miseionership?"  [o my previous explana-
tion, [ enid that I resigned becauee my late
colleagues made a vacancy inthe Board of
Works by transferring Col. Tache to the
Receiver General's office, and offering to
take Mr. Cnabot into the Government with
out my knowledge or comsent—I stated
that Mr. Lafontaine offered me the Chief
Comumissionership, which | refused to ac-
cept, but assured him I was willing to re-
main a8 Aseistant Commissioner till Parlia-
ment met; which he refused, and insisted
that Mr. Chabct should be brought in as
my successor. T'o this arrangement I ob-
jected upon grounds which I need not now
disclose, as | am confident time will reveal
the cause of, and justify my opposition to
him, and I plainly told Mr. Lafontaine that
his policy would not be sustained. I do un-
equivocally state, as [ have already stated,
that this was the immediale question at issue
between the Government and myself—that
upon this I resigned, that I caused no diffi-
culty, nor did I seek any change on my
own account. Will Mr. Lafontaine say,
that in these statements thero is a word un-
true ?

As to “that Commissionership of Crown
Landg” I bave said, and repeat it again,
that when Mr. Price signified-his intention
to resign, [ urged him in every way possi-
ble, and that sincerely, to remain in the
Government; and through the Eraminer I
called upon Mr. Price as an honest man to

all such ** solema oaths''—the préctice is barba-

been & more befitting elevation for such & man

say, whether or net I had dome s0. Has

Baldwin will endorse this denialg if he will
state that he did not meet this suggestion
by the anewer—‘If you are leaving the
Administration that is mone of your busi-
ness,’ then Mr. Cameron's assertion will
be shaken.” Did Mr. Baldwin endorse this
denial 1 Has he ever contradicted the fact,
or intimated its untruth in any way 7 No;
and he cannot, for I believe him to be a man
of truth. Mr. Baldwin cannot have forgot-
ten, that when I had resolved to retire from
the Government in April 1849, I urged him
to abolish the office and make a saving, and
his answer was as above. [ mentioned to
Mr. Price the answer [ had received at the
time, and I challenge either of them to deny
the fact. 1| would refer you especially,
however, to the following paragraph pub-
lished in your own paper of the 80th Octo-
ber, to show that a reduction of some kind
was contemplated:

“Itis rumoured that arrangements are
on foot which will enable the Government
to reduce the number of Executive Council-
lors, and produce a saving of Revenue.”

As I know the effect that it bas on your
nerves I will not attempt to describe a con-
versation with you on that subject, nor re-
peat your opinions and motives in relation
thereto, as expressed to me on that occa-
sion, but just ask you now %o tell the coun-
try candidly what it meant—to what offi-
ces did the , Globe allude? Had the idea
never strick you at that time, that the
President of the Council and the Assistant
Commissiooer of Public Works might be
dispensed with ? Or il these are not the
offices, will you inform the public what

were the offices to which you had reference

in epeaking of “ areduction of
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to
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better put your house in order e your of-

forced into this redoction.” But let us en-
quire what would have been the effect 'of
such an srangement, Bimply this, the
counlx'wonld bave been saved £1,650—
the Csbinet redoced by two, and the people
ml:u :’ti-ﬂod 'ilh'l:lo men whom they had
elevated to power, for the purpose of earry-
ing out their priociples—=one of which was
Retrenchment. But (his ie the bright side
of such s policy ; let us now look at the
dark side. If Mr. Price had mot changed
his resolution to resign, the coontry woonld
have suffered the awful calamity of this
gentlemasn's  resignation, mot by sny
coercive mess.re on the part of the govern-
ment be it remembered, for they, whose
offices were proposed 1o be abolished, only
required to leave, (and so far as I was con-
cerned, | was willing and  suxious to do so,
andas the office ghich Mr. Price beld was
not in that catalogue, be could still have
remained, and been in mo way affected by
these retrenchments, But he expressed »
strong desiro to retire from public life alto-
gether, as his social_comfort, marsl prioej-
ples and religious feelinge all protested
againet his remaining, and consequently as
the office which I beld was to be abolished,
I was proposed as his successor, and urgoed
by himself to fix the tin.e of my election tn
suit his arrangements ; Mr. Merritt would
have been removed to the Public Works
Department 88 sole Commiissioner, and the
services of Mr. Chabot (by whose introduc~
tion into the Government [ was forced to
resign) could havo been entirely dispensed
with. Now I appeal to the pnblic agamn to
say whether or not such an arrangement as
this would have been injurious to their in-
terests—or whether it would have been a
stroke of unwise policy and unpopular in
the country 7 And | would ask the Globe
to say whether he would have had any diffi-
culty in defending it, and showing what
marvellovely proper men Messrs. Merritt
and Cameron were for their respective of-
ficee. Our conversation together on this
subject you may deny—your professions
and all-other collateral matters may be now.
 anintentionally” forgotton, but that up-
fortunate paragraph in your psper which
epcake of reducing the Executive and saving
the revenue, will have a wonderful tenden-
cy to make the public believe that some per-
son must have proposed a change and redue-
tion of some kind long before “the Resigna-
tion."”

