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POSTAL REFORM AND THE ADHESIVE STAMP.

DECLARATION OF THE TREASURY.

MHK late Sir Rowland Hill, not content with the high position of having compiled from
the numerous Blue-books of the period and proposals of preceding reformers his Penny
Postage Scheme of 1837, of having publicly introduced the same, and of having largely
contributed to its enactment, held the higher ambition of being looked upon as the inventor
of that scheme, with its attendant principles.

How fully lie succeeded in propagating this delusion is well known. Such papers as
the Times and Athenaum record him on his demise as “ having devised the Penny Postage
unaided it was “ his system its principles “ were principles which he first laid down
“ the present postage system is the sole and undisputed invention of Sir Rowland Hill
“ prepayment and the use of stamps” naturally followed the conception of uniformity “ from
the workshop of an inventive mind.”

Investigation, however, discloses a very different state of matters.

Extract from Treasury Minute, of date 11th March, 1804, conferring upon Sir
Rowland Hill, upon his retirement from active service, his full salary of £2,000 a-year :
-my Lords do not forget that it has been by the powerful agency of the railway system that these resufts have

“been rendered practicable. Neither do they enter into the question, as foreign to the occasion, what honour may be
“due to those WhO, before the development of the plansof Sir Rowland Hill, urged the adoption of Uniform Penny

* Postage.”

What, moreover, has been since discover«! ? We find the Penny Postage Scheme of
1837 in its entirety, to have been only an unacknowledged copy, identical with a pre-existing
proposal of the Commissioners of Post Office Inquiry. In their Fifth Report, 1830— 36, these
Commissioners recommend a low and uniform rate of postage on mercantile circulars, then
subject to the same high and variable rates as were letters, to he pre-paid by Impressed
Stamp and charged by weight, in place of by sheet, at the rate of Id. the |-oz.
Insert letters, aud we have Mr. Hill's scheme from beginning to eud. We find,
further, that no reference whatever has been made to this matter by Sir Rowland Hill
in any of his writings, the result having been that he has thus obtained the credit of having
invented these valuable and indispensable principles of the scheme, as already noted. From
“circulars” to “ letters” was an évidén* step, and that such had been already urged upon
the Government, the Treasury Minute above quoted leaves beyond dispute. One, indeed,of



these early postal reformers still survives in the person of the Itev. Samuel Roberts, ot
Conway, to further testify to this fact—he had himself previously to 1830 urged the adoption of
uniform penny postage ; lie “ repeatedly petitioned the Government and memorialized the
Post1Office on the subject, arguing “ that it would pay .well;” and “ the idea was well
leuoin ‘around the Post Office and other high places.” With all this before us, are we to
believe that Mr. Hill never heard of such a proposal until he himself introduced it in 1837 ?
When, circumstances having left him otherwise disengaged, Mr. Hill, in 1835, began to mix
in postal reforming circles and to look up the subject in the voluminous Blue-books handed
him by Mr. Wallace, did lie never hear of this proposal which had been already urged upon
the Government? Did he. under such circumstances, re-invent this proposal, or did he not

acquire this idea as lie acquired all the principles of the scheme itself at second-hand and
without acknowledgment, from others ?

Mr. Roberts has lately.been rewarded from the Royal Bounty Fund, through Mr.
Gladstone, in recognition oi bis valuable proposals in the interest of the public, while his
subscription list includes such names as those of Mr. Samuel Morley, Mr. Bright, Mr.
Rathbone, Earl Derby, Sir Edward Baines, the Duke of Westminster, Mr. Herbert Gladstone,
Lord Dalhousic, &. Whoever originated the idea and first urged the adoption of uniform
Penny Postage, consequently, that originator was certainly not Sir Rowland Hill.

CHANGE OF INSCRIPTION UPON THE CITY STATUE OF
SIR ROWLAND HILL.

A fter having laid my discovery as to the Penny Postage Scheme of 1837 having
been only an unacknowledged cepy before the Mansion House Committee of the “ Sir
Rowland Hill Memorial Fund,” the proposed inscription upon the city statue of Sir Rowland

Hill was changed in accordance with the new light thrown upon his hitherto understood
mconceptions.

It will he recollected that the first announcement which appeared in the papers with
reference to the inscription decided upon, was

“ Rowland Hill— He Founded Penny Postage.”

The next announcement we have of the proceedings of the Committee is as follows,
from the City Press, of date 18th March, 1882:—

“* ROWLAND HILL MEMORIAL.

“ On Thursday a meeting of the Rowland Hill Memorial Committee was held at the Mansion House, the
Lord Mayor presiding. A discussion arose as to the inscription upon Mr. Onslow Ford’s statue to be erected at
the Royal Exchange, which had been determined at a previous meeting torun thus:—*‘ Rowland Hill—He founded
Penny Postage.” Mr. Whitehead now proposed that the last sentence should run, 1He gave us Penny Postage,’
Mr, Northover seconded. The Lord Mayor thought that a mere mention of the name, birth, and death on the
statue would be sufficient. Dr. Walter Lewis moved for, and Mr. Causton, M.P., seconded, the following
inscription : 1Sir Rowlan d Hill, K.C.B., born 1795, died 1879." Mr. Whitehead withdrew his motion, and the latter
suggestion was unanimously adopted. Mr. C. Barry moved, and Mr. R, Price seconded, the following addition to
i the words: 1By whose energy and perseverance the national Penny Postage avas established.” Eventually this
“ was carried by nine votss to six, the Lord Mayor voting in the minority.” —City Press, 18th March.

“

“

“



It will be seen that the above proceedings on the part of the Committee amounted to
A complete admission of the discovery | laid before them, viz., that the Penny Postage
Scheme of 1837 was not an invention, but only a copy, from the Fifth Report of the Com-
missioners of Post Office Inquiry. The change in the inscription was important and
significant—* He founded Penny Postage ” was unanimously abandoned. He “ established”
it was substituted— while a minority of six to nine were in favour of an inscription merely
nominal.

Finding, after some days had elapsed, that no corresponding notice appeared in the
daily papers for the information of the public at large, | addressed the following letter to the
Lord Mayor, as Chairman of the Committee:—

W imbledon, 25th March, 1882.
“ My Lord,
, “ Observing your Lordship's name in the list of the minority of six to nine, in favour of a merely formal
“ inscription at the meeting of the Sir Rowland Hill Memorial Committee upon the i6th inst., | desire to draw your
« Lordship’s attention to the fact that no notice of any such meeting, resulting in an alteration of the highest
“ significance, has found its way to the daily press.

“ Having been instrumental in showing the Committee that Sir Rowland Hill did nut ‘ found the Penny Postage,’
“ as the Committee have, by this act, now confirmed, it is only right that | should iurther state to your Lordship that
“ my statements, so far, give but an inadequate idea of the very marked deception which has been practised by Sir
“ Rowland Hill upon the nation.

“ The proceedings of Mr.Pearson Hill, as already intimated in my printed letter of the 15th inst., laid before
*your Lordship, leave me no other course now than, in self-defence, to develope the whole case to the public, and
“ sooner or later the public will be in possession of all the facts.

“ It is my duty to state this to your Lordship, in order that your Lordship may take into consideration
“ whether the fact of the change in the inscription—what the change is to be, if not also your reasons for having so
“ decided—should not at once be frankly stated to the public.

“ As matters stand, reflections may afterwards be made at the want of information to which the public may
4 have considered themselves entitled in the usual course.

“ | have the honour to be, &c.,
“ PATRICK CHALMERS.

“ TOo the Right Honourable the Lord Mayor,
“ (Sir J. W hittaker Ellis, Bart))

* Mansion House.”

To this letter, | was immediately favoured with the following reply :—

“ The Mansion House,

London, “ 21th March, 1882.

“ The Lord Mayor presents his compliments to Mr. Chalmers, and begs to acknow-
“ ledge the receipt of his letter of the 25th inst., which shall have due attention.”

And accordingly, in all or most of the daily papers of the 29tli March there appeared
the following announcement

“ The Rowland Hill Memorial.— The Bronze Statue of Sir Rowland Hill by Mr. D, Onslow Ford is
“ likely to be ready for erection in July next. The Mansion House Committee have resolved that the pedestal shall
“ bear the following inscription :—Sir Rowland Hill, K.C.B.. born 1795; died 1879. By whose energy and
* perseverance the National Penny Postage was established.”



It will be secu from the above correspondence and its results, that a letter written by
me as the person “instrumental in showing the Committee that Sir Rowland Hill did not
mfound the Penny Postage,” ” and so confirmed bY them, addressed to the Chairman of that
Committee—telling him, moreover, that 1 had further statements of interest to make, was
in the same spirit, courteously acknowledged, and acted upon in accordance.

Subsequently, a third inscription was determined upon, at a meeting at which the
name of the Lord Mayor does not appear, equally, but not so clearly, conceding the question

of the originality of Sir Rowland Hill, details as to which will be found in my pamphlet on
the subject.

THE ADHESIVE STAMP.

The proposal of an Adhesive Stamp for postage purposes, printed on sheets of
gummed paper on the principle yet in nse, | have proved by overwhelming evidence,
including that of several of my late father’'s workmen yet living, to have been originally
the invention of my father, the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, in the year 1834, five
years before its adoption by Sir Rowland Hill, who states in his “ Life” that in 1834 he
knew nothing of an Adhesive Stamp, nor does he directly say that snch was at any period
his own invention. That it ever was so rests upon the merest assumption, and with the
collapse of Sir Rowland Hill's direct pretensions to having originated the idea and proposal
of uniform Penny Postage, the mere assumption, unsupported by any pretence of proof,
that lie invented the Adhesive Stamp is left without a shadow of support.

When the Penny Postage Bill was passed in July, 1839, no approved means of
carrying it out in practice had been fallen upon ; but my father had already laid his plan of
the Adhesive Stamp before the Authorities, and by Treasury Minute of 26th December, 1839,
the same was ultimately adopted, after plans had been invited from the public and no better

plan found. The Mulready Envelope proved a failure, but. the Adhesive Stamp saved the
Penny Postage Scheme.

As my opponents continue, against the clearest evidence, still to dcuy me that
measure of justice to which my late father's memory is entitled as having been “ the
originator of the Adhesive Stamp,” it will be seen no other course has been left to me than
to set before the public these disclosures with reference to one who, notwithstanding this

unfortunate failing of putting forward other men’s proposals as his own, was stillan eminent
public benefactor.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

F.R. Hist. Soc.
35, Alexandba Road,

"Wimbledon, 1884.
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PENNY POSTAGE REFORM.

The following Letter was published in the “ Whitehall Review”
of October 8th, 1885,

TO THE EDITOR.

« sir,— Distinguished among your contemporaries for the liberal manner in which you have already operi
the columns of the W nitehall Review to the admission of the fresh light now shed upon the above-namd
important subject, it is especially fitting tnat in the same columns should now first appear some account of t
remarkable progress lately met with in confirmation of what you have already permitted me to advance.

Firat,then,as respects the originator of the proposal of a low and uniform(penny postage,l have already maintain
that such was not an original conception on the part of Sir Rowland Hill as so handed down by him and hithei
understood, but that such was only a borrowed proposal published and worked out by him. 1 have further pointe
to the Rev. Samuel Roberts, cf Conway, as having been the man who first proposed this radical change inn
postal system some years before 1837. And what do we now find ? Mr. Roberts died the other day, ink
eighty-sixth year, and there now appears in the columns of the Times of the 30th nit. an obituary notice of i
postal reformer confirming what | have stated, and to which | beg reference.

Permit me now to supplement this obituary notice of the Times by some extracts from the statements«
Mr. Roberts himself, taken from that manifesto of his in which he thanks over two hundred kind contributorie
from the Royal Bounty Fund downwards, in aid of his declining years, and which list includes such names i
those of Mr. Gladstone, Mr. H. J. Gladstone, Lord Derby, Mr. Samuel Morley, Mr. Bright, Mr. Rathbone, L«
Dalhousie, the Duke of Westminster, Sir Thomas Brassey, Sir Edward Baines, Mr. J. Carvell Williams, saen
bishops and members of Parliament, &c. Mr. Roberts states: “ The aged writer has pleaded and petitioned ft
our useful penny postage and other postal reductions and conveniences more than ten years before the patricti
Sir Rowland Hill came out to assist in the difficult conflict. He repeatedly petitioned and memorialised the R«
Office on the subject”—further corresponding thereon with leading men of the day. Mr. Roberts goes aut
notice the appointment in the year 1835 of the “ Commission of Post Office Inquiry,” with the proposal put form’
in the Fifth Report as respects a low and uniform postage on Circulars, then subject to the same high and variai
rates as were letters, and charged by sheet, recommended by that Report to be charged by weight and prepaid
impressed stamp, at the uniform rate of a penny the half-ounce, irrespective of distance— a proposal left wo!
unnoticed in any of the writings of Sir Rowland Hill, though there is the clearest evidence of this Report hait
come under his cognisance. To the proposal of a uniform penny postage on letters, as already urged by M
Roberts, and which idea, as he further states, “ was well known around the Post Office and other high plac,
add the principles set forth and recommended in this Fifth Report, and we have, it will be seen, the exact sdeu
of Sir Rowland Hill from beginning to end, but put forward by him, in the main, as of his own conception, t*
hitherto erroneously supposed to have been original. (See obituary articles in the Times, Athenceum, and pff
in general.) This Report was of date April 1836. Mr. Roberts goes on : “ Soon afterwards Sir Rowland B



took up the penny idea, and extended its usefulness. He worked perseveringly for reform ; but it should be
ftnenibered that it is not right to honour him as the originator of the penny system. The plan had been drawn,
rnod he did the work.” Again : “ Sir Rowland Hill was nobly rewarded for his ability and perseverance in carrying
put a scheme important portions of which had been suggested and recommended by others. He deserved honour
rean able copyist of other men’s plans ; but it was not fair to honour and reward him as the inventor of the
triform penny postage system. It is really no honour to his memory that he grasped to himself all the rewards
Ld honours of the postal reforms of those days.”

Such is the manifesto of this remarkable man, nony truly recorded in the Times as having been the pioneer
if postal reform-—a Held in which he met with many coadjutors piior to the advent upon the scene of Sir
Romand Hill.

Next, with respect to the adhesive postage stamp, claimed by me as having been the invention and proposal
If my late father, James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, | am nony enabled to point to voi. 19 of the “ Encyclopaedia
Britannica,” lately published, where, under the article “ Postage Stamps,” my father is fully recognised as having
teen the inventor of this stamp in the month of August, 1824—a decision arrived at after a lengthened investigation
Ifthe respective statements put forward on the subject by myselfand by Mr.Pearson Hill. And this,notwithstanding
Jret 1 have been at a manifest disadvantage through the entire correspondence betwixt my late father and Sir
[lomMand Hill being solely in the possession of Mr. Pearson Hill, with a copy of which he has not consented to
iimish me, such correspondence being, | maintain, public, as being official, not private, property.

You are aware that the articles in this standard work are drawn up by learned experts upon the respective
objects dealt writh, and edited under a strong sense of responsibility to the high standing of the work itself and
Bhistory. The decision arrived at, consequently, will now be accepted in all impartial quarti rs as conclusive,
[lie steps by which this invention of Mr. James Chalmers became ultimately incorporated, through his initiation,
ithe reformed penny postage system have been already recorded in your columns.

Mr. Roberts emphatically gives his testimony that “ it was a thoughtful, calculating, unassuming, patriotic
stai reformer of Dundee, of the name of James Chalmers,” to whom we are indebted for the adhesive stamp, who,
[already honoured by his neighbours, will be honoured by future generations.”

Having left Dundee over fifty years ago, and passed much of the interval abroad, it sras only through letters
IHdhappeared in the Dundee press upon the demise of Sir Rowland Hill that my attention was drawn to this

batter— | remain, sir, your obliged servant,
PATRICK CHALMERS,
Wimbledon : October 8, 1885. "'eR- Hist. Soc.

OBITUARY NOTICE.

From the “Times” of 30th September.

“ A few days ago there passed away a man whose name deserves remembrance in this column— the Rev.
jantei Roberts, of Conway, one of the earliest, if not the very earliest, advocates of postal reform. He was born
I March, 1800, at Llanbrynmair, Montgomeryshire, where his father held the charge of the Congregational
lech, and had therefore completed his 85th year. He began to preach when only 19 years of age, so that his



ministerial career extended over 66 years. In 1827 he was ordained as his father's assistant, and at his dea
J8)14, he succeeded him in his charge. Already, in 1819 and 1820, he had gained the medals of the f
Cymmodorion and of the Ruthin Eisteddfod by essays on social subjects, and another prize of 10 guineas &
Eisteddfod at Denbigh. In 1832 be was highly complimented by the Eisteddfod at Beaumaris for an ess
agriculture, hut the prize was withheld because its author advocated the doctrine of free trade. Several T
prior to the last-named date he had pleaded before many associations for one low and uniform rate of postage
inland and foreign, addressing letters on the subject to the Welsh Cyinreigyddion societies in 1824, and
authorities at the General Post Office in 1829, and again in 1836. He also advocated a cheap parcel post
memorialized the Treasury infavour of a reduction of the tax upon newspapers. In 1840 he started the firstg
periodical in his native country, which proved the pioneer of other cheap monthlies. Nearly 50 years ago he am
in favour of some well-defined system of co-operation between landlords and tenants. Upwards of 70 years
he attended the very first missionary meeting held in North Wales. In 1824 he undertook a mission to v
cities and towns, in order to plead for the removal of Jewish and Catholic disabilities, the last of which he |j
to see long swept away. Some 36 years ago he carried on a correspondence with Lord John Russell, in which
advocated a large extension of the suffrage, and especially of its extension to women who were ratepayers
more than 00 years his voice was heard protesting against the waste of town drainage, against the pollution di
rivers, and the costliness of unhealthy sewers. He was one of the last survivors of the early members of the Fa
Society. About three years ago Mr. Roberts received a grant of £50 from the Royal Bounty Fund, m
recommendation of Mr. Gladstone, in recognition of bis services as a pioneer in the cause of social progress,
especially of postal reform.”



Cé/pape r cl.
FROM

ATHE ST. LOUIS republican:

MISSOURI, February 20th, 1886-

MR. JAMES CHALMERS THE REAL INVENTOR
OF THE POSTAGE STAMP.

The February number of the Philatelic Journal of America,
published in St. Louis, has just been issued, and comes bound in
a new and very appropriate cover. This is the largest magazine
devoted to the interests of the stamp collector published in the
country, and is largely circulated abroad. The present number
contains a well-written article on the real inventor of the adhesive
stamp, the author being a well-known attorney, who has the
largest and finest collection of postage stamps in the country.
The following is the contribution :

THE ADHESIVE STAMP.

Sir Rowland Hill has heretofore been the patron saint of the
stamp collector. Knighted for his setvices in postal matters, he
has heretofore been credited with being not only the inventor,
proposer and promulgator of that system of uniform postage,
which, since its adoption in England in 1840, has gradually
extended over nearly the entire gloire to the incalculable benefit
of mankind, but also with being the inventor of the impressed
envelope, cover and adhesive stamp.

The death of Sir Rowland Hill in 1879 recalled to mind the
name and postal services of Mr. Jantes Chalmers, bookseller of
Dundee. Various letters claiming for him the invention of the
adhesive stamp appeared in the daily papers of that city and
elsewhere. There seems to have been at once avery strenuous
effort made by persons of influence to suppress the facts, as they
now appear to have been suppressed at the time, by the then Mr.
Rowland Hill. The battle has been hotly waged of late between
Mr. Pearson Hill and Mr. Patrick Chalmers, until now no less
authority than the “ Encyclopedia Britannica ” has decided in
favor of Mr.James Chalmers as the inventor of the adhesive stamp.



That the impressed or stamped cover or wrapper was not an
absolute novelty in 1837 is well known to stamp collectors. It
appears that Mr. Wallace, himself an earnest postal reformer and
member of parliament for Greenock, sent to Mr. Rowland Hill the
reports of various “ committees of inquiry ” appointed and acting
by authority of parliament when Mr. Hill “ commenced,” to use
Ins own words, “ that systematic study, analysis aud comparison
which the difficulties of my self-imposed task rendered necessary.”
It now transpires that these reports contained a very large
suggestion of uniform cheap postage by weight, prepayment,
stamped covers and all that was suggested in Mr. Hill's famous
plan and pamphlet of 1837.

It also appears that in August, 1834, Mr. James Chalmers
had made in his printing office at Dundee, experimental adhesive
stamps, printed in sheets, gummed and ready to be cut off and
used separately as occasion required; that he had communicator!
liis plan pretty generally, at the time and subsequently, to the
many parties with whom ho was associated in advancing postal
reforms, and seems to have promulgated ms views in a printed
circular fully explaining the plan, which, except for the perforation,
a convenience invented by Mr. Archer, and only introduced in
1852, was identical with that adopted and now in use. This was
accompanied by samples of the proposed stamps.

On the appointment of the committee of parliament, Mr.
Chalmers had sent his plan to Mr. Wallace, its chairman, who
acknowledged ils receipt under date of December ), 1837. It had
also been sent to Mr. (afterwards Sir Henry) Cole, secretary of the
London mercantile committee, in February, 1838. Mr. Cole was
intimately associated with Mr. Hill in this postal reform. On
March 3, 1838, Mr. Hill wrote Mr, James Chalmers about the
plan without any suggestion that the ilea was not novel or had
previously occurred to himself.

When the chancellor of the exchequer, on the 5th of July,
1839, introduced and carried a resolution sanctioning the intro-
duction of a penny postage bill, he asked only for “a uniform
postage of one penny at and under a weight hereafter to be fixed,”
expressly stating that if Mr. Hill's plan was adopted, public
sentiment against such a monopoly as the selling of stamped paper



1,y the government would defeat the measure. Objections came
nut all from one source, that the scheme was impracticable ;
without prepayment its expenses would be greater than the
revenue ; if prepayment was to be made by stamped sheets or
covers, it created a dangerous monopoly 5 with prepayment in
money it was too inconvenient; above all it was too liable to
forgery. At this crisis Mr. Wallace, iu the commons, and Lord
Ashburton, in the lords, suggested Mr. Chalmers’ adhesive stamp
asa possible meaus of avoiding all difficulties. The measure finally
wes thus saved. Mr. Hill was sent to the Treasury to carry
out the details. L pon inviting other suggestions from the public,
petitions, largely circulated by ths influence of the London
mercantile committee, for the adoption of the adhesive stamp,
poured in upon the government until, by a Treasury minute of
december 26, ISTJ, the adhesive stamp was made part of the plan
in connection with the stamped covers. The famous Mulready
rover and envelope and a little black queen’s head were the first
outcome. Mr. Hill says later “ the. public rejection of the
Malready envelope was so complete as to necessitate the destruction
of nearly all the vast number prepared tor issue, whilst on the
other hand the presses of the stamp office were producing over
half a million of labels (stamps) by working night and day, yet
they failed to meet the demand.” Mr. James Chalmers, on again
writing to Mr. Hill about his invention, is coolly informed (Jan-
uary. 1840) that he (Hill) bad himself proposed the adhesive
»tamp in 1887 before Mr. Chalmers. Mr. Chalmers in reply
expressed his surprise, enclosed Mr. Hill's letter of 1838, and
contenting himself with “ the only satisfaction | have had in this,
a well as former suggestions, all original with me, is that these
have been adopted, and have, and are likely to prove beneficial to
the public,” awaited that tardy justice which after nearly half a
Icentury now begins to acknowledge bis claim in the Encyclopaedia
IBritannica.

It will be well perhaps for the stamp collectors to change
| their patron saint, and with this great English authority, accord
Ithe invention of their hobby to its real inventor, James
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reports of various “ committees of inquiry ” appointed and acting
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lus own words, “ that systematic study, analysis and comparison
which the difficulties of my self-imposed task rendered necessary.”
It now transpires that these reports contained a very large
suggestion of uniform cheap postage by weight, prepayment,
stamped covers and all that was suggested in Mr. Hill's famous
plan and pamphlet of 1837.
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by th- government would defeat the measure. Objections came
not all fiora one source, that the scheme was impracticable;
without prepayment its expenses would be greater than the
revenue ; if prepayment was to be made by stamped sheets or
covers, it created a dangerous monopoly ; with prepayment in
money it was too inconvenient; above all it was too liable to
.orgery. At this crisis Mr. Wallace, m the commons, and Lord
Ashburton, in the lords, suggested Mr. Chalmers’ adhesive stamp
asapossible means of avoiding all difficulties. The measure finally
wes thus saved. Mr. Hill was sent to the Treasury to carry
cut the details. upon inviting other suggestions from the public,
petitions, largely circulated by the influence of the London
mercantile committee, for the adoption of the adhesive stamp,
Ipound iu upon the government uniil, by aTreasury minute of
december 26, 16dd, the adhesive stamp was made part of the plan
in connection with the stamped covers. The famous Mail ready
cover and envelope and a little black queen's head were the first
outcome. Air. Hill says later “ the. public rejection of the
Mlready envelope was so complete as to necessitate the destruction
of nearly all the vast number prepared for issue, whilst on the
oilier hand the presses ot the stamp utliee were producing over
Iwifa million of labels (stamps) by working night and day, yet
they failed to meet the demand.” Mr. James Chalmers, on again
writing to Mr. Hill about his invention, is coolly informed (Jan-
way, 1840) that he (Hill) had himself proposed the adhesive
starp in 1881 belore Mr. Chalmers. Mr. Chalmers in reply
expressed his surprise, enclosed Mr. Hill's letter of 1888, and
contenting himself with “ the only satisfaction 1 have had in this,
as well as former suggestions, all original with me, is that these
have been adopted, and have, and are likely to prove beneficial to
te public,” awaited that tardy justice which after nearly hall' a
century now begins to acknowledge his claim in the Encyclopaedia
Britannica.

U will be well perhaps for the stamp collectors to change
llicir patron saint, and with this great English authority, accord

Ac invention of their hobby to its real inventor, James
fhabnrers.



COPY,

PRINCETON COLLEGE,
NEW JERSEY,
! February loth, 1883

My Dear Sir,

I am indebted to yon for a copy of your pamphlet m
“ The Adhesive Postage Stamp,” | am engaged on an American
History to cover the period 1840-85, in which it will be necessan
for me to refer to the introduction of the Adhesive Stamp irol
this country. From the evidence submitted, as it stands, 1
not see how | can give the credit of the invention to any one b
Mr. Chalmers, certainly not to Sir Rowland Hill.

Sincerely yours,
(Signed) ALEXANDER JOHNSTON,

Professor of Jurisprudence anil
Political Economy.
Mr. P. Chalmers,

- Wimbledon.

-no::-

THE NUMISMATIC AND ANTIQUARIAN SOCIETY
OF PHILADELPHIA.

February 10th, 18I
Sir.
| beg to render to you my sincere thanks for wnml
presentation of the claim of James Chalmers as the Inventor
the Adhesive Stamp. You seem to haam enlisted the adhermq
of many of those best qualified to judge of the subject, and iii
to be hoped that justice, even if tardy, may be done in the matter!
It is a filial duty which you have well performed.

Very respectfully yours,

(Signed) HENRY PHILLIPS, Jr., AM.

(Author of numerous Historical and Prach
Works oit Currency, Ac.)

P. Chalmers, Esq.,
Wimbledon,
Englanid.



[COPY]
Sir— Wimbledon, February 26th* 1886.
BEG leave to hand you for the information of
the Members of the Corporation of the City of London copy
a publication joet issued by me. entitled < Concealment
Unveiled : A Tale of the Mansion House,* in which | state that
the Sir Rowland Hill Memorial Fund Committee, to the obscuring
of the truth and consequent detriment to general well-being,
have concealed from the public, from H.R.H. the Prince
of Wales, and from others, vital and essential facts as there speci-
fied, while having erected a statue of Sir Rowland Hill, and while
collecting money from the public on the strength and prestige of
his name,

I have riven the names composing this Committee, including
certaia Aldermen of the City of London, and legitimate reasons are
given why it has been_incumbent upon me to gi?e publicity to the
proceedings now unveiled.

I respectfully lay this statement before you—first, inasmuch
as the Cit orporation was the largest contributor to this
Memorial Fund under the vital delusion specified, since discovered
and admitted by this Committee, but hitherto concealed from
the subscribers ; 'secondly, because It will be seen from the origin
and composition of the Committee as hitherto constituted and
located, that the Corporation has, officially, fall power to call for
an explanation from and otherwise to control the proceedings of the
Committee in question.

I am, respectfully, sir,
Your most obedient servant.
PATRICK CHALMERS, F.R.Hist.Soc.
[0 Sir John B. Monckton,
Town Clerk,
Guildhall.
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CONCEALMENT UNVEILED,
THE SIR ROWLAND HILL COMMITTEE,

A TALE OF THE MANSION HOUSE.

I he short pamphlet herewith, under the above title, is put
forward for the purpose of shewing that so far from having been
tlio originator ol the Adhesive Stamp, Sin Rowland Hij.l was
not even the originator oi the uniform Penny Postage Scheme
ascii, s admitted hy Ins own Mansion House Committee, but hitherto
ooncealed from  the public.  However great the services of Sii
Howland Hill, the Penny Postage Scheme, equally with the
plan which saved it and has carried it out in practice, was only
an unacknowledged copy or plagiarism from beginning to end

of the previous proposals of other men.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

P.R. Hist. Soc.

Wimbledon.






THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

COPY.

“Dundee Advertiser” Office,

D undee,

"2nd Jany., 1880.

Dear Sir,

1 heartily congratulate you on the success you have now
achieved in establishing on irrefragable authority the claim of
yum+ father as the Inventor of the Postage Stamp. Sir Henry
Colics papers bequeathed to the South Kensington Museum are
decisive.

If other Editors could be induced to look at the evidence
you have produced, as | have done, 1 believe they would not
hesitate to award justice to the memory of your father.

Should yon ever visit Dundee, 1 trustyou will not forget
to call on,
Yours faithfully,

JOHN LENG.
Patrick Chalmers, Esq.,

Wimbledon.

The above from the Editor of one of the most widely read
papers in Scotland, well known to the London press, will, | trust,
have some effect in inducing that Press and others to look into
my statements, and do justice to the memory of one who has done
service to the public.

Besides the award in my favor of the “ Eucyclopadia
Britannica,” a wide recognition of my father's title to the Adhesive
Postage Stamp has been obtained from the Scottish and Provincial
Press, and from literary men at home and abroad.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

M . P.R. Hist. Soe.

Metetty 1bbO
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| Tothe Ed>toy of the
WunKEK CITY PHILATELIST

I Sr.

I /a your Journal for this month it is stated that my father, the
1/,- '‘James Chalmers, did not claim the honor of having heen the
migiuator of the adhesive postage stamp. Permit me to say that such
staterrent is a mistake, while by what right or with what object the
1n/spondence of 1HI0 on the subject was abstracted from the Treasury
Br Sir Rowland Hill has never heen explained-, that correspondence is
Ip» solely in the possession of Mr. Pearson Hill who has published
li/v sich an “extract" from same as he has thought fit, my appli-
\tion for the context having been of no avail. Even with this,
/ have heen enabled to \prave io the genera! satisfaction of
LLirTcan Philatelists my father's title to the honor he claimed, and if
\tt remains inany quarter here or withyou, let Mr. Pearson Hill be
id upon to produce the letters addressed by hisfather to mine of dates
LLceC ye., i BS. and of January 1Hth, iS.|.0. and that doubt vili be

Warned.

I snd copy of /his letter toyour contemporaries and Philatelic

welettes, and asking you to be good enough to publish same,

1 am. Sir,
yours obediently.
PATRICK CHALMERS,

Hon. Member of the Chicago, Newton, Jamestown, N Denver

oL Philatelic Societies.

innbledon, April. 20th. / i-S 6
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[HI ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

Xmv that the pretensions of Sir Rowland Hill to having
in any nay originated the adhesive postage stamp are wholly
exploded, an attempt, not confined to the Quaker City
Philatelist, is i”v being made to weaken the title of James
Chalmers by bringing forward a story as to the adhesive
stamp for postage purposes having been current in France
some two to three hundred years ago. ft would indeed be
remai kable should such have been the case at a period when
tkve was no regular postage system, and when indeed few
rodil either read or write—and still more remarkable that
surii, it having any foundation, should have hitherto escaper!
the researches of modern philatelists, yet supposed to have
keu known to .hmm Chalmers ulommover fifty years ago.
An attempt so obviously absurd will only recoil upon those who,
m a spirit of envious chagrin, would now disparage the
services of a public benefactor who certainly never heard of
any sudi prior application of his invention, even should the

story turn out to have any foundation in fact.
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TIHUBNEIi'ti “ AMERICAN, EUROPEAN, ami ORIENTAL

LITERARY RECORD.”

LOUtFATK Hint,

London, Aphil 80th, 1886.

“ What could have been more appropriate than that a book-
seller, a distributor of knowledge, should have invented the Penny
Postage Stamp ? Hr. James Chalmers, ut Dundee, all honour to
him as a benefactor of his race, was the originator of what is now

i aprime necessity to the commercial world, and of which eighteen
hundred millions are now issued yearly. The full history of the
Penny Postage Stamp is to be found in “ Concealment Unveiled ”
ad “ The Adhesive Postage Stamp,” by Patrick Chalmers,

H b.RILS., the sonol the inventor. These brochures are published

j by Effingham Wilson, of the Royal Exchange, and we heartily

I recommend them to the notice of all who wish to study the

1 history ul the present postal system.”

“ Bric-a-brac, the organ of the philatelists, edited by Mr. J.

W. Palmer, the well-known btainp collector, referring to the sug-

| gestion recently made in the Leisure Uuur, that the adhesive stamp

| should be called “ the Chalmers,” considers the notion an excellent

| ore, as it associates with the stamp the name of the man who, it

| has been proved beyond doubt, is entitled to be considered as

| the inventor. The matter has been put beyond controversy, and

Mr. Patrick Chalmers has, by his labours in search of the truth,

| established his father’s title to the gratitude of posterity."— Surrey
I Independent, Wimbledon, May 8th, 1880.









THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP

FftOM

THE “ CHRISTIAN LEADER

Glasgow, May 6th, 1886.

“ That is indeed a happy thought of a writer in the Leisure
Hour who designates the adhesive postage stamp “ the Chalmers."
The universal adoption of this term would be a most appropriate
memorial of James Chalmers, the modest bookseller of Dundee,
who invented the ingenious expedient—a masterpiece of simplic-
ity— without which the penny postage system never could have
been established. Eighteen hundred millions of* Chalmers '’ are
now issued yearly from Somerset house. Prof. Johnston, of
Princeton, who is engaged on an American History to cover the
period of 1840-85, in a letter to Mr. Patrick Chalmers, of Wim-

bledon, says : 11t will be necessary for me to refer to the
introduction of the adhesive stamp into this country. Prom the
evidence submitted, as it stands, 1 do not see how 1 can give the
credit of the invention to anyone but Mr. Chalmers, certainly not
to Sir Howland Hill.” *  An American lawyer who has the largest
and tiuest collection of postage stamps in the New World, contri-
butes an article to the February number of the Philatelic Journal
of America, in which he says Sir Rowland Hill has heretofore been
the patron saint of the stamp collector, but that henceforth te
honour must be accorded to the real inventor of the adhesive
stamp, James Chalmers. Mr. Patrick Chalmers has well per-
formed a lilial duty in the teeth of many obstacles, and deserves
to be heartily congratulated on the success which has crowned
his pious laOours in vindicating his father’s title to he ranked
among the world's benefactors.”



W imbledon .

July 26iA, 1886.
Sm,

Id lately handing you copy of a publication
entitled “ Concealment Unveiled : a Tale of the Mansion
eHouse," | stated “ that the Sir Rowland Hill Memorial
<Fund Committee, to the obscuring of the truth and conse-
>quent detriment to the general well-being, have concealed
1from the public, from H.R.H. the Prince of Wales, and
«from others, vital and essential facts as there specified,
ewhile having erected a statue of Sir Rowland Hill, and
1while collecting money from the public on the strength
‘and prestige of his name."

I now beg to hand you copy of a “ Sequel” to that
publication, being the submission or assent of said Committee
to that statement as being incontrovertible.

\ou have been good enough to hand me a Form of
Menorial to the Corporation of the City of London, to be
awled of should | desire to present a Memorial on this subject.
Having, however, freely circulated the particulars, it is for
those more immediately connected with the Corporation to
decide whether it is consistent with propriety and legality that
tre irregular proceedings now unveiled should remain un-
noticed and be continued, in preference to adopting the simple

and obvious remedy suggested in the “ Sequel ” herewith.

1 am, respectfully,
Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,
PATRICK CHALMERS.
bm John B. MoNCKTON,

Tmrn Clerk,
Guildhall.









COPY.

THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

To the Editor of the “ Dundee Advertiser.”

Sut,

In ilio able article which appeared in your issue of the Ity
January last, in recognition of my late father as having been t*
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, it was there stated that &
Rowland Hill simply “ took the credit ” of what belonged to another

In confirmation of that statement I am now enabled to hand yin
copy of a short publication, entitled * Submission of the Sir Rouhisi
Hill Committee,” in which it is shewn from the proceedings aj
practical assent of his own Mansion House Committee that Sir Rou lau
Hill, however great his services, originally conceived or first proposti
nothing whatever in connection with that uniform penny postas
scheme which lias gone by his name, while having assumed and “ taka
the credit ” of same. As with the scheme so with the stamp, in havg
“ taken the credit ” of which Sir Rowland Hill only displayed the sa3
failing which had attended him from the first, in having put formait
as his own the prior proposals of other men.

The value and importance of the Adhesive Postage Stamp can*
be better described than by the term “ indispensable ” of the Resolute
of the Town Council of Dundee three years ago. The circumstance
however, under which this stamp was brought forward and becaa
adopted, are, in the present day, unknown or forgotten. The ges
argument of the opponents of the uniform penny postage scheme m
the impossibility of carrying it out in practice. “ Why should wc ¥

called upon to pass this Rill,” they said in 183b, “ when no uw»
being had the remotest conception of how it was to be carried ¥
execution ? ” That part of the subject must stand over, said it

Government of the day. Rut the plan of James Chalmers, already a4
to Mr. Wallace in 18J7, and again to the Mercantile Committee of ft
City of London in 1SJ8, and now in the South Kensington Msas



libri,I f?i" 1130 to this day, Was, iti tliw dilemma, brought forward
_ . jjrWallace in the House aot* Commons, became ultimately adopted,
1 Jsaved tlio scheme. Indispensable then, indispensable it has
lLinterned in countless numbers, not only in this country hut. spreading
everv land. Withdraw or suspend its use and you paralyse the
Lrreaponduuce and thereby the trade and commerce not alone of this,
untry, hut of the world. What potentate ever wielded such a power
this? What man has conferred so wide-spread a boon, free,
jontaneous and unrewarded, while millions have been yearly
ured and continue to bo ever increasingly poured into the National
ressary by means of what an able writer has termed the “ powerful
wchardsin” of this indispensable and ubiquitous stamp ?

This matter of my father’s title to the adhesive stamp was initiated,
ot by me, hut by old and respected townsmen of Dundee conversant
jththe facts— brought forward, moreover, not alone with the object
'vindicating the memory of their deceased friend, but further, as stated
wthem in your columns, “ that Dundee might claim and receive the
trar of being the birth-place of the Adhesive Stamp,” looked upon
Uvereally as being a matter of national and historical importance, as
amplified in the special investigation of the Encyclopaedia Britannica,
liat sich was both invented and first proposed for adoption in the
forred postal system by a townsman of Dundee has now been proved
marl dispute, as already widely recognised at home and abroad.

Favor me, therefore, by adding this further record in your columns
treevent of the present or some future generation of the now large
idimportant community of Dundee, following in the steps of their
decessors and of the valued recognition ot the Town Council of
LU, becoming disposed to take an interest in the matter, and to claim
r their locality and for the memory of their townsman that heritage
i which both have been so unjustly dispossessed.

1 remain, Sir,
Your obliged Servant,

PATRICK CHALMERS.
Miedon.

Jriv ristii, 1SS6.
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W imbledon,

Rovinii'r, |bSG,

Sik,
I beg to hand you copy of a pamphlet just publiai,
by me entitled “ The Submission of the Sir Rowland Hi
Committee,” and which | shall feel obliged if you wills

good enough to place in your Library.

I annex a short account of its contents, and incida
tally will be found some notice of Libraries in the Unit
States of America, which may be of interest to

readers.

I am, Sir,
Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,
F.R. Hist. !

To the Librarian,
y J (@t $r/lE £~
[ trv d'l1 *e



This pamphlet is laid ljefore you in continuation of
mwloiLs publications proving the late James Chalmers,
Bookseller, Dundee, to have been the originator of the

Bilhesive Postage Stamp.

In confirmation thereof, it is now shewn by the
Boceedings and practical assent of his own Mansion House
mouiinittee, that Sir Rowland Hill, however great his
services, originally conceived or first proposed nothing
whatever in connection with that uniform Penny Postage

mhome which has gone by his name.

Other main features of this pamphlet, besides a
a number of articles from the home and foreign press,
Bnwst in the decision of the “ Encyclopaedia Brittannica ” .
B favor of James Chalmers— the particulars of his plan
Aw in the South Kensington Museum Library—the
mdarabon of the Treasury and official repudiation by H.M.
Pi st Office of the pretensions of the partisans of Sir
Bwland Hill—the substitution of the name of James
Biaimers in place of that of Rowland Hill by Philatelic
Birnak both in this country and in the United States as
Be “ patron saint’’ of stamp collectors—and in a short
gjpendix giving the sources from which Sir Rowland Hill
Brircd his scheme of penny postage reform, popularly

Bpposrd to have been his own invention.

P.C.






(Committee at tije lltansicm |)ousc.

$00000000

Sir,

“The City has in great measure to thank itself for
is blow.” Such is the verdict of the Times with reference to
e City Corporation having just been deprived of its privilege
electing its own Recorder, Common Serjeant, and Judge of
je City of London Court—a verdict confirmed by the press
nerally, and by public opinion. And so long as these high
fficers just named, also the Aldermen, and the Members of the
lommon Council shut their eyes, ears, and mouths to grave and
regular practices, known to and admitted by thousands at
me and abroad, so long will that Corporation continue to
vite being shorn of its privileges, and become lowered in the
[timatiou of the public.

In a letter addressed to Sir John Monckton, of date
mray 26th, 1886, and published by me in the papers, and
a subsequent pamphlet, entitled, “ The Submission of the

f Rowland Hill Committee,” | stated “ that the Sir Rowland
ill Committee, to the obscuring of the truth, and consequent
triment to the general well-being, have concealed from the
blic from H.R.H. The Prince of Wales, and from others,
al and essential facts, while having erected a statue of
F Rowland Hill, and while collecting money from the public
Q1the strength and prestige of his name.” And, “ | have given
the names of this Committee, including certain Aldermen of the

mty of London.”
H

What is to be said, or can bo thought, of a body which has
Imitted such an allegation as this to be publicly made with
lence and with impunity if untrue, and at the same time permit

Rowland Hill Committee to continue year after year to
|te from under the very roof of the Mansion House its

pedls to the public, while still keeping back vital and essential
Its i









1 have no desire, Sir, to resuscitate this matter, though it |
will be evident to you that underthe estimation now evinced |
both in and outof Parliament, with respect to the City |
Corporation, a ready and still greater attention would be given |
to statements only too well founded. My object in now I
addressing you is rather to invite your good offices in getting |
Mr. Alderman Whitehead, or other responsible member of this |
Rowland Hill Fund to do me that justice the hitherto refusall
of which has been tome and to my cause, oppression, andl
to the public what | need not designate. What | ask of i
Mr. Whitehead will be found at page 15 of the pamphlet#
herewith, entitled “ A Reply to Mr. Fearson Hill,” and which 14
trust will bo favoured with your perusal. | am quite aware |
that a pamphlet upsetting pre-conceived ideas is unwelcome, |
but | trust other considerations will out-weigh any repugnance |
on your part to reading same. The opinion of your own paper, |
the City Press, upon the subject, is enclosed.

1 am, Sir,
Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALM KRS.

Copy of the other pamphlets referred to will be sent you
if desired.

/
/T 2?7






THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP

THE UNITED STATES.

North Carolina,

Library Department,

Rateigh, November 30th, 1886.
Patrick Chalmers, F.R.H.S., Wimbledon, England.

My Dear Sir,
Allow me at this late day to thank you for copy of the pamphlet on the “ Inventor of the Adhesive
Stamp,” which was received at this Library, April 24, 1886, also for copy of “ The Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill
Committee ” received this date.

| have had occasion to use the “ Adhesive Stamp,” in a controversy with a Mr. Thomas S ----- —, of Alexandria,
Virginia, whose mind was prejudiced in favor of Rowland Hill. My impression s, that should he be enabled to read
your pamphlets, he would be thoroughly convinced that the inventor was your father instead of Mr. Hill.

On receipt of the “ Adhesive Stamp," | immediately had it bound in sheep for our Library, which course I
intend to pursue with “ The Submission of the Committee,” but before doing so, respectfully request, that if you have
a copy of*“ Concealment Unveiled, a Tale of the Mansion House," or any other pamphlets on the subject, you will be
pleased to have preserved in our State Library, that | be furnished with copies for that purpose.

Again thanking you for the two copies already received at our Library,

| have the honour to be, Sir,
Yours very truly,
J. C. BIRDSONG,

State Librarian.

Virginia Historical Society,

Richmond, Va., November 301/1, 1886.
Patrick Chalmers, Esq., F. R. Hist. Soc.

My Dear Sir,
Having read the previous publications, kindly sent by you, with conviction that your lamented
father was justly due the honor of originating the public boon, the Adhesive Postage Stamp, | am sincerely gratified
in “ The Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Commission," to a just award, so long withheld. It will be a pleasurable

duty with me, when | may, in the future, to correct the injustice so long continued, by'just statement of fact.

I am, My Dear Sir,
Faithfully yours,
R. A. BROCK, Secretary.



Office of The Dixie Stamp Collector,

Atlanta, Ga., November zgth, 1886.

Dear Sir,

I have just received your last pamphlet, and | have enjoyed its perusal exceedingly. Please accept
my thanks for same, and my well wishes for your prosperity. After careful consideration, I came to the conclusion
some time ago, that Sir Rowland Hill was not the originator of the Adhesive Stamp. | will do all in my power to
advance the truth in regard to your father, and will use my influence to correct a statement which has been believed for
the past 25 years by American Philatelists. Wishing you the greatest success, and trusting that the time will soon

come when the whole world will know' the truth, | beg to remain,

Yours fraternally,

W. G. WHILDEN, Jr.
To Patrick Chalmers, Esq., London.

Altoona, Pennslyvania,

December 2nd, 1886.
P. Chaimers, Esq., F.R.H.S., Wimbledon, England.

Dear Sir, =
The American Philatelic Association (embracing North, South and Central America and the West
Indies), has selected me as the Editor of their Official Journal, “ The American Philatelist,” and, as a natural
consequence, 1 will be called upon to answer all manner and form of questions relating to Philately, and no doubt the
one in which you are so deeply interested will be among the number. While | am fully aware of the fact that your
father was the inventor of the Adhesive Stamp, and, in fact, the honor is almost universally conceded throughout this
country, yet | have a desire to fortify myself with facts to sustain the point, and to this end request you to send me the

price of the various pamphlets issued by you, that I may order them. | wish to purchase one of each.

Respectfully,
W. R. FRASER, Pres.

Altoona Philatelic Society.
Altoona, Pa., U.S.A.
P.S.— I wrote you a week ago, but addressed the letter to Scotland.

[Same duly reached me, and by this time Mr. Fraser will have received copies of my pamphlets. Other
office-bearers of the same and kindred Societies have asked for a complete set of my publications, while the more
recent pamphlets are in the hands of a large number of the Members. In the United States, as in France and the

Continent, stamp-collectors are very numerous. P.C. j

The above are in addition to the recognitions of the most influential nature already published in my late
pamphlet “ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee,” a copy of which has been laid before you, and to which
reference is respectfully asked. The Second Edition of this pamphlet, extending to four figures, having been exhausted
amongst localities, individuals and Philatelists, now recognizing James Chalmers in place of Sir Rowland Hill to have

been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, a Third Edition, abridged, will shortly be issued.

W imbledon, December 15th, 1886. PATRICK CHALMERS.
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THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP

THE UNITED STATES.

North Carolina,
Library Department,

Raleigh, November 30th, 1886.
Patrick Chalmers, F.R.H.S., Wimbledon, England.

My Dear Sir,
Allow me at this late day to thank you for copy of the pamphlet on the “ Inventor of the Adhesive
Stamp,” which was received at this Library, April 24, 1886, also for copy of “ The Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill
Committee” received this date.

I have had occasion to use the “ Adhesive Stamp,” in a controversy with a Mr. T homas S --—---- , of Alexandria,
Virginia, whose mind was prejudiced in favor of Rowland Hill. My impression is, that should he be enabled to read
your pamphlets, he would be thoroughly convinced that the inventor was your father instead of Mr. Hill.

On receipt of the “ Adhesive Stamp,” | immediately had it bound in sheep for our Library, which course I
intend to pursue with “ The Submission of the Committee,” but before doing so, respectfully request, that if you have
a copy of*“ Concealment Unveiled, a Tale of the Mansion House,” or any other pamphlets on the subject, you will be
pleased to have preserved in our State Library, that I be furnished with copies for that purpose.

Again thanking you for the two copies already received at our Library,

| have the honour to be, Sir,
Yours very truly,

J. C. BIKDSONG,

State Librarian.

Virginia Historical Society,

Richmond, Va., November 30th, 1S86.
Patrick Chalmers, Esq., F. R. Hist, Soc.

My Dear Sir,
Having read the previous publications, kindly sent by you, with conviction that your lamented
father was justly due the honor of originating the public boon, the Adhesive Postage Stamp, | am sincerely gratified
in “ The Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Commission,” to a just award, so long withheld. It will be a pleasurable

duty with me, when | may, in the future, to correct the injustice so long continued, by just statement of fact.

1 am, My Dear Sir,
Faithfully yours,
R. A, BROCK, Secretary.



Office of The Dixie Siami* Collector,
Atlanta, Ga., November 29th, 1886.
Dear Sir,

I have just received your last pamphlet, and | have enjoyed its perusal exceedingly. Please accept
my thanks for same, and my well wishes for your prosperity. After careful consideration, | came to the conclusion
some time ago, that Sir Rowland Hill was not the originator of the Adhesive Stamp. | will do all in my power to
advance the truth in regard to your father, and will use my influence to correct a statement which has been believed for
the past 25 years by American Philatelists. Wishing you the greatest success, and trusting that the time will soon

come when the whole world will know the truth, 1 beg to remain,

Yours fraternally,

W. G. WHILDEN, Jr.
To Patrick Chalmers, Esq., London.

Altoona, Pennslyvania,

December 2nd, 1886.
P. Chalmers, Esq., P.R.H.S., Wimbledon, England.

Dear Sir,

The American Philatelic Association (embracing North, South and Central America and the West
Indies), has selected me as the Editor of their Official Journal, “ The American Philatelist,” and, as a natural
consequence, 1 will be called upon to answer all manner and form of questions relating to Philately, and no doubt the
one in which you are so deeply interested will be among the number. While | am fully aware of the fact that your
father was the inventor of the Adhesive Stamp, and, in fact, the honor is almost universally conceded throughout this
country, yet | have a desire to fortify myself with facts to sustain the point, and to this end request you to send me the

price of the various pamphlets issued by you, that | may order them. | wish to purchase one of each.

Respectfully,
W. R. FRASER, Pres.

Altoona Philatelic Society.
Altoona, Pa., U.S.A.

P.S.— 1 wrote you a week ago, but addressed the letter to Scotland.
[Same duly reached me, and by this time Mr. Fraser will have received copies of my pamphlets. Other
office-bearers of the same and kindred Societies have asked for a complete set of my publications, while the more

recent pamphlets are in the hands of a large number of the Members. In the United States, as in France and the

Continent, stamp-collectors are very numerous. P.C. j

The above are in addition to the recognitions of the most influential nature already published in my late
pamphlet “ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee,” a copy of which has been laid before you, and to which
reference is respectfully asked. The Second Edition of this pamphlet, extending to four figures, having been exhausted
amongst localities, individuals and Philatelists, now recognizing James Chalmers in place of Sir Rowland Hill to have

been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, a Third Edition, abridged, will shortly be issued.

W imbledon, December 15th, 1886. PATRICK CHALMERS.
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THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP IN THE UNITED STATES.

ADDITIONAL LETTERS TO HAND DECEMBER 2ist.

W ashington and Lee University,

Lexington, Virginia, November 30th, 1886.

Patrick Chalmers, F.R.H.S.
Honoured and Dear Sir,

I am instructed by the authorities of this University to acknowledge
in their name the honour you have done us, by sending to our Library a copy of your
justification of your father, entitled :

“ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee,”

2nd Edition, with Additions, Press Notices, &c., 1886.

In accordance with your request we most cheerfully assign it a place in our Library,

thereby assuring you of our appreciation of the success of your undertaking.
Thanking you in the name of the Institution | represent, as well as on my own part,

I am, honoured Sir,

Your obedient Servant,
JACOB FULLER, Librarian.
P.S.—A more formal acknowledgement will appear in our Catalogue (Annual), to issue

March, 1887.—J. F.

Chicago Philatelic Society.
Chicago, December 3rd, 1886.
Patrick Chalmers, Esq., Wimbledon, England.
Dear Sir,

I have been instructed by the above Society to communicate to you the following
resolution passed at meeting, held Thursday eve, December 2nd, and also to thank you for your
valuable contribution to the Library of the Society of a copy of your pamphlet on the “ Sub-
mission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee. Resolved : “ That the Chicago Philatelic Society
unanimously endorses the report of their Committee, and thank Mr. Chalmers for his efforts in
establishing beyond doubt the fact of Mr. James Chalmers being the originator of the Adhesive
Postage Stamp.” | wish also to thank you personally for the Copy so kindly sent me. | hand
you herewith Copy of the Constitution of our Society, presuming the same may be of interest to
you.

With best wishes, | am,
Yours very truly,
C. R. GADSDEN,
Secretary.

If they can possibly be obtained, I should like a copy of each of your other pamphlets.
C. R. G.



In the Service of the Commonwealth.
State Library of Massachusetts,
State House, Boston,

December 1o tk, 1886.
Patrick Chalmers, ESC].
My Dear Sir,
Your latest pamphlet, “ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee,

seems so
conclusive a vindication of your father, and so well supported our assertion of the credit justly
his due, that it leaves little, if anything, to add. Slowly the truth of history is vindicated, and
modest worth outweighs pretentious self-assertion.

| thank you most heartily for the pamphlet, which | shall take much pleasure in preserving
in the State Library.

Yours most cordially,
C. B. TILLINGHAST,

Librarian.

Chicago Philatelic Society,
Chicago, December 6th, 1886.
P. Chaimers, Esq., Wimbledon.
Dear Sir,
| take great pleasure in acknowledging the receipt of your second edition of
“ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee ” on the Adhesive Postage Stamp.

There is very little doubt in the minds of the majority of American Philatelists as to who
was the real originator of the Adhesive Stamp, and your able pamphlet on this subject will
certainly strengthen their belief that they are correct in giving the credit to your honoured father.

| have followed up your evidence carefully, and congratulate you on the success that your
very deserved efforts have obtained.

The “ Chicago Philatelic Society” at their meeting on last Thursday evening, passed
resolutions endorsing your efforts in establishing the truth of an important historic fact.

Full proceedings of this meeting will be published in the “ Western Philatelist ” in their
initial number, a copy of which will be forwarded to you on the 20th of the present month.

Wishing you every success,

| remain,
Truly yours,

P. M. WOLSIEFFER,
Vice-President, C.P.S.



FROM THE *“ CITY PRESS,”

26:h JANUARY. /K]

“ As an example of assiduity and perseverance
commend me to Mr. Patrick Chalmers — the
champion of his late father's memory as the
originator of the adhesive penny postage stamp.
Through great toil and trouble he at last comes
forth justified in truth that his revered parent
was the now admitted author of the means by
which that great and universal benefit to all
mankind has been accomplished. The various
University, Historical, and Philatelical Societies
nf the United States (with scarcely an excep-
tion), have now cordially recognised Janies Chal-
mers, and some of these Societies have elected
Mr. P. Chalmers an ‘Honorary Member ' as an
iicknowledgment that he has fully proved his
Maims on behalf of his late father. Let it be
hoped that the example may be followed in his
owmn country, even though such a course might
prove embarrassing to not a few.”

[The above article on the part of what may
be termed one of the *“ official journals” of the
London Corporation and the City Companies,
(another, the Metropolitan, having long warmly
supported me) may well prove embarrassing to my
opponents, if any such there now be—a feeling
which will amount to dismay on the part of such
Members of the Corporation, or of the press, as
umy be prevailed upon to read the short statement
herewith.— P.C.]






THE SIR ROWLAND HILL MEMORIAL,

To the Aldermen and Members of the Common Council

of the Corporation of the City of London.

Gentlemen,

After the pointed remarks in the leading
columns of the “ City Press" of 26th inst,, you may now
desire to know something more of a matter with respect
to which the name and reputation of your time-honoured
iCorporation hits been so thoroughly identified both at home

1ad abroad.

| therefore beg leave to lay before you, individually,

la short statement on the subject, your perusal of which

lis respectfully requested.

I am Gentlemen,
Your most obedient Servant,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,

January 27th. i ‘/
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Messrs i rUbner & Co, and Messrs Sampson
wé& Co, have acknowledged in their Trade
cuiars the claim on behalf of James Chai-
IS & originator of the adhesive postage

np.






/ / Dfifar”

(tbc Ubbcsibc postage Stamp.

W imbledon,

Januar)/, 1HH7.

