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Tlic next count in tliu iiKlictitirnt charges llmt I hnvi uttriljuted (d

tlir Legiiliitiire wlinl win tlic mere indiviiliml opinion of Mr. Mackcnr.i*

ri'KariiinK L'ppL'r Cnnadii Collcgp. My rejilj is, tiuit in lliis matlcr I

hiiTc tiic lienor to aij-.ec witii tlic Iniiiciihl (iovirnnient, and llio miafor-

tiiiie to diffiT from my snpiicions rcviowcr. In the Ini|ieri(il Degiiatch

appointing !^ir T. !i. Head, Licuteniiiit (JovcTnor of Upper ('aiiiidu, dutrj

Downing street, Sth Dcccnibor, 183,', and sij,'npd " Cilcncig," tho pnssaga

(luotcd in tin; l*iinii>hl(t, (\k If)), li given iu lull, and i.s most distinctly

referred to by tlic (-'oloniiil Secretary as expressing the opinion of the

Honse of Assemhiy of Upper (.'anada. In fact the question of the further

inaintenaiu'o of Upi>or Canaila Colleg*; occupies no incon.iidcrablc part

of the whole Drsiiateh—an importance whicli it would be absurd to lup-

po,^c that the Secretary for the ('olonies would h,ivc attributed to the

individual opinion of any man. This Despatch hn.> been jirinted iu the

form of a «niall duoileriino, bearing the following title ; "Message from Hit
" Kxcellency the Lieut. (Jov., of the :^Oth Jan. 18.'!(!, transmitting »
" De.Mpatch from Her Majesty's Government. Printed by Order of the

Ifon the Legislative Council. It. Stanton, Printer." A coi)y will, no
doubt, be i( . d' in the Parliamentary Library, where, I trust, it will be

copiously cv suited.

The charge, however, on whicli my reviewer lays most stress relates

to the attendance of jiupils at U. ('. College. Ilo says: "Again wa
" are told that all the pupils that could be driinimej u|) for the College
" in 18,'V_', numbered only forty— these being the sons of persons enjoying
" goveriimont favors.'' Here, as el.'^ewhere, the reviewer (irst falsiiies tin

narrative, and then complains that it is false, In the lirsi place the year
1830 and not 183'J, is most (Mstinctly reforre<l to both in the context and
notes. In the second pl.'ice I state the number of pujiils as nearly 90.

The words of the Pami)hlet are :
" Sir John Colbornc drummed up as

" recruits for his new regiment, the sons of all enjoying (lovernment
'' favors, 01 who might e.xpect afterwards to do so, and then boasted to
" Parliament that the names of nearly 00 boys were on the Uoll." (page
10) Then how, it will be asked, could this mcndaciou.s reviewer repre-

,^ent the passage an saying 40 pupils? The explanation is as simple ai
it is discreditable ! He all'ects to misunderstand one of the very numerous
note-reference's [40] for an integral part of the text, and he has then tho

ell'rontery to base on this falsification of his own conceiving, his crowning
evidence of the falsity of my Pamphlet

!

AVe have, doubtless, in this newspaper article the very cream of the
U. C. College defence, Avhich is announced as about to appear under the
same auspices as that veracious epistle of Jan. 18G,S. After so remarkable
an effusion, the public may very fairly have demanded of Toronto Editors,
a little more caution in the acceptance of further statements from such a
source—but a Toronto monopoly was to be sustained and under such
circumsfances the end is held to abundantly sanctify the means. On
such a dastardly act as your journal has permitted, retribution is sure to

follow, and so it may happen that your literary assassin, while intending
murder, has really but committed suicide.

Yours truly,

Dundas, Nov. C, 18G8. J. HOWAUU HUNTKU.