Fourth—* Was it Col. Tache or Mr.
Cameron who effected the Retrenchment
in the Public Worke Dgpartment 7’ Upon
thie subject I again refer you to the Krami-
ner of the 2nd Jan. which says, * Col.
Tache wes entitled to his share of the
reduction,” and tothis | have only to add,
Mr. Killaly should have been scknowledged
as entitled to a full share, both for projec-
ting and carrying it iato effeet ; and if Col.
Tache's friends in the ministry never say or
do more to detract from his just and great
merits than bis friend who left, be will
never suffer in public estimagjon.

I will now allude to that great question
put by yourself and others, pawely—* Why
did henot resign sooner 1’ | have bardly
patience to answer this question when ask~
ed by those who pay you to publish it.—
Do they not feel to what they expose them -
selves and the rest of their colleagues 71—
Why did I remain so long is the Govern—
ment! Wereit pot so palpable, I could not
beliove that human nature: was susceptible
of adegree of impudence so daring as to put
such a question. What child-like innocence
and simplicity you display on this point!
One would infer that you were a nonentity
or a perfect ignoramus in the affairs of the
State duriog the lsst twelve months. But
les us assume that you are honest and seri-
ous in asking for information upon this sub-
ject, and allow me firet to refer you to what
your friend \Mr. Hinckesays. Ib his notice
to the Globe of my resignation he remarks,
¢ Mr. Cameron, it has been understood, Aas
JSor sone time past been most anxious to re-
tire from the Department of Public Works,
and would have carried hie wishes into ef-
fect some months ago but for the violent
proceedings of the opposition.” Yes, Mr.
Cameron would bave left in April 1849,but
for the burning of the Parliament House,
and the consequent state to which the Exe-
cutive was recuced. Long provocation

Y | and the ungenerous attacks that have been

made upon me, would amply justify a vivid
description of scenes which ought to be
forgotton ; but out of respect and considera-
tion for some of my late colleagues.” |
shall preserve silence, and I can afford to
pity those who seck to fasten seifishness
on my motives and inconsisteney on my
character. Icannot forget, however, the
high value once put on the humble services
of onewho is now so ungratefully traduced,
and the smiles and thanks that foll owed my
declaration that “ I never left my friends
when in trouble”—but to these topice I
shall not make further reference, nor to the
course pursued towards me at this time ;
nor to the treatment I received upon the
question of the Seat of Government at King-
ston in 1843, when | was compelled to re-
sign my office or vote againet what I
believed to be the ‘interest of Canada ; but
I would just ask each member of the Cabi-
net to think over both cases, and see wheth~
er my conduct (after ungenerous treat-
ment) in sustaining them against Lord
Metcalfe for four years, and ‘at Montresl
against the rioters, when the reputation
and hopes of my late collesuges were low-
est, gives any evidence of that ‘ selfishness’
and ¢ pettishoess' of which I now stand
accused before the public.

And now I sek you, as a public Journal-
ist, to lay aside your interest, and for & mo~
meot to act with a noble independence, and
having consulted your understandiog, aund
experience of my past conduct to say wheth-
er my character and motives deserve to be
impeached and distorted in the mauner you
have done since my resignation. I remein-
od in the Administration for the benefit of
the party at the urgent solicitation of the
members of the Government, and mno
one 1s better acquainted with the fact them
yourself,—and yet, the Globe convinced
of this, tauntiogly puts the question—
“ Why did Mr. Cameron remain so long
in Government

Not content however, with alandering
my moral character, and injuring my credit,
they (that is some of the members of the
Ministry) must try to disparsge my abilities
aod declare me unfit to be a Minister of
State, At best, this is very small,
entirely unbecoming that dignity, of which
they prate so much. I think I can show
more disintercstedness and diffidence then
[ venally get credit for, when I assure you

fice will be sbolished, sné the Government
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