In tliis Third Edition of the “ Submission of the
Sir Rowland Hill Committee,” copy of which is now laid
before you, | have been enabled to add to the many valuable
recognitions already obtained the decision of the “ Dictionary
of National Biography ” in favour of James Chalmers as

laving been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.

[lie Preface—your perusal of which is specially requested
dws further particulars of this decision ; and | cannot
adt it will afford you satisfaction to aid me in vindicating
rememory of one who, by his timely counsel at a critical
widi, saved the Penny Postage Scheme and has carried

atsame in practice to this day.

The number of adhesive stamps now issued amounts to
T™wo Thousand Millions a year in this country alone—four

asweight a day (see Daily Sens, 1st January).

I am Sib,
Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

T« The Editor.






From the WHITEHALL REVIEW,

February

THE INVENTOR OF THE ADHESIVE

POSTAGE STAMP.

E appear to know very little about our public benefactors—
for we can describe the inventor of the adhesive postage
stamp as nothing less than a benefactor. For by his discovery
the marvels of the penny postage scheme were made practicable.
We have, indeed, in these columns done, perhaps, more than
any other paper to bring into public light and recognition the
nane, and hitherto ignored fame, of Mr. James Chalmers. We
have been conscious all along that we were fulfilling a duty in
correcting the somewhat rash and hasty, and certainly incorrect,
statements of history. We have succeeded not only in
correcting history, hut in satisfying the public mind that our
repeated support of the Chalmers versus the Rowland Hill claims
were based upon a just and sure foundation. Beyond that the
late Mr. James Chalmers, of Dundee, invented the adhesive
postage stamp, there is, perhaps, nothing more to be said about
him save that we should be glad to see some public recognition
at his services recorded in London, similar to that recognition
which another town, Dundee, was not slow to offer to him.
But what strikes us as a peculiar thing in this case is that, when
wewant to learn something about the man who invented the
adhesive postage stamp, we have to go to America for our in-
formation! We seem, at home, to know so little of our most
deserving men.  Yet in an American paper called The Stamp we
find a brief biography of Mr. James Chalmers, and this we take
leave to quote i—

“James Chalmers, one the early advocates of a reformed
postal system, and originator of the adhesive postage stamp, was
bom in the town of Arbroath, Scotland, ontheznd February, 1782.
He settled early in the neighbouring town of Dundee, and there
for over forty-five years carried on business as bookseller and
printer. Mr. Chalmers’s post-office services were first devoted to
anacceleration of the mail coach system between London ai*d the
North.  After a correspondence, extending over some years he
succeeded, about the year 1825, in bringing about such altered
ad more expeditious arrangement as to etfect a saving of a day
tach way in the transportation of letters to and from London
adthe chief towns of the North—a public service lor which he
obtained much credit from the Scottish press.

“ Subsequently Mr. Chalmers took an active part in the
agitat or, for the repeal of the Excise duty on paper, also of that
opouadvertisements of one shilling and sixpence, and of the Stamp
uuiy of fourpence each upon newspapers, the seliing price of such

cn6 not less than sevenpence—a state of matters which appears
credible in the present day. As the printer and publisher of a
weekly paper, the Dundee Chronicle, which after a short existence
M to succumb under such a weight of taxation, Mr. Chalmers

i practical experiened of the baneful effects of what were
~claimed against as the ‘taxes on knowledge.'

1I0th, 1887.

“ The year 1832 witnessed an earnest attempt both in and out
of Parliament not only to lessen or abolish these taxes, but further
to bring about much needed reform in the postal system of the
country. Prominent among these reformers were Mr. Wallace,
M.P. for Greenock, and Mr. Joseph Hume, M.P. for Montrose
and Arbroath, with both of whom, as with other postal reformers,
Mr. Chalmers held communication.

“ In the year 1S34 Mr. Chalmers invented and produced in
his premises the adhesive stamp for postage purposes, printed
on sheets of paper, afterwards gummed over by an adhesive
substance, precisely on the principle now in use.

% On the appointment of the Select Committee of the House
of Commons in November, 1837, upon the proposed uniform
penny postage scheme of Mr. Rowland Hill (who had proposed
an impressed stamp as the mode for the carrying out the scheme
in practice, to be impressed upon a cover or upon the sheet of
letter-paper itself), Mr. Chalmers laid his plan of the adhesive
stamp before the Committee. Again, In a communication of
some length, under date ‘Dundee, 8th February, 1838, he
further laid his plan before the Mercantile Committee of the
City of London charged with the support of the proposed reformed
scheme. This document, now of historical interest, has been
bequeathed to the Library of the South Kensington Museum by
the late Sir Henry Cole, who was at the period of its receipt
from Mr- Chalmers, secretary to this City of London Committee.
Its contents have been reproduced in the pamphlet lately pub-
lished by the son of Mr. Chalmers, termed ‘The Adhesive
Postage Stamp,” and will be found of the highest interest to all
philatelists and to historical writers, describing as it does the
plan of the adhesive postage stamp as ultimately adopted by
Mr. Rowland Hill and in use to the present day, and ably com-
paring the advantages of such plan as compared with the
proposals of Mr. Hill.

“ After plans had been called for from the public and nothing
better found, the adhesive stamp was at length adopted by Mr.
Rowland Hill, by Treasury Minute of 26th December, 183g,
over five years after its invention and advocacy by Mr. Chalmers.
The Mulreadv envelope proved a failure, but the adhesive stamp
saved the penny postage scheme, and still remains indispensable
to the commerce of the world, the yearly issue in England alone
now amounting to over eighteen hundred millions of stamps, of
the value of one half-penny up to five pounds.

“ On the ist of January, 1846, Mr. Chalmers was presented
in the Town Hall of Dundee with a public testimonial in
recognition of his postal services and as the originator of the
adhesive postage stamp. In the course of his career Mr.
Chalmers served many positions of importance in the Town
Council of Dundee and in the public institutions of the town,
where his name continues to be remembered with respect. He
died in August, 1853, aged 71 years.”






(The [UbesiLrc Hostage Stamp.

Sir,

Prior to the winter Parliamentary recess | addressed several Members of the
Legislature, principally representatives of Scottish constituencies, acquainting them of the
success | had met with in having established the title of my late father, James Chalmers,
Bookseller, Dundee, to have been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, the merit
of which has been attributed to the late Sir Rowland Hill. In a pamphlet entitled
“ The Adhesive Postage Stamp ” | gave the decision of the Encyclopaedia, Britannica in favour
of James Chalmers after a special investigation of the matter by that learned body, initiated

by the son of Sir Rowland Hill.

The same pamphlet produced copy of the original plan of the Adhesive Postage Stamp
now in the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the late Sir Henry Cole,
as laid by James Chalmers before the Select Committee of the House of Commons of
1837-38 on the proposed Penny Postage Scheme; also before the Mercantile Committee
of the City of London, charged with the support of that scheme ; also before Sir Rowland
Hill himself, a year and a half before the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into

Parliament ; and as ultimately adopted by Sir Rowland Hill.

Sir Henry Cole was then Secretary to this Mercantile Committee of the City of London,
and became subsequently the coadjutor of Sir Rowland Hill at the Treasury. This now

historical document he bequeathed as aforesaid.

Numerous articles from the London, Provincial, and Scottish Press were given in that

pamphlet in recognition of James Chalmers.

During the interval which has elapsed | have added materially to the success above
named. In a pamphlet entitled “ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee ”
I have—

First, been enabled to show, as evidenced by correspondence with the Lord Mayor,
the Chairman of that Committee, also by the change of inscription effected by that
Committee upon the City statue of Sir Rowland Hill, that “ originality of conception ”
formed no part of the merits of Sir Rowland Hill. That, so far from having been the origi-
nator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp which saved and has carried out the reformed Penny

Postage system, Sir Rowland Hill was not even the originator of that Penny Postage



Scheme itself which has gone by his name, but that such, from beginning to end, Was
nothing more than the unacknowledged reproduction of the prior proposals of other men
immediately preceding the year 1837.

Not content with the high position to which he was entitled, to have that Penny Postage
Scheme understood as having been one of his own conception, the product of his own
genius, was with Sir Rowland Hill what can only be described as a mania—no second party
was to be allowed to share with him any portion of the credit attaching to this great and
beneficial reform— and to that mania James Chalmers, the man who showed at a critical

period how the scheme could alone be carried out in practice, was sacrificed.

Secondly. To the decision before mentioned on the part of the Encyclopedia Britannica
in favour of James Chalmers, this pamphlet now contains one of no less importance—being
the decision of that standard work, the Dictionary of National Biography, again in favour of
James Chalmers, after a second investigation by learned men in which the statements on

both sides were considered.

Thirdly. In the United States of America my success has been complete. There an
interest has been taken In the subject to which our home public are strangers, in consequence
of the great development of Philatelism, or Stamp collecting, amongst that community.
Philatelic Societies, Magazines, and dealers in postage stamps of all nations and periods,
exist throughout the length and breadth of that land. Amongst that impartial and
enlightened body, as also in the chief Libraries and Historical Societies, my publications
have there met with keen perusal, with the result that James Chalmers has been universally
recognised as having been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, and has become

now looked upon as the “ patron saint” of Philatelists.

In addition, therefore, to a numerous body of the London, Provincial, Scottish, and
American Press, Historical and Philatelic Societies, the Encyclopedia Britannica and the
Dictionary of National Biography, the leading biographical works of the day, have now
recorded (after special investigation), the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, to have
been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, in the month of August, 1834,— not

Sir Rowland Hill, who usurped the credit.

The position may be further summed up in the words of two of the City papers,
specially what may be termed the “ official journals ” of the London Corporation and the

City Companies. The Metropolitan writes : “ Mr. Patrick Chalmers has, after many years of

uphill fighting, proved conclusively that the indispensable Postage Stamp was the inven-

tion of his late father, James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, and has procured further

evidence in support of his contention. It appears that Sir Rowland Hill is in no way to

be considered the originator of a low and uniform rate of postage.” Again: “ For so



many years have successive generations been taught that the Penny Postage System was
« the invention of Sir Rowland Hill, that it is a difficult matter to convince people to the

“ contrary even in the face of indisputable evidence.”

The City Press, a paper of the first rank, read by the Members of the Corporation and
inall City establishments, ably sums up the situation :— “ As an example of assiduity and

“ perseverance, commend me to Mr. Patrick Chalmers—the champion of his late father’s

memory as the originator of the Adhesive Penny Postage Stamp. Through great toil and

trouble he at last comes forth justified in truth that his revered parent was the now

“

admitted author of the means by which that great and universal benefit to all mankind has

been accomplished. The various University, Historical, and Philatelical Societies of the

United States (with scarcely an exception) have now cordially recognised James Chalmers,

and some of these Societies have elected Mr. P. Chalmers an £Honorary Member’ as an

acknowledgment that he has fully proved his claims on behalf of his late father. Let it

be hoped that the example may be followed in his own country, even though such a course

might prove embarrassing to not a few.”

| have explained in my pamphlets that, having left Dundee over fifty years ago and
passed much of the interval abroad, it was only through letters which appeared in the
Dundee Press upon the demise of Sir Rowland Hill that my attention was drawn to this

matter, of which up till then | knew little or nothing.

| annex contents of the pamphlet last published ; and now, when using one of the two
thousand millions of Adhesive Stamps yearly issued in this country alone, let me hope that
you may at times bestow a thought or pass a word, in or out of Parliament, to the memory
of the unrewarded and deserving man who, by his timely counsel, saved and has carried out
inpractice, to the incalculable benefit of the revenue and of the nation, the great scheme of

Penny Postage Reform.
Yours very respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,
F.R.Hist.Soc.

Wimbledon,
March, 1887.
Also Oriental Club,

Hanover Square.



“ Submission ofthe Sir Rowland H ill CommitteeS Third Edition.
E ffingham W ilson & Co., Royal Exchange.

CONTENTS.

PAFT FIRST.

The Penny Postage Scheme of Sir Howland Hill not original............. 14
Admission to that effect by the Sir Rowland Hill Committee, and consequent
change of Inscription on the City Statue 15
Concealment from the Public . 16
Submission of the Committee . 19
The Press of the City of London ... . . . 25

PART SECOND.

Summary of the Pamphlet “ The Adhesive Postage Stamp 29
Resolution of the Dundee Town Council . . 32
Summary of 86 Press Notices already publlshed 33
Mr. G. A. Sala 34
Sir Thomas Nelson ... . 36
Sir Bartle Prere . 36

PART THIRD.
Opinions from the Press, Fourth Series.

Decision of the Encyclopaedia Britannica in favour of James Chalmers . 38
Origiual plan of the Adhesive Postage Stamp sent to the Mercantile Com-
mittee of the City of London by James Chalmers 48
The Rev. Samuel RODErts, M.A....ccccciiiis e 55
Official Letter from H.M. Post Office repudlatlng the statements of my
opponents . . 59
Legacy to the Countrymen of James Chalmers ... 62
Summary of 66 additional Press Notices .. 64
Thbe Liverpool Daily Post ... . 67

PART FOURTH.
Success in the United States of America.

The Bureau of Education at Washington : The Libraries 70
The Philatelic Journal of America . 70
Princeton College, New Jersey ... . . 71
Historical Society of Philadelphia ... . 71
The Daily Spy, Worcester, Massachusetts 71
The Stamp Collector, Chicago . . 71
The New York Lcada- " 71
Additional important Letters 72
Mr. Fraser, Editor of the American PkUateliit ... " 75
Resolution of the Chicago Philatelic Society 77
APPENDIX.

Origin and Foundation of the Uniform Penny Postage System g?
The famous calculation of j’jth of a penny . .

=" A ayoy of tre Pavphlet will e dreerfully st you if cksired



X o«mJ1 . Ne

Cb Mobesibc postage Stamp.

Sir,

You may be already aware of the success | have met with in having established
the title of my late father, James Chalmers, Bookseller, Dundee, to have been the originator
of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, the merit of which has been attributed to the Ilate
Sir Rowland Hill. In a pamphlet published some months ago entitled “ The Adhesive
Postage Stamp” | gave the decision of the Encyclopedia Britannica, in favour of James
Chalmers after a special investigation of the matter by that learned body, initiated by the

son of Sir Rowland Hill.

The same pamphlet produced copy of the original plan of the Adhesive Postage Stamp
now in the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the late Sir Henry Cole,
as laid by James Chalmers before the Select Committee of the House of Commons of
1837-38 on the proposed Penny Postage Scheme ; also before the Mercantile Committee
of the City of London, charged with the support of that scheme ; also before Sir Rowland
Hill himself, a year and a half before the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into
Parliament, (and upon introducing which the Chancellor of the Exchequer stated the plan
of Mr. Rowland Hill to be “ that an impressed stamp cover was absolutely to be used on all

occasions”) ; and as ultimately adopted by Sir Rowland Hill.

Sir Henry Cole was then Secretary to this Mercantile Committee of the City of London»
and became subsequently the coadjutor of Sir Rowland Hill at the Treasury. This now

historical document he bequeathed as aforesaid.

Numerous articles from the London, Provincial, and Scottish Press were given in that

pamphlet in recognition of James Chalmers.

During the interval which has elapsed | have added materially to the success above
named. In a pamphlet entitled “ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee ”
I have—

First, been enabled to show, as evidenced by correspondence with the Lord Mayor,
the Chairman of that Committee, also by the change of inscription effected by that
Committee upon the City statue of Sir Rowland Hill, that “ originality of conception ”
formed no part of the merits of Sir Rowland Hill. That, so far from having been the origi-
nator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp which saved and has carried out the reformed Penny

Postage system, Sir Rowland Hill was not even the originator of that Penny Postage



Scheme itself which has gone by his name, but that such, from beginning to end, was
nothing more than the unacknowledged reproduction of the prior proposals of other men
immediately preceding the year 1837.

Not content with the high position to which he was entitled, to have that Penny Postage
Scheme understood as having been one of his own conception, the product of his own
genius, was with Sir Rowland Hill what can only be described as a mania—no second party
was to be allowed to share with him any portion of the credit attaching to this great and
beneficial reform—and to that mania James Chalmers, the man who showed at a critical

period how the scheme could alone be carried out in practice, was sacrificed.

Secondly. To the decision before mentioned on the part of the Encyclopaedia Britannica
in favour of James Chalmers, this pamphlet now contains one of no less importance—being
the decision of that standard work, the Dictionary of National Biography, again in favour of
James Chalmers, after a second investigation by learned men in which the statements on

both sides were considered.

Thirdly. In the United States of America my success has been complete. There an
interest has been taken in the subject to which our home public are strangers, in consequence
of the great development of Philatelism, or Stamp collecting, amongst that community.
Philatelic Societies, Magazines, and dealers in postage stamps of all nations and periods,
exist throughout the Ilength and breadth of that land. Amongst that impartial and
enlightened body, as also in the chief Libraries and Historical Societies, my publications
have there met with keen perusal, with the result that James Chalmers has been universally
recognised as having been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, and has become

now looked upon as the “ patron saint” of Philatelists.

In addition, therefore, to a numerous body of the London, Provincial, Scottish, and
American Press, Historical and Philatelic Societies, the Encyclopedia Britannica and the
Dictionary of National Biography, the leading biographical works of the day, have now
recorded (after special investigation), the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, to have
been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, in the month of August, 1834,—not

Sir Rowland Hill, who usurped the credit.

The position may be further summed up in the words of two of the City papers,
specially what may be termed the “ official journals ” of the London Corporation and the

City Companies. The Metropolitan writes : “ Mr. Patrick Chalmers has, after many years of

uphill fighting, proved conclusively that the indispensable Postage Stamp was the inven-

tion of his late father, James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, and has procured furtbei

evidence in support of bis contention. It appears that Sir Rowland Hill is in no way to

be considered the originator of a low and uniform rate of postage.” Again: “ For so



“

many years have successive generations been taught that the Fenny Postage System was

" the invention of Sir Rowland Hill, that it is a difficult matter to convince people to the

contrary even in the face of indisputable evidence.”

The City Press, a paper of the first rank, read by the Members of the Corporation and

in all City establishments, ably sums up the situation :— “ As an example of assiduity and

perseverance, commend me to Mr. Patrick Chalmers—the champion of his late father’s

memory as the originator of the Adhesive Penny Postage Stamp. Through great toil and

trouble he at last comes forth justified in truth that his revered parent was the now

admitted author of the means by which that great and universal benefit to all mankind has

“

been accomplished. The various University, Historical, and Philatelical Societies of the

United States (with scarcely an exception) have now cordially recognised James Chalmers,

“

and some of these Societies have elected Mr. P. Chalmers an * Honorary Member’ as an

“

acknowledgment that he has fully proved his claims on behalf of his late father. Let it

“

be hoped that the example may be followed in his own country, even though such a course

w“

might prove embarrassing to not a few.”

I have explained in my pamphlets that, having left Dundee over fifty years ago and
passed much of the interval abroad, it was only through letters which appeared in the
Dundee Press upon the demise of Sir Rowland Hill that my attention was drawn to this

matter, of which up till then | knew little or nothing.

I annex contents of the pamphlet last published ; and now, when using one of the two
thousand millions of Adhesive Stamps yearly issued in this country alone, let me hope that
you may at times bestow a thought or pass a word, in;or out of- -Parliament, to the memory
of the unrewarded and deserving man who, by his timely counsel, saved and has carried out
in practice, to the incalculable benefit of the revenue and of the nation, the great scheme of

Penny Postage Reform.
Yours very respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,
F.R.Hist.Soc.

i, Mayfield Road, W imbledon,

March, 1887.
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the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, include, amongst

many other communications and Press notices, Official Resolutions to that

effect on the part of:—

The Chicago Philatelic Society Chicago, 111

The Pomeroy " " Toledo, Ohio.

The St. Louis . " St. Louis, Missouri.

The> Lansing " " Lansing, Michigan.

The Denver Stamp Collector's League Denver, Colorado.
The Clan Cameron No0j.O.S. C. Providence, New Jersey.

Wimbledon, March, 1887.









jeen the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, include,
amongst many other communications and Press notices, Official Resolu-

tions to that effect on the part of:—

The Chicago Philatelic Soaiety Chicago, L.
The Poreroy y ., /| > Toledo, Chio.
Te S Lous " St Louis, Missouri.
The Laming ” ., Larsing, Michigan
The Nawton ” ., Newtormille, Mess.
Tre Javestonn , Jarestoan, New York
Tre Crardeston , Charleston, South Cardlina
Tre Denver Stanp Golledtors League Derver, Goloradch.
Tre dan Caneron Noy. O.S.C. Provicece, Roce Island

Wimbledon, April, 1887.
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THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP,

To the Editor of the “ STAMT cf COIN GAZETTE."

Sir,

In a copy of your Gazette which has just reached ne,
| read that the “ Philatelic Record” of London, a paper which
you describe as being the organ of a Society of which M,
Pearson Hill is a member, continues “ to ridicule the claims
of Mr. Chalmers but has produced no proof in favor of M.
Hill.” As, however, there may be those who attach more
or less importance to the animadversions of the “ Philatelic

Record,” permit me shortly to recall the situation.

On my part, | have proved to the satisfaction of
every impartial man who has read my case, and to that of
many once my opponents, the invention in the month of August,
1834, of the adhesive stamp for postage purposes by my late
father. On the other side, there is no pretence of proof that
such was at any period the invention of Sir Rowland Hill.
After investigation by the two leading biographical authorities
of the day, to one of which body Mr. Pearson HLU himself
was the first to appeal, the verdict has in both cases been

given in my favor, and the date admitted and confirmed.

Further, while the letters of James Chalmers to
London urging the adoption of this plan eighteen months

before the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into Parliament



arc on record, it is on the other hand, officially recorded on the
s5th Jul}, 1839, when that Bill was introduced into Parliament
that the plan of Mr. Rowland Hill was “ absolutely in all cases”
the use of the impressed stamp, and for which alone a “ power”

was asked.

Thus was James Chalmers both the inventor and

proposer of the adhesive postage stamp.

It is usual amongst reasonable men, when an award
or awards are given against them, to accept same, it may be
with regret, but yet to retire with dignity from an untenable
position. Not so here. First id one journal, the statements in
which have been officially repudiated by H.M. Post Office
aad since defunct, and now in this “ Philatelic Record” my
opponents keep up what can only be termed the despairing
cries of a sinking and lost cause. And with what result?
That | have been compelled to shew the whole system of Sir
Rowland Hill from beginning to end to have been one of
appropriating as his own the prior proposals of other men, and
of omitting to notice what would have betrayed this wholesale
system of plagiarism. Well may his shade exclaim, *“ Save
me from my friends ! ”—who, by denying to James Chalmers
his undoubted rights have brought about so painful a historical

record.
PATRICK CHALMERS,

Monorary Member of the Chicago, Newton, Jarmestown,
Toledo, and Denver Philatelic Societies,

W imbledon,

May 10th, 18S7.






P.S.— Whatever may be the opinion of the “ Philatelic
Record,” in other Philatelic gquarters both at home and abroad
JAMmes Chalmers is now widely recognised as having been the
originator of the adhesive postage stamp. A home authority
of experience who not a month ago was a firm believer in
Rowland Hill now writes me —* 1 am extremely gratified to
receive these pamphlets of yours, being now quite convinced that
Rowland Hill never invented the Adhesive Stamp, and that the
money granted and raised by public subscription, instead of
being used for canonizing the man who traded on other people’s
ideas, should have been used in a manner that would have
benefited the noble minds who found Rowland Hill the materials
be worked upon. | think in bringing the facts under the notice
of stamp collectors you are laying the foundation of a future
time when every one who uses a postage stamp wili think of
the man who gave it us and not of the man who pirated the
idea.”

I venture to say that, could the members of the London
Philatelic Society be persuaded to read the same pamphlets,
they would as a body arrive at the same conclusions, and,
following the precedent of H.M. Post Office, would repudiate

Ire statements put fonvard in the “ Philatelic Record,”
PC.

May 22th. /»Sjf






URTHER recognitions

been the originator of the Adhesive postage Stamp, include,
amongSt many Other communications and Press notices’ Official Resolu-

tiens to that effect on the part of:—
The Chicagp Philatelic Society

The Poreroy " n
Tre St Loirs "
The Larsing " tf
The Newton ” M

The Denver Stanp Gdllectors League
The dan Caneron Noy. O.S.C.

Wimbledon, May, 1887.

Chicago, 1.

Toledo, Chio.

St Louis, Missouri.
Larnsing, Michigan
Newtorwville, Mess.
Janestonn, New York
Charleston, South Cardlina,
Denver, Golorach.
Proicence, Rhoce Island






~IN\ J bIT?TTAT?W 22t TITiTTns

been tlie originator

of

in

favour

the

\<1

amongst many other communications and

tions to that effect on the part of:—

The Chicagp Philatelic Soaiety

Tre Poeroy ”
Te St Lous
Tre Lasing "
The Nawton "
Tre Jarestonn
Tre Cardeston

The Denver Stanp Qilledtors League

Tre dan Caneron Noy. O.S.C.

Wimbledon, May, 18S7.
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|lcnnn  postage Reform.

Tu the Editor d the “ Times.”

Sib,
In noticing the above in your to-day's Jubilee summary,
oll now properly and, no doubt, advisedly term same as having

een a reform “ advocated ” by Rowland Hill—the delusion so
long existing as to such having been an original idea on his part
rfirst his proposal being at length dispelled.

But of what avail even to “ advocate” such a reform if
nable to show how same could be carried out in practice ?
Why should we be called upon to pass this Bill,” said its
pponents, in July, 1839, “ when no mortal being had the
motest conception of how it was to be carried into execution ? ”
attempting to show how this was to be done by making use of
impressed stamped wrapper or cover, Rowland Hill had dis-
nctly failed. “ This part of the subject must stand over,” said
e Government of the day ; “ it will require very great care and
mplicated arrangements to carry the plan into practical effect.”
ju in this dilemma the advocates of the Adhesive Postage
amp came forward in both Houses of Parliament and called
jr the adoption of that plan-- a plan which the Encyclopadia
\ritcnnica and Dictionary of National Biography have both now
icicled, after special investigation initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill
nself, to have been invented by James Chalmers in August,
<R and sent by him to Mr. Wallace, Chairman of the
mmittee of 1837-38 ; also to Mr. Cole, Secretary to the
rcantile Committee of the City of London, a year and a half

ifore the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into Parliament.






Hir Henry Cole lins bequeathed this plan of James Chalmers
to the South Kensington Museum Library, and same has been
published by me, as now in use.

“ Let us have the adhesive stamp,” said Mr. Wallace and
others. That plan was ultimately adopted by Treasury Minute of
‘'6th December, 1889—the Penny Postage scheme was saved—
the engines were supplied to the immovable craft—all went
well and has gone well to this day. Indispensable then,
indispensable it remains to the trade and commerce, not alone of
the nation, but of the world.

These facts here briefly sketched are proved more at length
in my publications, and the services of James Chalmers are
already widely recognised, including formal Resolutions to that
effect by nine American Philatelic Societies. 21 could send you
half a dozen magazines published there, here, and in Paris, con-
taining his biography as postal reformer and inventor of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp.

Now, Sir, | ask is it creditable to the impartiality of the
Tines that the services of this public benefactor should remain
wholly ignored in its columns ? a question which may be ex-
tended to others of the London press as to that of our great
commercial centres where the name of Rowland Hill alone is
known in connection with the reform which lie “ advocated,”
hut could not carry out. For having so advocated this reform
let Sir Rowland Hill have his meed of credit—but | trust that
the name of JameSjChalfners, of Dundee, who devised and
urged upon the proper authorities the plan by which the Penny
hostage scheme was saved alnd has been carried out, will also

he made known to his-countrymen through your columns.

Y oi# respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,

F.K. Hist. sor., aud Honorary Member of
/S2en Anieriran Phi/utr/ir Societies.
WIMHI.KDON,

mliute 21.fi, 1887.






Tre Chicagp Philatelie Soaiety

1re Poreroy
The St Louis

The Lamsing
The Naaton
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7'/ic Charleston " = Charleston, South Carolina.

Tre Black Hank i Rock Islad, llinois.
Tre Belle Gity " ” Recire, Wisoorsin
The Denver Stanp Gillectors LeagLe Denver, Golorach,
The dan Careron No 7. O.5.C. Provicece, Rhoce Islard
La Sodéte Inerationelc ¢ Timbrologie Paris.
ThemVELT POST- agan O tre Inermational Philatelic Museum Viema
The Bayerischer Philatelisten\erain Munich
The Luther Philatelic Society Luther, Michigan
The Dundee Burrs Aub Duncke.
Tre Arerican Philatelic Assodiation GConertion & Chicagp.

\Mimioleckon, Gepi. 1667, y



W imbledon,

October, 1887.

Sik,

Herewith | beg to hand you copy of a short
plication demonstrating the wide and powerful rccogni-
i now obtained in behalf of .James Chalmers as bavin"

iten the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp,

H 1 trust with confidence that the Press of the United
|

Sites will be good enough to give circulation to the tenor
of the Resolutions arrived at by the American Philatelic
A

Association, and asking the favour of your perusal and

pport,
I remain,
Very respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,

Honorary Member of Eight American Philatelic
Societies, and of the “ Société Internationale
de Timbrologie,” of Paris.
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Tre following important Letter has reached me too late
for insertion in the pages of the pamphlet :—

22, Helenenstrasse,
B aden-Wien,
October 5tli, 1887.

Dear Sir,
With the greatest pleasure | have received the

pamphlets sent by you.

Please to accept my hearty and sincere thanks for same,
and at the same time allow me to congratulate you on having
Loclearly proved your revered father’s claim on the honour of

inventing the adhesive stamp.

Having carefully studied your publications, I came-to the
idlest conviction that your late father was the real originator
f the adhesive stamp—not Sir Bowland Hill.

| have written two great articles for the greatest and
eading Philatelic journal of Germany*— the official organ of
wenty-six Philatelic societies—and at the same time | send
m the beginning—the other numbers | will send you after

hey are printed.

It will be a pleasurable duty with me to do all in my
wer to correct the injustice, so long continued, by just state-
ent of fact.

I remain,
Yours faithfully,

(Signed) CHARLES GUNDEL,
Lieut.-Cotond.
Patrick Chalmers, Esq.,
Wimbledon,

The “ Briefmarken Journal,” Leipzig.
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PENNY POSTAGE REFORM

THE “TIMES,” THE “ENCYCLOPZADIA BRITANNICA,” AND THE
ADHESIVE STAMP.

The following Letter was ished In the “Whitehall Review ”
J oaf O% obber th, 1885.

TO THE EDITOR.

Sir,—Distinguished among your contemporaries for the liberal manner in which you have already
opened the columns of the W hitehall Review to the admission of the fresh light now shed upon the
above-named important subject, it is especially fitting that in the same columns should now first appear
some account of the remarkable progress lately met with in confirmation of what you have already-
permitted me to advance.

First, then, as respects the originator of the proposal of a low and uniform penny postage, | have
already maintained that such was not an original conception on the part of Sir Rowland HLU as so handed
down by him and hitherto understood, but that such was only a borrowed proposal published and worked out
by him. | have further pointed to the Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, as having been the man who first
proposed this radical change in our postal system some years before 1837. And what do we now find ?
Mr. Roberts died the other day, in bis eighty-sixth year, and there now appears in the columns of the Times
of the 30th ult. an obituary notice of this postal reformer, confirming wliat | have stated, and to which |
beg reference.

Permit me now to supplement this obituary notice of the Times by some extracts from the statements
of Mr. Roberts himself, taken from that manifesto of bis in which he thanks over two hundred kind
contributories, from the Royal Bounty Fund downwards, in aid of his declining years, and which list
includes such names as those of Mr. Gladstone, Mr. H. J. Gladstone, Lord Derby, Mr. Samuel Morley,
Mr. Bright, Mr. Rathbone, Lord Dalhousie, the Duke of Westminster, Sir Thomas Brassey, Sir
Edward Baines, Mr. J. Carvell Williams, several Bishops and Members of Parliament, &c. Mr. Roberts
states: “ The aged writer has pleaded and petitioned for our useful penny postage and other postal
reductions and conveniences more than ten years before the patriotic Sir Rowland Hill came out 0
assist in the difficult conflict. He repeatedly petitioned and memorialised the Post Office on the
subject ”— further corresponding thereon with leading men of the day. Mr. Roberts goes on to
notice the appointment in the year 1835 of the “ Commission of Post Office Inquiry,” with the
proposal put forward in the Fifth Report as respects a low and uniform postage on Circulars, then
subject to the same high and variable rates as were letters, and charged by sheet, recommended by
that Report to be charged by weight, and prepaid by impressed stamp, at a uniform rate of a penny the



half-ounce, irrespective of distance—a proposal left wholly unnoticed in any of the writings of Sir Rowland
Hill, though there is the clearest evidence of this Report having come under his cognisance. To the proposal
of a uniform penny postage on letters, as already urged by Mr. Roberts, and which idea, as he further states,
< was well known around the Post Office and other high places,” add the principles set forth and recommended
in this Fifth Report, and we have, it will be seen, the exact scheme of Sir Rowland Hill from beginning to
end, but put forward by him. in the main, as of his own conception, and hitherto erroneously supposed to
have been original. (See obituary articles in the Timen, Athenaeum, and press in general.) This Report was
of date April, 1886. Mr. Roberts goes on : “ Soon afterwards Sir Rowland Hill took up the penny idea, and
extended its usefulness. He worked perseveringly for reform ; but it should be remembered that it is not
right to honour him as the originator of the penny system. The plan had been drawn and he did the work."
Again : “ Sir Rowland Hill was nobly rewarded for bis ability and perseverance in carrying out a scheme,
important portions of which had been suggested and recommended by others. He deserved honour as an
able copyist of other men'’s plans ; but it was not fair to honour and reward him as the inventor of the uniform

penny postage system. It is really no honour to his memory that he grasped to himself all the rewards and
honours of the postal reforms of those days.”

Such is the manifesto of this remarkable man, now truly recorded in the Times as having been the

pioneer of postal reform—a field in which he met with many coadjutors prior to the advent upon the scene of
Sir Rowland Hill.

Next, with respect to the adhesive postage stamp, claimed by me as having been the invention and
proposal of my late father, James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, I am now enabled to point to voi. 19 of the
“ Encyclopedia Britannica,” lately published, where, under the article “ Postage Stamps,” my father is fully
recognised as having been the inventor of this stamp in the month of August, 1834—a decision arrived at
after a lengthened investigation of the respective statements put forward on the subject by myself and by
Mr. Pearson Hill. And this, notwithstanding that | have been at a manifest disadvantage through the entire
correspondence betwixt my late father and Sir Rowland Hill being solely in the possession of Mr, Pearson

Hill, with a copy of which he has not consented to furnish me, such correspondence being, I maintain, public,
as being official, not private, property.

You are aware that the articles in this standard work are drawn up by learned experts upon tlie

respective subjects dealt with, and edited under a strong sense of responsibility to tlie high standing of the

work itself and to history. The decision arrived at, consequently, will now be accepted in all impartial

quarters as conclusive. The steps by which this invention of Mr. James Chalmers became ultimately

incorporated, through his initiation, in tlie reformed penny postage system have been already recorded in
your columns.

Mr. Roberts emphatically gives Iris testimony that “ it was a thoughtful, calculating, unassuming,
patriotic postal reformer of Dundee, of the name of James Chalmers,” to whom we are indebted for the
adhesive stamp, who, “ already honoured by his neighbours, will be honoured by future generations.”

Having left Dundee over fifty years ago, and passed much of the interval abroad, it was only

through letters which appeared in the Dundee press upon the demise of Sir Rowland Hill that my
attention was drawn to this matter.

I remain. Sih, your obliged Servant,

PATRICK CHALMERS,

P.R. Hist. Soc.
W imbledon, October 8rd, 1885.



OBITUARY NOTICE.
From the “Times” of 30th September, 1885.

“ A few days ago there passed away a man whose name deserves remembrance in this column—the
Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, one of the earliest, if not the very earliest, advocates of postal reform. He
was bom in March, 1800, at Llanbrynmair, Montgomeryshire, where his father held the charge of the
Congregational Church, and had therefore completed his 85th year. He began to preach when only 10 years
of age, so that his ministerial career extended over 60 years. In 1827 he was ordained as his father's
assistant, and at his death, in 1834, he succeeded him in his charge. Already, in 1819 and 1820, he had
gained the medals of the London Cymmodorion and of the Ruthin Eisteddfod by essays on social subjects,
and another prize of 10 guineas at the Eisteddfod at Denbigh. In 1832 he was highly complimented by
the Eisteddfod at Beaumaris for an essay on agriculture, but the prize was withheld because its author
advocated the doctrine of free trade. Several years prior to the last-named date lie had pleaded before
many associations for one low and uniform rate of postage, both inland and foreign, addressing letters on
the subject to the Welsh Cymreigyddion societies in 1824, and to the authorities at the General Post Office
in 1820, and again in 1830. He also advocated a cheap parcel post. He memorialised the Treasury in
favour of a reduction of the tax upon newspapers. In 1840 lie started the first cheap periodical in his native
country, which proved the pioneer of other cheap monthlies. Nearly 50 years ago he argued in favour of
some well-defined system of co-operation between landlords and tenants. Upwards of 70 years ago he
attended the very first missionary meeting held in North Wales. In 1824 he undertook a mission to various
cities and towns, in order to plead for the removal of Jewish and Catholic disabilities, the last of which he
lived to see long swept away. Some 36 years ago he carried on a correspondence with Lord John Russell, in
which he advocated a large extension of the suffrage, and especially of its extension to women who were
ratepayers. For more than 60 years his voice was heard protesting against the waste of town drainage,
against the pollution of our rivers, and the costliness of unhealthy sewers. He was one of the last survivors
of the early members of the Peace Society. About three years ago Mr. Roberts received a grant of £60 from
the Royal Bounty Fund, on the recommendation of Mr. Gladstone, in recognition of his services as a pioneer
in the cause of social progress and especially of postal reform.”

WHO INVENTED UNIFORM PENNY POSTAGE P

DECLARATION of the TREASURY.

In support of the statements of the undersigned to the effect that the Penny Postage scheme was
only a copy, the following fresh evidence is now offered : —

Extract from Treasury Minute, of date 11th March, 1864, conferring upon Sir Rowland Hill, upon
his retirement from active service, his full salary of £2,000 a year :

“ My Lords do not forget that it has been by the powerful agency of the railway system that these

" Usults have been rendered practicable. Neither do they enter into the question, as foreign to the occasion,

“’diat honour may be due to those who, before the development of the plans of Sir Howland Hill, unfed the
oiloption of t'niform Penny Postaye."”

Here thetvis a distinct official confirmation of what has been advanced by the undersigned, thai the
leiniv 1 ostage Scheme of 1837, however energetically carried out by Sir Rowland Hill, along with others,

"as in itself nothing more than a disguised réchauffée from beginning to end of the proposals of '
°lher men. n

Wimbledon, Xovcmber, 1887. PATRICK CHALMERS.












W imbledon,

X avember, 1887.

Understanding that certain documents, consisting
of old newspapers containing letters from himself and friends
in disparagement of me, and of partial extracts of letters
written by my late father to his, have been transmitted to
youor to your locality by Mr. Pearson Hill, permit me to
acquaint you that these papers have already been discussed
liee in the Press to the utter discomforture of and retirement
of Mr. Pearson Hill, having also heen laid by him before
tre compilers of the “ Encyclopaedia Britannica,” whose

decision he invoked, and dismissed by them as irrelevant

ad unfounded.

What is wanted on the part of Mr. Pearson Hill is to do
a 1 have done—to prove when, if ever, bis father invented
the adhesive postage stamp, and to publish his case before
all the world, not simply to hand about in a private manner

aparcel of old letters vituperating me.

Further, let him, if he can, set aside the official declara-

tions in Parliament, proving that this stamp formed no part






jlie original proposals or intention of Sir Rowland Hill ;
B ).m convert his own friends here who now admit that
Sir Rowland Hill did not invent the adhesive postage stamp,
before carrying his now solitary opinions and his stale papers
abroad. Let him produce in its entirety the correspondence
betwixt his father and mine, at same time explaining by what
right and with what object that official correspondence of
1840 was abstracted from the Treasury, not simply just such
"extract ” as lie lias hitherto consented to furnish : let him,
inshort, come forward liite a man and publicly produce his
case if ho has one, in place of following the well-known
example of the lawyer who instructed his counsel : “ No case,

—abuse the other side.”

Yours faithfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

riA iTri/rrr
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W imbledon,
November, 1887,
Sir.

Understanding that certain documents, consistili“
of old newspapers containing letters from himself and friencs
in disparagement [of me, and of partial extracts of letters
written by my late father to his, have been transmitted ©
you or to your locality by Mr. Pearson Hill, permit me io
acquaint you that these papers have already been discussoi
here in the Press to the utter discomforture of and retirement
of Mr. Pearson Hill, having also been laid by him befoe
the compilers of the “ Encyclopaedia Britannica,” wlm

decision he invoked, and dismissed by them as inelevant

and unfounded.

What is wanted on the part of Mr. Pearson Hill istoa
as | have done—to prove miten, if ever, his father invent«
the adhesive postage stamp, and to publish his case befon
all the world, not simply to hand about in a private manre

a parcel of old letters vituperating me.

Further, let him, if he can, set aside the official dsdam

tions in Parliament, proving that this stamp formed no)®



of the original proposals or intention of Sir Rowland Mill ;
let him convert his own friends here who now admit that
Sir Rowland Hill did not invent the adhesive postage stamp,
before carrying his now solitary opinions and his stale papers
sibroad. Let him produce in its entirety the correspondence
betwixt his father and mine, at same time explaining by what
right and with what object that official correspondence of
1840 was abstracted from the Treasury, not simply just such
"extract ” as lie has hitherto consented to furnish ; let him,
inshort, come forward like a man and publicly produce his
e if he lias one, in place of following the well-known
,«ample of the lawyer who instructed his counsel : “ No case,

| —abuse the other side.” -

Yours faithfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.









Wimbledon,
November, 1887,
Sik,

In previous publications successfully vindicating tJ
title of my father, the late James Chalmers, hooksller,
Dundee, to have been the originator of the Adhesive Postage
Stamp, the merit of which has been erroneously attributed o
the late Sir Howland Hil1, I have accompanied my prooi
with numerous articles from the Press in recognition of te&
title, including decisions in my favour on the part of te

leading biographical works of the day, after special investiga

tions initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill.

I have now the satisfaction of laying before you, intb
present Pamphlet, some account of the wide recognitior
my father's name and services have further met with ir
America and on the Continent, more especially inviting joie
attention to the proceedings of the American Philatelic
Association, or Convention of Philatelists from all parts d

the United States, just held at Chicago.
Asking the favour of your perusal and support,

I remain, Sir,

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,

linn. Member of the Société Internationale de Timini»m
Parin . and of Eiykt American Philatelic Socul®



1 take this opportunity to call your attention to the
Magazine just issued from the Glasgow Post Office, entitled
<The Queen’'s Head,” compiled solely by writers holding
official positions in that important establishment, second to
mnone out of London. This Magazine contains an article
"The Queen’'s Head,” emphatically recognising James
Chalmers as the man to whom the nation is indebted for
that boon which saved the Penny Postage scheme, and on
which revolve the postal systems, with the social and
commercial intercourse, of the world. This article will be
read throughout the entire postal and telegraphic service of
the country, and, coming from such a quarter, affords a

recognition of the highest value and significance.






W imbledon,

November, 1887.

Sib,

In previous publications successfully vindicating the
tite of my father, the late James Chalmers, bookseller,
Dundee, to have been the originator of the Adhesive Postage
stamp, the merit of which has been erroneously attributed to
he late Sir Rowland Hill, I have accompanied my proofs
[ith numerous articles from the Press in recognition of that
itle, including decisions in my favour on the part of the
Lading biographical works of the day, after special investiga-

tore initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill.

1 bave now the satisfaction of laying before you, in the
mzm Pamphlet, some account of the wide recognition
\ father's name and services have further met with in
Irerica and on the Continent, more especially inviting your
Mrtion to the proceedings of the American Philatelic
6SOciation, or Convention of Philatelists from all parts of

ie United States, just held at Chicago.

Asking the favour of your perusal and support,

| remain, Sir,
Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,

Hon. Member of the Société Internationale de Timbroloffie,
Parie ; and of Eight American Philatelic Societies.

[over.






| take this opportunity to call your attention to the
Magazine just issued from the Glasgow Post Office, entitled
“The Queen’'s Head,”* compiled solely by writers holding
official positions in that important establishment, second to
none out of London. This Magazine contains an article
»ie Queen's Head,” emphatically recognising James
Chalmers as the man to whom the nation is indebted for
that boon which saved the Penny Postage scheme, and on
wliich revolve the postal systems, with the social and
commercial intercourse, of the world. This article will be
read throughout the entire postal and telegraphic service of
tre country, and, coming from such a quarter, affords a

ecognition of the highest value and significance.

* Aird and Coghill, Glasgow ; J. Menzies, Edinburgh.
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WHY SUBSCRIPTIONS TO THE FUND DO NOT COME IN.

To the RIGHT HONOURABLE

POLYDORE DE KEYSER,
L ord Mayor, Mansion House.

My Lord,

At the late Meeting of the Trustees and supporters of the above-named Fund, held at
Mansion House, and at which your Lordship presided, one or more of the speakers complained
of the paucity of subscriptions—neither the commercial community subscribed as they ought
to do, nor did the employés of the Post Office come forward any better, the laxity being more
especially marked on the part of the post-offices in Scotland.

Permit me to draw your Lordship’s attention for a moment to what may be looked upon as
laying at the foundation of this laxity and indifference towards a Fund of itself, as now
constituted, well deserving of support.

It is now no secret that the late Sir Rowland Hill, however great his services, invented
nothing whatever, but took all his proposals from prior sources. The adhesive postage stamp
more especially, the living symbol to men of the present day of the reformed postal system, is
well known to many, if not to the Meeting over which your Lordship presided, to have been the
invention and proposal of another man. The leading biographical works of the day, the
Encyclopcedia Britannica and the Dictionary of National Biography, have decided, after a special
investigation initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill himself, that this adhesive stamp was the invention
of James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, a well-known postal reformer, in the month of August,
1884, years before Sir Rowland Hill entered the field of Post Office reform. An influential
section of the London Press, including such papers as the Metropolitan and the City Press,
has well circulated this information amongst the very establishments complained of at the
Meeting as giving no support, and to whose members, it appears, a further special appeal is
about to be made. City houses are thus becoming acquainted with the facts, and when
appealed to in the name of Rowland Hill simply withhold their money.

The same with the Post Office servants—they also begin to know the facts. More especially
do those in Scotland now know that Rowland Hill has usurped a merit belonging to one of
their own countrymen, and they are repelled, not induced, as your Committee or Trustees
vainly suppose, by the very mention of his name.

In proof of this, | refer your Lordship to a Magazine, entitled “ The Queen's Head,” which
has just emanated from the Glasgow Post Office, the articles in which publication are solely
contributed by writers holding official positions in that establishment. The principal article in
that Magazine is devoted to an exposure of Sir Rowland Hill’s usurpation of the merit of the
adhesive postage stamp, the invention and proposal of their countryman already named, upon
whose brains, and taking advantage of his own official position, Sir Rowland Hill has flourished.
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Over 2,000 copies of this Magazine have already been ordered by the various Post Offices in
chief throughout the country, and the facts are known and discussed throughout the entire
Post Office and Telegraphic services.

Can it, therefore, be a matter of surprise that subscriptions to a Rowland Hill Memorial
Fund do not come in, either from City establishments or from the employés of the Post Office ?

The remedy, however, is clear and simple.

In a correspondence with your Lordship’s predecessor, Alderman Sir John Staples,* | have
already shown that the Committee, or some of them, of the Sir Rowland Hill Memorial Fund
have admitted in a most practical manner their sense of the non-originality of Sir Rowland Hill
while continuing to ask the public for money under his name and prestige as the inventor of the
penny postage scheme. The reply with which | was honoured by Lord Mayor Staples was to
the effect that the money now being asked for was, not for Sir Rowland Hill, but “ for the Post
Office Benevolent Fund.” Exactly so; then why not say so? Why not style themselves the
Committee or Trustees of the Post Office Benevolent Fund ?  Why continue to flourish the name
of Rowland Hill in the foreground of their proceedings with the hope of attracting subscrip-
tions on the strength and prestige of a name hitherto popularly, but as that Committee has
admitted erroneously, supposed to have been a great inventor? Is this dealing openly and
candidly with the public while still concealing vital and essential facts ? It is clear that from
and after the period of these facts having become known to this Committee, had the Committee
acquainted the subscribers and the public with what had transpired, no further subscriptions
would have been obtained by them under the name of Rowlend Hill to any fund whatever.
What would your Lordship and these Aldermen and Magistrates say, and how would they deal
with an individual or public company so obtaining money from the publie? And yet here -w
have this delusive proceeding going on year after year under the very roof of the Mansion
House itself!

Here, then, my Lord, is your remedy--clear in equity as in policy. Omit the name of
Rowland Hill which is now found not to answer—be open and candid with the public and
with the Post Office employés—style yourselves what you are, the Committee or Trustees of
“ The Post Office Benevolent Fund,” and the money will come in.

| have the honour to be,
My Lord Mayor,

Your Lordship’s most obedient Servant,

PATRICK CHALMERS.
W imijledon, November 28th. 1887.

I may further mention that the name and services of James Chalmers as the man to whom
we owe this adhesive postage stamp, which at a critical moment saved the Penny Postage scheme
and has carried out same in practice, are already widely recognised abroad as well as at home.
Not only at the late Convention at Chicago of Philatelists from all parts of the United States
have special resolutions been brought forward and passed to that effect, but on the Continent,
in Paris, in Munich, in Frankfort, in Vienna, in Berlin, in Constantinople and the Levant,
influential sections of the Philatelic world, with their publications, have already recognised
James Chalmers, as particularised in a fresh pamphlet now being published by me.

See “ Concealment Unveiled—A Tale of the Mansion House.” (Effingham Wilson, Royal Exchange.)
/»ta.
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W imbledon,
December, 1887.

Sm,

Understanding that certain documents, consisting
jfokl newspapers containing letters from himself and friends
in disparagement of me, and of partial extracts of letters
written by my late father to his, have been put into private
circulation by Mr. Pearson Hill, permit me to acquaint you
thet these papers have already been discussed in the Press to
tre utter discomforture and retirement of Mr. Pearson Hill,
having also been laid by him before the compilers of the
L Encyclopaedia Britannica,” whose decision he invoked, and
dismissed by them as irrelevant and unfounded.

What is wanted on the part of Mr. Pearson Hill is to do
& | bave done—to prove when, if ever, his father invented
postage stamp, and to publish his case before
world, not simply to hand about in a private manner

Id letters vituperating me.

Further, let him set aside, if he can, the official déclam-
asin Parliament, upon the introduction of the Penny
| Retege Bill in July, 1889, proving that this stamp formed no
| pat of the original proposals or intention of Sir Rowland
| Hl, any pretensions to the contrary on whose part being
| Lere pretext and afterthought bred of the success which had
| itienckd the invention and proposal of James Chalmers,
lient by him to the Mercantile Committee of the City of
Laubn and to Mr. Rowland Hill eighteen months before
lieBill was brought forward—a plan now in the South Ken-
ligon Museum Library, bequeathed by the late Sir Henry
lote, and as in use to this day. Let it also be explained why,
his “ History of Penny Postage,” Sir Rowland Hill has
hulyavoided any reference to these Parliamentary proceedings as
LLiiA the stamp™

*Seepages 17 to 20 “ The Adhesive Postage Stamp in America, France,
1 Germany.” Effingham Wilson & Co., Royal Exchange.






Further, let Mr. Pearson Hill produce the copies in his
possession of the letters of dates 3rd March, 1838, and 18th
January, 1840, from Mr. Rowland Hill to James Chalmers,
with the reply of the latter, not simply just such “ extract”
from the correspondence as he has hitherto consented to
furnish, at same time explaining by what right and with
what object this official correspondence of 1840 was re-
moved from the Treasury. Let him, in short, come forward
Me aman, and in his own name publicly produce his case if
ie has one, in place of following a course of simply vituperat-
imgme. | am neither the lunatic nor the traducer represented
by Mr. Pearson Hill, but one who, for reasons of the most
legitimate nature, has successfully exposed one of the shabbiest
usurpations on reeord. Why | have not done so sooner is
[explained in my publications.

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

P.S.—Perhaps Mr. Pearson Hill or some of his Mansion
louse friends can also explain how it happens that | have
eeu represented in the columns of several of the leading

oudon papers as a person who “ claims the invention of
he Penni/ Podaije Scheme for his father” — thereby rendering
py claim as thus misrepresented, too ridiculous to obtain

rther attention.






tne + Aty Press, "D ecember ,14TH, 1887,

® 4 jowlaud Hill Memorial and Benevolent Fund,
=Tte indefatigable Mr. Chalmers, in his laudable en-
wours to secure the public recognition of his late
W's services in connexion with the adhesive postage
mp. has addressed a letter to the Right Hon. the
rd Mayor, in which he gives reasons “why subscrip-
tsto the fund do not come in.” it has been admitted
tthe money asked for is not for a Sir Rowland Hill
moria), but for the Post Office Benevolent Fund,
that being so, Mr. Chalmers asks, why not say so?
v should not the committee style themselves simply

tincommittee or trustees of the Post Office Benevolent

Ind, and so gain the support of those who at present
themselves alool from the movement.”

See also “The Whitehall Review,” “ Metropolitan,”
| undee Advertiser” etc. Of the Glasgow Post Office Mag-
r. “The Queen’s Head,” exposing the plagiarisms of
Rowland Hill and vindicating the services of James
Imers as originator of the adhesive postage stamp, over
copies are now being eagerly read throughout the Post
Bee service. Yet a few gentlemen at the Mansion House,
mistly ignorant of what has transpired, and quite indis-
pded to read anything on the subject, continue vainly
eralcavouring to collect money in the name of Rowland Hill.

V. C.






F kom the ""City Press” December 28th, 1887.

[THE INVENTOR OF THE ADHESIVE
POSTAGE STAMP.

Encouraged by the success which has attended his
|Irts to convince the people of England that his father, and
Sir Rowland Hill, as generally supposed, was the origi-
Or of the adhesive postage stamp, Mr, Patrick Chalmers
lately taken steps to acquaint the Americans with his
W6 on the subject, the consensus of opinion across the
|>ring pond? being unmistakably in favour of the claims
urged. The Philatelic Association of America has
lared in favour of Mr. Chalmers, and by resolution the
mbers have expressed their appreciation of the untiring
rtshe has made during the past few years, to cause his
ler's name to be associated with the invention to which
parlyenough so much importance is attached. In France
Germany similar success has attended his efforts, the
rations in those countries, together with the Philatelic
nas recognizing the sincerity of the claims Mr.
kers puts forward with such untiring zeal. Effingham,
anA Co; of the Royal Exchange, publish a brochure con-
iuga general résumé of the matters to which wej have
w attention.”
Oter papers write to the same effect- also Philatelic
mais of Paris, Berlin, Leipzig, Vienna and Stockholm,
h Bric-a-Bmc, of London, and other Philatelic journals
tre Provinces.
1second edition of the brochure above mentioned is now
the press, containing fresh matter of much interest
~fing on this controversy.






pom THE"City Press" b ccember 28th, 1887.

THE INVENTOR OF THE ADHESIVE
POSTAGE STAMP.

“Encouraged by the success which has attended his
forts to convince the people of England that his father, and
o Sir Rowland Hill, as generally supposed, was the origi-
nar of the adhesive postage stamp, Mr. Patrick Chalmers
hslately taken steps to acquaint the Americans with his
lews on the subject, the consensus of opinion across the
Serring pond” being unmistakably in favour of the claims
its urged. The Philatelic Association of America has
‘dared in favour of Mr. Chalmers, and by resolution the
mbers have expressed their appreciation of the untiring
ortshe has made during the past few years, to cause his
fer's name to be associated with the invention to which
joerlyenough so much importance is attached. In France
4Germany similar success has attended his efforts, the
nations in those countries, together with the Philatelic
nas recognizing the sincerity of the claims Mr,
anas puts forward with such untiring zeal. Effingham,
jfeffl & Co; of the Royal Exchange, publish a brochure con-
nina general résumé of the matters to which wej have
m attention.”
|Dharpapers write to the same effect- also Philatelic
urdls of Paris, Berlin, Leipzig, Vienna and Stockholm,
hBric-a-Brac, of London, and other Philatelic journals
tre Provinces.
I 1 second edition of the brochure above mentioned is now

(the press, containing fresh matter of much interest
ring on this controversy.

/+ * P. C.






James Chalmers as having been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp,

not Sir Rowland Hill who usurped the credit, the same has now appeared in

the pages of the following:—

The Illustrites Briefmarken Journal, Leipzig
L' Union des Timbrophiles, Pans
The Wester,, Philatelist, Chicago.
lhe Tidning for Frimarksamlarc, Stockholm
Wimbledon, P q

December 23rd, 1887.






Wimbledon,

Junnun/, 188H.

Sm,

In previous publications successfully vindicating the
titte of my father, the late James Chalmers, bookseller,
Dundee, to have been the originator of the Adhesive Postage
Stamp, the merit of which has been erroneously attributed to
the late Sir Rowland Hiltl, I have accompanied my proofs
with numerous articles from the Press in recognition of that
title, including decisions in my favour on the part of the
leading biographical works of the day, after special investiga-

tiors initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill.

1 have now the satisfaction of laying before you, in the
peat Pamphlet, some account of the wide recognition
uyfather's name and services have further met with in
Amrerica and on the Continent, more especially inviting your
attertion to the proceedings of the American Philatelic
Association, or Convention of Philatelists from all parts of

tre Inited States, just held at Chicago.
Asking the favour of your perusal and support,

I remain, Sir,
Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,

lion. Member of the Société Internationale de Timhroloyie,
Paris ; and of Ten American Philatelic Societies.

[oveit
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| take tins opportunity to call your attention to the
Magazine just issued from the Glasgow Post Office, entitled
“The Queen's Head,”* compiled solely by writers holding
official positions in that important establishment, second to
sLone out of London. Tins Magazine contains an article
miTe Queen’'s Head,” emphatically recognising James
Chalmers as the man to whom the nation is indebted for
thet boon which saved the Penny Postage scheme, and on
wliich revolve the postal systems, with the social and
commercial intercourse, of the world. This article will be
reed throughout the entire postal and telegraphic service of
tre country, and, coming from such a quarter, affords a

recognition of the highest value and significance.

* And and doghili, Glasgow ; J. Menzies, Edinburgh.






Tbc Wec

[} addition to a numerous body ol the London,
Provincial, Scottish, and American Press, historical
nud philatelic societies, the Encyclopaedia Britannica
and the Dictionary of National Biography, the leading
biographical works of the day, have now recorded
(after special investigation) the late James Chalmers,
bookseller, Dundee, to have been the originator of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp, not Sir Rowland Hill, who
usurped the credit.— (See pamphlet, “ Submission of
the Sir Rowland Hill Committee," Effingham Wilson,
Royal Exchange).






FROM THE *“ CITY PRESS,”

20th JANUARY.

“ As an example of-assiduity and perseverance
commend me to Mr. Patrick Chalmers— the
champion of his late father's memory as the
originator of the adhesive penny postage stamp.
Through great toil and trouble he at last comes
forth justified in truth that his revered parent
was the now admitted author of the means by
which that great and universal benefit to all
mankind has been accomplished. The various
University, Historical, and Philatelien! Societies
of the United States (with scarcely an excep-
tion), have now cordially recognised James Chal-
mers, and some of these Societies have elected
Mr. P. Chalmers an ‘' Honorary Member ' as an
acknowledgment that he has fully proved his
claims on behalf of his late father. Let it be
hoped that the example may be followed in his
owmn country, even though such a course might
prove embarrassing to not a few.”

[The above article on the part of what may
lie termed one of the “ official journals ” of the
London Corporation and the City Companies,
(auother, the Metropolitan, having long warmly
supported me) may well prove embarrassing to my
upponents, if any such there now he—a feeling
which will amount to dismay on the part of such
Members of the Corporation, or of the press, as
ury be prevailed upon to read the short statement
herewith.— P.C.]






Ulic Originator of % jpjjcsibc postage §tamyg.

Extract from the “ Roll of Eminent Burgesses of Dundee.

“ Published by Order of the Provost, Magistrates, and Town Council.
“ Dundee, 1887.”

“ 1807—AULEL 11th
“ JAMES CHALMERS, B ookseller in Dundee, was admitted Burgess by the

‘* Privilege of W illiam Chalmers, Manufacturer, his Father,

“ James Chalmers, second son of William Chalmers, manufacturer, Arbroath, was born in
that town on the 2nd February, 1782. In early life he left Arbroath and migrated to Dundee,
where he joined his elder brother William, who had for some time been established there as a
bookseller. About the year 1822, and after a lengthened period of correspondence with the
authorities, he effected a marked acceleration of the mail-coach system north of London,
whereby a saving of two days on the double journey betwixt London and the chief towns of the
North was brought about. In 1830 he added to his business the printing and publishing of a
newspaper, The Dundee Chronicle, an undertaking soon rendered unsuccessful through the heavy
taxation to which the Press was then subject, generally known as the ‘' Taxes on Knowledge,
the repeal of which Mr. Chalmers consequently did his best to advocate. From 1832 onwards
this subject, conjointly with that of Post Office reform, was one of the leading topics of the day,
and in both Mr. Chalmers was now able to take a prominent part by intercourse with such
leading reformers as Mr. Joseph Hume, Mr. Wallace, of Kelly, and others. In the month of
August, 1834, he invented and produced in his premises the Adhesive Stamp for postage
purposes, printed on sheets of paper, afterwards gummed over by an adhesive substance,
precisely on the principle now in use. On the appointment of the Select Committee of the
House of Commons in November, 1837, upon the proposed uniform Penny Postage Scheme of
Mr. Romland Hill, Mr. Chalmers laid his plan of the Adhesive Stamp before the Committee,
the plan of Mr. Hill being that of an impressed stamped wrapper or cover. Again, in a com-
munication of some length, under date ‘' Dundee, 8th February, 1838, he further laid his plan
before the Mercantile Committee of the City of London, charged with the support of the
proposed reformed scheme. This document, now cf historical interest, was bequeathed to the
Library of the South Kensington Museum by the late Sir Henry Cole, who was, at the period



of its receipt from Mr. Chalmers, Secretary to the Committee. The plan of the impressed
stamp, as introduced by Mr. Rowland Hill, not meeting the approval either of the House of
Commons’ Committee or the Government, that of the Adhesive Stamp was brought forward by
its advocates in Parliament to solve the difficulty, and was ultimately adopted by Treasury
Minute of date 2(>th December, 1839. The Mulready envelope proved a failure, but the
Adhesive Stamp saved the Penny Postage scheme, and has gradually been adopted by all
countries. The credit due to James Chalmers in this matter having been claimed for
Sir Rowland Hill, much difficulty has been experienced in vindicating the title of the Dundee
bookseller, but at length the leading biographical works in this country have acknowledged that
title; while abroad, more especially in the United States of America, the name of Jares
Chalmers is accepted as that of the original inventor. On the 1st January, 184(5, Mr. Chalmers
was presented, in the Town Hall of Dundee, with a public testimonial in recognition of bis
services in improving the postal system, and as the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.

On the 3rd March, 1883, the Town Council of Dundee formally passed the following reso-
lution \—

“ ‘That having had under consideration the pamphlet lately published on the
subject of the Adhesive Stamp, the Council are of opinion that it has been conclusively
shown that the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, was the originator of this

indispensable feature in the success of the reformed Penny Postage scheme, and that
such be entered upon the minutes.” ” *

“ lu the course of his career Mr. Chalmers served in many positions of importance in the
Town Council of Dundee, and in the public institutions of the town. Early in life he married
Barbara Dickson, eldest daughter of Bailie Dickson, Montrose. He died in August, 1853,
aged 71 years, and lies buried in the Howff.”

0i hi.hi;  TTRIr 4

* This resolution has subsequently been confirmed by the leading biographical works of the
day after special investigation initiated by the other side. The * Encyclopaedia Britannica”
decided that James Chalmers was the inventor of the Adhesive Stamp in August, 1834.
“ Mr. Pearson Hill has not weakened the evidence” to that effect. The *“ Dictionary of
National Biography ” confirms this, and the date ; and beyond and since all this we have the
plan itself, bequeathed by Sir Henry Cole. What was therefore clear to the Dundee Town

Council in 1883 has thus since then been more than confirmed, and become a fact placed
beyond dispute.—P. C.



EXTRACT FROM THE LETTER OF JAMES CHALMERS handing his plan of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London,
and now in the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the Ilate
Sir Henry Cole —

' 4, Castle Street, Dundee,

“ gth February, 1838.

“ 1 conceive that the most simple and economical mode of carrying out such an arrangement
1 (that of prepayment of letters) would be by slips (postage stamps), prepared somewhat similar
“ to the specimen herewith shown.

“ With this view, and in the hope that Mr. Hitr1's plan may soon be carried into operation,
“ 1 would suggest that sheets of stamped slips should be prepared at the Stamp Office, on a
“ paper made expressly for the purpose, with a device on each for a die or cut resembling that on
“ newspapers ; that the sheets so printed or stamped should then be rubbed over with a strong
“ solution of gum or other adhesive substance, and, when thoroughly dry, issued by the Stamp
“ Office to town and country distributors, to stationers and others, for sale in sheets and singly.
“. . . Merchants and others, whose correspondence is extensive, could purchase these slips
“in quantities, cut them singly, and affix one to a letter by means of wetting the back of the slip
“with a spouge or brush. . . . Others requiring only one or two slips at a time could
“purchase them along with sheets of paper at stationers’ shops, the weight only regulating the
“ rate of postage in all cases, so as a stamp may be affixed according to the scale determined

on.
“ Again, to prevent the possibility of these being used a second time, it should be made

“ imperative on postmasters to put the Post Office town stamp (as represented in one of the

“ specimens) across the slip or postage stamp.”

This statement is accompanied by several specimens of a suggested stamp about an inch
Bguare. A space divides each stamp for cutting off singly. One of the specimens is stamped
across with the quasi-postmark ‘ Dundee, 10th February, 1838, to exemplify what Mr. Chalmers
states should be done to prevent the stamp being used a second time.

Brought forward in the House of Commons, the 5th July, 1839. After plans had been called
for from the public and nothing better found, adopted by Treasury Minute of date 26th Decem-
ber, 1839.

Mr. Chaimers lodged his claim as originator of this plan, but in a letter of date 18th Jan-
uary, 1840, Mr. Rowland Hill, then in despotic power at the Treasury, put Chalmers aside on
amere pretence, and himself assumed the merit.

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,
February, 1888.






Cdc Gbaimers-[t)ili Controbarstj.

EXPLANATIONS.

It has long been known in Forfarshire and adjacent counties that the inventor and
proposer of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, the man who supplied what may be termed the engines
to the otherwise immovable craft of Penny Postage Reform, was James Chalmers, bookseller,
Dundee. When—about 1845—the merchants of the City of London handed their cheque of
.£13,000 to Mr. Rowland Hill in acknowledgment of his services, the citizens of Dundee, then
a town not a quarter of its present size or population, not to be behindhand in asserting the
share of their townsman in the work, got up also their subscription, and, as of late years i have
learned, on the 1st January, 1816, in the Town Hall of Dundee, and in the presence of the
Provost, bankers, and leading citizens, James Chalmers was presented with a Testimonial
in recognition of his having been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, and for other
postal services. And when, upon the decease of Sir Rowland Hill in August, 1879, the London
papers proceeded to attribute to him the entire merit of the reformed postal system, immediate
protest was entered by means of letters and articles in the Dundee Press, recalling and
re-asserting the services of James Chalmers.

This stage of the matter drew my attention to the subject of which up till then 1 knew
little or nothing, having left Dundee at an early age, about the year 1834, and passed much of the
interval abroad. Any charge therefore as to my having unduly delayed bringing forward my
claim on behalf of my father is a mistake. Equally is it a mistake to call same a new claim-—it
is on the contrary an acknowledged claim of long standing, if generally unknown at this day to a
new generation. To further prove this—when thirty years ago Sir Bartle Frere introduced the
Adhesive Stamp into Scinde, he knew perfectly well that James Chalmers was the inventor;
his letter to which effect | have published. Again, an able writer in that popular magazine, the
“ Leisure Hour,” before ever having heard of me or m3' publications, in an article describing
‘“ A Day at the Post Office,” and what had there been shown him, designates the Adhesive
Stamp the “ Chalmers stamp” ; he had *“ always understood Chalmers to have been the
originator.” Take another instance: In a congratulatory letter acknowledging my pamphlets
Mr. W. A. Warner, Secretary to the National Philatelical Society of New York, writes, under
date May 3rd, 1887—* | see that your father was the inventor of the Adhesive Stamp, and not
Sir Rowland Hill, which fact | have always upheld for the last sixteen years.............ccccccvviinneen.
I firmly believe that James Chalmers was the inventor of this means of applying the stamp,
and deserves to be honoured by all Philatelists throughout the world. These instances show
how widespread beyond his own locality the belief in Chalmers has been prior to my coming
forward for the purpose of extending that belief.

To be told, therefore, that this is a new claim 1 am setting up that | am too late in doing
so, and that the present generation and the London papers will consequently have none o! it, is
unfounded and unfair.

Equally unfounded is it to assert that | am only agitating this matter with the view of
obtaining pecuniary compensation from the Government, bucii is not the caso. My object is
to obtain for the memory of my father and for our native locality that credit to which he and the
land north of the Tweed are entitled, as having taken a share in this great and beneficial
reform. To this end | invite the co-operation of the Scottish Press and public, as of all lovers
of justice there and elsewhere. Official recognition is unnecessary—indeed greater official
recognition has already been awarded James Chalmers as originator of this stamp thiough the
columns of the Glasgow Post Office magazine, “ The Queen s Head, than any evei obtained by
Rowland Hill, with respect to whom no official recognition can be pointed to on the subject-
modern writers have simply chosen to hack his pretensions as respects invention, without further
enquiry, both as respects the stamp and the very scheme itself. The only official intimation on
this subject as respects Rowland Hill, the Treasury Minute of March, 1861, tells us that
“ uniform penny postage had been urged upon the Government prior to his proposals, and
the Times in its issue of 30th September, 1885, gives us the name of one man at least who
had so urged this, that of the Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, whose Testimonial Tund com-
prised in its list not only’ the names of many of our leading public men, but also a handsome
sum from Her Majesty’'s Bounty Fund through the Minister of the day. It was for his services



in having publicly introduced and materially aided in putting in force this great reform that
Government rewarded Sir Rowland Hill, on his retirement from office, with a grant of .£20,000 ;
and so far from recognising any originality of conception on his part, they did quite the con-
trary. The very Mansion House Memorial Fund Committee ended by abandoning the point of
invention, (See my pamphlet “ Concealment Unveiled: a Tale of the Mansion House”).
I recur to these matters solely as strengthening by analogy my case as respects the stamp,
equally a copy, not an invention.

Any modern writer may further see by a reference to the proceedings in Parliament on the
introduction of the Penny Postage Bill on the 5th July, 1889, that the Adhesive Stamp formed
no part of the proposals or intention of Mr. HLU, whose plan was then stated by the Chancellor
of the Exchequer to be that “ an impressed stamped cover was absolutei}' to be used in all
cases.” All was dismay as to how the scheme was to be carried out, hut Chalmers had sent
his plan to two quarters in London a year and a half before, and now Mr. Wallace brought it
forward—same was ultimately adopted, and Penny Postage was saved. Of all this Sir Rowland
Hill, in his “ History of Penny Postage,” takes not the smallest notice, giving his readers, on
the contrary, to understand that the adoption of the Adhesive Postage Stamp formed part and
parcel of his original proposals of 1837.* Is the man who, at a critical moment and unrewarded,
supplied the motive power to the scheme, a power to this day indispensable to the commerce
and revenues of the world, to be left unmentioned, while every possible occasion is availed of to
laud the services of Rowland Hill ?

I trust the explanations here given will rally to my cause many who have not yet seen
their way to bring forward the name and services of James Chalmers.

I avail myself of this opportunity to publish some of the more recent articles to hand in
recognition of James Chalmers, having already in my pamphlets published numerous articles to
that effect from the London, Provincial, and Scottish Press.

Fuirplay, a City financial paper of good position, writes, 20th January : —

“ Tsee Mr. Patrick Chalmers has issued a second edition, containing further matter, of his pamphlet on the recognition of
his father, the late Mr James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, as the originator of the adhesive postage stamp. Those who are
aware of the merits of the controversy have learnt to look upon the late Mr. Chalmers as the man to whom rightly belongs the
honour, and T may say the glory, of the origination of the penny adhesive stamp system ; people generally, however, look without
question upon Sir Rowland Hill us the author of the system ; and it is Mr. Patrick Chalmerslobject to enlighten these credulous
persons.”

From the Manchester Guardian of 4th February—a journal, as every one knows, of the
highest position and influence, daily quoted from by the London Press :—

“ The difficulty of deciding as to the real inventor of any device that has been found serviceable to man has received a
fresh illustration in the controversy that has been proceeding for some years as to the first suggester of the adhesive postage
stamp. So completely has the name of Sir Rowland Hill become associated with the penny post that many people credit him
with every detail of the system now so familiar, but which was so strange in the early days of the present reign. Mr. Patrick
Chalmers has claimed that the person who suggested the adhesive postage label was his father, the late Mr. James Chalmers,
of Dundee. The evidence has been put before the world in a multiplicity of pamphlets, and is of a nature to carry conviction
When the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into Parliament in July, 183Y, the methods by which the scheme was to be made
practical were undecided, Rowland Hill proposed two modes--that the letters should be prepaid in money, or that the letter
paper or envelope should bear an impressed stamp. The latter was the favoured suggestion, but it was one to which the public
never took kindly. When the principle of the penny post was adopted, the public were invited by advertisement to send in
plans. Mr. James Chalmers hadin a letter sent to the Parliamentary Committee proposed in December, 1837, the plan of an
adhesive stamp. There is evidence also that this plan was matured by him in 1834, and freely discussed in his adopted town,
where he was well known as a bookseller, and active citizen. When he claimed the reward, Mr. Chalmers was told that he had
been anticipated by Mr. Hill. It is true that Mr. Hill in February, 1837, had mentioned that in a certain exceptional case an
adhesive stamp might be used, but it is equally clear that inali the early stages of the penny post reform Mr. Hill comtemplated
the use of the impressed stamp only. In his latest pamphlet Mr. Patrick Chalmers gives a citation from the *Penny Cyclopae-
dialof 1840, in which it is said that Mr. Hill had stated that the idea of payment by stamps did not originate with him. As
Hill was intimately associated with the editor and contributors of the *Penny Cyclopaedia,” and was a member of the Committee
of Publication, this statement cannot easily be disposed of. A copy of the proposal of Mr. James Chalmers has been preserved
in the papers bequeathed to the nation by Sir Henry Cole, and it is an exact description of the method by which the penny post
was worked. Even the invention of the machine for perforating the sheets of stamps made no change in the principle of the
scheme, which, so far as the present evidence goes, is due* to the inventive faculty of James Chalmers of Dundee,”

From the British, Economist of Edinburgh, the Bankers’ magazine and financial paper of
Scotland, that land of banking, February 1st

“ This is a further pamphlet by Mr. Patrick Chalmers, who is indefatigable in his determination to make good his father's
claim to be the inventor of the adhesive postage stamp. It appears to us that the time for controversy on this subject is passed,
and that the filial enthusiasm of the son might now devote itself to the task of preparing a succinct and complete narrative of his

* For a more detailed account of this scene in Parliament at this important crisis, yet left wholly unnoticed by Sir Rowland

Hill—see pages 23 to 26 of my late pamphlet “ The Adhesive Postage Stamp in America, France, and Germany." (Effingham
Wilson & Co., Royal Exchange.)



father’s ense, working in those innumerable proofs, now gathered, that James Chalmers, and not Kowland Hill, was the proposer
of the use of an affixed laide to denote postage on letters. The test we would put on the case is this, to lay the story, as n, would
now be worked out from Mr. P. Chalmers’ laborious investigations, before a person who had never heard of the controversy, and
ask him to judge. That decision would certainly correspond with the conclusion of the editors of the ‘ Encyclopadia Britannica’
and the * Dictionary of National Biography,” namely, that to Mr. Chalmers, of Dundee, is due the invention which made penny
postage possible. The remarkable document discovered in the papers bequeathed to the nation by the late Sir Henry Cole is in
itself conclusive. The fact that the sample stamp in this document is obliterated with a quasi-postmark, ‘ Dundee, 10th Feb-
ruary, 1838, would go far to strengthen Mr. Chalmers’ case evert if the rest of the evidence of the document were less

precise

From the Citti Press—stated in the “ Press Directory ” to be “ the local paper for the City of

London, the adopted medium for all official announcements concerning the Metro-

polis ”—28th December :(—
“THE INVENTOR OF THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

*sEncouraged by the success which has attended his efforts to convince the people of England that his father, and not
Sir Rowland Hill, as generally supposed, was the originator of the adhesive postage stamp, Mr* Patrick Chalmers has lately
taken steps to acquaint the Americans with his views on the subject, the consensus of opinion across the lherring pondr being
unmistakably in favour of the claims thus urged. The Philatelic Association of America has declared in favour of
Mr. Chalmers, and by resolution the members have expressed their appreciation of the untiring efforts he has made during the
past few years to cause his father’'s name to be associated with the invention to which properly enough so much importance in
attached. In France and Germany similar success has attended his efforts, the associations in those countries, together with
the Philatelic journals, recognising the sincerity of the claims Mr. Chalmers puts forward with such untiring zeal.”

Again, on the 11th January :—

“ On every side Mr. Patrick Chalmers appears to be gaining renewed support for his claim that his father (the late
Mr. J. Chalmers) was the inventor of the adhesive postage stamp, the credit for which is usually attributed to Sir Rowland
Hill. As evidence of the headway Mr. Chalmers has made, it it only necessary to observe that whereas a year or two* since he
had to carry on his arduous campaign single-handed, friends are now constantly coming forward to aid him in his praiseworthy
work. The last instance of this is to be noted in Glasgow, where a Mr. John Maclntyre contributes to the Queen's Head—a
publication written solely by the Post Office Officials of that city—an article on the claims of Mr. J. Chalmers to the invention.
To enter now into the merits of the case would be superfluous ; it is therefore only necessary to observe that Mr. Chalmers’ case
isgreatly strengthened by the able and impartial manner in which Mr. Maclntyre, in the course of his article, discusses the
question in all its several branches.”

A valuable recognition has just appeared in the columns of the “ Bookseller,” the leading
journal circulating amongst publishers and the trade here and in the United States—# book-
sellers may he proud to remember it was one of their fraternity who invented the Adhesive
Postage Stamp ”—but this and other articles, with notices of “ The Queen’s Head ” here and
abroad, must be left for a more extended publication.

The practice of Philatelism, or stamp collecting, so widely prevalent in America and on the
Continent, has led to my publications being extensively read abroad with most satisfactory results.
In addition to the recognition of Historical Societies, University, and State Libraries, the follow-
ing Philatelic Societies have passed special resolutions in recognition of James Chalmers :(—

“ The Chicago, lllinois ; the Pomeroy, Toledo, Ohio ; the St. Louis, Missouri ; the Lansing,
Michigan ; the Newton, Massachusetts ; the Detroit, Michigan ; the New Milford, Connecticut ;
the Jamestown, New York ; the Charleston, South Carolina ; the Black Hawk, Rock Island,
Illinois ; the Belle City, Racine, Wisconsin ; the Denver Stamp Collectors’ League, Colorado ;
the Luther, Michigan.” Some of these Societies, again, with others or members of same, have
formed an “ American Philatelic Association,” meeting once a year. This Congress of Phila-
telists at their late meeting at Chicago passed the handsome resolutions | have already
published. A “ Chalmers Society” has just been formed at Chicago. From Providence, Pihode
Island, a Scottish Club, termed “ Clan Cameron 7 0. S. C.,” has sent me cordial congratula-
tions at learning the honour of being the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp has fallen to a
countryman, as proved to their satisfaction. Several of the philatelic journals have put forward
a portrait of James Chalmers.

On the Continent, in Paris, Munich, Lcipzic, Berlin, Frankfort, Vienna, Stockholm,
Constantinople for the Levant, societies and journals representing a most numerous body of
Philatelists, now, as in the United States, recognise Chalmers as their “ patron saint,” and in
several of the journals the likeness has appeared, including the “ Ulustrites Briefmarken
Journal” of Leipzic, the organ of twenty-six Philatelic Societies, with a bi-monthly circulation of
15,000. In its New Year issue this journal circulated 30,000 copies, the frontispiece having
for the first time the portrait of James Chalmers, now combined with that of Rowland Hill,

formerly by itself.
Three out of the four philatelic papers published in England now recognise Chalmers.

In Arbroath, the birthplace of James Chalmers, a flourishing town about twenty miles from
Dundee, a volume of much interest and erudition, entitled “ Arbroath Past and Present,” com-



piled by Mr. McBain, banker, Arbroath, bas lately been published. In this work a biographical
notice of James Chalmers is given, from which | extract the following:—

“ To James Chalmers, a native of Arbroath, is due the distinguished honour of being the
inventor of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, which was not only the means of saving the penny
postage scheme of this country, but of conferring a lasting benefit on the commerce of the
world. . . . This honour for a time was claimed for Sir Rowland Hill, but thanks to the
untiring exertions of his son, Patrick Chalmers, of London, James Chalmers' claim to the honour
has been indisputably established, and is now universally admitted. The benefits which have
accrued from this invention are incalculable, and to-day every civilised nation is still reaping the
fruit of the inventive genius of this distinguished Arbroathian.”

Desiring to erect a tablet to my father's memory in the old Abbey of Arbroath, | applied,
with the courteous aid of Mr. McBain, for the necessary authority, but without success, being
ultimately informed by the London Board of Works that “ for many years past the Board have
felt it expedient to refuse to allow the erection of tablets within the precincts of Arbroath Abbey,
and they regret they are unable to make an exception to the rule in your favour.”

In Dundee, in alate publication entitled “ The Roll of Eminent Burgesses of Dundee, 1513
to 1880,” “ published by order of the Provost, Magistrates, and Town Council," edited by a
distinguished writer there, Mr. A. Il, Millar, and entailing much labour and research, a
lengthened article is given detailing the career of James Chalmers, in the course of which his
services are brought forward in terms similar to the Arbroath article. The resolution of the
Dundee Town Council, of date 3rd March, 1883, formally recording tlieir townsman to have been
the originator of the Adhesive Stamp, “ that indispensable feature in the success of the
reformed penny postage scheme,” is here again brought forward, and the work is in the bands
of many Scottish noblemen, wealthy merchants, and the public. Frequent notices of my
successful efforts in establishing my father’'s position aie further given in the local Press,
including the wide recognition now met with abroad. The members of the Dundee Bums
Club have favoured me with a valued communication in approval.

Permit me, in conclusion, to offer a word of caution. Now that the delusion as to
Sir Rowland Hill having been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp is practically dis-
pelled, the tactics of my disappointed opponents are directed towards disparaging the services of
Chalmers, and mystifying the whole matter, as usual anonymously. We are told that sticking
plaster has been known from a remote antiquity, thus proving Chalmers to have been a mere
plagiarist ! Names are brought forward of men said, but without a pretence of proof, to be
equally or better entitled to the invention, of whom we never heard 60 long as Rowland Hill
was in the field, and who, strangely enough, neither of themselves or through friends have put
in any claim to the merit. Such and other mystifications are the mere throes of dis-
appointment and vexation, designed to raise doubts amongst those insufficiently informed, but
which will deceive no one who has mastered the evidence, dates, and facts of the case.

| further understand that Mr. Pearson Hill, while still abstaining from publishing his views
—a course which might draw au undesirable amount of public attention to this controversy—
continues privately to circulate his statements in disparagement of me and my cause, and this
not alone to the Press, but uow also privately urged before influential Philatelists abroad, in
the hope of arresting the widespread recognition now being afforded me. Solely in possession
of the official correspondence betwixt our respective fathers—a correspondence removed from
the Treasury by Sir Rowland Hill, but which | maintain should have been there left—
Mr. Pearson Hill lias it in his power to circulate just so much or so little of same as he may
think proper. It would be doing injustice to the gentlemen to whom these private appeals are
made to suppose for a moment that they can be led away by any such secret representations
—their answer will be, “ Publish your case if you have one that can stand the consequent
investigation, as Chalmers has done, and same will receive every consideration, but your private
attempts to influence us we reject and repudiate. Failing this, we shall conclude you have no
case.” And this, too, | trust will now, in common fairness, be the reply of the hitherto silent
members of the London Press, prevented as they have been through misrepresentation acting

upon long cherished delusion from, in many cases, so much as even favouring my productions
with a perusal.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

Mon. Member of ike Société Internationale de Timbroloyic, Paris,

and of Ten American Philatelic Societies.
Wimbledon,

February, 1888.



THE ADHESIVE stamp.

COPY OF LETTER FROM
gr THOMAS CLARK, Bart.,

LORD PROVOST OF EDINBURGH.

City Chambers,
Edinburgh,

Feb. 23rd, 1888.
P Ghalmers, Esq.

Dear Sir,
I have received the papers you have
sH e regarding your father’s claim to be the

minator of the Adhesive Stamp.

The evidence is very conclusive and
soee who used long ago to have constant relations
iith your father, | rejoice at your success in

stahlishing his claim.

I 'am, very truly yours.
THOMAS CLARK,

Lord Provost of Edinburgh.






THE ADHESIVE postage stamp.

COPY OF LETTER FROM

fieRyt Hn Sr THOMS GARK Bt

LORD PROVOST OF EDINBURGH.

City Chambers,
Edinburgh,
Fab. 23rd, 1838.
P Chaimers, Esq.

Dear Sir,

1 have received the papers you have
gtme regarding your father’s claim to he the

origretor of the Adhesive Stamp.

The evidence is very conclusive and
isone who used long ago to have constant relations
rith your father, 1 rejoice at your success in

stablishing his claim.

I am, very truly yours.
THOMAS CLARK,

Lord Provost of Edinburgh.
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mntrg “ British Mai1,” and Journal of the Chambers
of Commerce of the United Kingdom. Monthly, Is.
February 29th, 1888.

"THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

“ M. Patrick Chalmers, of Wimbledon, has issued a
Ocircular letter advocating his late father’'s claims
recognition as the inventor of the Adhesive Postage
up We had an idea that these claims iiad been
lj recognised long ago, and regret to find that they
Ire been passed by. It is too late now to revive con-
cernes with the late Sir Rowland Hill, but not too
; ©o accord all the credit due to any one who materially
ld in developing the postage scheme. The honour
nd be a barren one, but it ought not the less to be

B'i wherever due, for the sake of the survivors.”






f/lji “bhcstbc postage Stamp.

Bt from tre « Morning Post,? 20th Wd]
1888.

“Though Sir Rowland Hill has boen generally credited
Lift the invention of the Penny Postage system, it would
aopear, from certain articles in the *Hiustrites Brief-
merken Journal * (Leipsic) of the 7th of January and 4th
jf February of the current year, that the merit of the
invertion of the Adhesive Stamp was really due to
h. James Chalmers. This discovery is owing, in great
ressre, to the researches and untiring efforts of
J. Patrick Chalmers, who, without wishing to detract
ramthe honour attaching to Sir Rowland Hill for * having
»worked for it that it was introduced into England in
1810’ is naturally anxious that Mr. James Chalmers, who
fluirg his life did not covet the distinction, should be
Reoognised as the actual inventor of the Adhesive Penny
Wage Stamp. As a corroboration of Mr. Patrick
IMmers' statements, it may be interesting to observe

la towards the close of 1887 a publication appeared,

Mating Irom the Glasgow General Post Office, entitled

TeQueen's Head,” in which was an article on Postage
iianps written by one of the present officials, which
mliatically states that the invention of the Postage
pgrpwas entirely due to Mr. James Chalmers.”

Inthanking the Morning Post for the above notice I
esre to add that James Chalmers not only invented the
lL.dhesive Stamp for postage purposes, but was the first
11propose its adoption for the purpose of carrying out the
memiy Postage Scheme of 1837-40. That upon the adop-
Imiof same for that purpose he did lay claim to the merit
the stamp which had saved the scheme, but was put
Iside by Mr. Rowland Hill upon a mere pretence, who
Bas thus unduly obtained the credit for himself.

pP. C






THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

The article herewith, from the Illustrites Briefmarken
Juurtuil, iif Leipzig, the leading Philatelic Magazine on the
Continent, and organ of 20 Philatelic Societies, having a
bi-monthly circulation of 15,000 copies, exemplifies what is
ww being said and written by specialists abroad on the
subject of the adhesive postage stamp and penny postage.
Trelearned writer states .—“ If, however, | were to mention
illthat lias been said in American, English, French, and now
do in German papers, for James Chalmers and against

sirRowland Hill, I could easily fill a large volume.”

Thus the facts are coming surely, if gradually, to

light, towards which result your co-operation is respectfully

invited.
PATRICK CHALMERS,
Honorary Member of the Société
Internationale de Tirnbavlogie,
Paris, and of Ten American
Philatelic Societies.
Wimbledon,

ii H Marrh, 1888.
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ARante-« Brigiiouse and Rastrick Gazette,”

Vardch 3bl, 1888.

“ Another pamphlet on the invention of the postage label,
this time from a German author, Karl V. Giindel, who
hed unearthed on his own account in London the volume of
die «Penny Cyclopaedia’ which under the head of ‘ Post Office’
liss this remarkable and weighty passage, *The process of
using stamps for this purpose (payment of postage at a
uniform rate) was not suggested in the first edition of the
pamphlet (Rowland Hill’s), and Mr. Hill states that this
idea did not originate with him.” This very clear statement,
mece evidently by some one who consulted Rowland Hill, or
«ritten by Rowland Hill, at once definitely places beyond
further question that in 1840 Rowland Hill made no claim to
tre invention of Adhesive Postage Labels, and was aware
tret some one else had originated them. His name appears
aoe ot the contributors to the ‘ Penny Cyclopaedia,” so that
wother reasonable conclusion can be come to than that
lie kkew what would and what did appear in this work,
adss oite of the helpers in its getting out he had special
opportunities for correcting anything which touched his special
sudv and occupation. This should convince any of those
students who have hesitated as to his position of reticence
in later years, when he was aware that he was credited in
mary places as being the inventor of Adhesive Labels for
postage uses.  Our indefatigable author, Patrick Chalmers,
therefore more powerful allies now than ever before to
proe to a long deceived public that bis father, James Chal-
uers, ul Dundee, was the first to recommend Adhesive Postage
btamps, which proved the great—the main feature of the
uccess of uniform postage. It may be added that the
unmen writer before mentioned invites communication
m all Philatelic societies (or rather the world) as to
_bt merits are really due to Rowland Hill, as by united
torts more can be done by individuals to place these ques-
ol beyond the domain of further discussion before the
unlee celebration of the introduction of penny postage and
«age stamps in May, 1890.”
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Publications which have recognised James Chalmers &
originator of same :—

The “ Encyclopaedia Britannica” and the “ Dictionary
of National Biography,” after special investigation, and tte
date of invention fixed as having been in the month o
August, 1854, up to which period Sir Rowland Hill, in his
“ Life,” has left it on record that “ Adhesive Stamps hed
not been dreamt of.”

LONDON PAPERS.

City Prkss. Civil Service Times.
Metropolitan. W hitehall R eview.

Invention and Inventor's The Bookseller.

Mart. Trubner & Co.’s Circular.
Home and Colonial Mail. Sampson Low & Co.’s Cir-
Morning Post, cular.

British Mail,
Court and Society Review.

L eisure Hour.
Literary Opinion.
Home W ork.
Sunday Times.

Vanity Fair.
Figaro.

People. N ational Reformer.

M achinery Market.
W alford’s A ntiquarian.

Christian Union.
England.

B ric-a-Bnac [roiift, Biography
and Likeness\

Philatelic Critic.

Philatelic Advertiser

Croydon R eview.
Surrey |Independent.

And several other suburban

Fairplay. papers.

PROVINCIAL.

The recognitions in the provinces may be described &
fairly numerous, including such papers as the “ \Western
Daily Press” of Bristol, the “ Sheffield Daily Telegraph,’
the “ Manchester Guardian,” the “ Leeds Times,” te
“ Bradford Observer,” the “ Oldham Chronicle,” &c., with



die Philatelic papers, the “ Stamp Collector's Journal”
f pury St. Edmund’s, and the “ Midland Philatelic ” of

Nottingham.
SCOTLAND.

recognitions in Scotland may be termed as very
universal, including every paper in Forfarshire, with
influential supporters in Edinburgh, Glasgow, Aberdeen,
Jdc. The powerful article in the Glasgow Post Office
magazine “ The Queen’s Head ” has the impress of a

semi-official recognition.

OTHER COUNTRIES.

In America, eighteen Philatelic Societies have officially
recognised James Chalmers, including the American Phila-
telic Association itself, or general Society of American
Philatelists at their late convention at Chicago, in which
important city a “ Chalmers Society ” has been formed.
IGter valuable recognitions have been sent me from His-
[tomai Societies, State Libraries, Scottish Clubs, and
mnewspapers in America. Several Philatelic Journals have
| published a biographical notice, with likeness.

I 1 the Continent—in Paris, Munich, Leipzic, Berlin,
mFrankfort, Vienna, Stockholm, Constantinople for the
[Levant— Societies and Journals, representing a most
[numerous body of Philatelists, now, as in the United

States, recognise Chalmers as their “ patron saint;” and
[in several of the journals the likeness has appeared, in-
leluding the “ Illustrites Briefmarken Journal ” of Leipzie,
[the organ of twenty-sis Philatelic Societies, with a

[bi-monthly circulation of 15,000.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

I WIMELEDON Mon. Member of the Société Internationale
ele Timlreologie, Paris, and of ten A nme-
Aprii, 188b, rican Philatelic Societies,
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from (he “ City Press,” “ the local paper for the City
of London,” April 4th, 1888.

“THE CHALMERS-HILL CONTROVERSY.

« Mr. Patrick Chalmers has drawn up a paper of
eexplanations’ on this subject, with the intention of re-
moving popular misconceptions as to the nature of his
daim.o it would appear that Mr. James Chalmers’ title to
the honour of inventing the Adhesive Postage Stamp was
«triv recognised in Dundee, his native town. When—
abolit 1845- the merchants of London handed their cheque
of 4*13,000 to Mr. Rowland Hill in acknowledgment of his
services, the citizens of Dundee, not to be behindhand in
asserting the share of their townsman in the work, got up
adw their subscription, and on January 1st, 1846, in the
Toan Hall of Dundee, and in the presence of the provost,
barkers, and leading citizens, James Chalmers was pre-
dated with a testimonial in recognition of his having been
treoriginator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, and for other
postal services. And wdien, upon the decease of Sir Row-
land Hill in August, 1879, the London papers proceeded to
attribute to him the entire merit of the reformed postal
system, immediate protest was entered by means of letters
and articles in the Dundee Press recalling and reasserting
the services of James Chalmers. Mr. Patrick Chalmers
bea since, with conspicuous ability and singlemindedness,
urged his father’'s claims, in season and out of season, with
the result that at the present day a constantly-increasing
number of persons and societies recognise the justice of his
conteution and bid soon to become a majority. We
may ask with Mr. P. Chalmers—Is the man who at a
critical moment, and unrewarded, supplied the motive
power to the Penny Postage scheme, a power to this day
indispensable to the commerce and revenues of the world,
to be left unmentioned, while every possible occasion is
availed of to laud the services of Sir Rowland Hill? ”






LLL JUrjcsibe Hostage Stamp.

Fantle “ Metropolitan Jourdl of tre Cjty of
London, Apnil 21si, 1888.

“The Adhesive Postage Stamp.—-A rather startling
piece of evidence as to the real inventor has just come
to light. It is now pretty well known throughout the
world that Mr. Patrick Chalmers has succeeded in indis-
putably proving that his father, the late James Chalmers,
of Dundee, was the inventor, and not the much-be-praised
Kow'lana Hill, who, it appears, neither invented the
stamp nor the penny post system. It is curious to learn
that a certain German author, Karl V. Giindel, has
discovered that the late Sir llowland himself disclaimed
having invented the stamp. The clever Teuton has
found in the ' Penny Cyclopaedia’ the following passage :
‘The process of using stamps for this purpose (pay-
ment of postage at a uniform rate) was not suggested in
the first edition of the pamphlet (Howland Hill's), and
Mr. Hill states that this idea did not originate with
him.” It is quite time honours were divided, and in an
equitable manner. Let Howland Hill have all the credit
that is due to him for getting the penny postage adopted ;
but let it be distinctly known that he took his idea from
a Blue Book of 1836, entitled * Fifth Report of the Com-
missioners of Post Office Inquiry,” wherein the penny
postage, irrespective of distance, is recommended, and
that when the idea was getting to be a failure in practice,
Mr. James Chalmers saved it by inventing the Adhesive






Ebc “bjjtsibe postage Stamp.

Rantle “ Dundee Courier,” Aﬂ‘“ 25th, 1888.

n “TI-IE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

“ Sm,— | see by the local press that the Burns Club has
resolved to give to generations yet unborn the name and
fame of the late Mr, James Chalmers as the inventor of
the Adhesive Stamp. In 1883 James Chalmers was making
experiments on the Adhesive Postage Stamp, and by 1834
had it in complete working order. Mr. David Maxwell and
| were apprentices with Umpherston & Kerr, millwrights,
Dundee, and many a time | have heard that when he was
P.D. in Mr, James Chalmers’ printing establishment he
had the honour of clipping the sample stamps apart after
they had been printed on slips containing about a dozen
stamps, and the backs gummed over. | was surprised that
ex-Bailie C. C. Maxwell did not mention that at the meet-
ingin Lamb’s Hotel last week, as he knows as well as | do
that the above is a fact. Mr. David Maxwell’'s name ought
to be on the Committee. Mr. James Chalmers was pre-
sented with a richly-chased silver jug and handsome silver
salver, both bearing the following inscription ‘ Presented
toJames Chalmers, Esq., Dundee, as a testimonial for his
exertions in procuring an acceleration of the mail and pro-
moting other improvements in connection with the Post
Office. 1st January, 1846." Sir, | hope that the Burns Club
will resolve to place a bronze statue of James Chalmers side
by side with the bronze statue of James Carmichael in the
ground of the Albert Institute.

“ 1 remain,

“Yours, &c.,

“ GEORGE HOOD.
“ April, 1888.”

The above is a further confirmation of the evidence
already presented as to the specific date, 1834, having been
the year of James Chalmers’ invention.—P.C.






Publications which huve recognised James Chalmers as

originator o f same

The “ Encyclopaedia Britannica ” and the “ Dictionary
of National Biography,” after special investigation, and the
date of invention fixed as having been in the month of
August, 1834, up to which period Sir Rowland Hill, in bis
“ Life,” lias left it on record that “ Adhesive Stamps had
not been dreamt of.”

LONDON PAPERS.

City Press. Civil Service Times.
W hitehall R eview.
The Bookseller.

Metropolitan.
Invention and Inventor’s

Mart.

Home and Colonial Mail.
Morning Post.

British Mail.

Gourt and Society Review.

Vanity Fair.

Rgaro.

People.

(hristian Union.

England.

Brica-Brac [with Biography
and Likeness |

Philatelic Critic.

Philatelic Advertiser.

Pairelay.

Trubner & Co.'s Circular.

Sampson Low & Co.'s Cir-
cular.

Leisure Hour.

Literary Opinion.

Home W ork.

Sunday Times.

National R eformer.

Machinery Market,

W alford’'s A ntiquarian.

Croydon R eview.

Surrey Independent.

And several other suburban
papers.

PROVINCIAL.

The recognitions in the provinces may be described as

fairly numerous, including such papers as the “ Western
Daily Press” of Bristol, the “ Sheffield Daily Telegraph,”

the “ Manchester Guardian,”

the “ Leeds Times,” the

“ Bradford Observer,” the “ Oldham Chronicle,” Ac., with






the Philatelic papers, the “ Stamp Collector's Journal”
of Bury St. Edmund'’s, and the “ Midland Philatelic ” of
Nottingham.

SCOTLAND.

Recognitions in Scotland may be termed as very
universal, including every paper in Forfarshire, with
influential supporters in Edinburgh, Glasgow, Aberdeen,
&. The powerful article in the Glasgow Post Office
magazine “ The Queen’'s Head ” has the impress of a
semi-official recognition.

OTHER COUNTRIES.

In America, eighteen Philatelic Societies have officially
recognised James Chalmers, including the American Phila-
telic Association itself, or general Society of American
Philatelists at their late convention at Chicago, in which
important city a “ Chalmers Society ” has been formed.
Other valuable recognitions have been sent me from His-
torical Societies, State Libraries, Scottish Clubs, and
newspapers in America. Several Philatelic Journals have
published a biographical notice, with likeness.

On the Continent—in Paris, Munich, Leipzic, Berlin,
Frankfort, Vienna, Stockholm, Constantinople for the
Levart— Societies and Journals, representing a most
numerous body of Philatelists, now, as in the United
States, recognise Chalmers as their “ patron saint;” and
in several of the journals the likeness has appeared, in-
cluding the “ Hllustrites Briefmarken Journal ” of Leipzic,
tre organ of twenty-six Philatelic Societies, with a
bi-monthly circulation of 15,000.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

W imbledon, //an. Memba' of the Société Internationale
il 1888 de TimbrohZie, Paris, and of ten A me-
Apl‘l ) - rican Philatelic Societies.
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Having been informed that Mr. Pearson Hill has addressed letters and documents privately
to Editors of newspapers and leading Philatelists at home and abroad with a view to arrest the
widespread recognition now being afforded to my claims, my reply to such attempts shortly is :
“ Publish your case if you have one that will stand the consequent investigation ”—a reply
which Philatelists as a body and all impartial writers will re-echo and support me in; while it
would be doing injustice to those gentlemen thus privately addressed to suppose that they will
entertain any such secret representations or become the mouthpiece of one who is not prepared
openly to speak out for himself.

And if Mr. Pearson Hill is at length openly to favour us with his ease, let him tell us
“ When did Sir Rowland Hill invent the Adhesive Stamp for postage purposes, and what proofs
can be adduced he ever did so?” Also, * When did he first propose to adopt this stamp for the
purpose of carrying out in practice the Penny Postage Scheme ?

Permit me further to state some additional points which it will be necessary for Mr. Pearson
Hill to deal with before he can have the smallest chance of persuading the Philatelists or others
who have looked into this matter that his father was the originator of the Adhesive Postage
Stamp.

First, —Let Mr. Pearson Hill explain how it comes that in none of his writings does
Sir Rowland Hill make any reference whatever to the provisions of the Fifth Report of
the Commissioners of Post Office Inquiry, embodying the identical principles and figures
of his subsequent Penny Postage Scheme put forward as of his own conception—while
there is, moreover, the clearest evidence, official and otherwise, that uniform penny
postage had been “ urged upon the Treasury” prior to 1837 by the postal reformers of
the period, said reformers including in their circle Mr. M. D. liill, M.P. for Hull, the
elder brother of Mr. Rowland Hill, the assumed and supposed inventor,—a circle which
further included the Rev. Samuel Roberts, recorded by the Times as having proposed
uniform penny postage some years before 1837, also Mr. Hume, Mr. Wallace, and
Mr. Charles Knight, with each of whom James Chalmers corresponded.

Secondly—Let Mr. Pearson Hill explain why no notice has been taken by Sir
Rowland Hill in his “ History of Penny Postage” of the remarkable scenes in both
Houses of Parliament on the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill in July, 1839, on
which occasion the plan of Mr. Rowland Hill was officially declared to be that “ an
impressed stamp cover was absolutely to be used in all cases,” and for which stamp alone
a “ power” was asked for; and why no notice has been taken in this “ History ” of the
dilemma of the Government and of the House for a practical plan until relieved by the
proposal of Mr. Wallace in the Commons, and of Lord Ashburton in the Lords, in favour
of an adhesive stamp ? And will Mr. Pearson Hill reconcile these proceedings and official
declarations thus ignored by Sir Rowland Hill with the theory set up on the part of



Sir Rowland Hill that the adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying

out the scheme in practice formed part and parcel of the original proposals of
Mr. Rowland Hill in 1837 ?

Thirdly.—Let Mr. Pearson Hill set aside, if he can, this conclusive proof just named
and the further proofs | have given in the Preface to the Second Edition of “ The
Adhesive Stamp in America, France, and Germany,” showing that the adoption of this
Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the Scheme in practice formed no part whatever of
the original proposals or intention of Mr. Rowland Hill in 1837. *

Fourthly.—Let Mr. Pearson Hill give us the entire letter of James Chalmers to
Mr. Hill of 18th May, 1810, with also its enclosure of copy letter from Mr. Hill of 3rd
March, 1838. Let him also give us Mr. Hill's letter to Chalmers of 18th January, 1810.
What did Hill state to Chalmers so as to induce his so-called withdrawal ? No impartial
person will for oDe moment attach any importance to just such “ Extract” from this
correspondence as Mr. Pearson Hill has consented to produce.

Fifthly—Let Mr. Pearson Hill say if it is not the case that he himself drew up or
sanctioned a recent anonymous publication entitled “ The Post Office Fifty Years Ago,”
extolling the services of Sir Rowland Hill, and in which no notice whatever has been
taken of any one of the above points as respects the Stamp ; in which publication, more-
over, | am pointed to as a mere “ lunatic.” And will he further explain how it happens
that since the very opening of this controversy | have been repeatedly represented in
the London Press as a person “ claiming the invention of the Penny Postage Scheme for
his father,”—also his remarkable letter to the publishers of the “ Encyclopaedia
Britannica,” of 15th March, 1883—each and all forming a style of controversy, it will
be admitted, virtually abandoning the case in my favour.

Such are a few of the points requiring to be satisfactorily met by Mr. Pearson Hill, not
through any mouthpiece or substitute, but face to face with me whom he has hitherto affected
to despise. These are not the days when merely inherited wealth and honours are to be looked
upon as a passport to immunity from rules and obligations incumbent upon men in general.

PATRICK CHALMERS, F.R.Hist.Soc.,

Honorary Member of the Société Internationale de Timbroloffie, Parie,

and of Ten American Philatelic Societies.
W imbledon,

April, 1888.

I may add that the Paris Society have scouted Mr. Pearson Hill's private documents,

and from the articles now appearing in the German papers a similar result there may be
looked for.

* These further proofs, shortly stated, are— Mr. Rowland Hill’s letter to Lord Litchfield of January, 1838, stating his plan
of collecting the postage to he “ by the sale of stamped covers.” Again, Mr. Rowland Hill's letter to James Chalmers of
3rd March, 1838, to the effect of not being in favour of an adhesive stamp. Again, the notice in the Times of date 30th August,
1839, a fortnight after the passing of the Bill, that stamped envelopes would be ready for sale on 1st January, 1840, bi.it not
aword as to adhesive stamps. Again, the article in the “ Penny Cyclopaedia,” Yob 17, 1840, having on its committee of
management the names of Mr. M. D. Hill and of Mr. Rowland Hill—* The means of prepayment by stamps were not
suggested in the first edition of the pamphlet (of 1837), and Mr. Hill states that this idea did not originate with him.”



From Tribner's American, European A Oriental Literary Record,

MAY, 1888.

THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.—Sir Rowdand Hill
lizsgot a statue for his advocacy of cheap postage, although he
had Ot the remotest idea of how it could be successfully carried
4t hut the intelligent Dundee bookseller, James Chalners, who,
tyinveriting the Adhesive Postage Stamp rendered cheap postage
pesidde hes had no such recognition.  Surely his townsmen of

Drokecould form a committee and raise sufficient funds to erect
adatie to him there.  In London a site might lie found on the
Mdoria Embankment, somewhere near the spot where the statue
of Robert Burms stands, which Mr. J. 0. Crawford so generously
prested to London. A penny subscription would be a very
utade one to raise the money for a statue to a man who ranks
smd to none as a benefactor to his species, and there is no

reesn why it should not be international.



en M



From Triibner's American, European, & Oriental Literary Record.
MAY, 1888.

“ Sir Rowland Hill has got a statue for his advocacy of
cheap postage, although he had not the remotest idea of
how it could be successfully carried out; but the intelligent
Dundee bookseller, James Chalmers, who, by inventing the
Adhesive Postage Stamp, rendered cheap postage possible,
has had no such recognition. Surely his townsmen of
Dundee could form a committee and raise sufficient funds
to erect a statue to him there. In London a site might be
found on the Victoria Embankment, somewhere near the
got where the statue of Robert Burns stands, which
M. J. G. Crawford so generously presented to London.
\penny subscription would be a very suitable one to raise
the money for a statue to a man who ranks second to none
8 a benefactor to his species, and there is no reason why
it should not be international.”

[What alone is called for in this case is, that the Press
e good enough more generally to acquaint the public to
whom they owe the indispensable adhesive postage stamp.
As ably stated by the influential City Press: “ Is the man
who at a critical moment, and unrewarded, supplied the
motive power to the Penny Postage scheme, a powder to
this day indispensable to the commerce and revenues of
the world, to be left unmentioned, while every possible
occasion is availed of to laud the services of Sir Rowland
Hill?” In Dundee, measures are being taken suitably to
commemorate the name and services of James Chalmers.
-P. C]
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To the Editor of the ©* Dundee Advertiser.”

A copy of your issue of 17th instant draws ny
attention for the first time to a pamphlet just published by
Mr. Pearson Hill, entitled “ The *Chalmers ' Craze Investi-
gated,” with respect to which it will be a relief to your
readers to find that the compiler does not now claim tre
invention of the Adhesive Postage Stamp for Sir Rowland
Hill ! 1t would have saved editors and writers all over the
world much trouble and racking of brains had this im
portant admission been made sooner, and before | had

shown this long-standing pretence to be wholly untenable.

But the object of this pamphlet, the pretensions set Yo
for Sir Rowland Hill being at last out of the way, ist
draw certain red herrings across the path of Chalmers.
“ Anybody but Chalmers ” is the motto. My reply to this
is—Having now disposed of the * Hill” delusion, letthat
anybody else stand up, and I am ready for him. What is
his name ? Let him prove his case as | have done mine;
prove his invention and the date; produce his plan asl

have produced that of James Chalmers ; and further prove



that same was ollicially proposed for carrying out in prac-

tice the reformed postal system prior to December, 1837.

That is what is wanted—not a string of vague assertions
of which nothing was heard so long as the Hill delusion
lasted, or could be palmed off upon a credulous press and

public.

To this I will only add, that Sir Rowland Hill himself has
left it upon record that up to the year 1834, the proved

“

date of the invention by James Chalmers, an adhesive

stamp for postage purposes was undreamt of."

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

W imbledon,

May 19</1, 18SS.
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To the Editor of the “ Dundee Advertiser.”

Sib,
Looking at the letter just published by you from
Mr. Pearson Hill, permit me to draw your attention to
some of the salient points necessary to be kept in view
while your readers are in danger of being misled.

“

When the late Mr. Samuel Morley proposed an “ arbi-
tration,” which 1 accepted, why was nothing more heard
of the proposal ?  Again, in 1883 Mr. Pearson Hill himself
challenged the verdict of the “ Encyclopaedia Britannica ”
onthe subject, when, after a lengthened investigation, the
decision was given in my favour— “ James Chalmers was
tre inventor of the Adhesive Postage Stamp in the month
o August, 1834,” confirmed by the “ Dictionary of National
Biography.” All usage and right feeling should have led
U Pearson Hill to accept this decision, and to retire with
dignity7if with regret. On the contrary, he sneers at it,
and continues his course of wild and reckless abuse of me.

As such is and will only be laughed at by all who have

impartially read my publications, | have no intention of
troubling the lawyers in the matter, let Mr. Hill be as
abusive as he may. | am content with the records of

standard historical works and the official recognitions of
now nearly the entire Philatelic world, including thousands
of studious and able men.

Again, | certainly do not gather from Mr. Pearson
Hill's late pamphlet that he still looked upon Sir Howland
Hill as having been the inventor of this adhesive stamp,
distinguishing inventor from proposer. No direct assertion



is macle to that effect, no date asaigned to the invention e
no plan produced, no attempt to prove the accuracy of that
opinion—one which, if still held by Mr. Pearson Hill,he
stands quite alone in holding amongst the Philatelists of
the world. If Sir Rowland Hill invented this stamp, whv
did he not propose to adopt it for the purpose of carrying
out the penny postage scheme until that course had been
pressed upon him by others ?

We have the official facts from the lips of the Mdas
of the day, and from Members of both Houses of Rlia
ment, that up to the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill
on the 5th July, 1839, Mr. Rowland Hill had not proposed
to adopt the adhesive stamp, that his plan was *“ that aq
impressed stamped cover should absolutely be used on d
occasions.” These proceedings both Sir Rowland Hill in
his writings and Mr. Pearson Hill in his letter to you hawe
wholly ignored, while it is proved and admitted that James
Chalmers had sent his plan officially to London and to
Mr. Rowland Hill himself* a year and a half before tre
introduction of the Bill ! Unable to set aside the records
of Parliament, Mr. Pearson Hill simply ignores them, up-
setting as they do conclusively and unanswerably preten-
sions now wholly exploded in all quarters where the fals
have been impartially investigated, but which he still hopes
may be swallowed by the public of Dundee.

I am, &c.,
PATRICK CHALMERS.
"Wimbledon,
May mu. /TW

* In his reply to James Chalmers of date 3rd March,
1838, Mr. Rowland Hill makes no mention of having
already proposed, or being then in favour of an Adhesive



Stamp : yet, while taking care not to publish this letter,
«nil further ignoring the above-named proceedings in Par-
liament, your perusal of the details of which lately laid
before you is requested, Mr. Pearson Hill has the assurance
to write to the “ Advertiser ” that his father proposed the
adoption of the Adhesive Stamp in February, 1887 ! Fur-
ther assuming, without a pretence of proof, that such was
his father’s invention.

Such stamp, it is clearly proved, was the invention of
James Chalmers in August, 1884, “ one of the early postal
reformers who held correspondence with the postal
reformers of the day, both in and out of Parliament.”
(“EncyclopaediaBritannica”). The date of December, 1887,
harped upon by Mr. Pearson Hill, is not the date of the
invention, but the date given by Chalmers as that of his
official proposal of the plan to Mr. Wallace, Chairman of
the Select Committee of the House of Commons.

Should the people of Dundee now allow themselves to be
led away by the violence and the sophistries of Mr. Pearson
Hill, they will yet deeply regret it.






THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER,

MAY 17, 1886.

TH* Ohioin or Postage Stamps.—Mr Patrick

Chalmers hae for years beon assiduously propound- .

ing certain opinions as to the invention of postage
stamps. These opinions are by no means univer-
sally entertained, and Mr Pearson Hill, son of Sir
Howland Hilt, lias issued a pamphlet for the pur-

‘B of enlightening the world as to their worth.
ge writee In a succinct fashion, and no one can
pretend to be informed on the subject who has not
read this work, (Loudon : Morrison & Sons k

Mallett.)
X« PfV "’

MAY 21, 1588.

CORRESPONDENCE,

THF, ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.
TO THE EDITOR CP THE DUNDEE_ ADVERTISE!L
sir,—A copy of your issue oi ljlth inst. draws

my attention for the first time to a pamphlet just
published by Mr Pearson Hill, entitled " The
Chalmers Craze Investigated,” with respect to
[which it will be a relief to your readers to find
that the compiler does not now claim the inven-
tion of the adhesive postage stamp for Sir Row-
land Hill. It would have saved editors and
Iwriters all over the world much trouble and
racking of brains had this important admission
been made sooner, and before 1 bad shown this
long-standing preteuce to be wholly untenable.

But the object of this pamphlet, the pretensions

set up for Sir Rowland HiU beiti« at last out of
tile yway/is t6 draw~Ndtan> redliimuga across the
pPANTol Chalmers—* anybody but Chalmers” is
the motto. My r((afly to this is—Having now dis-
posed ol the Hill delusion, let that anybody else
stand up and T am ready for him. What ie his
name? Let him_ prove his case as | have proved
mine, prove his invention and tbo date, produce
his plan as | have produced that of James
Chalmers, and show that same wus officially pro-
posed for adoption in the reformed postal system
prior to December 1837:* That is what ie wanted ;
not a string of vague asaertionsTof which nothing
was beard as long as the Hill delusion lasted or
could be palmed off upon a credulous press and
public. To this I will ouly add that Sir Rowland
Hill himself has left it upon record that up to the
year 1834, the proved date of the invention by
James Chalmers, “an adhesive stamp for postage
purposes was undreamt of.”—1 am, Ac.,
Wimbledon, May 19th. Pat. Chalmers.

Aftit/t-f tf7TuNj'HzaZ

to ttZ*. IPL&EG> cU tunn,
?ft-CZZinsL* ". /U*  ‘Vd”/c-IN

tdc*jU liteb* ku*/ lbx

MAY 25, 1888.

THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

*0 TBB EDITOR OF THE DUNDE* ADVERTISER,
Sir,—T hough, as yoor readers may remember, |
Ion% ago refused to enter upon any controversy
with Mr Patrick Chalmers, as he had published a
false snd garbled version of our correspondence—
see Dundee Advertiter of 16th and 30th April,
883)—yet, as the good people of Dundee aro now
practically being naked to subscribe money on false
pretences, | think it useful to call their attention
to bi« letter in your impression of 21stinstant. _ lh
tbs pamphlet | have recently issued on the origin
vif postage stumps, and the Chalmers: erase—
(in which I again charge Mr Patrick Chalmers
with falsification of datos and documents, and
challenge himto bring an action for libel if my
charge be untrue)—I distinctly claim and
and prove, by reference to Parliamentary and other
publications, that Sir Rowland Hill was the in-
ventor of that very iniuor detail of postal reform,
the adhesive postage stamp—Ilie having sugPested
the use of such stampe in his evidence of 13th
February 1837, ten months earlier than the date
which James Chalmers himself gives as that at
Which he ~first made hie plan publie. Yet in bis
letter in’ your Mondays paper Mr Patrick
Chalmers, referring to this pamphlet, coolly states
Ihat “it will be a relief to your readets to find
that the compiler docs not now claim the Invention
of the adhesive postage stamp for Sir Rowland
Hill P Could deliberate misrepresentation be
carried further? Can any one now doubt that,
either through mental or moral incapacity, Mr
Patrick Chalmers on this question has ceased to
tdistiuguish between truth aud falsehood.—I am,
fce-, Pearson Hill.

6 Pembrid%e S'ﬂuare, London, W.,
23d May 1888.
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THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER, i

MAY 26, 1886.

THE CHALMERS-IULL CONTROVERTY.

TO TUB BLLITCH Ok TUB DUNDKK AlIVBUTISBn Juruun.'—....

Sin,—ILookin n't\/lthg letter |i|qi5|t published iu

our column« from Mr Pearson Hill, permit Le to : . < i
Graw your lzgtten_tion_to mﬁ) salieDt Bodints neces- «IR«din f b Vec WMKWU. bhATY« AfArieti
sary to ept in view while your readers aro In gy - tiN . A TN DU JH<VMHE
danger of being misled. When the late Mr Samuel vy . Mal ifiy™ti=-A ofiluU J-%)
Morley proposed an * arbitration,” which I ac- . QJ SuSfi4iM>-fid>1 - >hLM> j ofir>
cepted, why was nothing more heard of the pro- . B . o .
posai ?(y Agnin, in 1883, Mr Pearson Hill himself 1 £ i<c Ct 4R ic.cU Lxfi>i* HYIbIfaitlity *ocs~A"
challenged ‘tha verdict of the * Encyclopedia " jfig /cn b vt t*ivuj~1l - 34 2a+ htf hu Nry iAw
Britannica” on the subject, when, afteralengtiiened I i )
iuvestigation, the decision was given in my favour W © PiXiii-bi-A- “hwsHwO o/ AN~ UTvy > C Ch ik Avir
— 1 James Chalmers was the inventor of the nd- ~ V- AYYt\rrrf NA §..J1.m
hesive postage stamp, in the month of August,

1834"—confirmed by the * Dictionary of National 1J J.cJQaoaj "Il c2/1* JPA tpndiiuiti /A -
.biography.” Ail usage and right feeling should t<of /N>y > \ | QX 'Un, j
have led Mr Pearsonl | &y B&@ﬁu thio tisthdbkd n~nv - vitiU Av hrlfeH
challenged by Himself, ami to retire with dignity, 1 W-jcd.— -C, ¥ AT "mcart,
it with regret.|*7 On the contrary, he sneers at it, i FEXL - v 4T, N1 rato-n.
and continues his C_Ol.lfS@OfV\(]}d and reokless abuw ' FMotsFxRXZAE A KT o

of me, As such will only boVaughed at hy arTwho /I, CleUAsIf*p £in>cysr Gt-En*i> XA
have impartially read my publications, |Jiave no IScM1cp Ifct- *
intention of tmnhUflg the lawyers in the mattej{*) N .
let Mr Hill bo us abusive as he may|4 amcontent *  (3/ Wtb*A 2rviA AcAv

with the records of standard historical works, and

the official recognition of now nearly the entire AAa I n .

philatelic world, including thousands of studious u)Jfil Hla/«. . o€ »S “AC'<"—4 C
and abr!e rr]!en. I\:;‘I\galﬁrl; | certaiuly do S S «Ad<m /2
not gather from r 2 ifoci i~ T /TUN LienN~
pamphlet that he _stal qolso%g u Sh g? V c_u é W , N |{|u e f
Rowland llill."as having been the inventor of b1 Usemty y~bbl. UGH
the adhesive sthrfiufjjNo data i« assigned to tire tf* /I W -

invention, no attempt to [«ove the accuracy of \gfijyp dpLjrain it HVFALH
Hiat opinion&vhich, if etili held by Mr Pearson M tic.«' | e~ »t W- -
Hill, he stands quite alone in holding amongst the H fu*
world of philatelists”™ If Sir Rowland Hill invented ut
this stamp, why did he not propose to adopt it for nw tifi tir~-jldA-*/
tire purpose of carrying out the penny postage ' . .
scheme until that course had been pressed upou A pan: /N
him by others ?/7/1Vei have the official facts from
the lips of the Miuisters of the day, and from JJ /2. . n
members of both Houses of Parliament, that up to
tlis introduction of the Penny Postage Bill on the i
bth July 1839 Mr Rowland Hill had not proposed
E(P)\ %dopt the adhgsi\t/e sta(rjnp, that his t[))Ia? ¥v:ils

at “an impressed stamped cover was absolutely A (A 2 A
to be used on all occasions."(fi)These proceedings [$/, SW PUALSANINT (ZZUZ YY)/ To &
S|_|i_r”R_0WLa_ndI |E|ti” irt1 his Writhgs, ang ﬁir _Pears%n LLE Viif* *»n et f

ill in his letter to you, have wholly ignored, A *Ki _ ] *
while it is proved and admitted that James s C,U4 Al - fEVM ®&J1 fou. ™
Chalmers had sent hie plan officially to Rondon, G 44niWARAMAN i-'CC 1U.J h<r/<!mAJx. /vs] uU

IN A

.- fayl*, Ji pPadto-1j

and to Mr Rowland Hill hiimelf, a year and a A i An A
half before the introduction of the Bill ! Unable f ¢ an. 'O:I_/'V '>rt.UI_ fii-U rfo(;
to est aside the records of Parliament, Mr Peat-eon €Y ttntc , i/ «@vvi-ct w T fl.1-U<1 tdt.
Hllllelr_nply |gnéjres them, u Isettlng as they do  “Yxtfr c— ¢ .
conclusively and unanswerably pretensions “now .

wholly exploded in all quarters where tho facts W mfev tiXud  JIT* >* Ne

have been impartially investigated, hut which he  VIgs" 1C37.
still hones mpay be )éwallowegd by the public of =

Dundee Nel am, &c., P atmcje Chalsikiw. ‘ RV 9
Wimbledon, May 26 ff/'tes'iy .'fc £ fc*

an lasteter iLtfE-citeo- .
cuiInnn, Hu. MAASS» - T N =rtuffy fifil st Taflet* firt wu .
A ARTYIXjH- | - Ccto™ ( WACTHC I/N WV VXY << Lot
fticw PCLsCAH&I T, J p C+Cstf) durrowy* /A N V

)<4tE+un! a(bftZzZ-b @*Au tLeM &/ OyiuuL t4-/ A~



THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER,

JUNE 2, 1388.

THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.
TOTUB BOITOR O THE DUNDUK ADVERTISER

Sin,—As | fully expected, Mr Patrick Chalmers,
though publicly accused of falsifying dates and
documents, and of deliberate misrepresentations
of fact, made to support a worthless claim, declines
to take the only cornue—an action for libel—by
winch a man sn charged can clear hie character.
He hae “ no intention of troubling the lawyers,”
Or, rather, has no intention of. giving lawyers the
opportunity of “ troubling” him.

Your readers will appreciate the significance of
Ins decision when | remind them that( if my ac-
cusations were in any nay untrue,"Mr Patrick
Chalmers, by taking the case into Court, could
not only obtain« heavy pecuniary damages, but
would have the finest public .opportunity of estab-
lishing his father’s claim (if it were well founded)
by bringing it before a tribunal where every state-
ment must be made on oath, and be subject to the
severest cioss-exaLllination.

This ordeal ho will not face, even for the mani-
fest advantages which, if he were speaking the
truth, lie would Obtain.

Satisfied with having, after five yeare’ nncontra-
dioted misrepresentations, deceived some pereous
into a belief that his father first invented panny
stamps, he is content, as his letter of 20th inst.
shows, to remain under the gravest charges of
fraud. If his thus submitting to be publicly dis-
crediteli could in any way advance the claim he
bas put forward there might bea possible expla-
nation of his comluet—the hope of solid reward
might to him be ample compensation—but the
very claim for which he seems willing to sacrifice
every consideration of truth and honour must
obviously be fatall%/ injured rather than benefited
by bis shrinking from the ordeal which, for the
second time in five years, | have publicly dared
tiim to face.

As poiuted out tinny last letter, MrP, Chalmers
on this question seems to havelost sight of the dis-
tinction between truth and falsehood. Could
better proof of this be desired than his extra-
ordinary assertion that X give no date for Sir
Rowland Hill's suggestion of the adhesive stamp,
or than the fact that lhe other assertions in his
letter of 26th inst. are for the most part mere bald
repetitions of misstatements which, in my
pamphlet on the Origin of Postage Stamps, have
already been fully exposed !

Could any sane person have heen So foolish as to
supp(ly mo—just when it was most useful—with so
abundant a crop of misrepresentations as those
contained in Mr P. Chalmers’ last two lettel»—
mlsref)resentatlons which require no knowledge of

ostal matters to discover, and which even the
east intelligent of your readers who has seen my
pamphlet could nof fail to detect?

Surely after this exposure | may safely leave the
public to draw tlioir own-conclusions as to what
are the real facts of this truly threadbare case.—1’

cm. &c., . Pearson Hile.
0 I'embridge Square, London,
31st May 18388.
PS.—I purpose, with your permission, hi

another lettar to vieni—quite in a riendlz_ way—
with the statements of Miss Walker, which also
appear in your paper of 28th instant.

Vrrjyv.



THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER,

MAY 28, 1888.

MR CHALMERS AND THE POSTAGE
STAMP.

TO THE EDITOR O TNE DUNDEE ADVERTISER.

Sir,—| do recollect one evening very long ugo
my father, the late Thomas Walker, Notary
Public, Dundee, was late of coming homo to supper,
and explained that he had been detained in Mr
Chalmers, the bookseller’'s shop.  “ He is a most
ingenious man. Ho has been busy for some time, he
saye, devisingha El_an for reducing the expense of
postage, and he thinks it would succeed if carried
out.”  He went on to say that Mr C. thought that
the postage to pay for a loiter ought to be the
same whether the letter came from London or
from Perth, these exIEI)enses of postage being so
hard on poor people who had friends at a distance.
Therefore his plan was that letters should be paid

[

for by stamps made for the purpose, to be sold at '

the Post Office, to be put outside tbe letter by the
person who wrote the letter : that people might bo
able to supply themselves with those stamps, “ so
that after your letter is addressed you will

[

JUNE 8, 186R

THE adhesive hostage stamp.
TO TIK EDITCR CP THE ER
Sin,—Though, as stated in ray laetletter, the ques-
tion about the origination of the adhesive postage
stamp is tndy threadbare—one, indeed, which has
by most people been long ago relegated to the
ever-increasing olass of ]Publlc nuisances—I nek
Wur permission to say a few words in roply to Mias
alker’s letter which appears in your paper of
28th ultimo. Her lettor is so typioal of the so-called
**evidence” upou which the Chalmers claim is now
based, that my showing in perfect friendliness its
insufficiency will practically answer others of
similar character. _

I need scarcely point out that all the
circumstantial statements which have appeared at
first or second-hand, about old people recollecting
James Chalmers showing thorn hie adhesive
labele, or of their having actually helped him to
print, gum, or cut them up somo fifty years
ago, though very interesting, ore quite uséless as
evidence on the only question at issue, viz., the
date at which all this took placc — euch
recollections being perfectly consistent with Mr
James Chalmers own statements as regards his
plan—and he surely must be the best authority on
such a point—namely that the date at which lie
“ first made it public” was “ nearly two years” be-

have nothing to do but gum on "a little fore 1st October, 1839, which necessarily muet
square piece of paper in one corner.” My mean close upon the end of 1837.

fattier was exceedingly delighted, and added :—
“ He lias showed me his whole plan, even the
little bit of paper with ‘Value one halfpenny’
printed upon it, and ho demonstrated the same to
us.” | have quoted the sentences, which are
exactly as my father uttered them, to the best of
my recollectiou ; and all this happened, as it
appeared to mc?/ |_P(outh_ful mind, a good while
before Rowlan ill's invention was published.
That_astonished my father not a little. 1 have
seen it to be mv duty to make the above state-
ment to the Editor of the Dundee Advertiser.—I
am, &c.. A. L. Walker.
8 Windsor Street, 25th May 1888.

(fl Vv~—', ~rcim-$ n*-

n=ftvA "JULC *

Indeed, without in the least imputing a \yant of
good faith on Mies Walker's part, such evidence
reminds one of the attempts sometimes made to
establish a fictitious alibi, the witnesses deposing
to real facte, which, however, occurred not at the
time they contend for, but on some other occasion.

Now the only evidence which could be of any
use to E)rqve that James Chalmers when Writing in
183 did not know what he was talking about,
and ought to have said “ 1834” as the dato of his
scheme, when over and over again be would per-
sistently awl consistently keep on saying “ 1837, ’
would be clear and unquestionable documentary
evidence as to date. Hot a particle of noch evi-
dence, howeter, has as yet been produced by Mr
Chalmers’ advocates. is* Walker’s testimony on
this point is vague in the extreme.  She remembers
her father’s tolling ber be bad seeu Mr Jajnes
Chalmers’ stami)», and goes on to eay that “ all
this hapirened, according to rm/ outhful mind, a
good while before Rowland Hill's invention was
published.” What possible weight—say in any
Court of Justice—would be accorded to any num-
ber of such statements, based upon some fifty

I'years’ “ recollection,” or rather forgetfulness, of
I events, when flatly contradicted by Mr James
j Chalmers’ own written testimony ? .

The wordB just quoted “a good while before
Rowland Hill’s iuveution was published,” raiso in
my mind a very probable explanation as to how the
idoo, long prevalent in Dundee, that James
Chalmers originated adhesive postage stamps may
have arisen. “Those of his friends and neighbours
who saw. in November 1837 (the earliest date he
ctaims)lhIB plan of adhesive stamps, wore doubtless
as little aware as ho himself then was that a
similar plan liai already been su?]gested months
before by Mr Rowland Hill in his evidence of
13th February 1837. When, therefore, iu May
140 the adhesive postage stamps first ared”,
probably many “ Dundonians (now of yoarstf
standing)” at once jnmped to the very natural con-
elusion that here at last was James Chalmers
scheme iu operation, which he had shown to them
some two and a-half years before.T*

Old_ beliefs rapidly crystallise, and,

N* N o™*

{antonn IL*,

l'w ia *
LJ, «

kg
r LruCU L f u/lnubA)
«ji"Cio-C* TAdtod JbceA 1
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cJ tut iU tUiol+f , OUulLrin

IL* MEMUUT QR JL A indeed,

123 Cobry {1 Him ar _ CnnAon sometimes get all the stronger as memory and
- o o Judé;men_t fail, but, luckily for those long past
/Tcam. ffirtt = mi r?Ie life, old people are never expectedh_tohp?rt
_ with opinions, however erroneous, to which for

tala*~* uL M”rl_\a VM5 an\xl_reason they prefer to cling?. _
[A*. ticU< CrLN*-t. i? %t an ith all apologies for thelength of this letter,

nnd with thanks for your having kindly afforded

I me so much of yonr time andspaoe,—I am, Ac.,
| i Pearson Hill._
CPembridgn Square, Loudon, W, 4
1

2d June 188



Imtofe
MONDAY, MAY 28, 1888.

CORRES POND ENCE.

TM CHALMERS-HILL CONTROVERT

TO THE EDITCR 3 THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER

Silt,—Looking at tim letter ju.it published in
yuur columns from Mr Tunnun Hill, permit me to
draw your attention to soma salient points neces- ;
aury to be kept in view while your readers ore in |
danger of being misled. When the late Mr Samuel 1
Motley proposed an arbitration,” which | aw i
cepted, why was nothing more heard of the pro- !
posai?  Again, in 1883, Mr Pearson Hill himself
challenged the verdict of the * Encyclopedia
Britunoica’’ on the subject, when, after»lengthened
investigation, the decision was given in my favour
—* James Chalmers was the inventor of the ad-
hesive postage stamp, in the month of August,
1831"—continued by the “ Dictionary of National
Biography." AU usage and right feeling should
have led Mr Pearson Hill to accept this decision
challenged by himself, and to retire with dignity,
if with regret.  Un the contrary, ha sneers at it,
and contiuueshis course of wild ami reckless abuse
of me. As such will only be laughed at by all who
have impartially read my publications, | have no
intention of troubling the lawyers in the matter,
let Mr Hill he as abusive as lie may. | am content
with the records of standard historical works, and
the official recognition of now nearly the entire |
philatelic world, iuchuling thousands™ of studious ,

and able meu.  Again, | certainly do |
not gather from Mr Pearson Hill's late i
amphlet that he still looked upon Sir

owland Hill as having been the inventor of
the adhesive stamp.  No date is assigned to the
inventiou, no attempt to prove tbo accurucy of
that opinion which, if still held by Mr Pearson
Hill, he stands quite alone in holding amongst the
worldof philatelists. If Sir Rowland Hill invented
this stamp, why did he uot propose to adopt it for
the purpose of carrying out the penny postage
scheme until that course had been pressed upon
hitn by others? Wo have the official facte from
the line of the Ministers of the day, and from
members of both Houses of Parliament, that up to
the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill ou the
5th July 1839 Mr Rowland Hill had not proposed
to adopt the adhesive stamp, that his plau wae
that “ an impressed stamped cover was absolutely
to be used on all occasions.” These proceedings
Sir Rowland Hill in his writioga, and Mr Pearson
Hill in his letter to you, have wholly ignored,
while it is proved and admitted that James
Chalmers had sent his plan officially to London, j
and to Mr Rowland HLLU fiimsetf, a year and a
half before the introduction of the Bill 1 Unable
to set aside the records of Parliament, Mr Pearson
Hill simply ignores them, upsetting as they do
conclusiveI?/ and unanswerably pretensions now
wholly explo i

still hopes may bo swallowed by the public of
ee.—l am, Ac., Patrick Chalmers, j

imbledon, May 26. j*

*MIt CHALMERS AND THE POSTAGE J
STAMP. !

TO THE EDITCR CF THE DONCKE ADVBUTI3KH

Sir,—I do recollect one evening very long ago
my father, the late Thomas Walker, Notary
Public, Dundee, was late of coming homo to supper,
and explained that lie had been detained in Mr
Chalmers, the bookseller's shop.  * He is a most
ingenious man. He has been busy for some time, ho
says, devising_a %I.an for reducing the expense of
postage, nnd'iio think» it would succeed if carried

out.” Ho went on to say that Mr C. thought that \

the postage to pay for a Jotter ought to be the
same whether the letter came from London or
from Perth, these expenses of pnsttige being so

hard on poor people who had friends at a distance. ~
Therefore his plan was that letters should ha paid j

for by stamps made for the purpose, to bo sold at
the Post Office, to lie put outside the letter by the
person who wrote the letter :_that people might be
able tosupply themselves with those stamps, “ so
that after your letter is addressed you will

have nothing to do but gum on Hitle j

square piece of paper in one corner.” My
father was exceedingly delighted, and added

“ He lias showed me his whole plan, even the
littie bit of paper witli ‘Value one halfpenny’
printed upon it, and ho demonstrated the same to
us.” | 'have quoted the sentences, which are
exactly as my fatner uttered them, to the best of
my recollection ; sod all this happened, as it
appeared to my youthful mind, a good while

befon! Rowland "Hill’s invention was published.
That_astonished my father not a little. | have
seen it to tie my dutv to make the above state-

lent to the Editor of the Dundee Advertiser.—,
m AC.._ A. L. Walker.
8 Wiudsor Street, 25th May 1888.

loded in alt quarters where the facts i
have been impartially investigated, but which be :

DUNDEE ADVERTISER
v. FRIDAY. JUNE 8, 1886 _

THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.
AMUSING DISCUSSION IN DUNDEE
TOWN COUNCIL.

Yesterday the monthly meeting of the Dundee
Town Council was held—Provost Huuter presid-
ing, There were also present—Bailies Geutle,
Ogilvie, M’Culloch, Tulloch, ~Eacdonuld, anU
Doig; Dean of Guild Mathewson ; Treasurer
Nicoll; and Messrs Robertson, Whyte,i Speed,
Kay, Perrie, Foggie, Bradford, Ferrier, Philip,
M'Kinnon. Craig, Black, aiid Adamson.

Treasurer Nicoll said—I wish to call attention
to the minute of the Finance Committee refusin
to give a subscription of t6 for the purpose of
erecting a bust of the late James Chalmers, the
inveutor of the adhesive stamp. (Laughter,)
Some people seem to treat this matter lightly.

Mr Foggie—No wonder. (Laughter.
dereasurer Nicoll—More especially Mr Brad-

| ford.

Mr Bradford —Hear, hear.

Treasurer Nicolt—But | have to say if that
%entleman bad read the literature fttiat Mr

halmers had been sending to Dundee—(laughter)
—Ilie would have understood the subject suffi-
ciently. o

Mr B radford—I hardly think it.  (Laughter.)

Treasurer Nicoll—| have no doubt Mr
Chalmers, our townsman, was the inventor of the
adhesive stamp. (“ Question.”) But apart from
that, the application which comes before us to-
day is from the Burns Club. There was a deé)u_ta-
tion from that Club which met the Provost, Bailie
Ogilvie, and myself in regard to the bunt they
intend to erect in the Albert Galleries to tlie
memory of Chalmers. | moved at a meeting of the
Finance Committee that we should subscribe to the
extent of £5 to the fund, and | have no hesitation
in proposing that to the Town Council. Mr
Patrick Chalmers is most persistent iu what
he is dning. (Hear, hear, and laughter.)

Mr James Chalmers was a most excellent man in
his day. He did a great work for Dundee and
for the country, and | think it is the least the
town can do t0 support this movement originated
by the Burns Club. ~ 1 find Mr Foggie was against
giving this £5, but tomo time ago we fouud him
ready to give £600to one of the churches, which
would not have heen to the public advantage.
(“ Question” and “ Oh, oh.”

Bailie T uli.ocKseconded the Treasurei’smotion.

Mr Bradford -1 consider this a question with
which the Council should have nothing to do. |
have read some of the numerous pamphlets on the
subject, and it appears to me to be by no means
settled that Mr Chalmers was the inveutor of the
adhesive stamp. It seems to me that Mr Pearson
Hill is very much more logical than the otlierman.

Bailie Gentle—Logic would not have much
power here. (Laughter.)

Mr Bradford—I think the question who has
the real honour of the invention should be settled
before we have anything to do with this proposal.
(Hear, hear.) Tlie amount of money is a more
bagatelle ; but there is a matter of principle in-
volved.  The_question is not Bottled, and the
papers have still letters on the subject.

Bailie Gentle—I thought one ot the papers had
given it up. (Laughter.?

Mr Bradford—Wall, the Dundee Advertiser
has another letter on it to-day. | have not read
it, because these letters are far too numerous, and
life is too short to go over them all.  (l.augtiter.)
We had the matter brought liefere ns five years
ago by the Treasurer, who has persistod ever since
iu championing his friend, Mr Patrick Chalmers,
in ids endeavour to see houour done to the memory
ni his father.  But if we let him have jdi.pwujvay

Tu this matter: né will perhaps Tipaskingu’s next to
raise a monument to hie other friend, the Marquis
of Lothian. (Great laughter.) 1 move the approval
of the minuto.

Mr F oggih seconded.

Mr Craig objected to the spending of public
money for private purposes. .

Baitie Ogitvie—l am to support the motion. |
do so as a native of Dundee. | am proud of m
fellow-townsman. It is hardly fair for Mr Brad,
ford and such people wlio have only recently come
to Dundee to oppose the motion. (Great laugh-
ter.

Mr B radford—If Bailie Ogilvie means that |
am a more recent importation than himself, T quite
agree with him—(laughter)—but when he says |
have only recently come to Dundee, it shows lie has
not been very obsorvant of what has been taking
placo during the last 30 or 10 years. (Laughter.)

Bailie Ogilvie—Mr Chalmers did a great deal
more than Mr Bradford would give him credit for.
He was a public-spirited man, nmt did much so far
as postal matters_were conceined. Hear, liear.

I held these opinions tong before Air Bradfor
came to Dundee. (Laughter.)

; A;r Bradford—I quite agree withyon. (Laugh-
er.

Bailie Ooti.vie—| don't think Mr Bradford

should complain of the eimrimius Quantities of
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publUhéd." What possible weight—say m any

Court of Justice—would be acoorded to any num-
ber of such statements, upon some fifty
years’ “ recollection,” or rather forgetfulness, of
events, when flatly contradicted by Mr James
Chalmers’ own writien testimony?

The words just quoted a «ood while before
Howland Hill's iuvention was published,” raise in
my mind a very probable explanation as to how the
idon, long prevalent in Dundee, that James
Chalmers originated adhesive postage stampe may
have arisen. Those of his friends and neighbours
who saw in November 1837 (the earliest date he
claims)!!* plan of adhesive stamps, were doubtless
as little aware as ho himself then was that a
similar plan had already been suggested months
before Mr Rowland Hill m Tns evidence of

13th Februagy 1S37. When, therefore, in Ma
ISIO the adh postage stamps st nporeareil
probably many “ Duritionials (now of @ yoars™

standing}” nt once jumped to the very natural con-
fusion that hero at last was James Chalmers
scheme iu operation, which ho had shown to them
some two and a-half years before.»

Old beliefe ra[)idly crystallise, and, indeed,
sometimes get all the stronger as memory and
jud-ment fail, hut, luckily for those long past
middle life, old people are never expected to part
with opinions, however erroneous, to which for
any reason they prefer to cling. .

With all apologies for theiength of this letter,
nrul with thanks for your having kindly afforded
me so much of your time and spa,

6 Pembridge Sg_uare, London, W.,
2d dilue 1&8. -



Uns staimi, why did he not propose to »dopt it for
tiie purpose of carrying out the penny postage
Boherme until that murau had been pressed upon
1dm by others?  Wo have the official facts from
the lips of the Ministers of the day, and from
members of both Houses of Parliament, that up to
the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill on the
sth duly 1839 Mr Howland Hill had not proposed
to adopt tile adhesive stamp, that his plan was
that “ an impressed stamped cover was absolutely
to he usod on all occasions.” These proceedings
Sir Rowland Hill in hiswritings, and Mr Puarson
Hill in his latter to yon, have wholly ignored,
while it is proved and admitted that James
Chalmers had sent his plan officially to London,
and to Mr Rowland Hill himself, a year and a
half before the introduction cE the Bill 1 Unable
to set aside the records of Parliament, Mr Peareou
Hill simply ignores them, upsetting a3 they do
conclusively and unanswerably pretensione "now
wholly exploded iu all quarters where the facts
have been impartially investigated, but which be
etili hopes may be swallowed by the public of
ndee.—l am, &c., Patrick Chalmers,
Wimbledon, May 2G

MR CHALMERS AND THE POSTAGE
TAMP.
TO THE EDITCR OP THE DONDKE ADVERTISER

SIR,—1 do recollect one evening very long ago j
md father, the late Thomas Walker, Notary |
Public, Dundee, was late of coming home to supper, j

and explained that lie had been detained in Mr
Chilimére, the bookseller’s shop. “ He Is a most
ingenious man. Ho has been busy for some time, bo
says, devising a ﬂl_an for reducing the expense of
postage, and lie thinks it would succeed if carried
out.” Ho went on to say that Mr C. thought that
the postage to pay for ‘a letter ought to be the
same whether Um letter came from London or
from Perth, these menses of postage being so
hard ou poor people who had friends at a distance.
Therefore his plan was that letters atiauld lie paid
for by stamps made for the pug)ose, to be sold at
the Post Otlice, to be put outside the Ietter_bK the
person who wrote the letter : that people might be
able tosupply themsolves with those stamps, “ so
that after your letter is addressed you will
have nothing to do but gum on a little
square piece of paper in one corner.” My
father was exceedingly delighted, and added : —
,“ He has showed me bis whole plan, even the
little bit of paper with ‘Value one halfpenny’
printed upon It, and ho demonstrated the same to
us.” | have quoted the sentences, which ara
exactly as my fnttier uttered them, to the best of
my recollection ; and all this happened, as it
apPeared to tny youthful mind, a good while
before  Rowland Hill’s invention was published.
That aBtoniehed my father nota little. | have
eeen it to be ray duty to make the above state-
ment to the Editor of the Dundee Advertiser.— 1
m, kg, A. L. Walker.
R g CWAUdsor Street, 25th May 1888.

rrrrret
Mr James Chalmers was a most excellent man in
his day. He did a great work for Dundee and
for the country, and 1 think it is the least the

; town can do to support this movement originated

J by the Burns Club. | find Mr Foggia was against

1giving this £5, but some time ago we found him
ready to givo £600 to one of the churches, which
would not have hoen to the public advantage.
(“ Question" and “ Oh, oh,”|

Bailie T ultoohseconded the 'I'reasurei’'smotion.

Mr Bradford -1 consider this a question with
which tlie Council should have nothing to do. |
havo read some of the numerous pamphlets on the
subject, and it appears to me to be by no means
settled that Mr Chalmers was the inventor of the
adhesive stamp. It seems to me that Mr Pearson
Hill is very much more logical than the otherman.

Bailie Gentie-Logic would not have much
power here. (Laughter.)

Mr Bradford—| think the question who has
the real honour of the invention should be settled
before we bave anything to do with this proposal.
(Hear, hear.) The amount of mouey is a mere
bagatelle ; but there is a matter of principle in-
volved. The question is not settled, and the
papers have still letters on the subject.

Bailie Gentie—I thought one ot the papers had
given it up. (Laughter.?

Mr Bradford—Well, the Dundee Advertiser
has another letter on it to-day. 1 have not read
it, because these letters are far too numerous, and
life is too short to go over them all. ~ (l.slighter,)
We had the matter brought before us five years
ago by the Treasurer, who has persisted ever since
iu championing his friend, Mr Patrick Chalmers,
in his endeavour to see honour done to the memory
hi his father. But if we let him have hL own way
in this matter he will perhaps beaskingus next to
raise a monument tu bis other friend, the Marquis
of Lothian. (Great laughter.) 1 move the approval
I of the minute.

Mr FoGGik seconded.

Mr fIRAto objected to the spending of public
money for private Purposes. )

Bailie Ugilvik—| am to support the motion. |
do so as a native of Dundee. | am proud of m
fellow-townsman. It is hardly fair for Mr Brad-
ford and such people who have only recently come
to )Dundee to oppose the motion. (Great laugh-
ter.

Mr B radford—If Bailie Ogilvie means that |

' 'am a more recent importation than himself, I quite
agree with bine—(laughter)—but when he says |
have only recently vome to Dundee, it shows he has
not been very observant of what has been taking
place during the last 30 or 40 years. (Laughter.)

Bailie Ogilvie—Mr Chalmers did agreat deal
more than Mr Bradford would give him credit for.
He was a public-spirited man, and did much so far
as ﬁostal matters were conceined.  (Hear, bear.)
I held these opinions long before Mr Bradford
came to Dundee. (Laughter.)

Mr B radford—I quite agree with you. (Laugh-

ter.

B>ailie Ooilvie—| don't think Mr Bradford
should complain of the enormous quantities of
literature coming to Dundee. It is all in the way
of business for him. (Roars of laughter.)

The P rovost—I| am to vote for the amendment.
I don’t think the Cuuncil should commit itself to
the minute,which Btates that Mi Chalmers was the
inventor of the adhesive stamp. Mr Chalmers in
a letter stated that he was not die inventor.

Bailie OotLVIK—No, no. )

The P rovost—I f you say “ No, no,” | will read
the letter to you.” It is dated 1840, and Mr
Chalmers goea on to ray—"Several plans had
been submitted to the House of Commons Com-
mittee, ' including yours." From nil these I.was
naturally induced to bilieve that | was first in the
field, and consequently became a competitor.
Your letter, howeve”™ of the 18lh Jauuaiy unde-
ceived me on that point, although 1 cannot help
saying that my scheme has rather a closer affiance
to the one adopted than cau be inferred from the
copy of your evidence sent to me.” | would be the
Brat to give honour to a townsman, but 1 think
we should not Interfere with this matter. (Hear,
hear.

_Tre?asurer Nicoll, in _repl%/, said—We are all
hid to hear the sweet voice of Mr Bradford again.
Laughter.) He has been absent about two years,

and-—

Mr Bradford—Be as truthful |.as you can.
(Laughter.) . _

Treasurer Nioot1—Mr Bradford indulges Tn
sueers ; but | can put up with them—even the
sneer about “ friend Lord Lothian.” (Laugh-
ter.) Mr Bradford seems jealous that he cannot
get into such good company. (Great laughter.

While the Treasurer was speaking the ‘members
disappeared one by one into the lobby, unlit it was
discovered there “were only fonrtcen members
present. It was announced that tliore was not a
quorum present, but just at the moment a member
came_back.

Bailie Gentle—A quorum! Let us take the
vote. Tyle the door. (Great laughter.)

The Councillor who had entered, thinking the
business was over before ho came in, made a dive
at the entrance, and againdisappeared. The busi-
ness then came tn an abrupt tennination.

Treasurer Nicoll gave'notice that he should
move at next meeting—" That the Town Couucil
subscribe £5 towards the expense of erecting a
bust of the late James Chalmers for his services iu
connection with the adoption of the adhesive
postal stirrup and the acceleration of the postal
system throughout the country."

There was a letter on the table from the Social
Democratic Federation Sooiety requiring that the
Meadows should be thrown open to the public on
Sundays os on week days, but as tha members
had dispersed in confusion the letter will have to
kW »rtill tlie July meeting of Council.






DUOT)EE TOWN COUNCIL.

. An adjourned meeting of the Dundee Town Conn-
Oil was held yesterday—Provost Hunter presiding.
The other members_present were—Bailies Gentle,
Ogilvie, and Ooig ; Treasurer Nicoli ; Messrs Adam-
son, _Itobertson, Whyte, "Willsher, Cowan, Kay,
Fog%e, M'Kinnon, btorrie, Philip, Taylor, Low,
Stephenson, and Craig.

THE ADHBSAK POSTACE STAMP'OONTROVERSY. |
Treasurer Nicoli, moved the following motion,

«which he had given notice of at a previous meet- \

ing —*“ That the Council subscribe 43 for the erec- 1
tion of a bust of Mr Chalmers for hie services iu j
connection with the adoption of the adhesive
postaPe stamp system and the acceleration of the |
postal system throughout the country.” In doing ’
no, he said he thought they would only be doing a ’
graceful thing to commemorate the memory of one
1wWo had been a very useful public man. Ee
hoped there would be no division on such a small
matter.

Bailie Gentle seconded.

Mr Foggie moved that the sum asked be not
granted. He said that, while there was no doubt
Mr Chalmers was a very worthy citizen of Dundee, 1
he did not think it was their duty tointerfere in the
dispute at ?resent going on between his relatives ;
and those of Mr Rowland Hill.  (Applause.)

The Thrasurer here said that .Ur Foggio was j
misunderstanding his motion. It said for hie ;
ierviee* connected with the adoption of theadhesive
postage stamp.

Mr TaVLOR—Now, gentlemen, don’t waste a j
couple of hours discussing this trifling matter. :
(Hear, hear.)

_Mr For,GIF. said that what Mr Nicoll had said did !
did notchange his opinion in the slightest. Treasurer
Nicoli might pat whatever face he liked on the
matter, hut he (Mr F.) held that as a corporate
body they should have nothing to do with the
matter.

Mr Craig here stood up, and

The P rovost said—As short as possible now, Mr ; |

Craig.

~Mr Craig—Oh, yea. "We will just take our
time and do the work prop::ly.  Proceeding, he
seconded the amendment. ~ It'was, he said, a dif-
ferent thing if this bust were to be presented by the
public generally, hut in place of that the Treasurer
came and asked them to give £5 to heIP the Bums
Club to presentit. He held that the funds of the
town should not be devoted to assisting private
parties to do anything they wished in matters of
this kind. Then the Treasurer had no right to alter
his motion.

~ The Provost—Treasurer Nicoll is quite in order
in what he did.

Mr Craig— Is this to assist the Bums Club to
provide this bust ? ) )

The Treasurer then said he thought if Mr
Craig would withdraw from seconding Mr Foggie’s
amendment the motion would be carried unani-
mously. ManK_cmzens had subscribed to this, and
he was only asking the Council to subscribe £5.

Bailie Ogilvie said he thought Mr Craig was

ettiug somewhat muddled iu this matter—
laughter)—because he (the Bailie) had not seen a
si statement anywhere which would lead himto
believe that 'his was to be a bust presented by the
Burns Club in memory' of Mr Chalmers. The mem-
bers of the Burns Club were only taking the
initiative in the matter. - o

Mr Craig—| have simply to ask Bailie Ogilvie to
rea((jjo last month’s minutes.” That is all he requires
to do.

Bailie Ogitvie—I have read them, and they did
not appear to bear it out.

Mr Craig—They do. .

Bailie Ogitvie—No, no; they are only taking
the initiativo in the matter.  Considering the posi-
tion Mr Craig occupied. | alsowunder that Mr Craig
is not more patriotic, for he was floated into this
Commission on the head of postage stamps—(great
laughter)—and should hail with great satisfaction

—
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' their desire to do something for the inventor of
these stamps.  (Laughter and applause.)

Mr Philip said the Town Council was not the
authority to judge this matter, and ho therefore
agreed with the amendment.

Mr Robertson said he thought the Council should

: keep themselves entirely clear of this dispute.  He
; had just received some literature in reference to this
I matter from Mr Patrick Chalmers, who in one
awhlet said that he had just erected a memorial
0 Mr Chalmers, crediting him with the official con-
ent of the Town Council as having been the origi-
ator of 'he_adhesive post%ge stamp, and that for
the second time.  He asked if this statement were
true, and if the Town Council had ever made such
a declaration.

Bailie Gentle—There is no doubt about it.

Treasurer Nicoll said that four or five years ago
a motion was proposed in reference to the matter,
and they would find it recorded in one of the
minutes that the Town Council of that day was
quite satisfied that lio was the inventor of the
(postage stamp.

The Provost—At the same time it is perfectly
correct that they gave no authority for the erection
of the headstone.

Mr Craig—For the headstone, but not the in'
scription.

The P rovost—Just so.

Mr Robertson then said he held that it was a
very serious matter for this pamphlet to be knock-
ing about all over the world if not true.

After some further discussion, a division was

t taken, when there voted—For the motion, Provost
i Hunter, Bailies Gentle and Ogilvie, Treasurer
i Nicoll, and Messrs Cowan, Taylor, Storrie, Low,
i and Adamson (9) ; and for the amendment— Messrs
(Whyte, -Villsher, Spec), Key, Foggie, Philip,
1 Stephenson, < ‘Kinoon, and Craig (9).

he T reasurer—This is the first "time, Provost,
1 you have had the honour and privilege of exercising
j your casting vote.  (Laughter.) )
< The Provost—Then | will giveyou the benefit of
lit._ (Laughter and applaqse.? )
i Th' 4 mmwas accordingly declared carried.

A nurepov

'~






ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

> WAdftor of the DUNDEE ADVERTISEE."

As | intend shortly to present a reply to the
pamphlet which Mr. Pearson Hill has at length been
<) enough to publish, and which reply, | trust, the
public of Dundee will do me the favour to read, I do
not trouble you with any detailed answer to bis letter
in your issue of 2nd iust., the violence of which,
indeed, defeats and answers itself.

I will only ask permission to repeat that Mr.
Pearson Hill makes no pretension as to Sir Rowland
Hill having specially invented the adhesive postage
stamp, saying that such could not possibly have been
invented until the proposal of a uniform rate of
postage had been brought forward, when sudi a
stamp was a matter “ of very minor detail, certain to
occur to scores of people ”— the proposal, however, to
use same for the purpose of carrying out the penny
postage scheme in practice having originated with
Sir Rowland Hill in February, 1837, nine months
prior to the same proposal of James Chalmers, as to
which we shall see.

Meantime, it is a gain of no small importance
that we have already got quit of the delusion as to the
adhesive postage stamp having been specially the
invention of Sir Rowland Hill—the dispelling of
other and still more important delusions will follow.

1 am, &cC.
PATRICK CHALMERS
Wimbledon,
June bili. /888












(Thc gyesibe postage Stamp.

FI'Cfnﬂ'E“ City Press,” \]Jymh 1%

“Thk Inventor of the Adhesive Stamp.— Mr. Pearson
Hill's recently published pamphlet, defending Sir Row-
land Hill's right to be considered the originator of the
Adhesive Stamp, has called forth a further rejoinder
from Patrick Chalmers, who presents a case on behalf
of his father the strength of which no one of honest
judgment can possibly deny. Not content with general
dealing with Mr. Hill's arguments, Mr. Chalmers
considers them one by one, his contention on behalf of
his father being invariably accompanied with evidence
which it would be difficult to call into question for a
moment. Alluding to the part Air. Alderman  hitehead
has taken in the controversy—the end of which seems
to be as distant as ever it was— Mr. Chalmers remarks :
‘1 now respectfully ask Mr. Whitehead, about to be
Lord Mayor, to read the copy of this publication, and
by so doing become satisfied that it is to James Chal-
mers we owE the plan which at a critical moment saved
and has carried out uniform penny postage. Let me
further trust that Mr. Whitehead will take an oppor-
tunity to admit this, and by so doing establish in the
place of any further controversy ‘ Peace with honour.’
May it be so. The pamphlet, which is written in the
form of a letter to the Dundee Burns Club, is published
by Messrs. Effingham Wilson & Co., Royal Exchange.”






apc ChlTw-4l N Canfrobtrsn.

A Riu, liasjust passed the Commons House of Parliament by
which the Corporation of the City of London has, for substantial
reasons assigned, been deprived of its ancient privilege of
appointing the three Judges undermentioned, exercising impor-
tant civil and criminal jurisdiction over a wide area of the
metropolis— a mere preliminary, in the opinion of many, to
more sweeping changes in the constitution and privileges of this
Corporation.

I have availed myself of this expression of Parliamentary
and public opinion to address the following letter to these
Judges, to the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and some other members

of the Corporation :—

“THE ROWLAND HILL MEMORIAL FUND COM-
MITTEE AT THE MANSION HOUSE.

“ Sir,—"'The City lias in great measure to thank itself for
this blow.” Such is the verdict of the Times with reference to
the City Corporation having just been deprived of its privilege of
electing its own Recorder, Common Serjeant, and Judge of the
(ity of London Court—a verdict confirmed by the Press gene-
rally, and by public opinion. And so long as these high officials
just named, also the Aldermen and the Members of tiie
Common Council, shut their eyes, ears, and mouths to grave and
irregular practices, known to and admitted by thousands at
home and abroad, so long will that Corporation continue to
invite being shorn of its privileges, and become lowered in the
estimation of the public.

“In a letter addressed to Sir John Monckton, of date
February 20th, 1880, and published by me in the papers, and
ill a subsequent pamphlet, entitled, *The Submission of the
Sir Rowland Hill Committee,” T stated ‘ that the Sir Rowland






Hill Committee, to the obscuring of tbc truth, and consequent
detriment to the general well-being, have concealed from the
public, from H.R.H. The Prince of Wales, and from others,
vital and essential facts, while having erected a statue of
Sir Howland Hill, and while collecting money from the public
ou the strength and prestige of his name.” And ‘1| have given
the names of this Committee, including certain Aldermen of the
City of London.’

“What is to be said, or can be thought, of a body which lias
permitted such an allegation as this to be publicly made with
silence and with impunity if untrue, aud at the same time permit
this Howland Hill Committee to continue year after year to
isssle from under the very roof of the Mansion House its
appeals to the public, while still keeping back vital and essential
fects.

“ | have no desire, Sir, to resuscitate this matter, though it
will be evident to you that under the estimation nony evinced
both in and out of Parliament with respect to the City
Corporation, a ready and still greater attention yvould be given
to statements only too sveil founded. My object in nony
addressing you is rather to invite your good offices in getting
Mr. Alderman Whitehead, or other responsible member of this
Rowland Hill Fund to do me that justice the hitherto refusal
of which has been to me and to my cause, oppression, and
to the public nybab | need not designate. What | ask of
Mr. Whitehead will be found at page 15 of the pamphlet
herewith”entitled * A Reply to Mr. Pearson Hill,” and which |
trast will be favoured yvith your perusal. | am quite aware
that a pamphlet upsetting preconceived ideas is unwelcome,
but I trust other considerations will outweigh any repugnance
onyour part to reading same. The opinion of your own paper,
the City Press, upon the subject is enclosed. ©

“ 1 am, Sir,

“ Yours respectfully,
“ PATRICK CHALMERS.

“ Copy of the other pamphlets referred to will be sent you
if desired.

“ W 1MIILF.DON,









f ke Wjcsibc postage Stanp

A condensed list lately circulated by me of publication?
which hare recognised James Chalmers as having been the
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, included thirty
names of the London press—a “ fairly numerous” oy
of the provincial press—and a “ very universal” nurber
of the Scottish papers. The Ilist was headed by te
“ Encyclopaedia Britannica,” and “ Dictionary of National
Biography,” the leading biographical works of the day.
while the Glasgow Post Office Magazine, * The Queen's
Head,” also recognised James Chalmers in an able article
on the subject.

I further added, that in America, eighteen (now twenty)
Philatelic Societies had officially recognised James Chalners,
including the American Philatelic Association itself, o
convention of American Philatelists at Chicago, in which
important city a “ Chalmers Society ” had been formed.
This Society has now obtained a charter of incorporation
under the laws of the State of Illinois, the first instance
of such a Society having become so incorporated. Historical
Societies, State Libraries, Scottish Clubs, Philatelic Journals,
and Newspapers, had cordially joined in the recognition.

Through the courtesy of a valued correspondent, | an
now enabled to particularise the following German Philatelic
Journals, representing a most numerous body of Continental
Philatelists, now recogni&ipg James Chalmers, and supporting
my claim on his behalf —



10.

12.
13.

. Vienna.—Th« “ Wiener Briefmarken Zeitung,” Ed. :

H. Koch.
do. The “ Veit Post,” Ed. : Sigmund Friedl.
Leipzig.—The “ lllustrites Briefmarken Journal,” Ed. :
Gebruder Senf. Organ of 29 Philatelic
Societies.

Bertlin.— The *“ Mittheilungen des Berliner,” Phil.
Club. Organ of this Berlin Society.

do. “ Der Sammler,” Ed. : Dr. Brendieke.

Munich.—"“ Das Postwerthzeichen,” Ed.: Th. Haas.
Organ of the Bavarian Philatelie Society.

Dresden.—" Deutsche Briefmarken Zeitung,” Ed.:
E. W. Grossman. Organ of the Dresden
Philatelie Society.

Frankfort.— The “ lllustrite Frankfurter Universum,”
Ed. : Il. J. Danth.

Mohrisch QOstrau.—The “ Philatelistichen Borsen,*
Ed. : H. Sauer.

Stockholm.—*“ Todning fur Frimerkramlare.” Ed.:

E. | Bruzelius.

Paris.—*“ L’Union des Timbrophiles,” Ed.: J. Nalés,
Journal of the Société Internationale do
Timbrologie de Paris.

Douai—" L’Echo de la Timbrologie,” Ed. : Fremy Fils.
Constantinople.—"“ Le Timbro Levantin,” Ed.: J.
Tcbakidji.

The rapidity and extent of the above recognitions form
an emphatic testimony to the force of my evidence and to
tre justice of my cause ; and this, I am further informed,
will now be powetfully advanced in consequence of the late

jublication of Mr. Pearson Tiili, and my “ Reply ” to same.

PATRICK CHALMERS,

Hon. Member of the Société Internationale

WIMIUEDON, de Ttinbrolof/ic, Pariband o ftwelve Ame-
July, 1888. rican Philatelic Societies.
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from “ The Phitlatelic Advertiser and Collec-

tors Beferee.”— S. Hellier, London, July, 1888.

“ To the intense gratification of Mr. Patrick Chalmers,
and we may say of all interested in this controversy,
Mr. Pearson Hill has at last published a pamphlet urging
his father’s (Sir Rowland Hill’s) claims to having been the
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. Unfortunately,
however, he has tried to strengthen his cause by indulging
invery abusive personalities, which are at all times most
obnoxious, but in this case altogether ridiculous and most
insulting—more like schoolboy spite than the words of a
man engaged in a serious dispute of international interest
and importance.

“ It is gratifying, however, to find that none of Mr. Hill's
so-called proofs have any substantial foundation, and it
will be with feelings of great satisfaction that those who
recognise Mr. James Chalmers as the right man in this
matter, will hear that Mr. Patrick Chalmers has just pub-
lished an exhaustive reply to Mr. Hill's pamphlet, clearly
proving to the minds of all impartial and sober-minded
reasbners that Mr. Chalmers’ claims are indisputably
founded on truth and justice.”
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Fom the “ lIllttstrite Briefmarken Zeitung,”—
Leipzig, Auget 15th 1888. Editor, pr. A
Moschkau, tte fiend ad aoregocht of
Sir Rowtand Hitt adof Mr. Pearson Hill.

“To a correspondent who asks *Which view does
tre editor of this paper take concerning the affair Hill-
Chahners so frequently referred to lately ?’ the learned

Dr. Moschkau replies :—

“*How could we do otherwise than believe that
Chalmers is in the right! We have had personally some
correspondence with Sir R. Hill a short time before his

death, and we propose to refer to same some time later on

(A1l

inthis paper.

The importance of the above admission in favour of
wares Chalmers caunot be exaggerated, and to which |
ronvbeg to draw the attention of the Press and others at

hore,
P. C.






JAMES CHALMERS AND THE A P. A CONVENTIQIN.

r»0 MUCH has been printed in regard to the invention of the adhesive
S postage stamp that many readers are tired of the subject. But the
circhcr after truth must ofttimes suffer annoyance and vexation; and my
jaain taking up the pen in this controversy arises from the fact that certain
misleading representations of this case have recently been made.

In the July issue ot the Quaker City Philatelist, occurs the following:

Members intending to be represented at the corning Convention by proxy,
should be especially careful to give full instructions how they desire their
iote to be cast, in case the Hill-Chalmers controversy is brought up, as it
inevitabtv will be. It will be remembered that last year certain members,
whose names are too well known to need repetition, procured many proxies
without so much as intimating that they intended to spring the afore-men-
tioned dispute upon the Convention. It is needless to say they rushed a
resolution through in favor of Chalmers, many votes having been cast for
itwhich would have been against it, had the party been present.

Now let me point out the inaccuracies in the above statement. First: It
wes weil known, long before the date of the Chicago convention, that a
resolution endorsing the claims of James Chalmers as the inventor ot the
adhesive postage stamp would be presented at the convention—in fact, an
announcement of the convention by a Chicago daily paper stated particu-
larly that the Chalmers question would be taken up, and the writer hereof
personally mailed some two hundred marked copies of that paper to mem-
bers. It will, therefore, be seen that the question was fully and publicly
announced and not sprung upon the convention. Second: If by “ certain
parties” it is meant to designate the Chicago trio of Chalmers advocates,
Messrs. Gadsden, Wolsieffer and Bradt, the alarming (?) number of proxies
held by them was, for the three, thirty-three,—fifteen less than the number
held by New York’s delegate, Mr. H. L. Caiman; and the proxies held by
these three were, without doubt, well satisfied with the action taken. Third:
The last sentence of the above extract is utterly and entirely wrong, as the
records of the convention most conclusively prove. The writer could cer-
tainly not have read the reports intelligently, for we cannot believe he
would willfully so misrepresent matters. To begin with, the President’'s
opening address plainly paved the way for the resolution that followed,
[here was no mistaking the position he took, and when he referred to “the
invention of James Chalmers of Dundee,” the “ certain members” knew
that the resolution woutd receive the thoughtful consideration of the as-
sembly, How the resolution was *“ rushed ” is shown by the official
sports, wherein it appears that at the morning meeting of the second day
Hr. Wolsieffer moved the appointment of a committee of three to frame
some suitable resolution in regard to the invention of the adhesive postage



stamp; Messrs. Wolseifier, Mekeel and Stone were appointed such com
mittee. When called upon at the afternoon meeting to report, the commit
tee begged to be allowed further time, and did not report until the list
meeting, the morning of the third day. Can that be justly called “ rushing"
a question through?

The committee who had the matter in hand were, to begin with, (hOr.
oughly acquainted with the subject. They considered the case careiullv
and thoughtfully, and, withal, impartially. They had, among other evidence
letters from men who were then living, who had known James Chalmets
and who testified that they clearly remembered the essays that Chalmers
had prepared in 1834. When the committee submitted their report, it ves
adopted without discussion; the only event marking it being one negative
vote presented, half apologetically, by Mr. Mitchell, in behalf of one of hs
proxies.

| have given the foregoing account of the passage of this resolution, in
order to overcome the misstatements contained in the paragraph | quote.
Most people object to “ rushing” a motion of any kind, and an assertion
such as is quoted is apt to incite sympathy were it true; but I guess | hae
clearly pointed out the fallacy of it

There are many members of the A. P. A. who have not considered ths
guestion; have thought it of little consequence, etc. There are. besides, a
few members who strongly advocatp a rescinding of the resolution passed
last year It is, therefore, likely that the question will again be brought up
at Boston.

It is because of fhis that I now proceed to discuss the relative merits of
James Chalmers and Sir Rowland Hill in their relation to the invention of
the adhesive postage stamp ; the scheme that saved the postage reform hill
from failure, and made it the success it became.

For years it was the generally accepted belief that Sir Roland Hill, a
politician of the times, had invented the penny postage system and the ad
hesive postage stamp. It is only of late years that Mr. Patrick Chalmers
became possessed of information that led him to believe his father, Janes
Chalmers, to be the real inventor of the adhesive postage stamp, and that
Hill had but appropriated the idea, and not only appropriated it, but used
every endeavor to suppress any knowledge or recognition of the great ser-
vices rendered by Chalmers. The son had at first but a slight case, but the
more he searched for the facts the firmer his case stood, and evidence wss
ultimately found in abundance. He made, perhaps, at the outset, the mis-
take of presenting an incomplete case, and his opponent, Pearson Hill, son
ot Sir Rowland, uses to this day the arguments urged against the immature
case first presented by Chalmers. But now the case is presented so fuly
as to thoroughly convince the impaniai critic, as witness the many endorse-



ments of the British and American press, and the leading literary authori-

ties of bngland.

At last Mr. Pearson Hill found himself cornered and obliged to defend

himself.

This he attempted to do in a recent pamphlet, which abounds in

personal abuse of Pat Chlamers; reiterates so called proofs long ago dis-
posed of; and proves only the extent of folly a desperate man may some-

times he driven to.
letter to the Dundee Burns Club.
readers,

To this effusion Mr.
For the readier comprehension of my
I will here reproduce in parallel columns, the so-cailed

Pat Chalmers has replied in a

“ case”

presented by Pearson Hill, and the tacts as they pertain to James Chalmers:

M. (afterwards Sir) Roland Hill proposed
adhesive postage stamps in his evidence of
ISili February, 1837. )

.M. Hill's *proposal” merely consisted of
llic following, in answer to a suppositious
aw

“Perhaps this difficulty may he obviated
ybyusing a hit of paper just large enough
" |0 hear the stamp, and covered at the back
Iby a glutinous wash, which the bringer
“ mght,, by applying a little moisture, attach
*Huthe back of the letter, so as lo avoid the

necessity of redirecting it.” Then he goes
on to withdraw the compulsion to uso a

* Better at first, at least, accept the
1 perry in cash for penny’ letters, so that every
“simip used would be universally the im-

“ pressed stamp.”

Mr.James Chalmers himself, given Novem-
ker. ISII. as the date at which [ie first made
hisplan public.

In October, 1*39, unaware of Sir It. Hill’s
evidence above referred to, Mr. .James Chah
nmersclaimed to have originated sucii stamps.

In May, 1S«), however, after having read
>r & IHII'sevidenec, Mr. James Chalmers at
nnre withdrew his claim to priority, and ex-
m&lc&s regret he had, in error, ever put it

James Chalmers printed “ essays” of ad-
hesive postage stamps in 1834, showed them
to his neighbors, etc. Mr. Praia, who is still
living, writes : “ With regard to the (lute of
invention you appear to bave received ample
proof, and | am able to add thereto. It was
in the autumn of 1S34 that | left Dundee to
reside here, and the stamp was in existence in
Mr. Chalmer’s premises before I left.” (Mr.
Prain’s testimony was before the A. P, A, res-
olution committee.)

While November, 1837, may bave been the
date of Mr. Cbalmers’ official presentation of
the case, evidence abounds of previous pub-
licity. Furthermore, Mr. Chalmers all along
urged strongly the adhesive stamp, while Mr.
Hill only appropriated the ideaat the last mo-
ment, when nothing else would save the penny
postage scheme.

This correspondence between Hill and
Chalmers, is held by Mr. Pearson Hill. The
letter of Chalmers to Hill were official corres-

ondence, but were removed, it would appear,
y Mr. Hill, who will moke public an extract
only, from Chalmers’ letter or 1840.

This le'ti-r is the one of which an extract is
printed. The so-called withdrawal is largely
conditional, even in the extract printed, and
wholly unworthy of being considered as such
in a legal sense. The suppressed portion of
this correspondence could not fail to subitati-
date Mr. P. Hill's statements, were his deduc-
tions from the extract correct. His not pre-
senting them but persistently suppressing
them, is proof that they do not sustain Ins do-
dnotions.

It has been the policy of the opponents of Mr. Chalmers to belittle the

postage stamp that saved the bill; they call it of litile importance, a “ very
minor detail”—and so it seemed to have been considered by Rowland Hill.
lhis in itself goes to show that Hill was not the great mind he was so long

considered to be. Chalmers, on the other hand, appreciated the impor-



tance of t! it “ very minor detail” —the key to the situation that opened {4
the entire penny postal system, and for lack of which it might have re
mained locked fast for many years It is most emphatically to the persist-
ence and inventive genius of James Chalmers that we are indebted for tte
success, at that time, of the scheme.

Rowland Hill labored long and well for the success of the postal measure.
Me accomplished much. He adhered to his plan ol stamped wrappers urtil
convinced of their comparative worthlessness, and then took up the adhe-
sive postage stamp. Having received so much praise, he likely enough
thought it all belonged to him, whereas he was rather but a gatherer ad
compiler, so to speak, of other men’s ideas. His limited mind could rot
appreciate the vast importance of what to him appeared a “very minor
detail.” And without doubt, at least in my mind, he did not imagine, &
that time, that he was depriving Mr. Chalmers of any great honor. Bu
that in after life he realized the importance of Chalmers’ invention and the
extent of his own imposition, | cannot but believe.

I trust that A. P. A. members have borne with me and followed through
this somewhat tedious statement. In justice to a great and important ques
tion that your Association has to grapple with, you should be versed init
so that you can vote intelligently.

Let me, in conclusion, call your attention to the first sentence of the para
graph | have quoted as a text. Be especially careful to give instructions in
this Chalmers case. Consider the proper action to take, and then see that
your proxy is bound to act as your judgment dictates.

S. /3. Bradi.

— From the Stamp Collector, August, 1888.
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Irom the “ I11usthite Briefmarken Zeitung," —

L eipzig, August 15th, 1888. Editor, Dr. A.

Moschkau.

“To a correspondent who asks ‘Which view does
the editor of this paper take concerning the affair ITi1l-
Chalmers so frequently referred to lately ?’ the learned

Dr. Moschkau replies :—

“ 1How could we do otherwise than believe that
Chalmers is in the right! We have had personally some
correspondence with Sir R. Hill a short time before his
death, and we propose to refer to same some time later on

inthis paper.’ ”

The importance of the above admission in favour of
<fares Chalmers cannot be exaggerated, as all Philatelists

a home and abroad will understand.
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further important recognition of

JAMES CHALMEBS.

from the “ Deutsche Verkehrs Zeitung,” or German
Traffic Journal—“ organ of the General Post Office
and Telegraphic Affairs, and their Oficiais.” —
Berlin, August 31s/, 1888.

“ Until a short time ago Sir Rowland Hill, the late
British Post Office Secretary, known through his reforms
in Postal matters, has been looked upon as the inventor of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp. However, lately, only through
careful investigations, it has been ascertained that this
service is due to the bookseller, James Chalmers, of Dundee,
wiw died in 1853.

“ Chalmers’ carefully worked-out ideas and plans were
laid before the British Treasury, and bis system of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp was adopted by Treasury Minute
ofthe 23th December, 1839. At that time Rowland Hill
wes an official of the British Treasury.

“ On the fitli May, 1840, namely forty-eight years ago,
the first issue of Adhesive Postage Stamps appeared in
England.”

The article goes on to notice the periods at which
other nations adopted “ the indispensable invention of
Chalmers, until such had been adopted by all the countries
of the globe as time passed on. ”

The above article is being reproduced by such leading
German papers as the “ Frankfort Gazette,” and others.

P.C.
Wimbledon,
September, 1888.
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To the EIGHT HONOURABLE

JAMES WHITEHEAD,
Lord Mayor, Mansion House.

My Lord,

Again the Trustees and supporters of the above-named Fund have met, this time
under the chairmanship of your Lordship specially identified with this Fund, and again the
complaint is that subscriptions do not come in. Though London has got up the respectable
sum of £429, and Ireland .£254, such towns as Birmingham, Leeds, and Bristol have contributed
respectively only one guinea, £2 and £4, while the whole of Scotland has brought in only £19.

In a letter which | had the honour of addressing to your Lordship’s predecessor last year,
I ventured to point out what may be looked upon as the cause of this laxity and indifference,
with a probable remedy,—giving proof that both the public and the Post Office employes were
now well aware that the late Sir Rowland Hill, however great his services, invented nothing
whatever, but took all his proposals from prior sources, and that, consequently, when now
appealed to in his name they do not come forward. More especially is this indisposition
manifested in Scotland, the adhesive Postage Stamp, which at a critical moment saved and has
carried out the reformed postal system, having been the invention and proposal of a native of
Scotland, James Chalmers, of Dundee, the merit of which has been usurped by Sir Rowland Hill.
From the Glasgow Post Office, second to none out of London, has been issued a publication
pointing out this usurpation, nearly 5000 copies of which have been purchased by the servants
of the Post Office throughout the Kingdom at large. No room is thus left for surprise at the
poor response made to your Lordship’s unwelcome invitation in the name of Rowland Hill.

Some remedy to this continued failure, 1 went on to state, might be found in withdrawing
the name of Rowland Hill and coming forward in your proper designation—that of the Trustees
of the Post Office Benevolent Fund— further stating that to continue using the name and prestige
of Rowland Hill as a supposed great inventor in inviting subscriptions while having years ago
abandoned the point of originality on his part, an abandonment yet withheld from the knowledge
of the public, was not dealing openly and candidly with the public, and referring to my
publication, “ Concealment unveiled; a Tale of the Mansion House,” for particulars of this
abandonment.

This letter to your Lordship’s predecessor, | may add, has been widely circulated in the
United States and on the Continent as well as in this country, and has been spontaneously
published in the French and German languages in Continental journals for the perusal of the
now numerous adherents abroad as well as at home of the cause of James Chalmers. The
same will probably be the case with this present letter addressed to your Lordship.
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Nor has your Lordship yet explained why in the letter addressed by your Lordship to
Mr. Pearson Hill and lately published by him, your Lordship misquoted in its most essential
feature the inscription now upon the statue of Sir Howland Hill, as already pointed out by me
to your Lordship.

Before concluding, 1 ask your Lordship’s permission to state a further remedy whereby,
if carried into effect, the Post Office Benevolent Fund from a state of mendicant poverty
would spring into a flourishing and self-respected institution. Why should the servants of
the Post Office remain an exception to the general class of wage-earners in not providing
out of their weekly earnings fora Benefit Fund amongst themselves? Every self-respecting
body of wage-earners has such a Fund entitling members to a payment when sick or incapaci-
tated, with a payment to the relatives of a deceased member; and why not the employés
of the Post Office? Let hut 50,000 out of the 70,000 or 80,000 in that service subscribe or
agree to have kept hack from their wages only a penny a week, and a yearly sum of £10,800
starts up as the grand result, relieving the Mansion House of a heavy and thankless task,
while at the same time getting quit of the objectionable begging and alms receiving feature of
the Fund patronised by your Lordship. And why should the public he asked with ever-
increasing appeals to maintain this Benevolent Fund for those who, if they refuse, will not
even by such a small sum as a penny a week do something for themselves ? Moreover, the
merchants, traders, and the public already contribute to the servants of the Post Office sums
before which your Lordship’s figures dwarf into insignificance. Under the system now in vogue
of a house-to-house canvass at Christmas by the letter-carriers, it is calculated that a sum of
quite £15,000 a year is altogether contributed, of which not less than £3,000 is obtained in
London alone ! Yet, in the face of all this, your Lordship keeps ever “ asking for more,” and
this on behalf of a body of men perfectly capable, and | believe willing if permitted, by
means of a little self-respecting organisation amongst themselves of dispensing altogether
with the dole dealt out to them from the Mansion House.

I have the honour to be,
My Lord Mayor,

Your Lordship’s most obedient Servant,
PATRICK CHALMEES.

Wimbledon, November 20tli, 1888.









With P. Chalmers’ respectful compliments.

(Thc Mibcsitic postage Stamp.

A Kkindly letter from Mr. John D. Wears, of Rosemount, having appeared in the
“ Dundee Advertiser” and “ Dundee Courier” on the above matter inviting a search in their
records for the production of any early letter on the subject from the pen of James Chalmers,
I may remark that any such letter was more likely to have appeared in the columns of (he
“ Dundee Chronicle,” of which paper Mr. Chalmers wias printer and publisher, but no copies of

which, as far as 1 can ascertain, are now in existence.

The evidence, however, as Mr. Wears points out, as to the invention of this stamp by
Mr. Chalmers in the year 1834 is so conclusive from the pens of several living witnesses as to
require no additional testimony on that point, while Mr. Wears is himself enabled to add to
that testimony by stating that he was shown the adhesive Btamps by Mr. Chalmers prior to the
summer of 1886.

Some elucidation seems desirable on my part of that portion of Mr. Wears’ letter where he
states : “ It is, | presume, generally known that on the 18th February, 1837, Sir Rowland Hill
first suggested the employment of adhesive stamps to be used, bear in mind, in exceptional
cases only.”” What Mr. Wears alludes to is this :— When the then Mr. Rowland Hill was under
examination before the Commissioners of Post Office Inquiry on the date mentioned, a difficulty
arose as to what was to be done in the case of a person unable to write taking a letter and a
penny to a Post Office, a stamped cover being compulsory, no money to be accepted in prepay-
ment of the letter. The penny would buy one of the impressed stamped wrappers or covers,
which was Mr. Hill’'s plan of prepayment, but the wrapper would obliterate the address, and the
person could not write. In such a case, and in such a case only, says Mr. Hill, “ perhaps this
difficulty may be obviated by using a bit of paper just large enough to bear the stamp, and
covered at the back by a glutinous wash, which the bringer might by applying a little moisture
attach to the back of the letter, so as to avoid the necessity of redirecting it.” Going on at
once, however, to withdraw the compulsion to use a stamp at all—*“ Better, at first at least,
accept the penny in cash for penny letters, so that every stamp used might be universally the

impressed stamp.” And this penny in cash was accepted up to the year 1855.

Here, then, was a momentary allusion to a bit of gummed paper, showing that Mr. Hill
had heard of Chalmers' invention of 1834, but without seeing its value or proposing its
adoption for the purpose of carrying out the proposed scheme, and up to July, 1889, nothing
was heard of any euch proposal on the part of Mr. Hill. On the other hand, Mr. Chalmers
sent his plan, as already published by me, and urging its adoption to carry out the scheme, to

Mr. Wallace, Chairman of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, in December, 1837 ;



to Mr- Cole, Secretary of the City of London Mercantile Committee ; and to Mr. Hill himself, in
February, 1838. Mr. Hill replied on the 13th March in something like disapproval of the
plan. Such plan, however, found strong support from others, and became ultimately adopted
by Treasury Minute of 26th December, 1839, two months after the Passing of the Penny
Postage Bill.

Mr. Chalmers then sent in his claim as the originator, but Mr. Hill, then in despotic power,
was to allow no second person to share with him the merit of this great reform, and in his reply
of 18th January, 1840, put Chalmers aside on the ground of having himself been the first to
propose the adoption of this stamp, a mere pretence and afterthought bred of the success which
had attended Chalmers’ proposal. In reply Mr. Chalmers returned Mr. Hill a copy of his
(Mr. Hill's) letter to him of 13th March, 1838, showing that then Mr. Hill had no relish for the
plan of the adhesive stamp just laid before him. “ You then said nothing of having already

proposed or being in favour of an adhesive stamp—what is this you tell me now?"

It is thus conclusively proved by the correspondence, wholly independent of any such early
letter being found as Mr. Wears suggests should be searched for, that Jainés Chalmers was the
the first to propose the adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the

penny postage scheme in practice, not Sir Rowland Hill.

But Chalmers had to submit. Such is a brief sketch of the way in which James Chalmers
and Dundee have become dispossessed of their due.
PATRICK CHALMERS.
Wimbledon,
December 10th, 1888.
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THE PENNY-A-WEEK PROPOSAL.

To the EIGHT HONOURABLE

JAMES WHITEHEAD,

Lord Mayor, Mansion House.
My Lord,

On the 20th November last I had the honour of addressing your Lordship on the
subject of the Memorial Fund above named. The annual Meeting had just been held under
your Lordship's presidency— the usual complaint of want of support was put forward— such
towns as Birmingham, Leeds, and Bristol had contributed respectively only One Guinea, £2, and
£4, while the whole of Scotland had brought in only £19.

The causes of the poor results complained of were noticed in my letter—the name of
Rowland Hill had ceased to draw, while the public bad become tired of these continued appeals
in behalf of the servants of the Post Office.

I ventured to suggest two remedies for this state of matters : one, that the appeal be made
in the name of the Post Office Benevolent Fund, omitting the name of Rowland Hill ; the second
remedy proposed was that of a weekly subscription of one penny on the part of the Post Office
employés themselves. Let but two-thirds of the number agree to this, and a yearly sum of
over £10,000 would be obtained, thus bringing up the Fund from a state of mendicant poverty to
one of affluence, besides relieving the Mansion House of a heavy and thankless task, and at the
same time getting quit of the objectionable begging and alms-receiving feature of the Fund
patronised by your Lordship.

With how much satisfaction, then, my Lord, do I and those who have supported my
suggestion read the account of the Meeting which has just been held at the Mansion House,
presided over by your Lordship, in behalf of the “ Hospital Saturday Fund,” at which Meeting
the principle of a Penny Weekly Subscription on the part of the classes who benefit by the
Hospitals has been brought forward and unanimously approved of. And how largely is our
satisfaction added to by finding that the chief speaker in favour of this principle is none other
than the Secretary of the Post Office himself, Sir Stevenson A. Blackwood— with, under reserve,
the further approval and sanction of the Postmaster-General. The servants of the Post Office
in London are to be invited to subscribe their weekly penuies—a proposal which the Secretary
has no doubt will be heartily responded to, and whereby the sum of £3,500 a year in London
alone would, the Secretary states, be raised, or about twice as much as the entire income from all

sources, including interest of invested funds, of your Lordship’s “ Rowland Hill” Fund scraped
together from all parts of the United Kingdom ! Why, then, any further appeals to charity in
behalf of the sick or disabled Post Office employesl What more powerful argument and

illustration in favour of my second remedy— the levy of a weekly penny— could be desired than
those now put foiward by the Post Office Secretary himself? And can those who thus so easily
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and heartily can tlo so much for the Hospitals do nothing for themselves ? Should not the
wants of the Post Office Benevolent Fund be a “ first charge ” on those pennies ? Or, are
Sir Stevenson Blackwood’s employés in London alone to hand over this £3,500 a year to the
Hospitals, and then come begging for relief to themselves through the Lord Mayor of the day at
the Mansion House ? No ! Charity here will begin at home, and Sir Stevenson Blackwood
has given the coup de grace to the “ Mansion House ‘Howland Hill * Fund ” meetings, with
their incessant appeals to the benevolent.

Moreover, if your Lordship still retains a hankering after these meetings and appeals, or
any doubt as to their early withdrawal in at least the name of Rowland Hill, 1 respectfully ask
your Lordship’s perusal of the fresh evidence | have just been enabled to produce in support of
my contention that, however great his services, Sir Rowland Hill was no originator, the uniform
penny postage scheme having been merely an unacknowledged reproduction of the prior
proposals of other men. And more especially as respects the Adhesive Postage Stamp which
saved the scheme, that such was the invention and first the proposal of James Chalmers,
of Dundee, the merit of which has been shabbily usurped by the reputed inventor of
the reformed postal system. The short pamphlet of which 1 ask perusal is entitled,
"Mr. John Francis, of the Athemeurn, on the Plan of Sir Rowland Hill,"* and why it is so
entitled is because this well-known man of letters, and friend of Sir Rowland Hill, entirely
confirms in the record he has left behind him the account of the matter presented by
myself. No Lord Mayor, after reading these few pages, will again ask money in the name of
Rowland Hill.

Or, if the claims upon your Lordship’'s time and attention are too great to admit of a
personal perusal, 1 trust some of your Lordship’'s brother Aldermen and colleagues in the
Corporation, to whom a copy of this evidence is also sent, will see to this matter and ask them-
selves, “ Is the Mansion House longer to be made a centre for asking money in the name of
Rowland Hill?” Nor let your Lordship and the Corporation rest under any delusion that
no one is in this matter looking on. Not only in this country but in the United States of
America and in every chief city of the Continent, as your Lordship may read, there are now
numbers of intelligent men and able writers watching the proceedings of the Mansion House of
the City of London, as well as over the vindication of the name and services of James Chalmers.

| have the honour to be,
My L ord Mayor,
Your Lordship’s most obedient Servant,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon, February 2nd, 184!).

* ETMUHAM W itson & Vo., Koyal Exchange.
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Ithaca, New York,

march Ilifr, 1881).
Dear Sin,
| beg to acknowledge with hearty thanks the
receipt O your valued gift to this Library:—* Mr. John
Francis, of the athenaum, On the Plan of Sir Rowland
HIl" By patrick craimers. Second Edition, 18S9,

| have read with interest this contribution to the
history of the introduction of the Adhesive Postage Stamp,
and havejust referred to our set of the athenaum, and find
inour copy of the issue of April 28th, 1838, the blue
threads running through the paper as you describe them.

The pamphlets on this question which you had pre-
viowsly presented to this Library are kept together in a
temporary hinder, and we shall be glad to receive any
others on this subject.

With renewed thanks for your kind remembrance of
this Library,
| am.
Yours very truly,
GEO. W. HARRIS,

Acting Librarian.






E OF THE PENNY POST.

From the “ Northern E cho,” Darlington, March 18th, 188!)
(a plain-speaking North of England daily paper).

“ A new publication on the 1 Adhesive Postage Stamp and the
Proposed Postage Jubilee ' is to hand from the pen of Mr. Patrick
Chalmers, being Press Notices on his late pamphlet, from quota-
tions in which 1 am glad to observe that the London press—with
the exception of the Times—are to some extent following the
Northern Keho in recognising the claim put forward on behalf
of the late Mr. James Chalmers. Readers may perhaps remem-
ber that | expressed my belief in this column some months
ago that the merits of the claim could be easily determined by
a reference to Hansard. Mr. Chalmers quotes from Hansard
irrefragable proof of the accuracy of this assertion ; and adds
that there were further proofs in the records of the Treasury,
but that Mr. Rowland Hill removed those records ! ”

[This official correspondence of 18B9 and 1840 is now in the
possession of Mr. Pearson Hill, who, in his late pamphlet, has
not ventured to publish same, under the excuse that such has
been placed in the hands of the President of the London Philatelic
Society.  On application to that gentleman he replies that lie
liss not got this correspondence, and refers me for same to Mr.
Pearson Hill !  All who have read my publications are aware
thet | bave already done so without being favoured with any
reply, my last letter, indeed, having been returned to me un-
opened. Such, then, is the state of matters. Looking at the
manner in which Mr. Pearson Hill has fenced against the
production of this correspondence, no impartial person can for
amoment doubt the tale same would tell ; and that, under
dl the clouds of sophistry, mystification, and abuse which
M. Pearson Hill has raised up, he has in reality not a leg to
stard upon.— P.C.j






With reference to a late circular on the above subject

living an account of a letter addressed to the Lords of
H.M. Treasury by the Bankers and Merchants of Dundee
in support of the plan of James Chalmers, | desire to
withdraw that portion of same attributing this letter to be
inthe possession of Mr. Pearson Hill, as of course | can-
not prove this to be the case. Those who have read the
circular, and have followed the controversy, will therefore
formtheir own conclusions independent of me as to whether
this Dundee letter is or is not in the possession of Mr.
Pearson Hill equally with the plan to which it refers and
the entire correspondence betwixt Mr. James Chalmers
and Sir PkOwland Hill, as admitted by Mr. Pearson Hill to
be in his possession, but who as respects this Dundee
letter declines to reply either way, the question having

heen plainly put before him.

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,

IGth -fiilii, 1889.









Letter of the Bankers and Merchants of Dundee to the Lords of
Her Majesty’s Treasury.

After the passing of the Penny Postage Bill in August, 1839, Mr. Rowland Hill was
appointed to a position in the Treasury for the purpose of superintending the carrying out of
the scheme which he had introduced, but for the working of which in practice he had failed to
propose any practicable plan. The Lords of H.M. Treasury consequently applied to the public
for plans and suggestions for that purpose, by Treasury Minute of date 23rd August, Mr. Hill
being then at the Treasury.

James Chalmers, of Dundee, had in December, 1837, and again in February, 1838, already
proposed to the proper authorities, and to Mr. Rowland Hill himself, the ylan of an Adhesive
Postage Stamp, and now in response to this public appeal from the Treasury sent in his plan
for the third time.

A copy of the Arbroath Herald, of date October 11th, 1839, has been brought to light, from
which I am now enabled to show that on this last-named occasion the proposal of Mr. Chalmers
was accompanied by an influential memorial on the part of his townsmen in Dundee advocating
the plan which he had brought forward. The article in the Arbroath Herald is as follows

“ POSTAGE IMPROVEMENT.

“ Mr. James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, has for many years, as perhaps most of our
readers may be aware, taken a very active interest in directing public attention to the means
and importance of accelerating the mail and in the general improvement of the Post Oflice
establishment. It was chiefly through his exertions, prior to the use of railways, a gain of two
days was effected in the correspondence between London and Liverpool and this neighbourhood.
He has lately applied himself to mature a plan for carrying into effect the uniform postage of
one penny ; and in consequence of the recent Treasury Minute inviting competition on the best
mode of carrying into effect the principle recommended by Mr. Rowland Hill and now sanctioned
by the Legislature, Mr. Chalmers has transmitted his plan to the Lords of the Treasury,
accompanied by the following certificate subscribed by about one hundred and fifty of the
principal bankers, merchants, writers, shipowners, and others, in Dundee.”

Here follows the certificate or letter dated September 30th, 1839, to the same effect as above,
first setting forth the early postal services of Mr. Chalmers, and ending by *“ respectfully
recommending his plan, a specimen along with a description of which they had seen, to the
favourable consideration of the Right Honourable the Lords of Her Majesty's Treasury.”

For this copy of the Arbroath Herald, from which the above is taken, | am indebted to
friends in Arbroath (the birthplace of James Chalmers), including Mr. J. M. McBain, banker
there, and author of the work “ Arbroath Past and Pr<sent,” already mentioned in my last
pamphlet, page 32, and also author of the “ Bibliography of Arbroath Periodical Literature and
Political Broadsides.” The Herald was a weekly paper published in Arbroath. It only existed
for one year, but has since been resuscitated.



Having applied to the Treasury here for permission to inspect the above official letter to the
Lords of Her Majesty's Treasury, | have been favoured with the following reply —

* Treasury Chambers,
“ W /i June, 1889.

“ Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 28th ultimo and 17th instant, | am directed by the
Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury to inform you that the document which you
ask permission to inspect is not in their possession, nor is it amongst the papers preserved at

the Record Office.
“ 1 am, Sir,

“ Your obedient Servant,
“ P. Chalmers, Esq., “ (Signed) R. E. WELBY.
“ Wimbledon.”

I shall be doing no injustice, therefore, to Mr. Pearson Hill, and this the more especially
as lie declines to acknowledge or even to open any communication from me, by concluding that
the document in question is now and has been throughout this controversy in his hands, along
with the plan to which it refers, and the entire correspondence betwixt our respective fathers, as
admitted by Mr. Pearson Hill to be in his possession.

Here, then, is a further and most impressive instance of the system pursued by Sir
Rowland Hill in endeavouring to efface all traces of evidence disproving his pretensions to
having been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. The official correspondence betwixt
James Chalmers and himself, the inspection of which would have proved the justice of Chalmers’
claim, was removed from the Treasury— advantage is equally taken of his position there to
carry into his own possession this official letter of Chalmers’ townsmen, proving that up to that
period nothing whatever had been heard or known as to the adoption of the Adhesive Stamp
having been proposed or contemplated by Mr. Hill himself. When the subsequent Sir Rowland
Hill comes to write what purports to be a “ History of Penny Postage,” all reference to the
proceedings in the Houses of Parliament, officially proving as they do that, up to the introduc-
tion of the Bill in July, 1889, he had not proposed to adopt the Adhesive Stamp, is carefully
omitted. Proof wupon proof thus demonstrates that Mr. Rowland Hill's statement of
18th January, 1840, to Mr. Chalmers, that he had himself proposed the adoption of the
Adhesive Stamp prior to the proposal to that effect by Mr. Chalmers in December, 1837,
obscured the facts, and was a mere pretext and afterthought bred of the success which had
attended Chalmers’ invention and proposal.

In this same system of suppression of documents and evasion Sir Rowland Hill has been
faithfully followed by his son : the correspondence is still withheld ; the official letter of the
Bankers and Merchants of Dundee in support of their townsman, withheld even from his friends
in the London Philatelic Society and elsewhere, it was hoped would never see the light ; all
reference to the Parliamentary proceedings of July, 1889, is equally evaded in Mr. Pearson
Hill's publications as in those of his father, as being insurmountable and conclusive against bis
pretensions ; and to that system of suppression and evasion has been added one of mystification
of facts and of ungentlemanly abuse of myself, my witnesses, and supporters. As lias been well
said— “ Violence is the characteristic of despair.”

PATRICK CHALMERS.
Wimbledon,

Juh/, 1889.
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CHALMEHS' respectful compliments.

Mr. Gladstone on Penny Postage Reform.

In his late speech at Saltney Mr. Giadstone tOOK oOccasion to point out the
many advantages derived at the present day from the penny postage reform as
compared to the pre-existing system when the rates of postage were not only high
and beyond the reach of the working man, but where, moreover, double and treble
rates were charged irrespective of size and weight, every “ bit of paper” in or about
a letter being liable for a postage. The happy change to our present system he
attributed solely to the courage, genius, and invention of Sir Rowland Hirtr.

As this statement carried with it much wunintentional injustice to the real

1] ”
originator of the principle Of charge by weight in place of by sheet, an injustice
which could be readily pointed out, I addressed to Mr. Gladstone the following

letter :—

“ Oriental Club,
* Hanover Square, W,
“ October &0th, 1889.
“ Sir,

“In your late speech at Saltney as reported in the papers, where you
“ gpeak of the great boon of penny postage, and which you attribute to the courage
“ and genius of sir Rowtand Hirt, you further emphasize the value of the principle
of charge by weight in place of charge by sheet, or “ bits of paper,” leaving it to be

understood that such great principle emanated originally from sir Rowland Hirt.

“ Permit me, Sir, in justice to the memory of my countryman, the late
“ Mr. w antace, M.P. for Greenock, to point out that, in moving on the Sth July,
“ 1885, for ‘a Select Committee of the House of Commons to inquire into the
“management of the Post Office,’ that well-known postal reformer urged, amongst
% other improvements which he had already submitted to the Postmaster-General.
“ that ‘letters shall be charged by weight, and that charges on letters having
“ “envelopes, or on double, or on such-like letters, shall be discontinued.” As we
“ are approaching the Jubilee celebration of the great postal reform of 1840, when it
“iIs desirable exactly to know what proposals of sir Rowland Hintn Of 1837 were
“ original on his part, and what we owe to other men, permit me respectfully to ask if
“you have merely overlooked what | now point out; or if, in your opinion, the
“ valuable principle of charge by weight wes originally the conception and first the
“ proposal of sir Rowtand Hirl.

“1 remain, &c.,
“ (Signed) PAT. CHALMERS.”

To this letter | have not been favoured with any reply ; but any one, by turning up
Hansard, voli. 29, July 1835, may read Mr. warttace’s speech and proposal, as above,
for himself.



As other speakers than Mr. Giradstone, as Well as writers in the Press, will
shortly be commemorating the Jubilee year of the great Postal Reform of 1840, the
entire merit of which, both as respects conception and execution, it has hitherto been
the habit to attribute to Sia Rowiana Hini, it is desirable on such an occasion that
more correct views should be disseminated. Consequently, the following queries are
here respectfully put in advance. Are you aware—

1. That the reformed postal system was not the work of one year nor of one
man, but that the abuses and mismanagement of the Post Office occupied the attention
of the public and of public men both in and out of Parliament for many years prior to
the advent of sir Rowrana Hirr; that a “ Commission of Inquiry ” was at length
appointed, much evidence both as to complaints and remedies obtained, and which
Commission issued in all ten reports ?

2. That the Fifth Report of this Commission of date April, 1836, recommends
the enactment of a low and uniform penny postage on Prices Current, and similar
mercantile publications, then subject to the same high and variable rates as were
letters, and charged by sheet, to be now prepaid by stamp impressed upon the sheet
of paper, and charged by weight in place of by sheet, at the rate of one penny the
half-ounce— Mr. w a11ace, as above proved, having long previously already urged
the principle of “ charge by weight ” on letters ?

3. That the then Mr. Rowiana H i1, about this period, and otherwise
unoccupied, fortunately joined this body of postal reformers, of whom his elder
brother, Matthew Davenport Hirt1, M.P. for Hull, was one ; receiving prior to the

issue of his pamphlet of 1837 from Mr. w a11ace “ an additional half-hundredweight
of those heavy blue-books,” beyond those into which “ he had already dipped,” his
“ only sources of information for the time ” ?— (See “ Life of Sir R. Hill,” page 24G,
under date 1836).

4. That neither in his pamphlet of 1837, nor in his “ Life,” written by himself,
does sir Rowiand Hir1 divulge or make any reference whatever to the provisions of
this Fifth Report, identical as they are with his own proposals of 1837 with respect to
letters, and which proposals have consequently been mistaken as having been his own
conception? “ He devised the scheme unaided,” says the Times, at his decease,
“ before he had ever been inside a Post Office,” its principles were “ principles which
he first laid down.” “ The present postage system,” says the Athenceum, “ is the sole
and undisputed invention of sir Rowtand Hirn.” Never has misconception been

more complete. What need to have been “ inside a Post Office ” when everything lay
before him in these blue-books ? But more :

5. That, so far from sir Rowirand H i1 having ever been officially acknowledged

as the first person to propose a uniform penny postage on letters, he has been
distinctly officially told to the contrary as under

Extract from Treasury Minute, of date 11th March, 1864, conferring upom

Sir Rowland Hilr, upon his retirement from active service, his full salary of 4>2,000
a year :



“ My Lords do not forget that it has heen by the powerful agency of the railway
“ system that these results have been rendered practicable. Neither do they enter into
“ the question, as foreign to the occasion, what honour may be due to those who, before
“ the development of the plans of 3m Howland Hill urged the adoption of Linfoma
“ Penny Postage.”

6. That it is thus proved that, however great the services of Sut Rowtand Hirr,
invention or originality of conception formed no part of his merits; that, indeed, his
penny postage scheme was simply an unacknowledged reproduction of the prior
proposals of other men, devoid of any of that gelius of invention with which he has
been so largely credited.

7. That the non-originality of sir Rowiranda H i1 has been recognised by his
Mansion House Memorial Fund Committee subsequent to my having drawn their
attention to the above-named Fifth Report, as may be read from the City Press of
date 18th March, 1882 —

“ ROWLAND BILL MEMORIAL ~”

“ On Thursday a Meeting of the Rowland Hill Memorial Committee was held at
“ the Mansion House, the Lord Mayor presiding. A discussion arose as to the
“ Inscription upon Mr. onsiow Ford's Statue to be erected at the Royal Exchange,
“ which had been determined at a previous meeting to run thus :(— ‘ Rowland Hill—
“ * He founded Penny Postage.” Mr. w nitenead NOW proposed that the last sentence
“ should run, * He gave us Penny Postage.’” Mr. Northover Seconded. The Lord
Mayor (Sir 3. w nittaker E 11is) thought that a mere mention of the name, birth,
“and death on the statue would be sufficient. Dr. w arter Lewis moved for
“and Mr. causton, M.P., seconded the following inscription: ‘ Sir Rowtand Hinr,
“*K.C.B., bom 1795, died 1879." Mr. w nitenhead withdrew his motion, and the
“ latter suggestion was unanimously adopted. Mr. C. Barry moved, and Mr. R. Price
“ seconded, the following addition to the words : ‘ By whose energy and perseverance
“ * the national Penny Postage was established.” Eventually this was carried by uine
“ votes to six, the Lord Mayor voting in the minority.”— City Press, 18th March.

It will be seen that the above proceedings on the part of the Committee
amounted to a complete admission of the discovery | laid before them, viz., that the
Penny Postage Scheme of 1837 was not an invention, but only a copy. The change in
the inscription was important and significant—“ He founded Penny Postage ” was
unanimously abaudoned. He “ established ” it was substituted—while a minority ot
six to nine were in favour of an inscription merely nominal. At a subsequent
meeting at which the Lord Mayor was not present, a third inscription was adopted
equally but not so clearly admitting the non-originality of conception.

8. That the “ Mercantile Committee of the City of London,” a body of London
Bankers and Merchants specially associated for the purpose, were largely it not indeed
mainly instrumental in obtaining Parliamentary sanction for this reform by a liberal
expenditure of time and money, and by having through their Secretary, Mr. Henry
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Co1e, Obtained over 2,000 petitions from the country in favour of the Bill ? Not once
has any modern writer or speaker so much as alluded to the influence and labours of

this Committee, attributing, on the contrary, the entire merit of the passing of the
Bill to the energy of sir Rowtand Hirn.

9. That the net revenue from the Post Office previous to 1840 having been
41,634,000, it was not until the year 1863, when sir Rowland

H i1 retired, that an
equal revenue was obtained, the comparative loss to the revenue in the interval
having amounted to fourteen millions sterling ?

10. That Mr. rRow1ianda H i1 having wholly failed in proposing a practicable plan

lor carrying out in practice the scheme which he had introduced, the Treasury, by
Treasury Minute of date 23rd August, 1839, after the passing of the Bill, invited

plans and suggestions from the public for that purpose, resulting in the adoption of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp in conjunction with Mr. Hirr's
stamped wrappers or envelopes.

11.

plan of impressed

That “ shortly afterwards ” the envelopes had to be destroyed as useless,
while, “ though working both night and day,” the supply of Adhesive Stamps “ failed
to meet the demand.” [“ Life of Sir Rowland Hill.”] Thus the Adhesive Stamp
saved and has carried out the reformed postal system, indispensable moreover to this
day to the commerce and revenues of the world.

12. That the Adhesive Postage Stamp was the invention oOf James Chaimers,

bookseller, Dundee, in the month of August, 1834, and had been urged by him upon
the proper authorities as early as December, 1837, and upon Mr.
February, 1838— and of which plan Mr. H 11 subsequently availed himself of his

position in the public service to usurp the merit. For proofs and particulars of this
1 refer to my publication shortly to appear, entitled

H i1 himself Iin

“* HOW JAMES CHALMERS SAVED THE PENNY POSTAGE SCHEME.

“Letter of Dundee Bankers and Merchants to the L ords of

Her Majesty's Treasury.”

PATRICK CHALMERS.

W imbledon,

November 8th, 1889.



[Copy.]

W imbledon,

November i8th, 1889.

Dear Mr. Bradt,
A copy Of the Chicago Gazette for this month has just reached me, from which

I notice that a Committee of A.P.A. Members is to be appointed to investigate the
Chalmers-Hili. matter, my friends in general at the Convention properly assenting, for the
reasons named.

Readers of my pamphlets cannot forget that many years ago | assented to the Ilate
Mr. Mcrley's proposal for arbitration while you will find, on reference to my pamphlet of
1884, page 32, that | suggested to the Post Office authorities here an examination of my
withesses ; but in neither case was anything done.

Though time has thinned their ranks and left the survivors certainly not younger men,
it will be found that even now the opprobrious epithet applied to them of being only
< men in their dotage ” is strangely inapplicable. | shall, moreover, invite them, notwith-
standing what has occurred, to reply with readiness to any application that may be
addressed to them. You will remember that, a few months ago, Mr. Maxwell, of Hull,
was induced under friendly guise to state what he knew, the result being that a maliciously
untrue version of his letter appeared in one of your Philatelic journals—statements fastened
upon him which he never made, his dates falsified, himself charged by Mr. Pearson Hill
with having been talked over or bribed by me ; the fact being that, as with other witnesses,
our very existence was unknown to each other, nor to this day have we ever met.

It is indeed surprising that a cause which has to be supported in such manner as this,
filled out with mere denunciation and abuse, without a pretence of proof, should have found
amongst the Members of your Association any sympathy or support whatever. That such
tactics will prevail with the intelligent and responsible Committee now to be appointed is of
course impossible. Throwing aside all mystification and superfluities, what you will want to
ascertain on behalf of your Association is, “* When did Hill or Chalmers invent the
Adhesive Postage Stamp, and what proof can you adduce on the subject ?”

As not even the warmest friends here of Mr. Pearson Hill, either in or out of the
Press, now pretend that Sir Rowland Hill ever did invent this stamp, little difficulty
promises 1O be found in arriving at a conclusion confirmatory of the Chicago Resolutions
of 1887.

Asking you to be good enough to obtain publicity for this letter in one or more of your

journals,
| remain,

Yours faithfully,

Mr. S. B. Bradrt, PATRICK CHALMERS.

Grand Crossing, lllinois.






(The abbesibc |lostario Stamp.

“How James Chalmers saved the Penny Postage
Scheme. Letter of the Dundee Bankers and

Merchants to the Lords of H.M. Treasury.”

Sir,

In handing you copy of the Preface to the above-
named pamphlet just published, | will only add, in the
words of the City Press, an authority second to none
(“ the alopted medium for all official announcements
concerning the Metropolis.” and of the Corporation of
the City of London)—* Is the man who, at a critical
moment and unrewarded, supplied the motive power
 the Penny Postage Scheme—a power to this day
indispensable to the commerce and revenues of the
world to be left unmentioned, while every possible
occasion is availed of to laud the services of Sir Rowland

Hill?”

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,

December, 1889.






It remains to be noted that neither the London Press
In their late Jubilee articles, nor the Postmaster-General
in his Jubilee speech, makes any claim whatever as to Sir
Rowland Hill having been the originator of the Adhesive

Postage Stamp.
P. C
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CHRONOLOGY OF THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

Invented by James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, in the month of August, 1834. (See
Faicyclopeedia Britannica, after special investigation, and Dictionary of National Biography, &c.)

Sent by James Chalmers in December, 1837, to the Select Committee of the House of
Commons appointed to inquire into the proposed Penny Postage Scheme of Mr. Rowland Hill.
The letter of acknowledgment of Mr. W altace, the Chairman, is of date 9th December, 1837.

Again sent in February, 1838, to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London,
endeavouring to obtain Parliamentary sanction to the proposed Penny Postage Scheme. Of
this Committee Mr. Cole (afterwards Sir Henry Cole) was Secretary, and he has bequeathed
Mr. Chalmers’ letter and plan as now in use to the South Kensington Museum Library, given
in detail at page 29 of my pamphlet just issued.*

At same time, Mr. Chalmers' plan cawe under the notice of Mr. Rowland Hill, whose
reply to Mr. Chalmers, of date 3rd March, 1838, was unfavourable.

On the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill into Parliament in July, 1H39, the Govern-
ment disapproved of Mr. Rowland Hilt's plan of an impressed stamped cover (see page 10), and
all was dismay, amidst the jeers of the opponents of the scheme, as to how the same was to be
carried out. In this dilemma Mr. Wallace in the Commons, and Lord Ashburton in the Lords
(sec page 11), brought forward the merits of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. Plans were advertised
for from the public, and nothing better having been found, the Adhesive Stamp was adopted by
treasury Minute of date 26th December, 1839, two years after Mr. Chaimers had sent this plan to
Mr. W allace, in conjunction with Mr. Hitr’s plan of the impressed stamped cover (see page 17).
A contract for the supply of Adhesive Stamps, at the price of (id. per 1,000 stamps, was made
with Messrs. Bacon and Fetch, Fleet Street (see page 21), but it was not until the following
May, 1840, that the stamps came into use.

The connection betwixt Mr. Chalmers as the originator and the adoption of the Adhesive
Stamp is thus clearly established. Mr. Hir1, however, availed himself of his despotic position
in the control of the new Penny Postage system to set aside, by letter of 30th January, 1840,
and upon a flimsy pretext, tire claim of Mr. Chalmers, thus usurping the merit to himself.

What is the use of a scheme, however excellent, even had same been original on the part of
Mr. Hinr, which it was not (see the official Treasury Minute to that effect, page 21), if you
cannot carry it out in practice ? This Jubilee Year of the Reformed Postal System finds the
Adhesive Stamp still indispensable to the postal system, the commerce and revenues of all nations.
Is its celebration to pass without so much as a word of acknowledgment to the memory of the
man who, himself unrewarded, bestowed this boon upon his country and the world?

PATRICK CHALMERS.

W imbledon,
January, 1890.

** How Jamen <halmen saved the Penny Postage Scheme. Letter of the Dundee Bankon and Merchants to th; Dorde
Her Majesty'« Treasury.* Effingham Wilson k Co., Royal Exchange.






PENNY POSTAGE REFORM

A long communication having appeared in the Standard newspaper of 9th January
from < A Correspondent ” on the above subject, in which the origin of the Adhesive Postage
Stamp is ascribed to Sir Rowtand Hili, | have addressed the following letters to that journal,
your perusal of which is requested.

r PATRICK CHALMERS.
Wimbledon,

«January 10th, 1890.

To the Editor of the. * Standard.”
Sir,

Your correspondent on the above subject in to-day’'s Standard has not read up the
facts as to the origin of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. A reference to the pages of the
Encyclopedia Britannica, Dictionary of National Biography, and other leading authorities, will
show you that such was the invention, in the year 1834, of my late father, James Chalmers,
bookseller, Dundee, a well-known postal reformer and correspondent of Mr. Hume, Mr. Wallace,
and Mr. Knight, from whom Mr. Rowland Hill, after the publication of the first edition of his
pamphlet of 1837, obtained the idea, but without seeing its value or proposing its adoption for
the purpose of carrying out the scheme he had introduced. In a letter of 3rd March, 1838, to
my father, Mr. Hill wrote disapprovingly of this plan. As late as July, 1839, the Chancellor of
the Exchequer, on introducing the Penny Postage Rill, stated that Mr. Hill's plan was that
“an impressed stamp cover should absolutely be used in all cases.” Hereupon Mr. Wallace
proposed the Adhesive Stamp, which plan Mr. Chalmers had sent him in December, 1837— his
letter of acknowledgment to Chalmers is of date 9th December of that year. You can verify all
this from “ Hansard.” After, upon the suggestion of Mr. Warburton, plans had been invited
from the public and nothing better found, the Adhesive Stamp was at length adopted by Mr. Hill
by Treasury Minute of 26th December, 1839, two years after my father had sent this plan to
Mr. Wallace, to Mr. Hill, and to Mr. Cole, Secretary to the Mercantile Committee of the City of

London, who has bequeathed James Chalmers’ letter and plnn to the Souti» Kensington Museum
Library.
Such was the origin of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.
Yours respectfully,

W imbledon, PATRICK CHALMERS.

January 9th.

P.T.O



To the Editor of the “ Standard.”
Sir,

Let me add to my letter of yesterday on the subject of the Adhesive Postage Stamp,
the origin of which your correspondent so mistakenly attributed specially to the invention of
Sir Howland Hill, that even Mr. Pearson Hill in his late pamplet makes no such special claim
— stating, on the contrary, that this stamp, “ a very minor detail,” must have occurred to
< scores of people,” as it did in 1839, years after its invention and advocacy by Chalmers.

Permit me further to state that a specimen of an Adhesive Postage Stamp by James
Chalmers of the year 1834 is now in the possession of the eminent Philatelist, Herr Sigmund
Friedl, of Vienna, and may now be seen in his Philatelic Museum there ; thus confirming by-
ocular demonstration, the written evidence on the part of Chalmers' former employes and friends
in Dundee now or lately living, proving the invention and production of this stamp in his
premises in 1834, evidence upon which the Encyclopedia Britannica and other high authorities
have already recorded James Chalmers as having been the originator of this world-wide boon.
It will be satisfactory to these high authorities to find their verdict so unexpectedly and con-

clusively confirmed.

Yours respectfully,

~PATRICK CHALMERS.
W imbledon,

January 10i/i.

The production of this Adhesive Stamp of 1834 supplies the last call which has been made
upon me by way of a thorough completion of my evidence. Critical readers of my case, or
opponents, have 6aid : “ We of course admit the 1838 proofs which we see before us under your

father’s signature, and we admit the strong written evidence as to the invention in 1834— but

how comes it that you can show us nothing under your father's signature prior to 1888?—no

copies of letters written or received in confirmation of this 1834 date? ” To that last refuge
of criticism or opposition | now reply, “ Behold the Stamp of 1831 ! While as to letters, one
now in good standing in Dundee has lately written me—" | recollect quite well the 1840
“ presentation. | was then a lad in your father's service.” After other reminiscences he
states : “ After your father's death in 1853 his shop was cleared out and temporary premises

taken lor six months to allow extensive alterations to be carried out. Many boxes of old
“ papers were sent across to the inkwork to be burnt in the furnace there.” All this is new to
me, as in 1853 1 was still abroad and for some years after. Such was the fate of my father’s

correspondence—hut, thanks to the study and persistence of Philately, there is his Stamp !

P.CJ
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James Chalmers' Adhesive Postage Stamp of 1834,

It is now about a year since | was first made acquainted with the existence of an original
postage stamp of 1834, by James Chalmers, in the hands of the eminent Philatelist,
Herr Sigmund Friecll, the proprietor of the extensive Stamp Museum at Vienna. Before fully
accepting the genuine nature of this remarkable production and circulating this discovery in
Philatelic quarters, | have waited to see the reception afforded to this possession of Herr Friedl
amongst the Philatelic body in Germany. The result has been all that could be desired, the
proofs produced by its possessor of such being a genuine stamp of the year 1834 by James
Chalmers have been accepted as undoubted by bis fellow-students of Philately in Germany,
amongst whom a facsimile has been circulated and the original inspected by the numerous
Philatelists on the spot; while an examination of the stamp itself can leave no doubt in any
unprejudiced mind that the stamp was produced by the same hand and in the same premises
as James Chalmers’ stamp of February, 1838, now in the Soutli Kensington Museum Library,
many “ facsimiles' of which are in the hands of Philatelists throughout the world. It will be
perceived that both stamps have the same diamond-shaped margin enclosing the saaie words,
“ General Postage, not exceeding one o0z., two-pence "—the two-pence at the bottom in both
cases. | should first have observed that this 1831 stamp is a twopenny stamp for one ounce,
not a penny stamp for half an ounce, and is in words identical with the twopenny stamp of the
1838 issue. In the 1834 stamp the word “ used ” is placed across the stamp to show same has
been “ used,” but for this purpose an improvement is found in the 1838 specimen by having the
name and date of the post-office through which the letter passes placed across the stamp, as

ultimately adopted along with the entire principle of Chalmers’ 1838 specimen, and yet in use.

How freely the authenticity of this 1834 stamp is now accepted by the German Philatelists
canuot be better exemplified than by now finding same, after being brought forward in various
journals, placed in the frontispiece of “ Herr Sehwanberger’'s Jubilee Album,” awarded the first
prize at the Amsterdam Convention, along with a portrait of James Chalmers and specimen of
bis 1838 stamp. Herr Schwanberger is co-editor with Dr. Moschkau of the Illustritc Brief-
marken Zeitung, published by Ernest lleitman, at Leipzig—also publisher of “ Schwanberger’s
Jubilee Album.” The frontispiece with above-named portrait of Chalmers, biographical notice,
and specimens of his 1834 and 1838 stamps, with specimen of the 1810 stamp by Messrs.
Bacon et Petcb, taken from Chalmers’ plan and letter (see “ How James Chalmers saved the

Penny Postage Scheme,” page 21), can be had separately from the Album itself.

PATK1CK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,

February, 1890.
p. T. o.



The production of this stamp of 1881 is a further proof, if such was wanted, of uniform
penny postage having been a current idea amongst postal reformers prior to the advent of
Sir Rowland Hill. The Treasury Minute of 11th March, 1864, stating that the adoption of
uniform penny postage had been wurged upon the Government prior to the proposals of
Sir Rowland Hill is, of itself, conclusive on the point. Other proofs are given in my pamphlet
already named. The Times of 30th September, 1885, gives us the biography of at least une
man, the Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, “ one of the earliest advocates of postal reform,”
who several years prior to 1837 had memorialised the Government to that effect. The Sir
Rowland Hill Mansion House Committee abandoned the point of originality of conception on
his part, and correspondingly changed the inscription on his City statue. As with the scheme
so with the stamp, neither were originally the conception of Sir Rowland Hill, while the produc-
tion of this stamp of 1834 places beyond further dispute the title of James Chalmers to having
been the Originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp—a title already acknowledged by the
majority of Philatelists throughout the world, by a large body of the Press, and by the leading
biographical works of the day.— P. C.



THE SERVICES OF ROBERT WALLACE, M.P. FOR GREENOCK.
—THE SIR ROWLAND HILL MANSION HOUSE COMMITTEE.

The following letter lias just been published in the Star newspaper .—
“ THE PENNY POST AND WALLACE, OF KELLY.”

“ S:kK-—Lenig an admirer of the Star's independent spirit, coupled with its firmness on matters of
public filterest, | solicit insertion of this short letter. My desire is to ask how it conies to pass that in
idi the outpourings of the London Press on the jubilee of the penny postage, not one word that | can see
or hear of has been said of Bobért W allace, of Kelly, then M.P. for Greenock, which he represented
from 1883 to 1845. Mr. W allace was one of the soundest and most laborious members that ever sat
“ in the House of Commons. Among his other great services he was the very first to assail the then
host Office abuses, and to urge their reform. | am old enough to have a grateful recollection of his
“ numerous efforts on behalf of'the public, and especially in the matter of Post Office reform, and it was
“ while he was so engaged that Sir (then Mr.) Lowland Hill stepped in with his proposal for a penny
“ postage. That gentleman always frankly attributed to Mr. W allace the first conception of what was
“ carried out, and also that its being so was solely to be attributed to his indomitable and persevering
“ energy in and out of Parliament. Mr. )Hill wrote at the time: ‘ P>y four years of incessant
attacks, Mr. W allace destroyed the prestige once enjoyed by the Post Office, and exposed it to the
“ wholesome influence of public opinion.” Mr. W allace’s services in this cause were universally known
and widely acknowledged. He was presented with the freedom of the city of Glasgow and of the
boroughs of Aberdeen, Paisley, Perth, Dingwall, Inverness, and Dornoch, with an address by the
inhabitants of Kilmarnock, and another from the Postmaster-General of France. His admirers
presented him with a public testimonial in the form of an annuity of £500. for his private means had
suffered through his devotion to the service of the public. He died in 1855 at the age of 82. How the
above labours of a great and noble-minded Scottish reformer, ever staunch and true, come now to be
ignored must puzzle all acquainted with them, and | therefore again ask you to give this short and
“ imperfect record the wide publicity of the Star's circulation.

“ Yours, &c.,
“A SCOTS HOME KULER.”

Sudi is the fitting tribute paid to the memory of the man who, by years oi
labour in and out of Parliament, prepared the soil and sowed the seed from which
Sir Rowland Hill alone has reaped the produce— the man who gave Rowland Hill
all the information and arguments which enabled him to draw up his pamphlet of
1837—a Scotchman, like James Chalmers, who at a critical moment showed
Rowland Hill how alone the scheme he had introduced could he practically carried
out, yet the services of both now equally left out of sight, their memory equally
ignored, by the Press and public of their country at such a juncture as this, when,
if true to their traditions, the voice of Scotchmen should have been heard loudly
asserting their usurped rights.

Further particulars with respect to the services of Mr. W allace will be louud in
the following queries which | respectfully address to H.M. Postmaster-General, the
Ex-Postmasters-General, and others present at the late commemorative dinner, where
alone the name of Rowland Hill was toasted as the man to whom we owe that penny
postage reform so loudly praised by the various speakers. Queries likewise addressed
to that large body of the Press engaged in erroneously lauding the same name as
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that of the great genius who invented, proposed, and carried out by his sole efforts and
ingenuity the postal reform now being celebrated. Are you aware—

1. That the reformed postal system was not the work of one year nor of ore
man, but that the abuses and mismanagement of the Post Office occupied the attention
of the public and of public men both in and out of Parliament for many years prior to
the advent of Sir Rowland Hii1; that a “ Commission of Inquiry” was at length

appointed, much evidence both as to complaints and remedies obtained, and which
Commission issued in all ten reports ?

2. ThatMr. Wal lace, M.P. for Greenock, a leading Postal Reformer, in moving,
on the 9th July, 1835, for “ a Select Committee of the House of Commons to inquire
into the management of the Post Office,” urged amongst other improvements which
he had already submitted to the Postmaster-General that “ letters shall be charged
by weight, and that charges on letters having envelopes, or on double or on such like
letters, shall be discontinued ”— (see Hansard, Voi. 29)—afterwards repeating this
proposal before the Commission of Post-Office Inquiry, which he had been the means

3. That the Fifth Report of this Commission of date April, 1836, recommends
the enactment of a low and uniform penny postage on Prices Current, and similar
mercantile publications, then subject to the same high and variable rates as were
letters, and charged by sheet, to be now prepaid by stamp impressed upon the sheet
of paper, and charged by weight in place of by sheet, at the rate of one penny the

half-ounce— Mr. Wallace, as above proved, having long previously already urged
the principle of “ charge by weight ” on letters ?

4, That the then Mr. Rowland Hill, about this period, and otherwise
unoccupied, fortunately joined this body of postal reformers, of whom his elder
brother, Matthew Davenport Hill, M.P. for Hull, was one; receiving prior to the
issue of his pamphlet of 1837 from Mr. Wallace “ an additional half-hundredweight
of those heavy blue-books,” beyond those into which “ he had already dipped,” his

~only sources of information for the time ” ?— (See “ Life of Sir R. Hill,” page 240
under date 1836).

5. That neither in his pamphlet of 1837, nor in his “ Life,” written by himself,
does Sir Rowland Hill divulge or make any reference whatever to the provisions of
this Fifth Report, identical as they are with his own proposals of 1837 with respect to
letters, and which proposals have consequently been mistaken in general as having

been his own conception? Never has misconception been more complete. But more:

6. That, so far from Sir Rowland Hill having ever been officially acknowledged

as the first person to propose a uniform penny postage on letters, he has been
distinctly officially told to the contrary as under :— *

Extract from Treasury Minute, of date 11th March, isc4, conferring upon

Sm Rowland Hill, upon his retirement from active service, his full salary of .£2,000
ayear:

“ My Lords do uot forget that it has been by the powerful agency of the railway
system that these results have been rendered practicable. Neither do they enter into
the question, as foreign to the occasion, what honour may be due to those who, before

the development of the plans of Sir Rowland Hill urged the adoption of | inform
Penny Postage.”

“
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THE SERVICES OF ROBERT WALLACE, M.P. FOR GREENOCK.
—THE SIR ROWLAND HILL MANSION HOUSE COMMITTEE.

The following letter lias just been published in the Hi<n- newspaper

“ THE PENNY POST AND WALLACE, OF KELLY."

“ Sie,- -Being an admirer ot the star's independent spirit, coupled with as fimmtss on mutters ot
public interest, L solicit insertion of this short letter. My desire is to nsk how it conies to pass that in
all the outpourings ot the London Press on the jubilee of the penny postage, not one word that i can see
or hear ot has been said of Borkrt Wallace, of Kelly, tlien M.P. for (ireenoch, which he represented
“ from 1883 to 1S16. Mr. Wallace was one of the soundest and most laborious members that ever sat
in the House of Commons. Among his other great services lie was the very first to assail the then
Post Office abuses, and to urge their reform. | am old enough to have a grateful recollection of his
numerous cilorts on behalf of the public, and especially in the matter of Post Office reform, and it was
while lie was so engaged that Sir (then Mr.) Rowland Hil1 stepped in with his proposal for a penny
postage. That gentleman always frankly attributed to Mr. W al1ace the first conception of what was
carried out, and also that its being so was solely to be attributed to bis indomitable and persevering
energy in and out of Parliament. Mr. Hinn wrote at the time: ‘' By four years of incessant
attacks, Mr. N\ ari.siek destroyed the prestige once enjoyed by the Post Office, and exposed it to the
wholesome influence of public opinion.” Mr. Wallace's services in this cause were universally known
and widely acknowledged. He was presented with the freedom of the city of Glasgow and of the
boroughs of Aberdeen, Paisley, Perth, Dingwall, Inverness, and Dornoch, with an address by the
inhabitants of Kilmarnock, and another from the Postmaster-General of France. His admirers
presented him with a public testimonial in the form of an annuity of £500, for his private means had
sutiered through his devotion to the service of the public. He died in 1855 at the age of H2. How the
above labours of a great and noble-minded Scottish reformer, ever staunch and true, come now to be
ignored must puzzle all acquainted with them, and | therefore again ask you to give this short and
“ imperfect record the wide publicity of the stay's circulation.

“ Yours, Ac.,
“A SCOTS HOME RULER.”

Such is tlie fitting tribute paid tu the memory ot the man who, by years of
labour in and out of Parliament, prepared the soil and sowed the seed from which
Sih Rowland Hill alone lias reaped the produce—the mau who gave Rowland Hill
al the information and arguments which enabled him to draw up his pamphlet of
1837—a Scotchman, like James Chalmers, who at a critical moment showed
Rowland Hill how alone the scheme he had introduced could be practically carried
«ut, vet the services of both now equally left out of sight, their memory equally
ignored, by the Press and public of their country at such ajuncture as this, when,
il true to their traditions, the voice of Scotchmen should have been heard loudly
asserting their usurped rights.

Further particulars with respect to the services of Mr. Wallace will be found in
the following queries which | respectfully address to |l.M. Postmaster-General, the
Ex-Postmasters-General, and others present at the late commemorative dinner, where
alone the name of Rowland Hill was toasted as the man to whom we owe that penny-
postage reform so loudly praised by the various speakers. Queries likewise addressed
to that large body of the Press engaged in erroneously lauding the same name as



that of the great genius who inrented, proposed, and carried out by his sole efforts and
ingenuity the postal reform now being celebrated. Are you aware—

1. That the reformed postal system was not the work of one year nor of one
man, but that the abuses and mismanagement of the Post Office occupied the attention
of the public and of public men both in and out of Parliament for many years prior to
the advent of Sin Rowland Hill; that a “ Commission of Inquiry” was at length

appointed, much evidence both as to complaints and remedies obtained, and which
Commission issued in all ten reports?

< That Mr. Wallace, M.P. for Greenock, a leading Postal Reformer, in moving,
on the 9th July. iN35. for “ a Select Committee of the House of Commons to inquire
into the management of the Post Office.” urged amongst other improvements which
he had already submitted to the Postmaster-General that “ letters shall be charged
by weight, and that charges on letters having envelopes, or on double or on such like
letters, shall be discontinued ” — (sit Hansard. Voi. 29)— afterwards repeating this

proposal before the Commission of Post-Office Inquiry, which he had been the means
of getting appointed.

3. That the Fifth Report of this Commission of date April, 183G, recommends
the enactment of a low and uniform penny postage on Prices Current, and similar
mercantile publications, then subject to the same high and variable rates as were
letters, and charged by sheet, to be now prepaid by stamp impressed upon the sheet
of paper, and charged by weight in place of by sheet, at the rate of one penny the

half-ounce— Mr. W allace, ns above proved, having long previously already urged
the principle of “ charge by weight ” on letters ?

4., That the then Mr. Rowland Hill, about this period, and otherwise
unoccupied, fortunately joined this body of postal reformers, of whom his elder
brother. Matthew Davenport Hill, M.P. for Hull, was one ; receiving prior to the
issue of his pamphlet of 1837 from Mr. Wallace “ an additional half-hundredweight
of those heavy blue-books,” beyond those into which “ he had already dipped,” his

< only sources of information for the time ” ?— (See “ Life of Sir R. Hill,” page 24
under date 183(5).

® That neither in his pamphlet of 1837, nor in his “ Life,” written by himself,
locs Sir Rowland Bill divulge or make any reference whatever to the provisions of
this Fifth Report, identi¢ni as they are with his own proposals of 1837 with respect to
letters, and which proposals have consequently been mistaken in general as having

been his own conception ? Never has misconception been more complete. But more:

G That, so far from Sir Rowland Hill having ever been officially acknowledged

as the first person to propose a uniform penny postage on letters, lie lias been
distinctly officially told to the contrary as under :—

Extract from Treasury Minute, of date IItli March, IHtii, conferring upon

Sm Rowland Hill, upon his retirement from active service, his full salary of £2,000
ayear :

“ My Lords do not forget that it has been by the powerful agency oi the railway
system that these results have been rendered practicable. Neither do they enter into
the question, as foreign to the occasion, what honour may be due to those who, before

the development of' the plans of Sir Rowland Hill vryed the adoption oi
Penny Postage."

“
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7. That in the Times of 80th September, 1885, will be found the biography of
ut least one man, the Rev. Samuel Roberts, M.A., of Conway, “ one of the earliest
advocates of Postal Reform,” who several years prior to 3887 had memorialised the
Government to the above effect That Mr. Roberts was aided in his declining years
bv a «rant of 150 from Her Majesty’'s Bounty Fund, and by subscriptions from the
leading men of the day, in his manifesto returning thanks for which Mr. Roberts lias
stiited°the proposal of a Uniform Penny Postage to have been well known before
Rowland Hill joined the circle ot the reformers.

8. That it is thus proved that, however great the services of Sir Rowland Hill,
invention or originality of conception formed no part of bis merits; that, indeed, his
penny postage scheme was simply an unacknowledged reproduction of the prior
proposals of other men, devoid of any of that genius of invention with which he has
been so largely credited.

‘phat the non-originality of Sir Rowland Hill has been recognised by bis
Mansion House Memorial Fund Committee subsequent to my having drawn their
attention to the above-named Fifth Report, as may be read from the Ciiti Pirns of

date 18th March, 1882 —
“ ROWLAND HILL MEMORIAL”

(< On Thursday a Meeting of the Rowland Hill Memorial Committee was held at
“ the Mansion House, the Lord Mayor presiding. A discussion arose as to the
“ Inscription upon Mr. Onslow Ford's statue to be erected at the Royal Exchange,
<which had been determined at a previous meeting to run thus ‘ Rowland Hill—
<« « p[e founded Penny Postage.” Mr. W hitehead now proposed that the last sentence
« should nm, ‘ He gave us Penny Postage.” Mr. Northover seconded. The Lord
<\jayor (Sir J. Whittaker E Ilis) thought that a mere mention of the name, birth,
« and death on the statue would be sufficient. Dr. Walter Lewis moved for
“and Mr. Fauston, M.P., seconded the following inscription: ‘' Sir Rowland Hill,
“*K.C.B., born 1795, died 1879." Mr. W hitehead withdrew his motion, and the
< |atter suggestion was unanimously adopted. Mr. C. Barry moved, and Mr. R. Price
“ seconde<L°the following addition to the words : *‘ By whose energy and perseverance
“ * the national Penny Postage was established.” Eventually this was carried by nine
“ votes to six, the Lord Mayor voting in the minority.”— Citi) P'esS 18th March.

It will he seen that the above proceedings on the part of the Committee
amounted to a complete admission of the discovery | laid before them, viz., that the
Penuv Postage Scheme of 1837 was not an invention, but only a copy. The change in
the inscription was important and significant—*“ He founded Penny Postage” was
unanimously abandoned. He “ established ” it was substituted— while a minority of
mx to nine were in favour of an inscription merely nominal. At a subsequent
meetimv at which the Lord Mayor was not present, a third inscription was adopted
equally admitting the non-originality of conception, but doing so in such a manner as
not to disturb the preconceived impressions oi the reader or ot the public.

10. That the “ Mercantile Committee of the City of Loudon,” a body of London
Bankers and Merchants specially associated for the purpose, were largely if not, indeed
mainly instrumental in obtaining Parliamentary sanction for this reform by a liberal
expenditure of time and money, and by having through their Secretary, Mr. Henry
Cole obtained over 2,000 petitions from the country in favour of the Bill ? Not once
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has any modern writer or speaker so much as alluded to the influence and labours of
this Committee, attributing, on the contrary, the entire merit of the passing of the
Bill to the energy of Sin Rowland Hill.

11. That the net revenue from the Post Office previous to 1840 having been
LL1,634,000, it was not until the year 1863, when Sn: Rowland Hilr retired, that an
equal revenue was obtained, the comparative loss to the revenue in the interval
having amounted to fourteen millions sterling "— (See House of Commons Return
of Post Office Revenue, dated 16th July, 1866.)

12 That Hr. Rowland Hill having wholly failed in proposing a practicable plan
tor carrying out in practice the scheme which he had introduced, the Treasury, by
Treasury Minute of date 23rd August, 1839, utter the passing of the Bill, invited
plans and suggestions from the public for that purpose, resulting in the adoption of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp in conjunction with Air. Hili/s plan of impressed
stamped wrappers or envelopes.

13. That ‘*shortly afterwards ” the envelopes had to be destroyed as useless,
while, “ though working both night and day,” the supply of Adhesive Stamps “ failed
to meet the demand.” TI™ Life of sir Rowland Hi11."” Thus the Adhesive Stamp
saved and has carried out the reformed postal system, indispensable moreover to this
day to that system and to the commerce and revenues of the world.

14. That the Adhesive Postage Stamp was the invention of James Chalmers
bookseller, Dundee, in the month oi August, 1834, and had been urged by him upon
the proper authorities as early as December, 1837, and upon Mr. Hilr himself in
February, 1838—and of which plan Mr. Hinnl subsequently availed himself of bis
position in the public service to usurp the merit. For proofs and particulars of this
L refer to my publication just issued, entitled

HOW JAMES CHALMERS SAVED THE PENNY POSTAGE SCHEME.

“ Letter of Dundee Bankers and Merchants to the L ords of
Her Majesty's Treasury."

PATRICK CHALMERS, F.R.Hht.Soc.

W imbled Jhmoruri/ Mi nin of the Société hilt mattonale il Timbroluyic, Peri»,
imbiedon, uml of Ten AmericMu Philatelic Societies.
February, 1890.

An olii controversy is recalled by Mr. Patrick Cualwfiis, F.R.H.S.. who narrates the true story of
the Penny Adhesive Postage Stamp lhue James Chutwera kiirni lhe fenni/ foxtaye Scheme" (E ffinohaH
Wilson) — and puts the case of * Adhesive Stamp' IChalmersi against “ Stamped Envelope
(Rowland 1liri.1with undeniable force.— Saturday furiar, January 18th. IH!IO.



The circumstances attending the change of inscription upon the City Statue of
Sia Rowland Hill have been particularised in a short pamphlet published by me in
18S6, entitled “ Concealment Unveiled : a Tale of the Mansion House,” showing
from the proceedings of the Committee and correspondence with the Lord Mayor, the
Chairman, that the Committee had become perfectly aware that the Penny Postage
Scheme was net, after all, an original conception on the part of Sir Rowland Hill,
but had not thought proper to make this known while erecting a statue to him and
continuing to collect mone}7in his name and under his prestige as a great inventor.
Copy of this pamphlet was sent to Sir John Monckton, accompanied by a letter from
me, very plainly setting forth the allegation of concealment of what, under the circum-
stances, the public and subscribers Avere entitled to know. This letter* was published
by me in several of the newspapers, and subsequently published under the additional
responsibility of a most scrupulously careful publisher in a pamphlet appropriately
entitled “ Submission of the Sir Rowland Hilt Committee,” no attempt having
been made publicly to question my allegation. My object, however, was perfectly
plain—that object not being to further embarrass the Committee under the trying
discovery brought to light, but to make apparent the practical admission from so
important a quarter that Sir Rowland Hill was capable of obtaining credit to himself
for greater services than those to which he was undoubtedly entitled. The bearing
of this feature in Sir Rowland Hill’'s system of borrowing other men’s proposals
upon my claim with respect to the Adhesive Postage Stamp is obvious; as with the
scheme so with the stamp, the latter idea equally obtained from outside sources, as
wes the scheme itself.

When a man of note dies, the busy journalist of the day can only reproduce the
accepted position of his life and the halo, deserved or otherwise, with which he has
managed to surround himself. Daily journalists cannot examine into so as fully to
certify all the statements, or ransack old volumes to get at the facts. That is the duty
and the task of the later historian, or of some one specially interested, such as has
fallen upon myself in vindicating my late father’s title to having been the originator of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp. In this way has the Press, as a rule, fallen into the
mistake that uniform penny postage, with all the valuable principles of the scheme,
"‘ere actually the conception originally of Sir Rowland Hittr himself. Indeed, in not
afew instances, writers, and more especially speakers, would have us believe that
Howland Hill. < touched with the sorrows of the poor.” sat down and wrote out this

2 Sis



system of reliet Irom the old postal system clean out of his own head, “ though he
had never been inside a post-office,”" and then forced same upon Parliament and the
Post Office all by himself. Marvellous genius indeed, if true; hut, unfortunately tor
such writers, it is now seen he had only' to consult “ Hansard ” and the Blue Books, and
listen to what the prior postal reformers of the period told him. Yet all writers have
not fallen into the mistake about the genius and invention of Sir Howland Hill,
with one remarkable instance to the contrary from the Newcastle Daily Leader of
January 10th, these remarks find a pleasant confirmation and appropriate conclusion:
The notices which have been published and the speeches which have been delivered
in celebration of the uniform penny postage, elaborate and interesting though they
have been, have omitted several points which ought not to have been overlooked.
Perhaps the most remarkable and important of these omissions is the practical aid
given to the reform by the Committee over which Mr. W allace, the Member for
Greenock, presided, and which recommended the adoption of the principle of a
uniform penny postage. it was on the Report of this Committee that the Bill
authorising the reform was passed. The evidence taken was at once strongly con-
demnatory of the old system, and urgent in favour of the plan generally spoken of
as Rowland Hill's, though several other public men m the provinces had advocated
the same scheme even before Mr. Hirt’'s pamphlet was published in 1887. Few of
the present-day writers seem acquainted with that evidence ”

PATRICK CHALMERS.
W imbledon,

February, 1890.

+ ILetter to Sir John Monckton.)

“ Wimbledon, February %6tlt, 1880.

“ 1 beg leave to hand you, for the information of the Members of the
Corporation of the City of London, copy of a publication just issued by me, entitled
‘ Concealment Unveiled: a Tale of the Mansion House,” in which | state that the
Sir Rowland Hilt Memorial Fund Committee, to the obscuring of the truth and
consequent detriment to general well-being, have concealed from the public, from
H.R.H. The Prince of Wales, and from others, vital and essential facts as there
specified, while having erected a statue of Sir Rowland Hill, and while collecting
money from the public on the strength and prestige of his name.

“ 1 have given the names composing this Committee, including certain Aldermen
of the City of London, and legitimate reasons are given why it has been incumbent
upon me to give publicity to the proceedings now unveiled ”



(Tbc Sbbegib* postage Stamp.

From the * CHICAGO DAILY NEWS,” February 8th
1890.

“ Invention of Postage Stamps.

“ The Postage Stamp will celebrate its fiftieth anniver-
sary next year. The invention is due to Printer James
Chalmers, of Dundee, who died in 1853, and who finally,
with his system, the Adhesive Postage Stamp, conquered
the whole civilised world. England, fifty years ago,
introduced the Postage Stamp, and, according to a
decree of December 21st, 1839, issued the first Stamps
for public use on May fith, 1810. A year later they
were introduced in the United States of North America
and Switzerland, and again, a few vyears later, in
Bavaria, Belgium, and Franco. One of the most im-
portant and valuable collections of Postage Stamps is
in the German Imperial Post-Office Museum, which
contains over ten thousand Postage Stamps and other

postal-delivery devices.”—American Notes and Quiei ies.






(tx*y Wimbledon,
Februari/,1890.

Sir,

The London Philatelic Society, of which
Mr. Pearson Hill is a Member, has now admitted, what
I have so long maintained, that Sir Rowland Hill was
not the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.
Though this Society, as a body, does not yet recognise
James Chalmers as having been the originator of this
Stamp as most similar Societies throughout the world
have now done, the delusion so long existing as to
Sir Rowland Hill having originated this stamp is now
effectually dispelled. There is no other name now inter-
fering with the claim of James Chalmers.

If you will be good enough to read the circular
herewith, you will find proof from an official Treasury
Minute and from the proceedings of the “ Sir Rowland
Hill- Mansion House Committee, that Sir Rowland Hill
wes not even the originator of Uniform Penny Postage,
nor of any one of the valuable principles of the scheme
which he so ably introduced and rendered so great
service in bringing into effective operation.

Asking the favour of your support in making known
the Services of James Chalmers as now the undisputed

Originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp,

| remain, Sir,
Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS,
F.R.Hist.Soc.,

Honorant Member of the Société Internationalr
tir. Timbroloffie, Parie, and of Trn American
Philatelic Societies.
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mitron Jubilee pbilateltr

0 f MAY next,

UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE LONDON PHILATELIC SOCIETY, IN COMMEMORA-
TION OF THE FIRST ISSUE OF THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP ON
6th MAY, 1810.

Exhibition of the Stamps of JAMES CHALMERS, Originator of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp,

W imbledon, March 14th, 1890.
Sib,

My attention having been drawn to the Exhibition of Adhesive Postage Stamps
intended to be held at the Portman Rooms in May next, | pi'opose to send in for exhibition, with
d donation towards the expenses, and if consistent with your regulations, the following specimens
of Philatelic interest

1.—Facsimile of letter-press Adhesive Postage Stamps on sheet of paper gummed at the
back, submitted by the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, to the Mercantile
Committee of the City of London, by letter of date 8th February, 1838, to
Mr. Henry Cole, Secretary to said Committee— the originals are now in the Library
of the South Kensington Museum. The printed explanatory remarks, as by copy
herewith, to be at same time displayed:—

EXTRACT FROM THE LETTER OF JAMES CHALMERS handing his plan of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London, and now
in the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the late Sir Henry Cole :—

“4 Castle Street Dundee,
“ 8th February, 1838.

“ 1 conceive that the most simple and economical mode of carrying out such an arrangement
“ (that of prepayment of letters) would he by slips (postage stamps), prepared somewhat similar
“ to the specimen herewith shown.

“ With this view, and in the hope that Mr. Hill's plan (of a uniform Penny Postage) may
soon be carried into operation. | would suggest that sheets of stamped slips should be prepared
at the Stamp Office, on a paper made expressly for the purpose, with a device on each for a
die or cut resembling that on newspapers; that the sheets so printed or stamped should then
be rubbed over with a strong solution of gum or other adhesive substance, and, when thoroughly
dry, issued by the Stamp Office to town and country distributors, to stationers and others, for

“ sale in sheets and singly. . . . Merchants and others, whose correspondence is extensive,
“ could purchase these slips in quantities, cut them singly, and affix one to a letter by means of
“ wetting the back of the slip with a sponge or brush. . . . Others requiring only one or

two slijis at a time could purchase them along with sheets of paper at stationers’ shops, the



weight only regulating the rate of postage in all cases, so as a stamp may be affixed accordili«
to the scale determined on.

“ Again, to prevent the possibility of these being used a second time, it should be made
imperative on postmasters to put the Post Office town stamp (as represented in one of the
specimens) across the slip or postage stamp.”

This statement is accompanied by several specimens of a suggested stamp about an inch
square. A space divides each stamp for cutting off singly. One of the specimens is stamped
across with the gatm-postmark, “ Dundee, 10th February, 1888,” to exemplify what Mr. Chalmers
states should be done to prevent the stamp being used a second time.

Brought forward in the House of Commons, the 5th July, 1889 (see “ Chronology,” page 4).
After plans had been called for from the public and nothing better found, adopted by Treasury
Minute of date 26th December, 1839.

2. —Photograph of Adhesive Postage Stamp by the same James Chalmers, bearing the
guasi-postmark, “ Dundee, Sept. 24th, 188-,” the last figure after the 3 being
illegible. The original of this early stamp by James Chalmers is in the possession
of Mr. Il. G. Hanson, stamp dealer, Cardiff.

3. — Photograph of Adhesive Postage Stamp by the same James Chalmers of the year
1834. In this stamp the word “ used ” is stamped over the stamp for the purpose
of showing how to obviate same being used a second time—a suggestion improved
upon in the later specimens, Nos. 1 and 2, by stamping the postmark over the
stamp, as ultimately adopted and now in use. The original of this stamp is in
the possession of the well-known Herr Sigmund Friedl, of Vienna, and is thus
referred to in a Vienna paper announcing the Exhibition there :—

From the Deutsches Folksblatt, or German Journal for the People of 4th March :(—

The International Postage Stamp E xhibition at Vienna, 1890.

“ On the occasion of the Jubilee of Postage Stamps (6th May, 1840-1890), an Exhibition
will be opened under the patronage of the Minister of Commerce, and contain objects of great
interest, not only for experts, but also for the general public, and especially for students of
historical culture. In the foremost ranks will be found the first type of adhesive stamps
projected in August, 1831, by the Inventor, James Chalmers, and of which the only one in
known existence is at present in the Postage Stamp Museum at Unter-Dobling. This simple
and unadorned little slip of paper, which was only recently unearthed, has become an object
of Philatelic veneration.” .

As it is stated in your Prospectus that the Exhibition is to he of stamps issued “ during tbs
past fifty years,” 1 am uncertain whether these earlier stamps, on the plan and principle
afterwards followed in the first English stamps issued by Messrs. Bacon and Petch, the
engravers, by order of H.M. Treasury in the spring of 1840, can be admitted. Probably,
however, under Class 8, as “ Curiosities and Objects of Interest,” they may be admissible, as to

which | ask the favour of being informed.
I remain, Sir,
Charles Colman, Esq., Yours faithfully,
lion. Secretary E xhibition Committee, PATRICK CHALMERS.
4', L ombard Court, E.C.



Philatelic Society, London.
Exhibition Offices— 4, Lombard Court, E.C.

London, March 20th, 1890.
Dear sir,

I have received your letter of the 14th inst., enumerating the things you desire
to exhibit, which will come appropriately under Class 8.
Kindly let me know the value you place upon them, in order that we may iix the insurance.

Yours very truly,
Patrick Chalmers, Esq. CHARLES COLMAN.

. W imbledon, March 22nd, 1890.
Dear Sir,

I have to thank you for your letter of 20th inst. accepting my proposal to
exhibit under Class 8 at the forthcoming Philatelic Exhibition certain specimens of letter-press
adhesive postage stamps produced, prior to the year 1840, by the late Tames Chalmers, Dundee,
conveying the principle he advocated for the purpose of prepayment of postal matter, and
which specimens | will consequently have pleasure in forwarding to you in good time.

As these specimens are not originals but only fac-similes or photographs already widely
published as respects No. 1 in the Philatelic Press of the United States of America, France,
Germany, and elsewhere, with likeness of James Chalmers as having been the originator of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp, such are of no value in case of loss, and therefore need not be covered

by insurance.
1remain,

Charles Golman, Esq., Yours faithfully,
Hon. Secretary Exhibition Committee. PAT. CHALMERS.

Philatelists throughout the world and the Press will now see this long-existing controversy
as to who was the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp brought to a conclusion in favour of
James Chalmers. The already complete evidence as to his production of this stamp in August
1834, and of his having been the first to urge this plan upon the proper authorities for the
purpose of carrying out in practice the proposed uniform penny postage scheme is now confirmed
by the production of the stamps themselves. On the other hand the very Society to which
Mr. Pearson Hill belongs, the London Philatelic Society, now admits that Sir Bowtana Hill
did not originate the Adhesive Postage Stamp, thus completing what alone remained to put aside
the extraordinary pretensions to that effect, and to dispel a long-existing delusion. | may
add that neither the Postmaster-General in his Jubilee speech nor the London Press in their
Jubilee articles now make any claim whatever as to Sir Bowland Hill having been the originator
of this mode of prepayment by Adhesive Stamp, the chronology of which, from its invention
by James Chalmers, to its ultimate adoption at his instance and initiation, is subjoined.

PATBICK CHALMERS, F.R.Hbt.Soc.,

Honorary Member of the Société Internationale
tie Timbroloffie, Paris, and of Trn American
Pititateiie Societies.



CHRONOLOGY OF THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

Invented by James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, in the month of August, 1834. (See
Encyclopaedia Britannica, after special investigation, and Dictionary of National Biography, &c.)

Sent by James Chalmers in December, 1837, to the Select Committee of the House ol
Commons appointed to inquire into the proposed Penny Postage Scheme of Mr. Rowland Hill.
The letter of acknowledgment of Mr. W ar1ace, the Chairman, is cf date 9th December, 1837.

Again sent in. February, 1838, to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London,
endeavouring to obtain Parliamentary sanction to the proposed Penny Postage Scheme. Of
this Committee Mr. Cole (afterwards Sir Henry Cole) was Secretary, and he has bequeathed

Mr. Chaitmers’ letter aud plan as now in use to the South Kensington Museum Library, given
in detail at page 29 of my pamphlet lately issued.*

At same time, Mr. Chalmers’ plan came under the notice of Mr. Howland Hil1, whose
reply to Mr. Chaimers, of date 3rd March, 1838, was unfavourable.

On the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill into Parliament in July, 1839, the Govern-
ment disapproved of Mr. Howland Hittr's plan of an impressed stamped cover (see page 10), and
all was dismay as to how the same was to be carried out. The great argument of the opponents
of the Bill was, “ Why should we be called upon to pass this Bill when no mortal being at
that moment had the remotest conception of how it was to be carried iute execution?” (see
“Hansard"). In this dilemma Mr. W artace in the Commons, and L ord Ashburton in the Lords
(see page 11), brought forward the merits of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. Plans were advertised
for from the public, and nothing better having been found, the Adhesive Stamp was adopted by
Treasury Minute of date 26th December, 1839, two years after Mr. Chaimers had sent this juan to
Mr. W allace, in conjunction with Mr. Hirr’s plan of the impressed stamped eover (see page 17).
A contract for the supply of Adhesive Stamps, at the price of 0d. per 1,000 stamps, was made

with Messrs. Bacon and Petch, Fleet Street (see page 21), but it was not until the following
May, 1810, that the stamps came into use.

The connection betwixt Air. Chalmers as the originator and the adoption of the Adhesive
Stamp is thus clearly established. Mr. Hirir, however, availed himself of his despotic position
in the control of the new Penny Postage system to set aside, by letter of 30th January, 1840,
and upon a flimsy pretext, the claim of Mr. Chaimers, thus usurping the merit to himself.

What is the use of a scheme, however excellent, even had same been original on the part of
Mr. Hinti, if you cannot carry it out in practice? This Jubilee Year of the Reformed Postal
System finds the Adhesive Stamp still indispensable to the postal system, the commerce and
revenues of all nations. |Is its celebration to pass without so much as a word of acknowledg-

ment to the memory of the man who, himself unrewarded, bestowed this boon upon his country
and the world ?

PATRICK CHALMERS.

W imbledon,

March, 1890.

* “ How James Chalmers saved the Penny Postage Scheme.  Letter of the Dundee Bankers and Merchants to the Lords
of Her Majesty's Treasury.” Effingham Wilson & Co., Royal Exchange.



itJjc ~Mrljistbc Jtost;tgc Stamp,

from the “ LIVERPOOL DAILY POST,” March 2let,
1890.

THE JUBILEE OE THE PENNY POSTAGE.

“In connection with the jubilee this year of the
reformed postal system of 1810, the services rendered
thereto by Robert Wallace, M.P. for Greenock, and
James Chalmers, bookseller, of Dundee, are being urged
& against the hitherto almost exclusive recognition of
Sir Rowland Hill's work in bringing about the reform.
This omission has been pretty general. When, on the
5th July, 1839, the Penny Postage Rill was brought
forward in Parliament, all was dismay as to how
the scheme was to be carried out, the great argu-
ment of the opponents of the Bill was, ‘ Why
should we be called upon to pass this Bill when no
mortal being at this moment has the remotest concep-
tion of how it is to be carried into execution.1 In this
dilemma Mr-. Wallace suggested the Adhesive Postage
Stamp. This stamp was the invention of James Chalmers
inthe year 1834. After plans had been applied for from
tre public, and nothing better found, the Adhesive
Stamp was officially adopted by Treasury Minute of
date 20th December, 1839. The London Philatelic
Society, of xvhich the son of Sir Rowland Hill is a
member, now admits that Sir Rowland Hill did not
originate the Adhesive Postage Stamp. The Adhesive
Stamp was first issued to the public on the 6th May,
1840.”

Specimens of Adhesive Stamps by James Chalmers
of a period as far back as 1834 will be exhibited at the
forthcoming Stamp Exhibition.— P.C.






From the * VIENNA WEEKLY NEWS/

Vienna, April 22nd, 1890.

“ The Vienna Postal Exhibition under the protectorate
of the Marquis Bacquehem, the Austrian Minister of
Commerce, which was opened last Sunday, is sure to
attract .general interest. The Exhibition occupies two
spacious halls of the Austrian Museum on the Stuben
Ring. Stamp collectors will delight to feast their eyes
onthe accumulations exposed to view. Half a century
lias now passed since the first stamp was issued, and
the late James Chalmers, the Father of the Stamp, as
he is deservedly called, would have reason to feel proud
of the inestimable service he rendered the civilised world
could he be amongst us at the present day and witness

the show now on hand.”

(The great Vienna Philatelic Exhibition has resulted
in a triumphant vindication of the memory of James
Chalmers as having been the originator of the Adhesive
Postage Stamp. The Veit Post, with portraits and
biographical sketch of the leading German Philatelists
now doing honour to Chalmers, with many other com-
munications, public and private, to the same effect as

the above continue to reach me.-P. C))






p g.—An official in the London Post Office having
-itten to me offering to exhibit the specimens of James
balmers’ stamps now in the South Kensington Museum
Sthe approaching Postoffice Exhibition in the Guild-
dl of the City of London, specimens of the stamps of
ames Chalmers will be equally exhibited there as at the

exhibition of the London Philatelic Society.

That such an offer should have been spontaneously
bece by one an utter stranger to me sufficiently
pmplifies the opinion now prevalent in Post Office

frdes as to who was the originator of the Adhesive

jostage Stamp.

| April 24tk, 1890.






"THE STANDARD7th May, 1890.

TBW W N of Adhesive Postage Stamps,
Vifio liyrEditor of “ THJ STANDARD.”

Sik—Tu the interesting article on the Vienna Postage Stamp
Exhibition, which appeared in your paper of the 25th 'uit., you
refer to the rival claims which have, from time to time, been
advanced by different persons to have been the first to suggest
the use of adhesive, as distinguished from non-adhesive, Postage
Stamps, in carrying out the great postal reform with which Sir
Rowland Hill’s name is associated.

My attention has just been called to the circulation, on the
eve of the London Philatelic Exhibition, of a leaflet, in which
it is asserted that the Philatelic Society of London *“ now
admits that Sir Rowland Hill did not originate the adhesive
Postage Stamp,” the suggestion of which is claimed for Mr.
James Chalmers, of Dundee, Permit me to say that such
assertion is entirely and absolutely untrue.

The London Society some years ago investigated the whole
subject, and after a long and careful inquiry anil consideration
of the original documents, unanimously resolved that the claims
pt forward by Mr. Patrick Chalmers,-on behalf of his late
father, were “ unsubstantiated.” Since then the Society has
sen no reason to alter its views, and it certainly has expressed
tiosuch opinion, or made any such admission, as stated in the
leaflet.

Those who are interested in the matter will be able to see at
the Society’s Exhibition, to be held at the Portland Rooms ’ in
«e present month, examples of the actual Stamps proposed by
hr James Chalmers, and can then judge for themselves as to
the merits of his suggestions. | may state that some fifty
persors sent in proposals for adhesive labels in response to the
Uvernment invitation in 1839; many of them recommendim-
met the blawp should be inserted in the seal of the letter,
caving one end loose. This utterly impracticable plan was
ilso that favoured by Mr. lames Chalmers, whose suggestions
were laid aside as useless.

But on the question of priority there can be no doubt that Sir
Howland Hill was first in the field, for, as stated in your article
rim L+ ev,dence Siven before the Commissioners of Post
Uthoe Inquiry on 13th February, IH37, proposed the use of
atinsive as well as other kinds of Postage Stamps, while Mr.
weB Chalmers, both in his printed proposals, and in his
original letters, which are in my possession, states that he Hist
maun Ins plan public in November, 1837.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
FRED. A. PHILBRICK,
. President of the Philatelic Society of London
uimii-binldings, Temple, K.C., Muv 1






Copy.

$fri~tobesibe 1iostane Stamp.

i, = TIFFNT)
ViopmY  _ _

Mo the Editor of the * CITY PRESS.”
Sm,

In a late issue you announced that specimens of
Adhesive Postage Stamps by James Chalmers from as
far back as 1834 onwards would be exhibited by a Post
Office official, a stranger to me, at the coming Guildhall
Exhibition. This, however, the Post Office authorities
have been pleased to forbid. The effect would have
been to dispel the last shred of delusion as to the
Adhesive Postage Stamp having been the invention

of Sir Rowland Hill.

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,

May 1L, 1890.






£ be [Ubcesthe Y ostatic Stamp.

Mr. PHILBRICK'S LETTER to the “ STANDARD'’

In a letter to the Standard newspaper, published in its issue of 7th May, Mr. Philbrick,
President of the Philatelic Society of London, gives at some length his views upon the origin of
the Adhesive Postage Stamp. Coming from suedi a quarter, the partisanship of Mr. Philbrick’'s

views being well known, this letter might have been left unnoticed; but, amongst other matters,

Mr. Philbrick is pleased to deny my statement that the London Society “ now admits that

Sir Rowland Hinrt did not originate the Adhesive Postage Stamp,” asserting that such state-
ment “ is entirely and absolutely untrue.”
Such an assertion could not of course be allowed to pass unnoticed, and Iaccordingly

addressed the following letter to the Standard in reply :(—

“ Sir,— In reply to Mr. Philbrick’s letter in your issue of yesterday, permit mo to say that
my authority for having stated that the ‘London Philatelic Society now admits that Sir
Rowland Hill did not originate the Adhesive Postage Stamp’ is, in the first place, that of Mr.
Phitbrick himself, who in a letter he favoured me with of date 25th May, 1887, states, ‘' Neither
your father nor Sir Rowland Hilr invented the Adhesive Stamp for postage purposes.’
Secondly, a paragraph in the Stamp News of February last, in which the Editor states, after
having been favoured by Mr. Pnhilbrick with an interview on the subject, *The Philatelic
Society of London have admitted that they do not suggest that Sir Rowland Hill invented the
stamp.” 1 submit, therefore, that | have stated nothing but the fact, and that Mr. Pnhilbrick’s
accusation against me is wholly unjustifiable. | further submit that Mr. Philbrick might have
been better employed in explaining why, in the position he holds, he has allowed the public to
remain all these years under the delusion that the Adhesive Stamp was the invention of
Sir Rowland Hir1; also why, in his ‘History of Penny Postage,” Sir Rowland Hit1 has
allowed his readers to remain under the same delusion 2 And | further challenge Mr. Philbrick
to point out any one feature or principle in the Penny Postage Scheme itself which was not, as
now admitted to have been the case with this stamp, simply the prior conception of some other
man adopted by Sir Rowland Hill.

“ The value of the ' investigation ' to which Mr. Philrrick alludes may be estimated when
it is known that such took place in the year 1882, before | myself was in possession of or had
published my evidence on the subject.

“ If fifty persons sent in proposals for adhesive labels in response to the Government
invitations in 1839, such was two years after my father had, to Mr. W alttace and to Mr. Cole,
urged the adoption of his Adhesive Stamp, during which interval its merits were publicly
discussed. Specimens of this plan on the principle ultimately adopted and now in use, with my

father’s letter to Mr. Cole, may be seen at the approaching Exhibitions.



“ On the point of priority of proposal, space only permits me to refer to the proceedings of
the House of Commons on the 5th of July, 1839, when the Minister introducing the Penny
Postage Bill stated ‘that the plan of Mr. Hirt was that a stamped cover was absolutely to be
used in all cases." Mr. Hitt had heard in February, 1837, of my father’'s invention of 1,434,
but without seeing its value or then proposing its adoption for the purpose of carrying out the
scheme he had so ably put together.

1 remain, Sir,
“ Yours respectfully,

“ PATRICK CHALMERS.
“ Wimbledon, May 8th, 1890.”

This letter, contrary to all precedent, the Standard has returned to me with refusal to
publish, and | appeal to its colleagues in the Press whether such refusal is not against all
established rules of reason and courtesy, that where one party to a dispute opens such in the
Press, the other party will be heard even where no personal attack, as in this instance, has
been made ; and | cannot doubt that the Press at large will support me in that view. | am
consequently compelled to circulate my reply as | best may, but which reply can never reach
the thousands of readers of this unwarranted attack upon my veracity.

It will be seen that my reply was complete and conclusive, perhaps too much so to prove
acceptable to the Standard, which has lately taken a conspicuous part in favour of my opponents,
publishing an article on the London Society side so bristling with mistakes as to make it only
charitable to suppose that the article was not actually drawn up by any of the regular staff.

Occupied in important avocations, any forgetfulness on the part of Mr. Philbrick iS excus-
able ; but I trust Mr. Pnitbrick will now be satisfied that any mistake was his. His views
at large have got painfully “ mixed.” For instance, why drag in the fifty competitors who in
1839 proposed Adhesive Stamps as well as Chalmers, and so, he infers, equally entitled to the
credit, when at same time he admits that Chalmers proposed this plan in November, 1837 ?
How absurd, too, to stand by what he terms an “ investigation” in the year 188*2 when there
were no materials to investigate except such “ extracts ” from the correspondence as Mr. P earson
Hirr thought proper to produce! And how ridiculous to imply that Sir Rowland Hill pro-
posed to adopt the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out his scheme in February,
1837, when up to July, 1839, neither the Parliament, nor the Ministry, nor the Press, nor the
public, had heard a word to that effect ! Casting aside these official records wholly subversive
ol what he supposes, Mr. Piiilbrick reproduces the oft-exploded fallacy as to this pretended pro-
posal of l'ebruary, 1837. Again, while pronouncing the plan of Mr. Chalmers to be in his
opinion impracticable, Mr. Philbrick allows that the question at issue is which of the two,
Hitr or Chalmers, first proposed the adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of
carrying out the scheme, or, as he puts it, was “ first in the field,” thus admitting that
Chalmers plan at least embodied the principle of the Adhesive Stamp. Then as to the

correspondence Mr. Phtirrick states he has all this “ in his possession.” | ask, by what right



has Mr. Philbrick anything of the sort ? And by what right and with what object did Sir Row-
land Hill remove this official correspondence from the Treasury where same should throughout
this controversy have been, so as to be subject to my inspection as well as to that of my oppo-
nents. When, in the Town Hall of Dundee on the 1st of January, 1810, Mr. James Chalmers
was presented with his Testimonial as originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, the chairman,
the late Mr. William Thoms, Dean of Guild, stated he had “ seen this correspondence,” his
conclusion being just the opposite to that Mr. Philbrick gives us to understand. But in vain
have | years back applied for copies of these letters, both from Mr. Pearson Hill and from
Mr. Philbrick himself. Surely, does not all this display the rbéle of the advocate—whose
business it is to see or acknowledge nothing disadvantageous to his client— rather than what
might have been looked for from one who is an acting Judge in the land ?

| consequently beg that those reporting the forthcoming Exhibition may not be led away
merely by what they are told by Mr. Philbrick or his immediate friends. My father’'s plan
and letter of February, 1838, will there be seen, and though only type set as being only intended
to display the principle he advocated, will be found to be the very plan subsequently adopted by

Sir Rowland Hill at the Treasury in December, 1839, and in use to this day.

| take this opportunity to inform my numerous friends that the only obstacle to a hitherto
complete recognition of James Chalmers in Germany lias been removed by the conversion of the
learned Philatelist, Dr. Moschkau, the friend and correspondent of the late Sir Rowland Hill,
to the now recognition of the title of James Chalmers as having been the inventor of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp in the year 1834, and entitled to all the honour due to the originator
of this world-wide boon hitherto mistakenly bestowed upon Sir Rowland Hill. Naturally
Dr. Moschkau has long hesitated over this step, but now convinced by the logic of facts he has
published a long and exhaustive article on behalf of Chalmers in the Gartenlaube, an illustrated
paper of the widest circulation through and beyond Germany. This added to my American and
French recognitions, with the records of our own leading biographical w'orks, secures the
vindication of Chalmers’ services in the records of history, notwithstanding the opposition of a
few mere partisans of Mr. Pearson Hill, who do not even claim this Stamp as having been the
invention of Sir Rowland Hill, and really do not know what they want so long as they can in

some shape or other visit their displeasure upon my devoted head.

PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,
May 12th, 1890.






THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

To The Right Hon. SIR HENRY A. ISAACS,
$oriJ UJanor of lioniron.

My Lord Mayor,

However great the services of the late Sir Rowland Hill, and however deserving to
be held in commemoration, no one who has given any impartial study to the history of Postal
Reform will pretend that such was actually in its entirety the invention of Sir Rowland HrLL,
or will deny that other men materially aided him in the way of suggestion and co-operation.

Without the adoption of the Adhesive Postage Stamp the scheme of uniform penny postage
would have been nipped in the hud as impracticable. That stamp was the invention of my father,
the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, in the year 1834, was urged upon the authorities
here, including the Mercantile Committee of the City of London, by the inventor in December,
1837, and again in February, 1838, and ultimately adopted by Sir Rowland Hilt in December,
1839.

Not to weary your Lordship with the proofs of all this, as already set forth in my publica-
tions, 1 will simply call your Lordship’s attention to the fact that James Chalmers is now the
acknowledged originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp by the great body of Philatelists
throughout the world, including twenty American Philatelic Societies— the American Philatelic
Association or Convention of American Philatelists from all parts of the United States— the
Société Internationale de Timbrologie, Paris—by numerous German Societies and the official
Post Office Journal of Berlin—and now at the great Vienna Jubilee Postal Exhibition, as shortly
noted in my enclosure herewith. In this country, by the leading biographical works of the day
—the Encyclopedia Britannica and Dictionary of National Biography—by thirty members of the
London and suburban Press, and by a numerous body of the Press throughout the United
Kingdom. In Dundee, his townsmen, on the 1st of January, 1846, presented James Chalmers
in the Town Hall with a Testimonial in recognition of this and other postal services— and of late
years the Town Council of this now great City of Duudee have passed a Resolution officially
recognising James Chalmers as the man to whom we are indebted for “ this indispensable
feature in the success of the reformed Penny Postage scheme,” besides having officially sanc-
tioned a Memorial being erected over his grave having an inscription to the same effect.

But 1 now come to the immediate purpose of my now troubling your Lordship. By the
enclosed copy letter just addressed by me to the City Press, your Lordship will perceive that
arrangements had been made whereby the Corporation and the citizens of London could at the
Guildhall Exhibition have satisfied themselves at a glance of what others above stated have
arrived at by diligent investigation of the statements on both sides, while the Philatelic Society
of London, of which Mr. Pearson Hill is a member, now admits that Sir Rowland Hill did
not invent the Adhesive Postage Stamp. These arrangements the authorities of the General
Post Office have been pleased to interdict and to forbid.

But | am satisfied, my Lord Mayor, that neither your Lordship nor any member of the
Corporation has had any hand in this narrow-minded attempt to bolster up a now exploded
delusion ; and that the time will arrive when the great Corporation of the City of London, ever
I'eady to recognise public service, will yet join in the recognition of the name and services of

James Chalmers.
| have the honour to be,

My Lord Mayor,
Wimbledon, Your Lordship’s most obedient Servant,
May 1L, 1890. PATRICK CHALMERS.






I am just advised ol an important accession io my supporters
hi the person of tlie learned Dr, Moschkau, a name well known
throughout the Philatelic world, the friend and correspondent
of the late Sir Rowland Hill. This accession is announced to
Lieut-Col. Von Giindel, of Vienna, in the following note :—

» Dear Colonel,—1 beg to forward you herewith the last
number of the Gartenlaube containing my Jubilee article, and
request your kind acceptance of same. You will gather from it
thet on the question of the invention of postage stamps | entirely
dare the views expressed by yon, and for which you deserve the
greatest praise.

“ 1 am, with friendly greeting,
*s Yours truly,
-0 ybin, 3rd Muy, 1890.” “ Dr. MOSCHKAU.

This article is loug and exhaustive of the question which has
been at issue, and now thoroughly in acknowledgment of the
world-wide services of James Chalmers as having been, in the
year 1834, the inventor of the Adhesive Stamp for postage
purposes.  The Gartenlaube, an illustrated paper, is published in
Leipzig, and my German friends here and abroad inform me has
an enormous circulation, put at 300,000 copies, “ is the oldest
admost wide-spread family paper in Germany, to be found in
ewry coffee-house and hotel, and all over the German-speaking
part of the Continent, and beyond its borders.” Another agrees
tet it is “ read by millions.” This conversion of Dr.
iloschkau, hitherto my chief obstacle, to the logic of facts
‘irtually carries the universal recognition of James Chalmers by
Je German Philatelic world, consisting of tens of thousands ot
‘tudious and intelligent men.

P. C

Wimbledon,
May 13th, 1830.






postage Stamp.

The Daily Teleyraph, of London, claiming to have
the “ largest circulation in the world,” in its article
upon the City of London Postal Jubilee Commemoration

at the Guildhall, writes, the 16th May :—

“In January, 1840, the uniform penny rate came
into operation throughout these islands, and Parlia-
mentary franking was abolished. Four months later
Adhesive Postage Stamps, the invention of Mr. James
Chalmers, a Dundee printer, were introduced, and
found so ready a sale that supply was at first unable to
meet the demand. It is an interesting fact that of these
"labels ' — which were not separable by perforation
until 1853— over fifty thousand millions have been
printed and issued in this country alone between
Alay 1, 1840, and the present time. Within ten
years of the birth of penny postage the number of letters
annually delivered by ‘the Department * had consider-
ably more than tripled itself, and is now estimated, we
believe, at between sixteen and seventeen hundred
millions— exclusive of post-cards, book packets, and
newspapers, to the number of some six hundred addi-

tional millions— for the current year "






from “ Le Courier de Londres et de I1'Euroie,”
/ISr~itylay 18th 1890.

X TIftAfii)

“A tblVers les expositions.
“L'EXPOSITION DES TIMBRES-POSTE.

“ Ce n'est pas seulement en Angleterre que sera féte le
cinquantiéme anniversaire de I'adoption des timbres-poste.
AVienne, on a organise une exposition des plus curieuses,
nous le patronage du ministre du commerce, en I’honneur
de cette découverte en apparence si simple, mais néanmoins
si utile. Cette exposition s’est ouverte a la fin du mois
dernier, et elle comprend une collection aussi compléte que
possible de tous les timbres-poste des différents pays, depuis
leur invention.

“ Elle occupe deux vastes salles du musée autrichien, et
lavariété des spécimens mis sous les yeux des visiteurs est
telle qu’elle offre un grand intérét non seulement aux
amateurs, mais méme au public en général.

“ Elle servira une fois de plus a prouver que ee sont
rarement les inspirateurs d'une idée qui, au début, en re-
cueillent le mérite. Jusqu’ici, en effet, on avait cru que le
véritable auteur de la transformation postale, qui s'est
opérée il y a environ un demi-siecle, aurait été Sir Rowland
Hill, et c’est a lui qu'on en faisait remonter tout I'honneur.

“ Or, il parait qu'au contraire, ce dernier avait été un
des plus grande adversaires du nouveau mode de taxe, et
que le réel inventeur n'a été autre que James Chalmers.

“ Dés le mois d'ao(t 1834, celui-ci avait envoyé a
I'administration anglaise un échantillon de timbre-poste
semblable a ceux dont on se sert aujourd’hui. Cette
démarche étant restée sans résultat, il la renouvela en
1837 et en 1838. Ce fut seulement le 2G décembre 1839
que la Chambre des Communes, ne trouvant rien de mieux
parmi les différents projets qui lui étaient proposés,
s'arrétaa celui de James Chalmers.

“ A I'Exposition de Vienne, on pourra voir des photo-
graphies des différents spécimeus de timbres-poste anté-
rieurs a 1810 et dessinés par l'inventeur lui-méme. La
controverse sera ainsi terminée et Sir Rowland Hill Be verra
obligé de laisser a James Chalmers le titre usurpé par lui
de 'pére du timbre-poste.' "’






(TJjc :pt)csibc postage Stumpo

Wimbledon,

<*PpbY May 26th, 1890.

Sm,

From information lately obtained, I am now
enabled to prove, in the circular herewith, that Sir How-
land Hill availed himself of his despotic position at the
Treasury to abstract the plan and proposals of James
Chalmers, addressed to the Lords of Her Majesty’s
Treasury, urging the use of an Adhesive Postage Stamp ;
also abstracting the entire official correspondence which
would have proved the justice of Chalmers' title to
having been the originator of same, thus usurping the
merit to himself. Further, that at same time Sir
Rowland Hill abstracted the official memorial of the
Bankers and Merchants of Dundee, dated 30th Septem-
ber, 1839, to the Lords of Her Majesty’'s Treasury in
favour of the plan of their townsman Chalmers, said
memorial being proof that the adoption of an Adhesive
Postage Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the
Penny Postage scheme formed no part of the proposals
of the then Mr. Hirt himself.

Can it be that the leading Press of this country will
dlowtheir prejudices in favour of Sir Rowland ILII to
induce them still to abstain from exposing this shabby
fraud upon a simple-minded and defenceless man? and
is that man’s name and services, already widely recog-
nised in other lands, yet to find no place, with a few
exceptions, in the columns of the Press of the United

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.






Cbc Conirnn “bilatclic Soriéig (Imbibition.

THE ADHESIVE STAMP FRAUD BROUGHT TO LIGHT.

Mr. PEARSON HILL produces Dundee Letters.

In my publication some months ago entitled “ How James Chalmers Saved the Penny
Postage Scheme,” | was enabled through the researches of patriotic men in Arbroath,
Mr. BuuciiE, of the Arbroath Guide, and Mr. McBain, Banker there, to produce from the files
of the old Arbroath Herald, of date October 11th, 1831* copy of a letter, dated 30th September,
from the principal bankers, merchants, and others in Dundee, addressed to the Lords of
Her Majesty’'s Treasury in support of the plan of their townsman, James Chalmers, at same
time submitted to the Treasury for the purpose of carrying out the Penny Postage Scheme.
This scheme had just obtained Parliamentary sanction, but Mr. Rowland Hill had failed to
propose a satisfactory plan for carrying it out, and the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury had

invited plans from the public.

But no trace of this letter from the Dundee merchants could be found, nor any confirmation
as to any such letter having ever existed. No one now living in Dundee could recollect anything
of the letter, no allusion to it could be found in the files of the Dundee papers, the Treasury
officials in London certified that no such memorial was in the Treasury or amongst the public
records, so it was more than hinted that the old Arbroath Herald had published what never
existed, and that the Dundee memorial was a myth. | ventured, however, to hint, on the other
hand, that this memorial had been removed from the Treasury by the then Mr. Rowland Hill,
and that same was now in the hands of Mr. Pearson Hill along with the entire correspondence

betwixt Mr. James Chalmers and Mr. Hirt, which he admits to have.

Such, it now appears, was and is the fact. In his anxiety to prove that James Cualmers
never displayed his Adhesive Postage Stamp prior to sending that plan to Mr. Wallace in
December, 1837, and that consequently the evidence as to his having invented same in 1834
falls to the ground ; that the stamp of 1834, now in Vienna, is equally a myth with the personal
evidence, Mr. Pearson Hill has produced at the London Philatelic Exhibition a letter from
Mr. Chalmers to Mr. Rowland Hill of date October 1st, 1839, in which letter is the sentence,
“ If slips are to be used, | flatter myself that I have a claim to priority in the suggestion,
it being now nearly two years since | first made it public, and submitted it in a commu-
nication to Mr. W allace, M.P.” “ Look at that,” is Mr. Pearson Hill's argument,
it is under Mr. James Chalmers’ own hand that the first time hi; ever said anything to
anybody about his Adhesive Stamp was to Mr. Wallace in December, 1837, while, as
I maintain, Sir Rowland Hill suggested its use in February, 1837.” To any one not blinded
by fanaticism on this question, the meaning of Mr. Chalmers will be clear. Here lie was
banding his plan, officially, for the third time : he had sent it to Mr. Wallace, Chairman of
the Select Committee of the House of Commons, officially, first in December, 1837; secondly,

there

r
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to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London and to Mr. Hill in February, 1838 ; and now
officially for the third time to the Lords of Her Majesty’'s Treasury. It is to this first official
transmission to Mr. Wallace he refers, the fact of his having displayed it to everybody who
would listen to him on the subject from 183-1 onwards being beyond dispute. The evidence of
Mr. Wm. Thoms, Mr. Ritchie, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Prain, Mr. John D. Wears, Mr. Maxell,
Mr. W. Whitelav, and George Hood, is conclusive on that point ; while as to the authenticity
of the Vienna stamp of 1834 such giants in the Philatelic world as Friede, Von Gundel,
Schwanberger, Heitmann, Himmelbauer, Koch, Larisch, Finke, Dr. Former, Von Clauer, Kram,
Mal Imann, Stadlbauer, Dr. Moschkau himself, and a host of others, survey and handle the stamp

with reverence, as proved to their satisfaction to be authentic and indeed the “ Father of Stamps.”

In producing this letter, consequently, under the idea of extinguishing the 1834 theory,
Mr. Pearson Hill has only overreached himself. And now about the Dundee Memorial. This
same letter of Mr. Chalmers to Mr. Rowland Hilll hands a printed copy of a “ Certificate in my
favour which some friends have been kind enough voluntarily to forward ” to the Lords of Her
Majesty’s Treasury ; such certificate, then, being part and parcel of the letter brought to light by
Mr. Pearson Hill, he has bad no choice but at length to produce the Dundee letter or certificate,
although my request of 24th July last to he informed if such was in bis possession met with
no reply. And a most valuable piece of evidence in my favour this Dundee letter proves to be.
First, it proves the old Arbroath Herald to be right after all, in spite of the sneers launched upon
it and myself in respect to this Dundee memorial, no trace or confirmation of which could be
found. Rut of greater interest is it that now we have the names of the patriotic men in Dundee
of a past generation (alas ! what a contrast to those of the present!) who “ voluntarily " aided
James Chalmers in getting his adhesive postage stamp adopted by the Treasury. The letter or
certificate has already been given at length in my late pamphlet, setting forth Chalmers’ services
in the acceleration of the mail, and now recommending his plan of postage stamps, “ specimens

of which they had seen,” to the favourable notice of the Lords of the Treasury. The following
signatures are appended :(—

Alexr, Balfour, Chairman of the Chamber Alexr. Kay, Provost.

of Commerce. W. Johnstone, Bailie.

E dward Baxter, Deputy Chairman of the
Chamber of Commerce.

William Thoms, Banker and J.P.

Wm Boyack, Bailie.
Sturrock, r JP. Jas. Thoms, Dean of Guild.

Chris, Kerr, Town Clerk.
Will. Barrie, Town Clerk.
Chas. Adie, D-D.

John Murdoch, Convener of the Nine In-
corporated Trades.

George Milne, Clerk to the Harbour
Trustees.

Archd. Crichton, Sea Insurance Office.
Shiel & Small, Writers,

John B rown, Bailie,
John Calman, Bailie.

John Symers, Banker and J.P.
William Hackney, J.P,

Geo. Kinloch, J.P,

James Brown, J.P.

George Duncan, J.P.

Jares Guthrie, J.P.

C. W. Boase, Banker.

W. Christie, Banker.

David Guthrie, Banker.

“ Subscribed also by above one hundred Merchants, Shipowners, and others of Dundee.”

For the names of which latter we must wait the appearance of the original.
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It may be, as indeed it would be wrong to doubt, that the sight of these cherished names
who aided us in getting official sanction for that plan which saved and has carried out the
Penny Postage Scheme will have some effect in arousing the present generation of influential
men in Dundee from the apathy hitherto existing there upon this question of historical interest.
Dundee at least should know, what my few friends there will be glad to learn, that its name is
now spread and recognised throughout the civilised world as having been the birthplace of that
Adhesive Postage Stamp without which the postal service and consequent commerce and

revenues of the world would become paralysed. How can we have known all this ?” it may
be asked. | reply, simply by having read what others have read in hundreds and thousands,
and now being spread by means of the foreign Press to the conviction of millions. But what
has been the course of the countrymen and townsmen of James Chalmers ? WHhy, not six copies
outside the Press, and few by the Press, of this evidence have been read throughout the
length and breadth of Scotland. | have been sneered at as a bore and a nuisance— my publi-
cations tossed into the waste-paper basket—my appeals to leading men of the land treated in
the same way, without, with one or two exceptions, even acknowledgment. Yet what are the
facts ? It is to two Scotchmen we are indebted for this very postal reform of which so much
is now being made, and from whom Rowland Hill obtained his proposals from beginning to
end! Bobért Wallace, of Kelly, M.P. for Greenock, who nearly fifty years ago was presented
with the freedom of Glasgow and of six other Scottish cities or burghs as having been the
real founder of penny postage reform, yet whose very name has been wholly overlooked through-
out this “ Rowland Hil1” mania, furnished Mr. Hirr with the materials for his pamphlet of 1837—
James Chalmers provided him with the working plan. And what did Rowland Hilr do? He
put forward in his pamphlet of 1837 the Penny Postage Scheme as his own ; he used his
despotic position at the Treasury to put Chalmers aside upon a flimsy pretext, abstracting
the plan which Chailmers had sent to the Treasury, with the entire correspondence, which
together would have proved the justice of Chalmers’ claim. Also, as is now seen, abstracting
this Dundee memorial to the Treasury. And is Dundee quietly to submit to this indignity, with,
it may now or shortly be said, the eyes of the world looking on ?

To the many proofs official and otherwise, which |1 have brought forward to show that up to
the period of the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill in July, 1839, neither the Government,
nor Parliament, nor the Press, nor the public, had ever heard of the Adhesive Stamp as being
any part of the plan of Mr. Rowland Hill, we have now the further proof from this Dundee
Memorial on the part of a commercial community which had taken special interest in the
proposed Penny Postage scheme for years, yet had never heard of Rowland Hill's name
in connection with a plan they now asked might be favourably considered— the plan of Mr. Hill
being known universally as being that of the impressed stamped cover. Mr. Hitt, in February,
1837, subsequent to the publication of the first edition of his pamphlet, had become cognizant of
Chalmers' Adhesive Stamp invention of 1834, hut without seeing its value or proposing its
adoption for the purpose of carrying out the Penny Postage Scheme.

To return to this letter now produced by Mr. Pearson Hill, my opponents contend that the
plan of 1839 contains what Mr. Chalmers terms “ modifications ” upon his plan of 1837-8 of a



nature that render the plan of 1885) impracticable, and that consequently Mr. Chalmers is not
now to be considered. This position | was prepared to contest had the plan been produced ;
but Mr. Pearson Hill has not thought proper to produce either the plan of 1885), nor copy
letters of Mr. Hi1r1 to Mr. Chalmers of dates 3rd March, 1838, and 18th January, 1810, the
importance of knowing the contents of which letters all who have followed this controversy
understand, but whicli copy letters | have ineffectually endeavoured to obtain. As to
Mr. Pearson Hill not having now produced the 1839 plan of Mr. Chalmers, is it because
Mr. Chalmers in that plan (a copy of which | have now before me taken from the files of this
same old Arbroath Herald through the research of my Arbroath friends already named) makes

the following additional valuable suggestions, for all of which Mr. Howland Hill has himself
obtained the credit ? :—

“ That the slips should be printed on paper of a uniform size, and with ink varying in colour
according to the price of the stamp, under the superintendence of the Stamp Office Department,
each slip having a device on it about the size or circumference of a shilling piece, specifying the
weight it carries and the rate of postage ; and then to be issued to town and country

distributors of stamps, to be by them sold in sheets or quantities of sheets to stationers and
others to retail as may be required.”

Again :—*“ | would propose that a thin paper should be prepared specially for these stamps,
that in each slip there should be a water-mark of a crown and the letters *P.0.S.", and then
printed from dies or cuts made by able artists expressly for the purpose.”

Again —*“ | propose that those stamps should be printed on paper the size of small post,
and that each full sheet should contain a hundred and twenty stamps or slips.” Again : “ The
penny stamp being all of one colour of printing ink, the twopenny or higher stamps to be of
other colours of ink. And when put into the Post-office, the Postmaster or his assistants could
at a glance, distinguish if the proper stamp was affixed, and could at same time impress the
Post-office seal partly across the stamp, which would prevent the possibility of being used a
second time ; the letter sorter having only in a few cases the trouble of weighing any letter
having on it a lower stamp which he suspected ought to have a higher. By having exactly a
hundred and twenty stamps on the sheet, it would give facility in the calculation, making one
sheet of penny stamps 10s., and that of twopenny stamps 20s.”

Mr. Chalmers then goes on at some length to calculate the probable cost, the result showing
that 1,000 stamps would cost (iJd. Here was a valuable guide to Mr. Hirir, whose contract

with Messrs. Bacon & Petch for the first stamps issued to the public on the 6th May, 1840, was
just what Chalmers had named, Gd. the 1.000 stamps.

Is not all this, taken with Chalmers’ plan of 1837-8, as bequeathed by Sir Henry Cole
and repeatedly published by me, a marvel of completeness — the very thiDg adopted by
Mr. Rowland Hilt and now in use, but for which Mr. Hiri, putting Chalmers' plan and
correspondence, with also the Dundee certificate, in bis pocket, took all the credit and all the
money ? Such was the Rowland Hill whose genius the country has now been lauding in
unmeasured terms, while James Chalmers died unrequited and unknown !

PATRICK CHALMERS.
W imbledon,

May 26th, 1890.



THE ADHESIVE STAMP FRAUD BROUGHT TO LIGHT.

In my publication some months ago entitled “ How James Chalmers Saved the Penny
Postage Scheme,” | was enabled through the researches of patriotic men in Arbroath,
Mr. Bunclig, of the Arbroath Guide, and Mr. McBain, Banker there, to produce from the files
of the old Arbroath Herald, of date October 11th, 1839, copy of a letter, dated 30th September,
from the principal bankers, merchants, and others in Dundee, addressed to the Lords of
Her Majesty’s Treasury in support of the plan of their townsman, James Chalmers, at same
time submitted to the Treasury for the purpose of carrying out the Penny Postage Scheme.
This scheme had just obtained Parliamentary sanction, but Mr. Rowland Hilt had failed to
propose a satisfactory plan for carrying it out, and the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury had

invited plans from the public.

But no trace of this letter from the Dundee merchants could be found, nor any confirmation
as to any such letter having ever existed. No one now living in Dundee could recollect anything
of the letter, no allusion to it could be found in the files of the Dundee papers, the Treasury
officials in London certified that no such memorial was in the Treasury or amongst the public
records, so it was more than hinted that the old Arbroath Herald had published what never
existed, and that the Dundee memorial was a myth. | ventured, however, to hint, on the other
Inmd, that this memorial had been removed from the Treasury by the then Mr. Rowland Hill,
and that same was now in the hands of Mr. Pearson Hill along with the entire correspondence

betwixt Mr. James Chalmers and Mr. Hitt, which he admits to have.

Such, it now appears, was and is the faet. In his anxiety to prove that James Chalmers
never displayed his Adhesive Postage Stamp prior to sending that plan to Mr. Wallace in
December, 1837, and that consequently the evidence as to his having invented same in 1834
falls to the ground ; that the stamp of 1834, now in Vienna, is equally a myth with the personal
evidence, Mr. Pearson Hill has produced at the London Philatelic Exhibition a letter from
Mr. Chalmers to Mr. Rowland Hill of date October 1st, 1839, in which letter Mr. Pearson Hill
considers that Mr. Chalmers admits not having published his plan of the Adhesive Stamp until
December, 1837. But it is clear that, in pointing to that period, Mr. Chalmers refers to such
as being the date on which he first officially sent his plan to London, the evidence as to his
having invented and advocated same in the year 1834 being complete and admitted by the
leading biographical works of the day, after special investigation initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill
himself. Moreover, a specimen of his 1834 stamp has just been exhibited at the Stamp Exhibi-
tion in Vienna, where all the leading Philatelists of Germany survey and handle the stamp
with reverence, as proved to their satisfaction to be authentic and indeed, as they term it, the
“ Father of Stamps.”

In producing this letter, consequently, under the idea of extinguishing the 1834 theory
Mr. Pearson Hill has only overreached himself. And now about the Dundee Memorial. This
same letter of Mr. Chalmers to Mr. Rowland Hill hands a printed copy of a ‘' Certificate in my
favour which some friends have been kind enough voluntarily to forward ” to the Lords of Her
Majesty’s Treasury ; such certificate, then, being part and parcel of the letter brought to light by



Mr. Pearson H i11, lie has had no choice but at length to produce the Dundee letter or certificate,
although my request of 24th July last to be informed if such was in his possession met with
no reply. And a most valuable piece of evidence in my favour this Dundee letter proves to be.
First, it proves the old Arbroath Herald to be right after all, in spite of the sneers launched upon
it and myself in respect to this Dundee memorial, no trace or confirmation of which could be
found. But of greater interest is it that now we have the names of the patriotic men in Dundee
of a past generation who “ voluntarily” aided James Chaimers in getting his adhesive postage
stamp adopted by the Treasury. The letter or certificate has already been given at length in
my late pamphlet, setting forth craimers' services in the acceleration of the mail, and now
recommending his plan of postage stamps, “ specimens of wdiich they had seen,” to the favour-
able notice of the Lords of the Treasury. The following signatures are appended :—

Alexr. Balfour, Chairman of the Chamber Alexr. Kay, Provost.

of Commerce. W. Johnstone, Bailie.

Edward Baxter, Deputy Chairman of the
Chamber of Commerce.

W ittiam Thojis, Banker and J.P.
Jon Sturf.ock, Banker and J.P.
John Symers, Banker and J.P.
William Hackney, J.P.

Geo. Kixloch, J.P.

James Brown, J.P.

John Brown, Bailie.

John Caiman, Bailie.

Wm. Boyack, Bailie.

Jas. Thoms, Dean of Guild.
Chris. Kerii, Town Clerk.
Will. Barrie, Town Clerk.
Chas. Adie, D.D.

John Murdoch, Convener of the Nine In-
corporated Trades.

George Milne, Clerk to the Harbour

George Duncan, J.P.
James Guthrie, J.P.

C. W. Boase, Banker. Trustees.
W. Christie, Banker. Arcud. Crichton, Sea Insurance Office.
David Guthrie, Banker. Shiel & Small, Writers.

Subscribed also by above one hundred Merchants, Shipowners, and others of Dundee.”
For the names of which latter we must wait the appearance of the original.

It is indeed to two Scotchmen we are indebted for this very postal reform of which so much
is now being made, and from whom Rowiand Hi11 obtained bis proposals from beginning to
end! Rorert W arirace, 0f Kelly, M.P. for Greenock, who nearly fifty years ago was presented
with the freedom of Glasgow and of six other Scottish cities or burghs as having been the
real founder of penny postage reform, yet whose very name has been wholly overlooked through-
out this “ Rowranda Hi1t1” mania, furnished Mr. H i11 with the materials for his pamphlet of 1837—
James Chalmers provided him with the working plan. And what did Rowtana Hi1r do? He
put forward in his pamphlet of 1837 the Penny Postage Scheme as his own ; he used his
despotic position at the Treasury to put craimers aside upon a flimsy pretext, abstracting
the plan which craimers had sent to the Treasury, with the entire correspondence, which

together would have proved the justice of chaimers’ claim. Also, as is now seen, abstracting
this Dundee memorial to the Treasury.

To the many proofs official and otherwise, which | have brought forward to show that up to
the period of the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill in July, 1839, neither the Government,

nor Parliament, nor the Press, nor the public, had ever heard of the Adhesive Stamp as being



any part of the plan oi Mr. Rowitana Hit1, we have now the further proof from this Dundee
Memorial on the part of a commercial community which had taken special interest in the
proposed Penny Postage scheme for years, yet had never heard of Rowtand Hir1's name
in connection with a plan they now asked might be favourably considered—the plan of Mr. H i1
being known universally as being that of the impressed stamped cover. Mr. H i1, in February,
1887, subsequent to the publication of the first edition of his pamphlet, had become cognizant of
Chaimers’ Adhesive Stamp invention of 1834, but without seeing its value or proposing its
adoption for the purpose of carrying out the Penny Postage Scheme.

To return to this letter now produced by Mr. Pearson H i11, my opponents contend that the

“

plan of 1839 contains what Mr. chaimers terms “ modifications ” upon his plan of 1837-8 of a
nature that render the plan of 1839 impracticable, and that consequently Mr. chaimers iS not
now to be considered. This position | was prepared to contest had the plan been produced ;
but Mr. Pearson H i1t has not thought proper to produce either the plan of 1839, nor copy
letters of Mr. Hi11 to Mr. chaimers Of dates 3rd March, 1838, and 18th January, 1840, the
importance of knowing the contents cf which letters all who have followed this controversy
understand, but which copy letters T have ineffectually endeavoured to obtain. As to
Mr. Pearson Hi1t1 not having now produced the 1839 plan of Mr. chaimers, iS it because
Mr. chaimers in that plan (a copy of which I have now before me taken from the files of this
same old Arbroath Herald through the research of my Arbroath friends already named) makes
the following additional valuable suggestions, for all of which Mr. Rowtana H i1 has himself

obtained the credit ? :—

“ That the slips should be printed on paper of a uniform size, and with ink varying in colour
according to the price of the stamp, under the superintendence of the Stamp Office Department,
each slip having a device on it about the size or circumference of a shilling piece, specifying the
weight it carries and the rate of postage; and then to be issued to town and country
distributors of stamps, to be by them sold in sheets or quantities of sheets to stationers and

others to retail as may he required.”

Again :— *“ | would propose that a thin paper should be prepared specially for these stamps,
that in each slip there should he a water-mark of a crown and the letters ‘' P.O.S.’, and then

printed from dies or cuts made by able artists expressly for the purpose.”

Again :—*“ | propose that those stamps should be printed on paper the size of small post,
and that each full sheet should contain a hundred and twenty stamps or slips.” Again : “ The
penny stamp being all of one colour of printing ink, the twopenny or higher stamps to be of
other colours of ink. And when put into the Post-office, the Postmaster or his assistants could
at a glance, distinguish if the proper stamp was affixed, and could at same time impress the
Post-office seal partly across the stamp, which would prevent the possibility of being used a
second time ; the letter sorter having only in a few cases the trouble of weighing any letter
having on it a lower stamp which he suspected ought to have a higher. Ry having exactly a
hundred and twenty stamps on the sheet, it would give facility in the calculation, making one

sheet of penny stamps 10s., and that of twopenny stamps 20s.”

Mr. chaimers then goes on at some length to calculate the probable cost, the result showing
that 1,000 stamps would cost 6id- Here was a valuable guide to Mr. H 11, whose contract
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with MessSrs. Bacon & Fetch for the first stamps issued to the public on the 6th May, 1840, was
just what Chalmeks had named, Gd. the 1,000 stamps.

Is not all this, taken with chraimers’ plan of 1887-8, as bequeathed by Sir Henry Colk

and repeatedly published by me, and now again given below, a marvel of completeness—the

very thiug adopted by Mr. Rowtana H i1 and now in use, but for which Mr. H i1, putting
chaimers’' plan and correspondence, with also the Dundee certificate, in his pocket, took all the
credit and all the money'? Such was the Rowiana Hi11 Whose genius the country7 has now been

lauding in unmeasured terms, while James Chaimers died unrequited and unknown !

EXTRACT FROM THE LETTER OF JAMES CHALMERS handing his plan of tin
Adhesive Postage Stamp to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London, and now in
the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the late sir Henry Core :(—

“ 4, Castle Street, Dundee,

“ 8tli February, 1838.

I conceive that the most simple and economical mode of carrying out such an arrangement
(that of prepayment of letters) would he by slips (postage stamps), prepared somewhat similar
to the specimen herewith shown.

< With this view, and in the hope that Mr. Hi11's plan may soon be carried into operation,
I would suggest that sheets of stamped slips should he prepared at the Stamp Office, on a
paper made expressly for the purpose, with a device on each for a die or cut resembling that on
newspapers ; that the sheets so printed or stamped should then be rubbed over with a strong
solution of gum or other adhesive substance, and, when thoroughly7dry, issued by the Stamp
Office to town and country distributors, to stationers and others, for sale in sheets and singly.

Merchants and others, whose correspondence is extensive, could purchase these slips

in quantities, cut them singly, and affix one to a letter by means of wetting the back of the slip
with a eponge or brush. . . . Others requiring only one or two slips at a time could
purchase them aloug with sheets of paper at stationers’ shops, the weight only regulating the
rate of postage in all cases so as a stam]) may be affixed according to the scala determined
on.

“ Again, to prevent the possibility of these being used a second time, it should be made
imperative on postmasters to put the Post Office town stamp (as represented in one of the
specimens) across the slip or postage stamp.”

This statement is accompanied by several specimens of a suggested stamp about an inch
square. A space divides each stamp for cutting off singly. One of the specimens is stamped
across with the quasi-postmark “ Dundee, 10th February, 1838,” to exemplify what Mr. Chalmers
states Bhould be done to prevent the stamp being used a second time.

Brought forward in the House of Commons the 5th July, 1839. After plans had been called
tor from the public and nothing better found, adopted by Treasury Minute of date 20th December,
1839, and the merit appropriated by Mr. Rowrana H ir1, then in despotic power.

PATRICK CHALMERS.
W imbledon,

June, 1890.
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Letter from HER MAJESTY'S POST OFFICE to Mr. HAY,
Town Clerk of Dundee.

W imbledon, JUNe Gth, 1890.
Dear Sir,

I have just had placed in my hands copy of a letter of date July 4th, 1888, from the
Assistant Secretary to Her Majesty’s Post Office, addressed to you, intimating, in reply to a letter
from you, that according to the records of the Post Office, Sir Rowianda H i1 had proposed
the use of an Adhesive Postage Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the scheme of uniform
penny postage prior to and in advance of such proposal on the part of James Chalmers.

But what the writer here omits to add is, “ so far as we know or care to inquire.”
What are the facts on investigation ?

First, that James Chaimers, upon the evidence of a number of cotemporary Dundee
citizens and workmen then in his employ, invented and advocated the use of an Adhesive Stamp
for postage purposes as early as the year 1834, as now recorded in the pages of the Encyclopedia
Britannica and other leading biographical works of the day, after special investigation initiated
by Mr. Pearson Hitt himself. Next, that an original and specimens of this 1834 stamp are
now, or were lately, being displayed at the Stamp Exhibitions in Vienna, London, Leeds, Edin-
burgh, and Dundee. Next, that the inventor, James Chaimers, Officially urged the adoption of
this Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the proposed Penny Postage Scheme of
Mr. Rowtand Hitr to Mr. w arrace, Chairman of the House of Commons Committee, in Decem-
ber, 1837, as Mr. Pearson H i11 admits. Again, proposing same to the Mercantile Committee
of the City of London in February, 1838, as admitted by Her Majesty's Post Office; and at
same time to Mr. Rowranda H i1 himself, whose reply of 3rd March, 1838, was unfavourable.

Next, as to Mr. Rowirana Hirt1— nothing is more easily or clearly proved than that, up to
the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill in Parliament on the 5th July, 1839, a year and a
half after the admitted proposal of same by James Chatmers, Mr. Rowtand H 11 had not
proposed the use of an adhesive stamp for the purpose of carrying out the scheme. Look at
the proceedings as proved from the records of Hansard. Here are the words of the Minister
introducing the Bill :—

He distinctly only “ asked Hon. Members to commit themselves to the question of a uniform

“ rate of postage of one penny at and under a weight hereafter to be fixed.” Everything else
was to be left open. “ If it were to go forth to the public to-morrow morning that the Govern-
“ ment had proposed and the House had adopted the plan of Mr. Rowrana H 11, the necessary

“

result would be to spread a conviction abroad that, as a stamped cover was absolutely to be used
in all cases, which stamped covers Tvere to be made by one single manufacturer, alarm would

w“

be felt lest a monopoly would thereby be created, to the serious detriment of other members of

a most useful and important trade. The sense of injustice excited by this would necessarily

be extreme. | therefore do not call upon the House either to affirm or to negative nny such



proposition at the present. | ask you simply to affirm the adoption of a uniform penny

postage, and the taxation of that postage by weight. Neither do | ask you to pledge yourself

to the prepayment of letters, for I am of opinion that, at all events, there should be an option
of putting letters into the post without a stamp.”

If the resolution be affirmed and the Bill has to be proposed, it will hereafter require very
great care and complicated arrangements to carry the plan into practical effect.

“ It may
involve considerable expense and considerable responsibility on the part of the Government ;

it may disturb existing trades, such as the paper trade.”

= distinctly and simply a penny postage by weight.” . . . 7

“ The new postage will be
1 also require for the Treasury
a power of taking the postage by anticipation, and a power of allowing such postage to be
» taken by means of stamped covers, and | also require the authority of rating the postage
“ according to weight.” — (See Hansard, Voi. 48.)

In this dilemma as to how to carry ont the scheme in practice, Mr. w ai11ace favourably
suggested the Adhesive Stamp, the adoption of which plan, he had no hesitation in saying from

the evidence adduced, would secure the revenue from loss by forgery. Mr. w arburton, also a

member of the 1837-38 Committee, “ viewing with considerable alarm the doubt which had

been expressed of adopting Mr. w ir1's plan of prepayment and collection by stamped covers,"”
recommended that plans should be applied for from the public.

Again, in the House of Lords on the 5th of August, Lord Melbourne, in introducing the

Bill, is as much embarrassed as was the Chancellor of the Exchequer in the Commons. The

opponents of the Bill use, as one of then- strongest arguments, the impossibility of carrying out
the scheme in practice.

The E ar1 of Kipon Says: “ Why were their Lordships thus called upon
at this period of the session to pass a Bill, when no mortal being at that moment had the
remotest conception of how it wias to be carried into execution ?”

Here Lorda Ashburton, like
Mr. w arrace in the Commons, favourably suggested the Adhesive Stamp, *“

which would answer
every purpose, and remove the objection of the stationers and papermakers to the measure.”

Let it then be clearly noted that, up to the period of the Bill in July and August, 1839, not
a word is said in any way connecting Mr. H i11’s name with other than the impressed stamp ou
the sheet of letter paper, or more especially, on the stamped covers. That, and that alone, is
taken on the one part as his plan by all the speakers, official or otherwise— for that alone does
the Chancellor of the E xchequer ask for “ powers.” The Adhesive Stamp is brought in,
on the other part, as a distinct proposal, in no way entering into the proposals of Mr. Hii1.
And it is admitted that the date of acknowledgment by Mr. w art1ace t0 James Chaimers Of the
reception of his plan of an Adhesive Postage Stamp is the 9th December, 1837.

And how does Sir Rowirana H i1 get over all these Parliamentary proceedings in his

“ History of Penny Tostage,” not published until after his decease? Simply by ignorin'!
them, by making no reference to them whatever, and by intimating that the adoption of
the Adhesive Stamp formed part and parcel of his original proposals of 1837 !

unworthy attempt at imposition after a lapse of time when it would be

A more

hoped all the
facts would be forgotten amidst the blaze with which he had managed to surround himself

cannot be supposed. And how, too, does Mr. Pearson H irt1 in his publications get over these
Parliamentary proceedings ? Just in the same way, by ignoring them—they are insurmountable,
and consequently left untouched. And how does the Post Office get over them when writing to

you ? They don’t touch upon these facts—the tradition left by Sir Rowitana H 11 that he was



the originator of the Adhesive Stamp is enough for them, and this tradition is put forward upon
you and upon the public, the official facts left untouched. At the date mentioned by the Post
Office, February, 1837, subsequent to the publication of the first edition of his pamphlet,
Mr. Bowirana Hi1t1 had become cognizant of Mr. chaimers’ invention of 1834, and made an
allusion to same, but without seeing its value or proposing its adoption for the purpose of
carrying out the scheme—a blindness anything but creditable to Mr. Hir1's discernment.
Not until after the passing of the Bill, when plans were invited from the public and nothing
better found, did Mr. H i11 adopt the Adhesive Stamp by Treasury Minute of date 2Gth December,
1839, two years after Mr. chaimers had urged it upon Mr. w arrace.

Many other proofs from the Press of the period to the same effect may be found in my
publication “ How James Chalmers Saved the Penny Postage Scheme,” and Dundee itself has
supplied another in its memorial just brought to light of date 30th September, 1839, to the
Lords of the Treasury in favour of the adhesive stamp plan of its townsman, nothing whatever
being then known or heard of as to any such prior proposal on the part of Mr. Hi11— a mere
pretence and afterthought on the part of Mr. H 11 subsequently set up, bred of the success

which had attended the invention and proposal of James Chaimers.

To have asked for information on this matter from Her Majesty’'s Post Office was, consequently,
to go to a bigoted and mistaken quarter. The Post Office can only stand by the traditions Sir
Rowtand H i1t left behind him—even if convinced of their mistake they cannot admit it— esprit de
corps forbids. Nor can you be guided by the Times and some other London papers steeped to
the neck in a blind worship of Rowiana Hi11. Are they to turn round upon themselves, and now
to tell the public they have all this while been lauding a mere plagiarist ? No ! Let Dundee, its
Press and public, look to themselves, read the facts, note these dates, survey the handiwork and
letters of their townsman now about to be placed before them— witness his likeness and record
of his services sent from all parts of the globe now recognising him. And let Dundee note
that these very stamps, letters, and proofs, as far back as 1834, were offered by a London
Post Office official, a stranger to me, for display at the late Guildhall Exhibition, showing
that the services of James Chaimers are now well understood amongst the body of the
St. Martin’s le Grand establishment, but such proposed display interdicted and forbidden by
the heads of the Post Office —an unseemly exercise of arbitrary power. And why ? Because
such display would have torn away the last shred of pretence set up for Rowtand Hit1—an
interdict which is not ouly a confession of weakness, but indeed amounts to submission. And
while noting all this 1 trust Dundee will resent with just indignation the abstraction by
Sir Rowtana H i1 of the plan and correspondence with James Chaimers, and will resent more
especially the abstraction of the memorial in his favour drawn up by their fathers and sent to
the Lords of the Treasury ; and finally, let me hope that Dundee will boldly assert its title to
having been the birthplace of the Adhesive Postage Stamp which saved the Penny Postage
Scheme, and remains to this day indispensable to the postal systems, the commerce, and
revenues of the world.

| remain, dear Sir,
Yours faithfully,
Wirttiam Hay, EsqQ., PATRICK CHALMERS.
City Clerk,

Dundee.

[P.T.O.



I subjoin copy of the Post Office letter:—

Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary of the General Post Office, London, to the
Town Clerk of Dundee.
‘* General Post Office,
“ July 4th, 188s8.
“ Sir,

“ In reply to your letter of the 23rd ulto., | beg leave to inform you that, according to
the records of this department, the use of Adhesive Postage Stamps was first suggested by
Sir Rowtanda Hint in his evidence of 13th February, 1837, given before the Commissioners of
Post Office Inquiry, and printed at page 33 of their Ninth Report, dated 7th July, 1837.

“ A suggestion respecting the use of such stamps was also made by Mr. James Chalmers,
but, so far as the official records shew, not earlier than sth February, 1838. This suggestion is
contained in the Post Circular newspaper of 5th April of that year.

“1 am, &c.,
“W itriam Hay, Esq.” “ (Signed) H. JOYCE.

I have conclusively shown in the foregoing that, up to the introduction of the Penny
Postage Bill on the 5th July, 1839, Sir Rowirana H i1 had not proposed the use of the Adhesive
Stamp for the purposes of the Bill. What took place on the 13th February, 1837, consisted
merely of a passing allusion as to a use to which an adhesive stamp might be put in an
exceptional case, which could not have occurred until the year 1855 when prepayment of the
penny in cash was done away with. The circumstance is fully detailed in my pamphlet already
named (page 33), and the allusion merely showed that Mr. Rowirana H i11 had heard of chaimers’
invention of 1834, but without seeing its value or proposing its adoption for the purpose of
carrying out the Penny Postage Scheme, and which proposal James Chaimers Was consequently
the first to make. But after the success of chaimers’ proposal, this allusion is seized hold of by
Mr. H i1 to point to himself as having been the originator, while the correspondence with
Chaimers, his plan, and the Dundee letter to the Lords of the Treasury are put into his
pocket, as shown in my late circular, “ The Adhesive Stamp Fraud brought to Light,” and all
reference to the speech of the Minister introducing the Penny Postage Bill and tfie proceedings
in Parliament on the occasion carefully suppressed.

The Post Office appears to have amended their “ Records ” since 1888, probably from now
having a better appreciation of the facts above stated, as in their Jubilee speeches neither the
Postmaster-General nor the Chief Secretary made any claim as to the Adhesive Stamp having
been originated by Sir Rowiana Hirt1, while the London Philatelic Society, of which Mr. Pearson
Hirt1 is a member, now admits that Sir Rowiana H 11 did not invent the Adhesive Postage

Stamp.—P. C.
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THE “ ST. STEPHEN'S REVIEW.”

Copy, j

* 21, John Street, Adelphi, W.C.,

“ February 22nd, 1887.
“From EDGAR LEE, Assist. Ed,,

“ Dear Sir,

“ 1 note with considerable interest wimt you say in regard to your father and the

Adhesive Stamp. There is no doubt that such a national matter should be recognised. Permit

me to point out that what you ought to do would be to get either your own or your father’s

portrait into our paper with a good interview something like that with Mr. ——. We could

arrange this on a business basis, and as all the Members of the Government see the paper, it
should do you a considerable amount of good.

“ Faithfully yours,

“ (Signed) EDGAR LEE.”

In reply, | wrote declining any interview or business arrangement, but that | should be glad

to receive the voluntary support of the St. Stephen’s Review.

I now read in the St. Stephen’s Review of date 14th iust. :—

‘“Life on a newspaper is made more or less burdensome by a gentleman signing himself
“Patrick Chalmers,” Who appears to have some grievances about the original invention of
adhesive penny stamps. It is all very well that Mr. cnhaimers should seek to ventilate his views,
if he would only do so less copiously. Week by week printed circulars arrive, purporting to
prove that penny stamps were not invented by Sir Rowitanda H 11, but by one James Chaimers—
at least that is what a cursory glance at one of these documents leads me to believe is the con-
tention of the writer—but cui bono? The public does not care two straws about the matter, or
will at best only feel annoyed by any attempt to disturb its belief in Sir Rowtand Hit1. As
to Mr. Patrick Chaimers, Whatever be his facts, he is simply engaged in flogging a dead horse ;
it would really be more interesting if he would revive the Homeric controversy or some such
subject. Certainly | trust he will cease to circularise me on the question of postage stamps.”

As the St. Stephen’'s Review is much read at the West-End Clubs, including one of which 1
have been a member for thirty-four years, | feel called upon to publish and circulate the above

letter proposing an interview.
PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,
June Ibth, 18!)0.






X TIFMNT. W imbledon,

cioa tly

Sm,

June 20th, 1840.

In the Times newspaper of 11th hist. there appears
;la announcement in which jour name is prominently brought
forward, stating that a Jubilee postal envelope is none being
ofleretl to the public at a fancy price, bearing a likeness of the
late Sir Rowland Hill, with an inscription “ He gave us
Penny Postage. Now, us the inscription originally framed
for the ( Ity statue of Sir Rowland Hill erected by your
ftiorts was “ Rowland Hiti—he founded Penny Postage,”
ind as the inscription now upon the City statue is “ He
founded Uniform Penny Postage-1840,” permit me, Sir,
to ask, what the public now invited to purchase this’
medallion have a right to know, why have you abandoned
the word “ founded” and substituted the expression “ He
“ave us,” that is, something which he had merely picked up
and handed over ? Years ago | pointed out to the Mansion
House Sir Rowland Hilt Committee, of which you were
Secretary, that the Penny Postage Scheme was no invention
whatever on the part of Sir Rowland Hill, such having been
simply a reproduction ably put together of the prior proposals
o f [r men>but to which the compiler had avoided reference
and had consequently obtained credit for having invented
w*“ °unded ”.same’ and 1am prepared to show, if the press
am the public care to give the necessary attention to mv
evidence, that this Mansion House Committee, or some oi
dmm abandoned the point of “ originality” on the partol
-n  owland Hill, yet have ever since been inviting money
rom the public under his name and prestige as a great
nuutoi. If, then, in substituting for “ founded ” the mere
tenu = He gave us” you now mean to admit that originality
o conception formed no part of the merits of Sir Rowland
"wly “ot sa? 80 distinctly and openly, and let the public
mov exactly how, in your opinion, the matter stands 9
“ He gave us Penny Postage ! ” But how did he give it"

, V aid? % ‘be aid, Sir. of my father, the late
,aihs Chalmers, whose plan of the Adhesive Postage Starno,

“s invention of 1884, was laid before Mr. Wallace, in
(tomber, 1887, and brought forward by him in Parliament



2

upon the introduction of the Penny Postage Bill on the (i
July, 1889, when all was dismay as to how the proposed
reform was to be carried out in practice. Arid how did
Sir Bowland Hill use his despotic position at the Treasury?
He abstracted the plan and proposals of James Chalmers
addressed to the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury urging the
the use of an Adhesive Postage Stamp ; also abstracting the
entire official correspondence which would have proved tho
justice of Chalmers' title to having been the originator of
same, thus usurping the merit to himself. Further a same
time Sir Row'tand Hill abstracted the official memorial of
the Bankers and Merchants of Dundee dated 80th Septem-
ber, 1889, to the Jjords of Her Majesty's Treasury, in favour
of the plan of their townsman Chalmers, said memorial being
proof that the adoption of an adhesive stamp for the purpose
of carrying out the scheme had formed no part of the
proposals of the then Mr. Hitr himself.

Such, Sir, was the man whom you have unwittingly de-
lighted to honour, further details of which allegations on my
part will be found in the enclosed sheet, “ Lhe Adhesive Stamp
Fraud brought to Light.” And as 1 have already addressed
»ou on tliis matter without having been favoured with any
reply, i feel at liberty to at once circulate copy of this com-
munication to the Press and others, not with any object of
embarrassing you. but in the hope that the subject will
obtain the public notoriety it deserves, aud for the purpose
of vindicating the services of James Chalmers. These,
already acknowledged by the leading biographical works of
the day, and by a large body of the Press, including the

papers more immediately concerned with

Corporation
matters, will

I have no doubt yet be acknowledged by the
Corporation of the City of London itself, a body of gentle-
men ever ready to acknowledge a public service— one more-
over, already widely recognised in America, France, and
Germany.
[ remain respectfully, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,
PATRICK CHALMKRS.

Sir James W hitehead. Bart.,

Alderman.
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The following is from my pamphlet just published in
vindication of my father’s services

“ Thai tiie non-originality of Sir Rowland Hill has been
recognised by Ins Mansion House Memorial Fund Committee
subsequent to my having drawn their attention to the sources'
from which he took Ins proposals, as mav be read from the
Gitjl Fr>k of date 18th March, 1882 !

'l Rowland Hill Memorial.

¢e0On Thursday a meeting of the Rowland Hill Memo*
rial (ommittee was held at the Mansion House the | ord
Mayor presiding A discussion arose as to the inscription
upon Mr. Onslow hords statue to be erected at the Rovai
Exchange, which had been determined at a previous meet-
ing to nm tims: “ Rowland Hill—He founded Penny
lostage. Mr. Whitehead now proposed that the last
sentence should run: “ He gave us the Penny Postage ”
M. Northover seconded. The Lord Mayor ISir J. W'hit-
tilker bills) tliought that a mere mention of the name
birth, and death on the statue would be sufficient Dr*
Malter Lewm moved for and Mr. Causton, M.P., seconded'
llie following inscription : "Sir Rowland Hill KT P’
skn TO. died 187Y. Mr. Whitehead withdrew his
motion, ami the latter suggestion was unanimously adopted.
M. C. ]»aiTy moved, and Mr. R. Price seconded, the follow-
ing addition to the words : “ By whose energy and persever-
ance tlie National lenny Post was established.* Eventualiv
tins was earned b,. nine votes to six, the Lord Mayor votili-
in the minority.” °

“ It will he seen that the above proceedings on the pnrt
o the Committee amounted to a complete admission of the
iliscovery 1 laid before them—viz., that the Penny Postinv

, emo of 1l.was uot an invention, but only a copy. The
change m the inscription was important and significant—
i abl'l7 lostT ' was unanimously abandoned.

i, ! 'Tn-. 1 . g e C
, e .established it was substituted, while a minority of six
"nune were m favour of an inscription merely nominal.”

Mt above is of itself proof that this Committee abandoned

[[ P°mr of "originality of conception” on the part of Sir

fuUMAN> Hitl.  Rut much remains behind from evidence of

"o small interest in my possession, and which 1 am prepared

P"Uisih; as already stated, should the Press and public

to bliye same the necessary attention; and should I

(U] t) make o°°d niy assertion, | undertake to hand over to

Nr Jamhs W hitehead, towards the funds of the “ Post Office
ecnevolent Fund,” the sum of one hundred pounds P.O,
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From the “DUNDEE COURIER,” June 26th, 1890

“JUBILEE POSTAL EXHIBITION IN DUNDEE.

“ Following the example of the Philatelic Society of London, Dundee, the birthplace of the
Adhesive Stamp, is to have a Postage Stamp Exhibition of its own. The Committee of the Free
Library have kindly placed at the disposal of the promoters of the Exhibition part of the
Victoria Art Gallery, where the exhibits have heen arranged, and are now on view. The
Exhibition will remain open to the public for two weeks. Exhibitions in commemoration of the
fiftieth anniversary of the introduction of postage stamps have also been held in Vienna and
Leeds, and there is a postal display at the Edinburgh Exhibition. Specimens of British and
foreign envelopes, post-cards, and news-bands from the collection of Mr. A Tiirkheim, Dundee,
are exhibited, and include a good assortment of rare ‘ Mulready ' envelopes and wrappers, and one
of the temporary envelopes prepared for the Houses of Parliament in 1840 in consequence of
delay in preparing the adhesives. The use of these envelopes must have been very restricted,
as they are of extreme rarity. Mr. Turkheim also exhibits a collection in an album, along with
two sheets of rare stamps. Some interesting covers, with the charges marked in ink, before a
uniform penny postage came in force, .and before the introduction of postage stamps, are shown
by Mr. Gibb, postmaster. Mr. Wai.ton, of Birmingham, shows some good caricatures of
the * Mulready ' envelope.

“ A sheet of nearly one hundred stamps is exhibited by Mr. T. M. Wears, solicitor, showing
the modes of printing and perforation employed in different countries, comprising stamps
printed from copper or steel plates, styled taille Jlouce engraving ; stamps produced by means of
typography or surface printing, styled épargne engraving; stamps printed by the lithographic
process, and embossed stamps. On the same sheet is a number of forgeries, in juxtaposition
to which are the genuine stamps they are intended to represent. So skilfully have the forgeries
been executed, it is questionable whether any one but an expert could tell which is genuine and
which is bogus. Specimens are also exhibited showing the various methods in use of separating
adhesives— for example, perforated, rouletted, scalloped, serpentine, serrated, and dentelated
stamps.

“ Undoubtedly the most interesting exhibits are those forwarded by Mr. Patrick Chalmers
of Wimbledon, son of our illustrious townsman James Chalmers. In this case are to be seen
photographs of the stamps invented by James Chalmers in Dundee in August, 1834, the originals
of which are in the possession of Mr. Hanson, of Cardiff, and Herr Fhiedl, of Vienna. One of
these is overprinted with the word ‘used, to prevent same being used a second time ; the other
lias the ga«si-postmark, ‘Dundee, September 24, 183-’ (the last figure after the ‘' 3’ being illegible),
a method of postmark over the stamp as ultimately adopted and now in use. Facsimile impressions
of the Adhesive Stamps— of a different design— sent by James Chalmers to the Mercantile Com-
mittee of the City of London in 1838, are also showm, together with the explanatory remarks which
accompanied them. The remainder of the case is taken UP with portraits of Chalmers from all
quarters of the globe, and other objects of interest bearing on the subject."

Short paragraphs have appeared in the above papers stating that the Exhibition continues
to he well patronised, and is of a most interesting nature.
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From the “DUNDEE ADVERTISER,” June 26th, 1890.

“* POSTAGE STAMP EXHIBITION IN DUNDEE.”

“ The Postal Jubilee is being celebrated in Dundee by an Exhibition which has just been
opened in the Victoria Art Gallery, the use of which has been kindly granted by the Free Library
Committee. The most interesting exhibits are those forwarded by Mr. Patrick Chaimers, Of
Wimbledon, son of the late Mr. chaimers. In his collection are to be seen photographs of the
stamps invented by James Chaimers iNn Dundee in August 1834, the originals of which are in the
possession of Mr. Hanson, 0f Cardiff, and Herr Friea1, of Vienna. One of these is overprinted
with the word 1 used, to prevent it being used a second time ; the other has the jwasi-postmark
‘ Dundee, September 24, 183-' (the last figure after the ‘3’ being illegible), a method of post-
mark over the stamp as ultimately adopted and now in use. Facsimile impressions of the
Adhesive Stamps—of a different design— sent by James Chaimers to the Mercantile Committee
of the City of London in 1838 are also shown, together with the explanatory remarks which
accompanied them. A sheet of nearly 100 stamps is exhibited by Mr. T. M. w ears, solicitor,
Dundee, illustrative of the modes of printing and perforation employed in different countries,
comprising stamps printed from copper or steel plates, styled taille douce engraving; stamps
produced by means of typography or surface printing, styled épargne engraving ; stamps printed
by the lithographic process, and embossed stamps. On the same sheet are a number of
forgeries, in juxtaposition to which are the genuine stamps they are intended to represent. The
forgeries have been executed so skilfully that it is questionable whether any one but an expert
could tell which is genuine and which the forgery. Specimens are also exhibited showing the
various methods in use of separating adhesives— for example, perforated, rouletted, scalloped,
serpentine, serrated, and denticulated stamps. Specimens of British and foreign envelopes, post-
cards, and news-bands from the collection of Mr. A. Turkneim, Dundee, include rare ‘' Mulready’
envelopes and wrappers, and one of the temporary envelopes prepared for the Houses of Parlia-
ment in 1840 in consequence of delay in preparing the adhesives. The use of these envelopes
must have been very restricted, as they are of extreme rarity. Mr. Turkneim also exhibits a
collection in an album, along with two sheets of rare stamps. Some interesting covers, with the
charges marked in iuk, before a Uniform Penny Postage came in force, and before the introduc-
tion of postage stamps, are shown by Mr. cibb, postmaster. Mr. w ai1ton, 0f Birmingham, has

some good caricatures of the ‘Mulready ' envelope. The Exhibition is to remain open a
fortnight.”

EXTRACT FROM THE LETTER OF JAMES CHALMERS, referred to in the above
newspaper articles, handing his plan of the Adhesive Postage Stamp to the Mercantile
Committee of the City of London, and now in the South Kensington Museum Library,
bequeathed by the late Sir Henry Core :(—

“ 4, Castle Street, Dundee,

gtk February, 183s.

| conceive that the most simple and economical mode of carrying out such an arrangement
“ (that of prepayment of letters) would be by slips (postage stamps), prepared somewhat similar
“ to the specimen herewith shown.

“ With this view, and in the hope that Mr. Hi11’s plan may soon be carried into operation,
I would suggest that sheets of stamped slips should be prepared at the Stamp Office, on a
paper made expressly for the purpose, with a device on each for a die or cut resembling that on

w“



« newspapers ; that the sheets so printed or stamped should then be rubbed over with a strong
solution of gum or other adhesive substance, and, when thoroughly dry, issued by the Stamp
Office to town and country distributors, to stationers and others, for sale in sheets and singly.
, . . Men liants and others, whose correspondence is extensive, could purchase these elips
in quantities, cut them singly, and affix one to a letter by means of wetting the back of the slip
with a sponge or brush. . . . Others requiring only one or two slips at a time could
purchase them along with sheets of paper at stationers’ shops, the weight only regulating the
rate of postage in all cases so as a stamp may he affixed according to the scale determined
on.

“ Again, to prevent the possibility of these being used a sewad time, it should be made
imperative on postmasters to put the Post Office town stamp (as represented in one of the
specimens) across the slip or postage stamp.”

This statement is accompanied by several specimens of a suggested stamp about an inch
square. A space divides each stamp for cutting off singly. One of the specimens is stamped
across with the quasi-postmark “ Dundee, 10th February, 1888,” to exemplify what Mr. C halmers
states should be done to prevent the stamp being used a second time.

Brought forward in the House of Commons the 5th July, 1889. After plans had been called
for from the public and nothing better found, adopted by Treasury Minute of date 20th December,
1839, and the merit appropriated by Mr. Rowland Hill, then in despotic power.

This Adhesive Stamp was invented by James Chalmers in the year 1834, up to which
period all authorities, including Sir Rowland Hill, agree that an Adhesive Stamp for postage
purposes was undreamt of.

In December, 1887, Mr. Chalmers submitted this plan to Mr. Wallace, Chairman of the
Select Committee of the fiouse of Commons appointed to inquire into the proposed Penny
Postage Scheme of Mr. Rowland Hill.

Again, in February, 1838, Mr. Chalmers sent his plan to the Mercantile Committee of the
City of London, as above mentioned. At same time a copy was sent to Mr. Rowland Hill,
whose reply t0 Mr. chaimers, 0f date March 3rd, 1838, was unfavourable.

The public of the present day are not generally aware that on the introduction into
Parliament of the uniform Penny Postage Bill on the 5th July, 1839, all was dismay as to how
the proposal could be carried out in practice. The plan of Mr. Rowland Hill, as then stated by
the Minister introducing the Bill, was that “ an impressed stamped cover, to be made by one

single manufacturer, was absolutely to be used on all occasions.” 'To this plan the Committee
and the Government objected for various reasons, such as being liable to forgery and unfair to
the stationery trade at large, who had petitioned against the proposal. In this dilemma

Mr. Wallace proposed the use of the Adhesive Stamp. Mr. Warburton suggested that plans
should be invited from the public. On the passing of the Bill in August, 1839, Mr. Romland
Hill was appointed to a position in the Treasury for the purpose of carrying out the reformed
scheme*. The first step taken was to invite plans from the public.

Mr. Chalmers again scut In his plan of an Adhesive Stamp in a letter addressed to the
hords of Her Majesty's Treasury of date 7th October, 1839, and accompanied by a memorial
from over 150 of the leading bankers, merchants, and public of Dundee, urging the adoption of
bis plan. This fact, with tiie details of the plan, has lately been brought to light through the
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researches of Mr. Buncle, of the Arbroath Guide, and of Mr. McBain, banker, Arbroath. The
signatures include those of such men as Alex. Balfour and Edward Baxter, Chairman and
Deputy-Chairman Of the Dundee Chamber of Commerce; William Thoms, [John Sturrock,
John Symbrs, and three others, Bankers ; five Justices of the Peace ; the Provost, Dean of Guild,
and four Bailies ; George Duncan, afterwards M.P. for the town, George Kinloch, &c

On this occasion Mr. Chalmers' plan, amongst other matters, contained the following
additional proposals, for all of which Mr. Hill has himself obtained the credit :—

“ That the slips should be printed on paper of a uniform size, and with ink varying in colour
according to the price of the slamp, under the superintendence of the Stamp Office Department,
each slip having a device on it about the size or circumference of a shilling piece, specifying the

weight it carries and the rate of postage ; and then to be issued to town and country

distributors of stamps, to be by them sold in sheets or quantities of sheets to stationers and
others to retail as may be required.”

Again :(—“ | would propose that a thin paper should be prepared specially for these stamps,
in each slip there should be a water-mark of a crown and the letters 1P.0.S.’, and then
printed from dies or cuts made by able artists expressly for the purpose.”

that

Again :—*“ | propose that those stamps should be printed on paper the size of small post,
and that each full sheet should contain a hundred and twenty stamps or slips.” Again : "The
penny stamp being all of one colour of printing ink, the twopenny or higher stamps to be of
other colours of ink. And when put into the Post-office, the Postmaster or his assistants could
at a glance, distinguish if the proper stamp was affixed, and could at same time impress the
Post-office seal partly across the stamp, which would prevent the possibility of being used a
second time ; the letter sorter having only in a few cases the trouble of weighing any letter
having on it a lower stamp which he suspected ought to have a higher. By having exactly a
hundred and twenty stamps on the sheet, it would give facility in the calculation, making one
sheet of penny stamps 10s., and that of twopenny7 stamps 20s.”

Mr. Chalmers then goes on at some length to calculate the probable cost, the result showing
that 1,000 stamps would cost G~d. Here was a valuable guide to Mr. Hill, wdiose contract

with Messrs. Bacon & Petch for the first stamps issued to the public on the 6th May, 1840, was
just what Chalmers had named, 6d. the 1,000 stamps.

This, it will be seen, taken in conjunction with the plan of 1837-38 already given, is a
marvel of completeness, the very thing adopted by Mr. Rowland Hull, and now7in use. How-
ever, neither plan, Dundee memorial, nor official correspondence with Chalmers, as | have in a
late circular already stated, are now to be found in the records of Her Majesty’'s Treasury.
\Ybile adopting the plan and proposals Mr. Rowland Hill simply put the wdiole, along with the

Dundee Memorial to the Lords of Her Majesty’'s Treasury, in his pocket, taking all the credit
and all the reward, while James Chalmers died unrequited and unknown !

PATRICK CHALMEPS.
Wimbledon,
July, 18I10.



W imbledon,
July, 1890.

Sm,
| beg to hand you copy of articles from the

Dundee Press descriptive of the Jubilee Postage Stamp
BExhibition now being held in that city, in which the
recognition of James Chalmehs forms a prominent
feature.

In a late communication | stated that Sir Rowland
Hill had availed himself of his position at the Treasury
to abstract the official correspondence between himself
and the late James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee,
with other official documents, which would have proved
the latter to have been entitled to the merit of having
been the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.

As Mr. Pearson Hill has not thought proper either
to restore this correspondence, which he admits to he in
his possession, or to publish same in his writings on the
subject, or to take any notice of a request for copies,
you will have no difficulty in concluding that my
claim on behalf of my father is indisputable. | trust
same will consequently be favoured with your support.
I may add that this claim is now widely admitted both at
home and abroad, including the Encyclopaedia Britannica
and other leading biographical works of the day, after
special investigation initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill
himself.

l remain, Sir,

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.






ft ftmbtt-Drrsit abljcsif.

AU Rédacteur en Chefdn Timbre-Poste.

Monsieur,

Mon attention ayant été attirée sur une lettre de
MPearson Hill, publiée dans le dernier numéro de votre

jUJITﬁl, et qui contient aussi une lettre adressée par M. Phil-

LK dans laquelle je suis accusé d’avoir fait certaines

allégations fausses, je demande a votre courtoisie ordinaire la
permission de répondre.

Jcn’ai jamais dit que j'avais été “ invité par les employés
** i1 (h la Poste" 'k montrer a la derniére exposition 'de
Guildnall des spécimens des timbres-poste de James Chalmers
ami que m’en accuse M. Pearson Hill; j’ai dit au contraire,
@nteres  précis, que estaient ces “ employés supérieurs ” qui
d ent mtemnus P°UT empécher I'un des fonctionnaires, qui

empietement étranger, d’exposer ces modeles de
ombres-poste.  Bien loin d’étre considéré comme “ un impos-
Mr par la masse rtes employés, la justice de mes réclama-
» est généralement admise, et il n'est pas besoin d'autre
Mire que I'offre spontané d’un des membres de la Poste de
nmortrer a I'Exposition les timbres et le projet de Chalmers.
; ffux ajouter aussi qu’'un long article en revendication des
" 'il'Jameh Chalmers, publié il y a quelque temps dans le
m (ns Haul, journal de la Poste de Glasgow, a été écrit
"™fonctionnaire de la Poste, qui m’est egalement tout-u-
Clangei, et que 5,000 exemplaires de ce numéro ont été

ItNd& P,u' les «éployés de la Poste anglaise. En outre a

1’lon de la célébration de la cinquantaine postale, les
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chefs cle la Poste n'ont pas réclamé pour Sir Kova,«» Hiu. la
gloire d’avoir inventé le timbre-poste adhésif. L ’'accusation
de M. Pearson Hill contre moi n'est par conséquent que le
produit de son imagination.

11 en est de méme de ses remarques sur ce qui a tu lieu
entre moi et la Société Philatélique de Londres, C'est noi
qui le premier ai demandé la permission d’exposer les
timbres, etje n'ai jamais dit autrechose ; je n’ai pas dit non
plus que le comité admettait mes prétentions.

Ensuite M. Pearson Hill déclare que le timbre-poste ce
James Chalmers, exposé dernierement a I'Exposition ce
Vienne, comme ayant été fait en 1834, n’est qu’'un double du
timbre-poste Chalmers qu’il a lui-méme exposé a |I' Kxposition
de Londres. Malheureusement pour lui le timbre exposé par
M. Pearson Hill porte a travers Limitation d'une margue
postale, “ Dundee, Sept. 30th, 1839,” tandis que celui &
Vienne porte le mot “ Used” imprimé a travers le tinbre
pour empécher qUon sen servit une seconde tois, tela
prouve clairement que ce timbre est une premiére tentative d
Chalmers antérieure a celle par laquelle il suggéra le systtne
d'annuler les timbres-poste en affixant la date et le timbre lu
bureau Tle poste. M. Pearson Hill-est donc encore en
faute ; son timbre au lieu d’étre une imitation de celui d&
vienne en est complétement différent par ce point netériel.
Quoi que M. Pearson Hill puisse dire, le fait que Challns
avait inventé le timbre-poste adhésif en 1834 est éadi
d'une maniere concluante par des témoignages personnels &
par la production du timbre de 1834 lui-méme, a la sdis
faction des organisateurs et des visiteurs de 1 exposition J
Vienne, et ne laisse aucune doute dans tout esprit inmpartial
Les plus hautes autorités biographiques de nos jours, ax
quelles M. Pearson Hill fit appel, sont, apres un long ea
men spécial, arrivées a la conclusion que “ James Chnw*
fut l'inventeur du timbre-poste adhésif en 1834, et “fp



M Pearson Hill n’avait pas pu ébranler cette conclusion,”
J suis ensuite accusé d'avoir dénaturé le caractére de la
lettre de M. Rowland Hill a M. Chalmers en date du 8 Mars,
18H  Pourquoi rione M. Pearson Hill ne produit-il pusa eette
LLn elleeménme !  Pourquoi M. Chalmers, lorsque deux ans
gues il se plaignait de ce qu ou n avait rien dit de sa proposi-
ticndu timbre-poste adhésif, aurait-il renvoyé a M. Hill une
apie de sa lettre, si ce n’est pour appuyer sa réclamation ?
Cest inutilement que M. Pearson Hill repousse cette conclu-
dm quoigu’il cherche‘a tenir secrets les termes de la lettre
elle-méne.

Il est donc évident que toutes les accusations portées
conre moi par M. Pearson Hill, n'ont, quand on y répond
rategoiiquement, aucun fondement. Ce Monsieur a en outre
hen voulu entrelarder ses allégations d’épithéetes, qu'il
mapplique, telles que “ monomane,” “ imposteur, absolu-
matfaux’ “ une erreur ou un mensonge,” etc., expressions
(u re sont employées d’ordinaires que quand on n'a pas
dargunents valables, et que je laisse avec confiance au juge-
neatet a lappréciation de tous ceux qui ont lu cette lettre.

In mot au sujet la lettre de M. Philbrick, que j’ai
tuminée dans une circulaire spéciale dont un exemplaire est
»iadisposition de tous vos lecteurs. Mes autorités pour avoir
aceque M. Philbrick me reproche sont—lo Une lettre de
MPhilbrick lui-méme en date du 25 Mai, 1887, qu’il m’a
bit 'honneur de m’adresser et ou il dit, “ Ni M. votre pere
mSir Rowland Hill n’ont inventé le timbre adhésif en
netieres postales.”  2°, Un paragraphe du Stamp Xeres, ou
larwa<heur en chef, apres avoir eu I’honneur d’'une entrevue
L( H. 1 HiLimicK au sujet de cette question, dit: “ La

Ihilatelique a admis qu'elle ne soutient pas que
9r HALANb Hirt ait inventé le timbre.” Au sujet du fait



que la correspondance est en possession de bl plmt

je demande dans ma circulaire “ par quel droit M. pHLEE].
en est en possession et dans quel but Sir Rowland Hui

emporté du Ministere cette correspondance officielleQ” Rig
en vain que depuis des années je demande copie de ces I,

a M, Pearson Hill et a M. Phllurick lui-méme. Des wrK
d'injures et d'insultes lancées contre moi n’aveugleront
I'olservateur impartial sur la valeur de ce fait dans la discutiou
Heureusement j'ai été a méme de prouver avec l'aide de nis
amis d Arbroath, en Ecosse, et quoique sans le secours c
cette correspondance, que c’est a James Chalmees (Ue res
sommes redevables du bienfait du timbre-poste adhésif.

Agréez, etc.,

PATRICK CHALMERS.

WIMBLKIMIN,
Ii' 5 Aulit, 181)0.



ie Eimbrc-~ostc Stbljésif,

W imbledon

Le 7 Ao(t, 1890.

Monsieur,

J'ai I'honneur de vous envoyer ci-joint une lettre en
réponse a celle de M. Pearson Hiti, publiée dans le dernier
nimiéro de votre journal, Le Tunire-Puste, et que je vous prie
dawir la bonté de publier dans votre prochain numéro. Ma
lettre, quoique longue, n’est pas plus longue que celle de
Y, Pearson Hill, et il est important et il est juste que la
réporee soit soumise a ceux qui ont lu l'attaque. Je compte
dorc sur votre justice pour I'insertion de ma lettre.

Permettez moi de vous dire que j’ai répondu a votre lettre
du 15 Mars, 1888, dans laquelle vous me faisiez certaines
questions au sujet de mes réclamations.  Apres avoir fait
traduire votre lettre en anglais, j’ai rédigé en anglais une
rfpoee a chacune de vos questions, qui étaient au nombre
cedouze, et vous ai envoyé le tout le 2G Mars, vous renvoyant
tird que vous en exprimiez le désir les questions que vous
nmeviez envoyées. Si mon envoi ne vous est jamais parvenu
asil a échappé a votre attention, il n'y a aucune faute de ma
|t et ne provient certainement pas d’'un manque de cour-
trisie de moi envers vous.

Agréez, Monsieur, l'assurance de mes sentiments tres
distingués.
PATRICK CHALMERS.

Monsieur Moens,

Bruxelles.

Ayez la bonté de me dire si ma lettre sera publiée, selon
hregle et la courtoisie.






INVENTION OF POSTAGE STAMPS.

IIE question being occasionally asked, “ Did an adhesive postage stamp exist prior to
tlie year, 1834 ?” the proved date of the first invention of such a stamp by James

Chalmers, 1 ask attention to the following =—

Had any such system of prepayment of letters existed or been invented in France or
the Continent prior to the English reformed postal system of 1840. Frenchmen would, of
coarse, have been the first to lay claim to the merit. S» far from having put forward any
such claim, the adhesive stamp for postage purposes lias been accepte 1by France, as by every
other country, as having been an invention an 1 proposal emmating from this country, la
proof of this, | ask reference to the official letter with which | have been honoured from the
Secretary of the French Post Office, published at page 65 of my pamphlet, “ How James
Chalmers saved the Penny Postage Scheme,” as well as to the official recognition of James
Chalmersby the “ Société Internationale de Timbrologie,” Paris. In the same pamphlet niav
he found an extract from the Post Office Journal of Berlin, recognising James Chalmers in
place of Sir Rowland Hill—also an official letter from the Italian Post Office to similar
effect. The learned “ Encyclopaedia Britannica*” now recognises Chalmers in place of Hill,
ami further as the first man in history to have conceived the idea of an adhesive postage
stamp ; also the “ Dictionary of National Biography.” The President of the American
Philatelic Association, than whom no man lias more intimately studied the history of postage
stamps, has written, “ Up to 1834, | have found no trace of an adhesive postage stamp.”
8ir Rowland Hill, in his “ History of Penny Postage,” referring to Mr. Knight's proposal
of an impressed stamped wrapper in the year 1834, states that an adhesive postage stamp
had been np to that period “ undreamt of.” Herr Franz Himmelbatier, of Vicuna, an ad-
mitted and learned student of the subject, in au exhaustive article upon the history of
postage stamps, concludes, “ We should always separate adhesive stamps from wrappers or
envelopes, the latter are a practical emb idiment of an idea which is centuries old, the former

on invention of James Chalmers, citizen of Dundee.”

No one can now assert, in the face of the above authorities, that an adhesive

postage stamp had existed or been proposed for postage purposes prior to the year 183 1.

PATRICK CHALMERS.
Wimbledon,

August, 18Y0.






[ip CUALMERS Compliments.

ff W
fruiti Ttfffctaul ATELIA,  Brumswick;, August, 1890.

A\~ MT$ANBLATED FROM THE GERMAN.

HISTORICAL NOTES ON THE SCIENCE
OF POSTAGE STAMPS,

B/ Lieut. Col. Karl Von Gundel, of Vienna.

‘ It isremarkable that, whilst stamp-collecting is continually
atainrg larger proportions, and periodicals, hand-books and

mnpaounsg, all of the best class, abound, but little has been

toefor themore interesting branch—the history of this science.

Asamatter of fact, it was only a few years ago that the
fstion to whom the invention of postage stamps should he
«ied wes thoroughly ventilated. This question, which for
me time past has been decided in the United States of North
Awia in favour of James Chalmers, and which was raised in
ihfirst instance in Germany about the middle of the year 18X7,
na, now be considered definitely disposed of also by us in
(@t of James Chalmers. In England it no longer occurs to
ayae who has given attention to this question, if even the
Linfatuated supporter of Sir Rowland Hill, to ascribe to the
litr the invention of postage stamps ; but there are a few who
tog forward trifling excuses for not admitting that James
ttanes wes the real inventor of the adhesive postage stamp.
Itae written more than twenty-five essays in most German
Fhladic Journals in  support of Chalmers’ right. The
"Garterlauie” a periodical of large circulation, has inserted in
®"ideiy-read columns, an article from the pen of Dr. Alfred
Wuhau (the friend and correspondent of the late Sir Rowland
bl. infavour of Chalmers, a circumstance which justifies my
Mention that Chalmers’ victory in the great cause is an
tioplised fact also in Germany.  That there should, neverthe-
* 'vafew who still refuse to admit the truth and justice of
oners’ cause is a matter of little importance; no telling
141 10 Ge contrary can lie adduced, empty phrases are
«Scient to dispose of the matter,and further opposition is buta

effort, a fight against windmills !






Ueber die Erfindung der Briefmarken

Die Frage wird oft aufgeworfen: Hat eine adhesive Briefmarke bevor dem Jahre 1834
existirt ? Denn dies ist das bewiesene Datum der ersten constatirten Erfindung einer solchen
Briefmarke durch James Chalmers, und zum Beleg hievon erlaube ich mir auf folgende That-
saclien hinzuweisen :

Wenn ein ahnliches System der Vorausbezahlung fir den Brieftransport in Frankreich
oder anderswo auf dem Continente erfunden worden ware, bevor dasselbe im reformatorisch
umgestalteten englischen Postwesen im Jahre 1840 zur Anwendung gelangte, so wirde sicherlich
die franzgsische Nation, oder irgend eine andere auf dem Continent, die darauf Anspruch hatte,
denselben geltend gemacht haben. Dieses ist jedoch von keiner Seite geschehen, und wir finden,
dbss die adhesive Briefmarke in Frankreich sowie in jedem andern Lande der civilisirten Welt
ds eine von England aus emanirende und dort zuerst gemachte Erfindung zum practischen
Gebrauch verwendet wurde. Als Beweis hievon erlaube ich mir, mich auf den offiziellen Brief
2ubeziehen, mit dem ich durch den Secretar des franzdsischen General-Postamtes beehrt worden,
ud der sich auf Seite 65 meines Pamphlets abgedruckt befindet, betitelt: “ Wie James Chalmers
de Penny Post rettete,” sowie auf die offizielle Anerkennung des James Chalmers durch die
“Société Internationale de Timbrologie” in Paris. In dem namlichen Pamphlet ist ein Auszug
asder “ Berliner Post-Zeitung” zu finden, in dem dem James Chalmers an der Stelle des Sir
Rowland Hill Anerkennung geworden, — sowie eine offizielle Zuschrift des italienischen Post-
amtes zu gleichem Behuf. Die gelehrte “ Encyclopaedia Britannica” anerkennt jetzt James
Chalmers an der Statt des Sir Rowland Hill als den ersten Mann in der Geschichte, der die ldee
einer adhesiven Briefmarke hatte ; das Namliche thut jetzt auch der “ Dictionary of National
Biography.” Der Préasident der Amerikanischen Philatelischen Gesellschaft, denn welchen
Niemand die Geschichte des Briefmarkenwesens mehr eingehend studirt hat, hat sich Uber den
Gegenstand der uns beschéftigt in folgender Weise gedussert : “ Bis zu 1834 habe ich keine Spur
eirer adhesiven Briefmarke finden koénnen.” Sir Rowland Hill bestatigt in seinem Werke
“History of the Penny Postage,” in dem er des Vorschlages des Herrn Knight vom Jahre 1834
beziiglich eines Umbandes erwahnt, auf dem der Markenwerth eingedruckt ist, dass bis zu der
Zeit “ nicht die Spur eines Traumes” von einer adhesiven Briefmarke existirt hatte. Herr
Franz Himmelbauer in Wien, ein anerkannt fleissiger und zuverléssiger Gelehrter Uber den
Gegenstand, schliesst einen erschépfenden Aufsatz Uher die Geschichte der Briefmarke in
folgender Weise : “ Es ist stets angemessen und zu empfehlen, die adhesive Marke vom Umband

und der Envelope mit eingedrucktem Postwerth separat zu halten, indem die letztem die Ver-
kérperung einer Jahrhunderte alten Idee sind, wdhrend die adhesive Briefmarke eine Erfindung
“des James Chalmers in Dundee ist.”

Niemand wird nun, Angesichts der oben erwdhnten Autoritaten, behaupten kénnen, dass

rire adhesive Briefmarke vor dem Jahre 1834 existirt hat, oder fur Postzwecke in Anwendung

gebracht worden ist,

W imbledon, September 1890.
PATRICK CHALMERS.






Ueber die Erfindung der Briefmarke.

V EHBESSERTE U eBERSETZUNG.

Die Frage wird oft aufgeworfen: Hat eine Adhesif-Briefmarke vor dem Jahre 1834
existirt ? Denn dies ist das bewiesene Datum der ersten constatirten Erfindung einer solchen
Briefmarke durch James Chalmers, und zum Beleg hievon erlaube ich mir auf folgende That-
sachen hinzuweisen:

Wenn ein ahnliches System der Vorausbezahlung fur den Brieftransport in Frankreich
oder anderswo auf dem Continente erfunden worden ware, bevor dasselbe im reformatorisch
uuigestalteten englischen Postvvesen im Jahre 1840 zur Anwendung gelangte, so wuirde sicherlich
die franzosische Nation, oder irgend eine andere auf dem Continent, die darauf Anspruch hatte,
diesen geltend gemacht haben. Es ist dies jedoch von keiner Seite geschehen, und wir finden,
dass die Adhesif-Briefmarke in Frankreich sowie in jedem andern Lande der civilisirteu Welt
als eine von England kommende und dort zuerst gemachte Erfindung zum praetischen
Gebrauch verwendet wurde. Als Beweis hievon erlaube ich mir, mich auf den offiziellen Brief
zu beziehen, mit dem ich durch den Secretar des franzdsischen General-Postamtes beehrt worden,
und der sich auf Seite 05 meines Pamphlets, betitelt: “ Wie James Chalmers die Penny Post
rettete,” abgedruckt befindet, sowie auf die offizielle Anerkennung James Chalmers durch die
"Société Internationale de Timbrologie” in Paris. In dem besagten Pamphlet ist ein Auszug
aus der “ Berliner Post-Zeitung” zu finden, in dem James Chalmers an Stelle Sir Rowland
Hills Anerkennung geworden, — sowie eine offizielle Zuschrift des italienischen Post-
amtes zu gleichem Zwecke. Die gelehrte “ Encyclopsedia Britannica™ erkennt jetzt James
Chalmers an Stelle Sir Rowland Hill's als den ersten Mann in der Geschichte an, der die Idee
einer Adhesif-Briefmarke hatte; das Namliche thut jetzt auch der “ Dictionary of National
Biography.” Der Prasident der Amerikanischen Philatelischen Gesellschaft, welcher wie
kein Anderer die Geschichte des Briefmarkenwesens eingehend studirt hat, dussert sich Uber den
Gegenstand, der uns beschéaftigt, in folgender Weise : “Bis zu 1834 habe ich keine Spur
einer Adhesif-Briefmarke finden koénnen.”  Sir Rowland Hill bestatigt in seinem Werke
“History of the Penny Postage,” in dem er des Vorschlages des Herrn Knight vom Jahre 1834
bezuglich eines Streifbandes erwéhnt, auf dein der Markenwerth eingedruckt ist, dass
bis zu der Zeit “nicht die Spur” einer Adhesif-Briefmarke existirt habe. Herr Franz
Himmelbauer in Wien, ein anerkannt fleissiger und zuverlassiger Gelehrter Uber den
Gegenstand, schliesst einen erschdpfenden Aufsatz Uber die Geschichte der Briefmarke in
folgender Weise : “ Es ist stets angemessen und zu empfehlen, die Adhesif-Marke vom Streifband
“und der Enveloppe mit eingedrucktem Postwerth getrennt zu halten, indem die letztem die
“Verkorperung einer Jahrhunderte alten Idee sind, wahrend die Adhesif-Briefmarke eine
“ Erfindung James Chalmers in Dundee ist.”

Niemand wird nun, Angesichts der oben erwahnten Autoritéaten, behaupten kénnen, dass
eine Adhesif-Briefmarke vor dein Jahre 1834 existirt hat, oder fir Postzwecke in Anwendung

gebracht worden ist.

W imbledon, October 1890.

PATRICK CHALMERS.






The Chalmers-Hill Controversy.

As unfounded statements and imaginary charges with the object of throwing
discredit upon me continue to he brought forward by my opponents in certain Journals
into the columns of which no reply from me will be admitted, | have no resource but

to circulate reply as | best may, thus having now to ask your kind perusal of the

“ Letter ” herewith.

W imbledon,

October, 1890.
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| 1$ e”almere-Hill Cmrtrobenm.

Copy.
“ 14, Springfield Road,

“ Wimhledon, October 18th, 1890.

mDear Sjk,

“ 1 am anxious to obtain a list of the names and
abressss of the Members of the London Philatelic Society.
Tre list of names 1 have already found in a copy of the
I'Wktelic Ui'riml, to which journal 1 now subscribe, but the
pudlishers have not acceded to iny request for the addresses.
Isould he glad if you can favour me with these, and
[rerdy oblige

“ Yours truly,
“ (Signed) PATRICK CHALMERS.

Douglas Garth, Esq., Secretary,

“ The Lokton Philatelic Society.”

“ T New Court, Lincoln’s Inn,, W.C.,
“ October 18th, 1890.
“Mr dear Sir,

“ | thank you for your letter just received, lam
amto say | am under very strict orders not to give the
»Dressss of our Members.  We had some discussion upon the
ject at one of our meetings, and it was unanimously
fsobed that | should not be at liberty to furnish Members’
stresses except with their individual permission. | am
mySony to be obliged, therefore, to refuse your request.

“ Yours truly,
“ (Siyned) DOUGLAS GARTH.

h halmers, ESC{."

[over.



* WIMBLEUON,

0< 1sth, 1KK),

“

My dkar Sik,

“ 1 regret to find that it is not jin your power to
furnish me with the addresses of the Members of the London
Philatelic Society. For some time past a system 1ns ben
pursued by certain Members of putting forward ufordd
statements and imaginary charges against me in ocartain
journals, into the columns of which no reply from me will 1»
admitted, tending to throw discredit upon me and my dam
in behalf of my late father as having heen the originator d
the Adhesive Postage Stamp, while at same time thee
writers avoid any reference to the salient points of this con
troversy, such as the proceedings in Parliament upon tre
introduction of the Penny Postage Hill in July, 183!), condu
sively proving from official sources that up to that period Sr
Rowland Hill had not proposed the adoption of the Adhesive
Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the new scheme.

“ The journals to which | specially allude are the London
Standunl, the Timbre-1'ante of Brussels, and the Philatelist of
Dresden, while | have also reason to conclude that the sxie
systera has been pursued in the United States of Américain
journals not sent to me, thereby misleading the Philatelic
body there, and alienating support from my cause.

“ To these attacks upon me | have had no difficulty in
drawing up conclusive replies. Thousands, however, ad
amongst them the Members of your Society, who have red
the attacks have had no opportunity of seeing the replies, ad
thus have | been led to the request with which | troubled yon
While) therefore, the influential name of your Society k
made use of as being in opposition to my claim, the Marbers
at large see only these attacks.



“1 am satisfied, Wir, that you personally have taken no
patin nor have any sympathy with such a mode of contro-
versy-one, indeed, which is virtually a confession of weakness,
anadmission that the cause these writers and journals profess
toadvocate will not even bear examination— proceedings on a
prwith the representation made to the Press that 1‘am only
aperson of weak mind who claims the invention of the Penny
postage scheme for his father,” and consequently that ( am

umorthy of attention,

“ 1 remain,
“ Yours faithfully,
“ (SUpied) PATRICK CUNILUPUS.

“ Douglas Garth, EsqQ,, Secretary,

- The Lonbon Philatelic Society."









THE
CHALMERS-HILL CONTROVERSY

Wimbledon,

Decerrber 2d up,

To the Editor of Des “ Pnilatelist,”
Sir,

Mj attention Las been called to a letter in your isse
this month from the pen of M. I. Siewert of Moscau, any dda
reply to which from me may be dispensed with because M. Sene
has evidently not read my publications personally, but lias taken1
impressions frein what lias appeared in the limbic-1 oste d
“ Philatelist,” full, and | am told satisfactory, replies to which | lia
already drawn up and circulated. Or, like the writers in t
journals, M. Siewert has simply drawn upon his imagination fori

statements while evading the vital points of the case.

Asking you to be good enough to publish this note inj

next issue,
I remain,
Sir,

Y ours obediently,

PATRICK CHALMEBS



zurR CHALMERS-HILL FRAGE,

Wimbledon,

den 22ten Dez, 1890.
lat Recection des ““ Philatelist.”

Meine Aufmerksamkeit ist auf einen, aus der Feder
feHbomi 1. Siewert in  Moskau herrihrenden Artikel gelenkt
Bidn welcher in der Nummer vom 16 November lhres geschéatzten

IUR verdffentlicht worden ist.

Ichglaube, auf diesen Artikel nicht naher cingeken zu sollen,
m Herr Siewert scheint meine Brochuren nicht selbst gelesen,
mam seine Anschauungen aus den im “ Timbre-Poste” und
Fhlaist” erschienenen Artikeln empfangen zu halien, auf diese

tobe ich bereits ausfuhrlich und—wie man mir sagt—in zutreffender

fiie geantwortet.

Qb auch, Herr Siewert hat bei Abfassung seiner Ansichten,
ke Mitarbeiter der genannten Journale, mit Umgehung der

nmpiourkte, ganz  einfach seiner Einbildungskraft die Zugel

fen lassen.

‘In dem ergebenen Ersuchen diesen Brief in die né&chste

lhres geschatzten Blattes aufneluncu zu wollen,
zeichnet,

beobachtend

PATRICK CHALMERS,






o\i “Nocsibc postage Stamo.

Wimbledon,
January, 1891.

Sr,
Herewith I beg to hand you copy of my Petition

io tbe Lords of Her Majesty’'s Treasury, asking their
Ladis to call upon Mr. Pearson Hill to restore to the
possession of the Treasury the official correspondence
e the late James Chalmers and the late Sir Rowland
HilL, with other official documents, all removed from the
Treasury by Sir Rowland Hill when 1IN the pay and

snice of Her Majesty’s Treasury.

By what right and with what object did Sir Rowland
Hlll remove this correspondence, as also the memorial
rithe bankers and merchants of Dundee in support of
fdrtownsman ? In My efforts to vindicate the services
dny late father, 1 have been charged with “ attacking a
bl man.” Here, then, | am asking that Sir Rowland
Hllmigybe allowed to speak for himself, and | trust to
raethe support of all well-wishers to the cause of truth

adjustice in now ventilating this matter.

Yours respectfully,

PATRICK CHALMERS.






ptlt P. Chulmers’ respectful compliments.

sequel to |Jtmnpblet

«PETITION TO THE LORDS OF H.M. TREA-
SURY FOR RESTORATION OF OFFICIAL
CORRESPONDENCE REMOVED BY SIR

ROWLAND HILL.”

[Copy of this Pamphlet has been already laid before
liou hut if overlooked or mislaid another can be sent.

February, 1891.

Qu the issue of the above publication some weeks
ap, copies were at once sent to the friends and
supporters of Mr. Pearson Hill in the Post Office
ad elsewhere. After sufficient lapse of time for
their consideration of same, | addressed the following
letter to Mr. Pearson Hill himself :—

“ Wimbledon,

“ Januarg 2fiiA, 1891.
“ Sir,

“ 1 beg to hand you copy of a pamphlet published
by e, entitled ‘ Petition to the Lords of H.M. Treasury
for Restoration of Official Correspondence removed by Sir
Ronand Hill *; and 1 further beg to ask if it is your
intention to restore to the Treasury this official correspond-
re aud other documents therein named, removed by Sir



Rowland Hill when in the pay and service of HM
Treasury.
“ 1 am, Sir,

“ Your obedient Servant,

“ PATRICK CHALMERS.
“ Pearson Hill, Esq.,

“ 6, Pembridge Square, W.”

The above communication was returned to me
through the Post Office, marked *“ Refused.” A
more distinct refusal than this to restore this
correspondence or to allow Sir Rowland Hill to
speak for himself in this matter could not be looked
for— a fitting conclusion to a course of proceeding
on the part of Mr. Pearson Hill, which practically
amounts to his surrender in the question which has
been at issue. In his own publications this
correspondence in its entirety, the very thing from
which to have enabled a correct judgment to be
arrived at, has been conspicuous by its absence.
My endeavours to obtain copy of same, or now its
restoration to its proper resting place, the Treasury,
have been fruitless. What greater proof can he
desired that this correspondence will not bear
investigation ? That the grounds upon which
Sir Rowland Hill put aside the claim of James
Chalmers and assumed to himself the merit of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp are untenable ? And that
thus a grievous wrong has been done to a deserving

man and to a generous public.



I have proved from the official proceedings in
parliament, upon the introduction of the Penny
Postage Bill in July, 1839, that up to that occasion
Sr Rowland Hill had not proposed the adoption of
the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out
this measure in practice. “ Why should we be
called upon to pass this Bill,” argued its opponents,
«when no mortal being at that moment had the
renotest conception of how it was to be carried into
execution ?”  On the other hand, I have proved that
James Chalmers submitted and urged the adoption
of the Adhesive Stamp to Mr. Wallace as early as
December, 1837 ; again tothe Mercantile Committee
o the City of London, and to Mr. Hill himself in
February, 1838. That in the dilemma which existed
m Parliament as to how to carry out the Bill in
practice, Mr. Wallace in the Commons, and Lord
Ashburton in the Lords, called for the adoption of
tte Adhesive Stamp. In response to the appeal to
tre public in August, 1839, after the passing of the
Bill, for plans, Mr. Chalmers for the second time,
ad after an interval of nearly two years, again
uged this plan. That on this occasion, Mr. Chal-
nmers address to the Lords of the Treasury was
accompanied by a certificate from his townsmen in
support of his plan— a fact only now come to light

from Arbroath ; that correspondence betwixt Mr. Hili



4

and Mr. Chalmers took place, the result being thet
Chalmers was put aside and that Mr. Hill assumed
to himself the merit of this invention and proposal
putting forward and handing down same to posterity
as his own. On what possible grounds can this
assumption be justified ! And every impartial mird
and every writer not dazzled and blinded by the late
inordinate glorification of Sir Rowland Hill will
repeat the question with something more than sur-
prise, and will ask at the Treasury in vain. Every-
thing that could throw light on the matter was carried
off there and then by Sir Rowland Hill, and would
never have been heard of as far as he was concerned,
and that is the answer of the hitherto supposed great
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.

To fitly characterise this ungenerous proceeding
on the part of Sir Rowland Hill towards a sinple-
minded man and a confiding public bad better te
left to the critic and historian than now entered into
here by the victim's son. My object will have been
attained should | have succeeded in inducing the
Press and public of this country now unanimously
to acknowledge and emphatically to record the nane
and services of James Chalmers in the great work of

Penny Postage reform.

EfFINOHAM Wilson & co., Printers, Royal Exchange, London, E.C.



Letter to the Secretary to

Her Majesty's T reasury.

Wimbledon,
March 10//;, 1891.

Sm,
With reference to my letter of 4th December

lsst, banding a Petition to the Lords of Her Majesty’s
Treesry praying that their Lordships would be pleased
©ecall upon Mr. Pearson Hill tO restore to the
Treesry certain official correspondence and other
donmets removed from the Treasury by the late
SrRowland Hill while in the pay and service of the
Treesury, | beg now to inform you that the major
portion of such correspondence and documents, or Of
adesof same, has since come into my possession.

The Pamphlet herewith, “ Discovery of Contents,
with Letters from Mr. Rowland Hill, Mr. Wallace,
MP., and others,” will explain in what manner this
possession has been arrived at, and | am satisfied the
particulars would prove of interest to their Lordships
should their Lordships find leisure to peruse same.

| have read in a Philatelic journal copy of a letter of
e 14th January last, addressed to your Assistant
Secretary by Mr. Pearson Hill, the contents of which,
setting aside the verbiage and vituperation in which the
imter of same has indulged, are simply a repetition of
hisrefusal to make public or to return to the Treasury
tre correspondence | have asked for. This resolution
onthepartof Mr. Pearson Hill, it will now be seen,
proves detrimental to no one but himself. Mr. Pearson
Hil refuses to disclose these letters, sheltering himself
utlrthe plea that same were private, though at same
<im0 he has not hesitated to publish an “ Extract”
irrmone of these letters purporting to favour his own
viens. No one who now reads what has come into my
possession will he at a loss to understand Mr. Pearson
Hill's reasons for still withholding this correspondence
uxkr the plea of “ privacy.”



As to official letters or documents, Mr. Pearson Hill
disclaims having any in his possession, and that con-
sequently he cannot return the missing letters in
response to the demand of your Under-Secretary.

Happily, | can now supply this deficiency, copies of
the official letters of James Chalmers to the Lords of the
Treasury, of dates 1st and 7th October, 1830, having
now been found amongst the papers of Mr. Cralmers
confirming his title to having been the originator of the
Adhesive Postage Stamp as ultimately adopted by the
Treasury and yet in use.

I am likewise now in possession of the text and
signatures to the missing memorial of the Bankers,
Merchants, and others of Dundee, to the number of 84,
of date 30th September, 1839, addressed to the Lords of
Her Majesty’s Treasury, in support of the plan of their
townsman—-a document proving that, up to that period,
the mercantile community knew (‘nothing of, and had
heard or read nothing of any proposal or pretension on
the part of Mr. Hill in connection with the stamp in
question, and respecting which document you have
already informed me that same “ is not now in the
possession of the Treasury, nor is it amongst the papers
preserved at the Record Office.”

Thus, both on the part of the Treasury and on the
part of Mr. Pearson Hill, the possession Of or know-
ledge of the contents Of these official communications is
disclaimed. What, then, has become of these missing
letters and documents, wholly condemnatory as they were
of the pretensions of Mr. Hill to having been te
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp?

I remain, respectfully, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

(Signed) PATRICK CHALMERS.

Sir R. E. Welby,
Secretary H.M . Treasury,
Whitehall.



Cbe Airbcstbr postage Stamp,

Copy.]
14, Springfield Road,

W imbledon, March 12th, 1891.

My Lord Provost,

Having but a short time ago laid before your Lordship copy of a pamphlet
iu vindication of the postal services of my father, the late James Chalmers, a towns-
man of Dundee, your Lordship will naturally feel surprised and probably annoyed at
my now troubling your Lordship with a further publication on the same subject.

But in the interval, my Lord Provost, an event has put me in possession of the
very evidence then pointed out as having been unobtainable either from the Lords of
Her Majesty’s Treasury or from Mr. Pearson Hill,

The death of an aged relative (by whose decease your Lordship’s local charities
will largely benefit) has disclosed the existence amongst my late father's papers of
copies of the very correspondence and other documents removed from the Treasury
by Sir Rowland Hill.

It lias thus been my duty at once to make the facts public, proving as they
conclusively do that it is to James Chalmers we owe the adoption, at a critical
moment, of that Adhesive Postage Stamp which saved the Penny Postage scheme
from untimely collapse, and continues to this day indispensable to the postal service,
the commerce, and the revenue of the nation.

I am further enabled to give the names of those in Dundee who, in a Memorial
addressed to the Lords of Her Majesty’'s Treasury, of date September 30th, 1839,
aided in procuring the adoption of this valuable invention and proposal, and which
names will doubtless prove of interest to the present generation of the now great
city of Dundee.

Trusting 1 have said sufficient by way of explanation and apology for thus again
troubling your Lordship and others,

I remain, my Lord Provost,

Yours most respectfully,

(Signed) PATRICK CHALMERS.

To Lord Provost Mathewson,
Dundee.






B CHALMERS’ respectful compliments.

Cbe Chalmers - Dill Controtrcrsn.

Remarks on Mr. PEARSON HILL'S Letter of date January 14th, 1891, addressed to
FRANK MOWATT, Esq., Under-Secretary to Her Majesty's Treasury, and published
in the “Monthly Journal” and " Philatelic Record

In refusing to restore the correspondence of 1839-10 betwixt the then Mr. Rowland Hill and
James Chalmers, Dundee, called for by Her Majesty’'s Treasury, Mr. Pearson Hill shelters

himself under the plea that said correspondence is private,” and that consequently he is not
bound to produce same. Anything more untenable cannot be supposed. The Treasury having
invited plans from the public for the purpose of carrying out the Penny Postage scheme,
Mr. Rowland Hill, the official in the pay and service of the Treasury in charge of the matter,
adopts a certain plan ; but, in setting aside the claim of the man who had submitted that
plan addressed, along with two explanatory letters to the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury, and
assuming the merit to himself, Mr. Hill writes from his private residence. Consequently,
correspondence which ought rightly now to have been found in the records of the Treasury must,

according to Mr. Pearson Hill, be considered private,” and cannot be produced. Is the

Treasury to submit to this ?

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill hands in a pamphlet he has published, “ The Chalmers Craze
Investigated,” conspicuous for unfounded reflections upon me, while the correspondence, the
very tiling wanted, is conspicuous by its absence beyond an “ extract ” apparently telling in his
own favour, but which extract | have repeatedly reproduced and shown to bear no such
interpretation— while no impartial person has attached or will attach any importance to just

such extract as Mr. Pearson Hill has thought proper to produce.

Again, while thus himself adopting such a suppression as this, and at same time admitting
be seldom troubles himself to read my publications. Mr. Pearson Hill thinks proper to charge
me with suppressing correspondence— a charge to which | give the most unqualified denial. It
is over eleven years since | have been honoured with any letter from Mr. Pearson Hill, while
several letters | have addressed to him have either remained unacknowledged or have been

returned unopened.

Again, while | have shown James Chalmers, whose claim | advocate, to have been a
postal reformer, and this to great purpose, many years before the then Mr. Rowland Hill
entered the field—to have further been the correspondent of the leading postal reformers of the
period, including Mr. Rowland Hill himself, the reply of Mr. Pearson Hill in his pamphlet to

all this may be summed up as being one which simply denounces my cause as an imposture.



Again, in proof of his own claim, Mr. Pearson Hill points to the opinions expressed many
years ago by two newspapers. Why, | have produced a hundred such in my favour at home and
abroad, including one of the very papers, when better informed, to which Mr. Pearson Hill
triumphantly points, and including the official journal of the Berlin Post Office, with letters to

similar effect from the heads of the Post Office in France and Italy.

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill puts forward James Chalmers’ plan of 1839, terming same “ crude
and impracticable,” as being the plan upon which my claim rests. Such an assertion on the
part of any one who had read my publications would be a deliberate misrepresentation, as |
have therein distinctly stated that it is upon Chalmers’ plan of 1837, again put forward by him
in 1839 on the above-named occasion, and frequently reproduced by me—the plan ultimately
adopted by Mr. Howland Hill and in use to this day—that Chalmers’ title rests. But
Mr. Pearson Hill “ seldom troubles himself to read ” my productions, and consequently will

be allowed here to have erred through ignorance.

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill asserts that his father had proposed the adoptiou of the Adhesive
Stamp as early as the 13th February, 1837, ten months before Chalmers laid his plan of
1837 before Mr. Wallace and the Committee. Here again | am enabled to prove Mr. Pearson
Hill's ignorance of the facts, as since he wrote the above-named letter to the Treasury the
following letter from Mr. Rowland Hill has been found, with others, amongst the papers left
by James Chalmers, acknowledging ChalmerB’ plan of an Adhesive Postage Stamp to be printed
on sheets to be gummed at the back with an adhesive substance, and to be sold in sheets or

singly, all as ultimately adopted and now in use. Mr. Hill writes as follows :—

“ 0, Adelchi Terrace,
“ March Sid, 1838.
“ Sir,— 1 beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th inst. (sic), and to
thank you for the suggestions it contains, which 1| shall probably make use of in my
evidence before the Committee. Pray excuse the delay in replying to your letter—the

Committee has so engrossed my time that | have not had an opportunity till now.

I am, Sir,
“ Your obedient Servant,
“ J. Chalmers, Esq.” * (Su/ned) ROWLAND HILL.

It is thus seen that Mr. Pearson Hill's assertion is completely disproved by Mr. Howland
Hill himself—that in reply to Chalmers as late as the 3rd March, 1838, Mr. Hill makes no pre-
tension to having already proposed the Adhesive Stamp or of having held any intention of doing
so. On the contrary, he thanks Chalmers for the suggestion, of which he will probably make

use, and which he ultimately did make use of to the very letter. On the subsequent occasion in
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1839, Mr. Chalmers further proposes that each sheet should contain 120 stamps for facility of

calculation, and that the stamps should be printed in colours varying with the postal value of

the stamp.

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill does not seem to be aware that even up to the introduction of tbs
Penny Postage Bill into Parliament in July, 1839, Mr. Rowland Hill had not proposed the
adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the Bill as officially proved by
the proceedings on that occasion frequently published by me, but which Mr. Pearson Hill has

not cared to read, or, if read, has not found it convenient to notice.

It is to be hoped, therefore, that before Mr. Pearson Hill again writes upon this subject
either in a pamphlet, in letters to the Press, or to the Treasury, or, above all, in his promised
record to be preserved in the British Museum, he will make better endeavour to acquaint
himself with the facts, his non-acquaintance with which has hitherto been obscured in a cloud

of verbiage and strong language.

In conclusion, Mr. Pearson Hill, unsuccessful in his attempt, not communicated to me, to
obtain a verdict in his own favour from the Encyclopedia Britannica, and with a purse filled to
repletion, seems now to desire to drag a poor man like myself through the Courts of Law,
where the pages of Hansard are not admitted as evidence, where he might produce just such
portion of the correspondence betwixt our respective fathers as suited him, and where every
prejudice and predilection would be in his favour. But justice will indeed have 'failed in this
land if my cause does not otherwise meet with its due recognition. Let Mr. Pearson Hill
produce this correspondence, of which 1 have now given a portion, in accordance with the
legitimate demands of Her Majesty’'s Treasury, and any man of common attainments can then
understand to which of the two, Chalmers or Hill, we are indebted for the Adhesive Stamp,
without troubling a Court of Law. Mr. Pearson Hill's hitherto refusal to produce this
correspondence only proves that his pretensions cannot he sustained, and the above letter from

Mr. Rowland Hill to James Chalmers confirms this.
PATRICK CHALMERS.

W imbledon,

July 21th, 1891.






P CHALMERS’ respectful compliments.

(Lbe (Lbaimers- LLLLI Ccmittobersn.

Remarks on Mr. PEARSON HILL'S Letter of date January 14th, 1891, addressed to
FRANK MOWATT, Esg., Under-Secretary to Her Majesty’s Treasury, and published
in the "Monthly Journal™ and " Philatelic Record.”

In refusing to restore the correspondence of 1839-40 betwixt the then Mr. Rowland Hill and
James Chalmers, Dundee, called for by Her Majesty’s Treasury, Mr. Pearson Hill shelters
himself under the plea that said correspondence is “ private,” and that consequently he is not
bound to produce same. Anything more untenable cannot be supposed. The Treasury having
invited plans from the public for the purpose of carrying out the Penny Postage scheme,
Mr. Rowland Hill, the official in the pay and service of the Treasury in charge of the matter,
adopts a certain plan ; but, in setting aside the claim of the man who had submitted that
plan addressed, along with two explanatory letters to the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury, and
assuming the merit to himself, Mr. Hill writes from his private residence. Consequently,
correspondence which ought rightly now to have been found in the records of the Treasury must,
according to Mr. Pearson Hill, be considered *“ private,” and cannot be produced. Is the

Treasury to submit to this ?

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill hands in a pamphlet he has published, “ The Chalmers Craze
Investigated,” conspicuous for unfounded reflections upon me, while the correspondence, the
very thing wanted, is conspicuous by its absence beyond an “ extract ” apparently telling in his
own favour, but which extract | have repeatedly reproduced and shown to bear no such
interpretation— while no impartial person has attached or will attach any importance to just

such extract as Mr. Pearson Hill has thought proper to produce.

Again, while thus himself adopting such a suppression as this, and at same time admitting
he seldom troubles himself to read my publications, Mr. Pearson Hill thinks proper to charge
me with suppressing correspondence—a charge to which | give the most unqualified denial. It
is over eleven years since | have been honoured with any letter from Mr. Pearson Hill, while
several letters | have addressed to him have either remained unacknowledged or have been

returned unopened.

Again, while | have shown James Chalmers, whose claim | advocate, to have been a
postal informer, and this to great purpose, many years before the then Mr. Rowland Hill
entered the field—to have further been the correspondent of the leading postal reformers of the
period, including Mr. Rowland Hill himself, the reply of Mr. Pearson Hill in his pamphlet to

oil this may be summed up as being one which simply denounces my cause as an imposture.



Again, in proof of his own claim, Mr. Pearson Hill points to the opinions expressed many
years ago by two newspapers. "Why, | have produced a hundred such in my favour at home and
abroad, including one of the very papers, when better informed, to which Mr. Pearson Hill
triumphantly points, and including the official journal of the Berlin Post Office, with letters to

similar effect from the heads of the Post Office in France and Italy.

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill puts forward -Tames Chalmers’ plan of 1839, terming same “ crude
and impracticable,” as being the plan upon which my claim rests. Such an assertion on the
part of any one who had read my publications would be a deliberate misrepresentation, as |
have therein distinctly stated that it is upon Chalmers’ plan of 1837, again put forward by him
in 1839 on the above-named occasion, and frequently reproduced by me— the plan ultimately
adopted by Mr. Rowland Hill and in use to this day— that Chalmers’ title rests. But
Mr. Pearson Hill “ seldom troubles himself to read ” my productions, and consequently will

be allowed here to have erred through ignorance.

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill asserts that bis father had proposed the adoption of the Adhesive
Stamp as early as the 13th February, 1837, ten months before Chalmers laid his plan of
1837 before Mr. Wallace and the Committee. Here again | am enabled to prove Mr. Pearson
Hill's ignorance of the facts, as since he wrote the above-named letter to the Treasury the
following letter from Mr. Rowland Hill has been found, with others, amongst the papers left
by James Chalmers, acknowledging Chalmers’ plan of an Adhesive Postage Stamp to he printed
on sheets to he gummed at the hack with an adhesive substance, and to he sold in sheets or

singly, all as ultimately adopted and now in use. Mr. Hill writes as follows :—

“

6, Adelpiii Terrace,

“ March 3rd, 1838.
“ Sir,— | beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th inst. (sic), and to
thank you for the suggestions it contains, which | shall probably make use of in my
evidence before the Committee. Pray excuse the delay in replying to your letter— the

Committee has so engrossed my time that I have not had an opportunity till now.

“1am Sir,
“ Your obedient Servant,
“ J. Chalmers, Esq.” “ (Sinned) ROWLAND HILL.

It is thus seen that Mr. Pearson Hill's assertion is completely disproved by Mr. Rowland
Hill himself—that in reply to Chalmers as late as the 3rd March, 1838, Mr. Hill makes no pre-
tension to having already proposed the Adhesive Stamp or of having held any intention of doing
so. On the contrary, he thanks Chalmers for the suggestion, of which he will probably make

use, and which he ultimately did make use of to the verj' letter. On the subsequent occasion in



3

1839, Mr. Chalmers farther proposes that each sheet should contain 120 stamps for facility of
calculation, and that the stamps should be printed in colours varying with the postal value of

the stamp.

Again, Mr. Pearson Hill does not seem to be aware that even up to the introduction of the
Penny Postage Bill into Parliament in July, 1839, Mr. Rowland Hill had not proposed the
adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out the Bill as officially proved by
the proceedings on that occasion frequently published by me, but which Mr. Pearson Hill has

not cared to read, or, if read, has not found it convenient to notice.

It is to be hoped, therefore, that before Mr. Pearson Hill again writes upon this subject
either in a pamphlet, in letters to the Press, or to the Treasury, or, above all, in his promised
record to be preserved in the British Museum, he will make better endeavour to acquaint
himself with the facts, his non-acquaintance with which has hitherto been obscured in a cloud

of verbiage and strong language.

hi conclusion, Mr. Pearson Hill, unsuccessful in his attempt, not communicated to me, to
obtain a verdict in his own favour from the Encyclopedia Britannica, and with a purse tilled to
repletion, seems now to desire to drag a poor man like myself through the Courts of Law,
where the pages of Hansard are not admitted as evidence, where he might produce just such
portion of the correspondence betwixt our respective fathers as suited him, and where every
prejudice and predilection would be in his favour. But justice will indeed have failed in this
laud if my cause does not otherwise meet with its due recognition. Let Mr. Pearson Hill
produce this correspondence, of which | have now given a portion, in accordance with the
legitimate demands of Her Majesty’'s Treasury, and any man of common attainments can then
understand to which of the two, Chalmers or Hill, we are indebted for the Adhesive Stamp,
without troubling a Court of Law. Mr. Pearson Hill’'s hitherto refusal to produce this
correspondence only proves that his pretensions cannot be sustained, and the above letter from

Mr. Rowland Hill to James Chalmers confirms this.
PATRICK CHALMERS.

Wimbledon,
Avgust, 1891.

Por further information as to the undoubted title of James Chalmers, reference is
respectfully made to the Pamphlet just published, “ Action of Her Majesty’'s Treasury—the

Correspondence called for and refused’’'— (Effingham Wilson & Co., Royal Exchange).
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DIE CHALMERS—HILL STREITERAGE.

Da vor kurzem in einem oder mehreren deutschen Philatelistischen Journalen, ein Bericht von
buchst missleitendem Character Uber obigen Gegenstand erschien, so bittet der Unterzeichnete, einigen
aufrichtigen und leichten Berichtigungen Aufmerksamkeit schenken zu wollen. In der That, ist der
Schreiber von den falschen Aussagen welche dieser Bericht enthalt, so empfindsam, dass er es
selbst nicht gewagt hat seinen Namen zu unterschreiben; noch weniger den Titel der Brochire zu
geben, deren Inhalt er sich zu erlautern bemiht. Dies gethan zu haben wirde ihm nicht gepasst haben,
wveil das Titelblatt selbst viele Auskunft giebt, welche es unmdéglich war zu laugnen, und unangenehm

bekannt zu machen.

Das Titelblatt heisst : “ Handlung der Finanz, Kammer Jhrer Majestat. Die Correspondcuz
gefordert und verweigert. Weiterer wichtiger Brief von Herrn Wallace, Parlamentsmitglied,” und
Uber keinen von welchen Punkten der Schreiber cs wagt ein Wort zu sagen. Er berichtet diejenigen
Leser welche durch die Annahme seiner Aussagen getdauscht worden sind nicht, dass die Lords der
Finanzkammer lhrer Majestat Herrn Pearson Hill aufgefordert haben, der Finanzkammer die Corres-
pondenz welche zwischen unseren beiderseitigen Véatern stattgefunden zurick zu erstatten, damit
hierdurch bewiesen werden kénne, ans welchen Griunden Sir Rowland Hill, es sich gegen alle Gewissheit
hat erlauben kénnen, den Verdienst der aufklebaren Briefmarken sich selbst an zn massen. Er sagt
seinen Lesern nicht, dass Herr Pearson Hill verweigert hat dieser rechtméssigen Aufforderung nach zu
kommen und dadurch sich und seine Anmassungen géanzlich unhaltbar gemacht hat. Er sagt seinen
Lesern nicht, dass Briefe voti Herrn Wallace, Parlamentsmitglied, Vorsitzender des “ Select Committees
des Hauses der Gemeinden Uber Porto 1837 und 1838,” jetzt von mir vorgelegt worden sind, wodurch
anerkannt ist, dass James Chalmers derjenige ist von welchem er den Vorschlag uber die aufklebaren
Briefmarken erhielt, welchen er in einem entscheidenden Augenblicke im Hause der Gemeinden
vorbrachte. Er sagt seinen Lesern nicht, dass der derzeitige Minister, bei dem Vorlegen des “ Penny
Postage Bill” im July, 183i), erklarte, der Plan von Sir Rowland Hill sei, “ dass absolut und in
allen Féllen ein eiugepragter Umschlag zu gebrauchen sei.” Und hauptsachlich sagt er seinen Lesern
nicht, dass der folgende Brief, von Sir Rowland Hill an Herrn James Chalmers, worin er den Vorschlag
wvon Chalmers aufklebaren Postmarke anerkennt, jetzt von mir verdffentlicht worden ist ; ein Brief, von
welchem eine Abschrift wahrend allen diesen Jahren im Besitze von Herrn Pearson Hill gewesen ist,
dessen Verodffentlichung er jedoch unterdriickt hat, wahrend er mich in England sowie im Auslande als
«inen Betruger hinstellte :

Q Adelphi Terrace,

S/e Marz, 1838.
Mein Herr !
Ich bekenne mich zum Empfang lhres Briefes vom 9 crt. (sic) und danke lhnen fur die
Tumi enthaltenen Winke, von welchen ich wahrscheinlich in meinen Aussagen vor dem Komité
Gebrauch machen werde. Entschuldigen Sie gutigst die Verzdogerung lhren Brief zu beantworten, aber
Tis Komité had meine Zeit dermassen in Anspruch genommen, dass ich bis heute keine Gelegenheit
Jazu hatte.
| verharre, mein Herr,

Ihr ergebener Diener,

gezeichnet: ROWLAND HILL.

T QUALIVERS, Esu.






Hier haben wir es endlich mit der Unterschrift von Rowland Hill selbst, dass so spat wie am
3 May 1838, er sich keine Anmassungen macht schon den Vorschlag gemacht zu haben die aufklebare
Freimarke ein zu fuhren, oder irgend welche Absicht gehabt solches zu thun. Im Gegentheil, er dankt
Chalmers fiir die Winke von welchen er wahrscheinlich Gebrauch machen wird, und schliesslich in
jedem detail Gebrauch machte. Trotzdem, und ungeachtet dieses Briefes, welchen der anonyme
Schreiber kaltblUtig ignorirt ; ungeachtet der officiellen Erklarung des Ministers, welche er gleichfalls
nicht kennt; ungeachtet des Briefes von Herrn Wallace, hat dieser Schreiber die Unverschamtheit
die oft verworfene Tauschung, dass Rowland Hill die Annahme der aufklebaren Freimarke im Februar,
1837, vorgeschlagen habe, zu wiederholen ! Sir Rowland Hill, und dies sieht man jetzt durch seine
eigene Unterschrift, hatte dergleichen gar nichts gethan. Erst nachdem die Annahme dieses Planes
ihm durch den Erfinder James Chalmers, aufgedrungen war ; erst nachdem die Annahme desselben
durch Herrn Wallace und anderen, innerhalb und ausserhalb des Parlaments aufgedrungen war, gab
Sir Rowland Hill seine Einwilligung zur Annahme. Obgleich ihm die Idee, in der Weise wie ich
Ofters dargelegt habe, in Februar 1837 zugekommeu, war er blind (ber deren Verdienst und warf
dieselbe unnitz auf Seite und kein Gedanke kam ihm in den Sinn solche fur den Zweck der “ Penny
Postage” aus zu fuhren, bis James Chalmcr’'s Vorschlag allgemeinen Beifall und Unterstitzung, gefunden
und der Erfolg desselben gesichert war. Daun, und nicht eher, war an die Andeutung von Februar
1837, gedacht und vorwarts gebracht worden; ein einfacher Vorwand und Nachgedanke welcher aus
Chalmer’'s Erfolg erdacht war, dieser Schreiber aber in einen Vorschlag vergréssert, welcher ihn fur den
Verdienst, dessen Urheber gewesen zu sein berechtigt. Im Gegentheil ist es géanzlich zu Sir Rowland
Hill's Ungunsten, dass er im Februar, 1837,von dieser Idee Kenntniss gehabt ohne deren Werth zu selicu
und sofort die Annahme derselben vorzushlagen.

Ich hoffe, dass diese Bemerkungen, den Deutschen Philulisten, die Augen und den Sinn gegen die
grausame Tauschung 6ffnen werden, welche meine Gegner hier und im Auslande versucht haben, auf
dieselben ein zu wirken.

Ich rechne ferner darauf, dass die Deutsche Philatelistische Welt sich wie ein Mann, au mich
Behliessen wird, um zu fordern, dass der Rest der Corrcspondenz zwischen Sir Rowland Hill und
James Chalmers, von Herrn Pearson Hill, geméss der legitimen Forderung der Finanz Kammer lhrer
Majestat vorgelegt werde, oder sollte diese Corrcspondenz nicht vorgelcgt werden, dass die
Anpriche des Herrn Pearson Hill als unhaltbar erklart werden, und der Name von James Chalmers
allgemein als derjenige anerkannt werden soll, welchem wir die Gabe von aufklebaren Freimarken
verdanken.

PATRICK CHALMERS.

WntBLEDON,
September, 1801.
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There were present deputations fie m the Board of Deputies
of British Jews, the Council of/the Anglo-Jewish Associa-
tion, the Council of the Unified Synagogue, the Society of
Hebrew Literature, the Jews' College, the Jews’ Free
School, and representativa of every synagogue in London.

The ground having bee* reached, by the excellent ar-
rangements of the police,woon after 11, the coffin was con-
veyed into the little mortuary house at the entrance,which
was ornamented with wreathstof heart's-ease, camélias, aza-
leas,and the broad leaves of theUily of thevalley. The coffin
was placed on tho bier, and thai the Kev. B. H. Ascher,
Burial Babbi of the united Synagogue, offered a short
E|raye_r The Chief Babbi Jvas unable to attend.

e” is at Brighton recovering from an illness, and
sent by telegram and letter, as well by his son Dr. H.
Adler, "to express his regurt at being prevented from fol-
lowing the rimera! of his oldest friend. = Among other tele-

rams was one received by the Bev. A. Lowy, secretary of
the Anglo-Jewish Assoi ation, from the Baron de Castel-
nuove In Tunis, chic; of the Alliance Israelite there, to
express condolence to  iefamily. )

After the entrance pl ,yer the coffinwas carried to tho
place of interment—uo’ "by any paid bearers, but, as the
custom is, by the volonta ~ service of members of the con-
gregation to which the issed belonged. The grave is
situated somedistance fromihe monument of the Baron and
Baroness Meyer de RothschildJjiesterday marked with fresh
wreaths, and from the tomb Zaspady ordered with thick

history of Sir Rowland Hill’s efforts to obtain the esta-
blishment of a uniform cha[jgge for postage of d©penn]y for
asingle letter, which resulted in the passing of the Act of 1839
and the Treasury Minute of January,1840." A splendid public
testimonial to his worth, to which the corporation of Lon-
don contributed, must have been gratifying as a proof that
the benefits be had conferred upon the country were appre-
ciated by the public. The latest report of the Postmaster-
General showed bow wonderful had been the growth of the
gystem. In 38 years tho post-offices and receptacles for the

eposit of correspondence had increased from 4,500 to over
25000. The chargeable letters and newspapers despatched
in J839 numbered about 106 millions ; they had increased,
including book aud sample packets and post-cards, to the
enormous total of nearly 1,478 millions, or about 14-
fold. Post-office orders for money remitted had risen from
188,000 in L9 to 18500,000 in 1878, or 100-fold, The
public_not revenue, meauwhile, had, after atemporary
depreciation on the adoption of the lower rate of charges,
advanced nearly half a million pounds per annum, and was
yearly increasing. But the triumphs of Sir Rowland Hill’s
genius had not been confined to hisown hand. There was
not now any country claiming to be oivilized which had not
adopted a low-priced scale of postage prepayable by stamps.
In conclusion, the Chamberlain said,—I have now to perform
the pleasing duty of presenting to you the resolution of the
Court, enclosed in a casket which has been prepared for its
reception, | offer you the right hand of fellowship in the
name of the corporation whom we represent, and who
deeply regret that the)(‘ cannot receive you In person,

ivy) of the late Sir Amboni de Rothschild. They asis their wonton such occasions as thé present. Wo
are’ surrounded by other gra/Es, and this is placed CQncrotu mn *W -~ X - —
in_ au open part of tho grojjmd. It is not, ho

a family vault. The Jewish lawmoes not permit mot
one body to be buried in a giare, and this prescrip
strictly adhered to in the case of pauper burials as u
of thé richest Israelite. Thus, the grave once cloi
not re-opened, and the lining are not exposed to dm
from the dead. The procession to the tomb was bea
by the boys of the Jew*' Hospital, chosen because t

are orphans. There werk also on tho_ ground child ) St
from the Jews’ Free School, Infant School, tVestn
ster Free School, Borough Schools, Jews’ College, Step; f<4.
School, Bayswater School, (Hites of Hope School, i »1
Portugues% C?]rph%r_l_Sghool,bb_ fIt_hei‘gd wa _thfe B%ar I'
paused, and the officiating rabbi fclivered a brief addrt . ‘
selecting for his text the won 1Know you not t qlanqt iBtop ni tput pOMOM',qotq” asu o 150<l
there is a Prince and a great tian fallen this day Dita jo woysrras3no oqt uSudint tou ptuoo 9JJ |
Israel i” He _referred to pOlItlcaI work wh osljojp s/rnjq asTiAVOEi atg onuBEs[saj EBEOQJO f
ave peculiar importance tJ the career of the 1. . K
aroo  Lionel de Rothsshild and held him  -tiiBe odqt jo gtSuatis oqf Xu[ wapaH euaubayoxg A
todimitatiort1h_incI adg[iri]ng, /“ He W?IS accessible 8qt joj paunea £usnuus urne oSuBts oj tuiod pjnoa %
and sympathized wi okery one, tlio poor as w . - . ‘ o
as the rich. He also was tie spokesman in tlie council '} 'SUISImMIID UB Of J3AISUB Ut *PUD "UOUBZIUBNIO |
mercg_agt prlggeé._ He ;I_Vhll\(/% advice IW;;\ssoklljght Iby stfat jo [onnBw B SB pepAB334 bua mats.fs 030 1501 otU
men did not disdain to listeV patiently to the tales of w - C g i
and misery. Many a man vvhs?erqssed_ his threshold witl esalaqiaABIl pas; ! pULO “sat jo ,EB q,z uuat tso,a
heavy heart, full of anxiety anc/\jnguish, left his housewi JOAIOJ gomu 8 B ostiduotuo et{BAtd lig patitiu
joy and gratitude ; aud thas he gained for himself,not or. -sctBit iCjjuSeqj Bun opuopuodsa.uoo |[BpA3rowoo
the blessings and prayers of the *edy, butalso the adn . . <uiittcanoi euivot eSaut iGubui Ui 'Tiubii
ration and Tove of the world at Iau%e, and, let us hope, t ©9t 10 sallt I ! { Qubui U] Tjubjj
cgo\évndof%lﬁr%lr}meav_en.” Tbl"Bev. B. H. Ascher co .(tpuapj 8 jo aouBga snoiiacojd aq{ joj P3PreM.
eluded wi e following priiyer :— Ce ; - JO JG
“ Holy Father in Heaven/God of life and death,—Wi Ao “.Cjnpnn s;ua;uaquajaoo Jtaat Sn[XB,I, atBALtd
z%#eagt uTILOftears, btg/mthkeycels of hoBe, VTVE look upI AoJ ‘.taqtaSottu tuatis laqgtto open spuot.ij 49
ee Tor Mercy an Indness. 0 OU recel otigAv ‘sootoaui piUAUO]j ot 40 BA3IPAO pu3aB of stuugo |<;
the pious de)[/)a_trtegyin Tliy |)/nfinite_ kindness with_ his beai i ‘ P Jota AIPAO P ! _E_ I i Jsu
fied ancestors in the regLns of bliss and eternity. Ser -AaT 'BWa3u Atagl qitAv of-nDiumuuioa of kjoiCnb;
Thy truth, Thy light to console his descendants with T1 ‘flenota {tuisuB.it ot potBtisoq BA3*MBA -03a3p
sacred word, ‘inspire than with filial feeling to follow _ 4<. 00 Geb o osuadxe e (ong o
the footsteps of their r«verni father, O, Fountain . 400 Jgebsocou n=ao jo atp b4
Mercy, as the deceased wWWs a messenger of peace and ha saotAop ITiiBui 0>33an0094 puq ‘oansnbssunos u ‘otdoad A

piness to man, grant from Thy celestial regions that 1
may bring the messaafof peace and comfort to his spous
who so lovingly, so patiently stood at his side alike in we
and woe, gladness imd sadness. Send Thy comfort and Tt,
consolation to the* God-fearing mother in Israel, who hi
brought solace aBdl'leasuro to many. O, pardon h
errors, cast his sinslifin oblivion, remember only his pio(

TA1uaAj'C TM " sualig f SféffiirosWijY*jo* ao3 nt
tngt tno prillimi oy <aAnon.itsqo pnu tsnfu
BB\\.. soSutpp stt Sui-lao; jo opora sti tBqt HAQJ
ptp pun pjnoo og tng i suoiocia Xtqumout B
I mopt-is stt ‘poAocad Buy onuousdxg tuonbosqus s
‘sarex
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-3p 043N sopoui snotuoSutjo sputq Jb pne ‘BA31AAB3

nowwoo iiq B[negtul ui ‘Bpoo3 jo sopsq ut Istoonsd it
Jfi.io[tas3oo([ ui tuos ogam s.ioftau "titoaxe Buowaono

ne ot paS.ioj Ogon(iCaqt ‘stqt eaptsoq ‘pus ‘magqt \
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pus anowsyABH jo siggiua *iquiJadugqo B {B gotigp Y
-uodsailioa jo wuotsstinsuBjtttatn! P114 tuopuodaput u
oqt pgod patdopn ojou stuaipadxa jo sputqg jjb ‘sjettet

jo oDun.iliujpD eqt go} iCtodououi tudat B palloCua 0
onwo 190tl otU q3noqttB ‘tBqt BBUM onuonbosuon %

otgBttAaut oqt, -jagqtouu ot mopSutq oqt jo tJBd



Sir
of

ral

tor
'he

porary in their character, and very uncertain
in their consequences. They do not advance
the country pynmmently in its course, and
sometimes thejf may even obstruct it. But
the mon who proehsed the repeal of tho Corn Laws
may claim some of tnbyhonour which is attached in
tho proverb to tho ina® who makes two blades of
corn grow where only ode grew before. They have
made a permanent anyan indestructible addition
to the food of the /copile, and to tho sources
fromwhieh itis deriv/d. Mr.Virtiurs andhisfriends
have the satisfaction of knowing that the present
population of this coiWry could never have been
fed,and,consequently, the”its vast development of
lateyears would have been impracticable, but for the
success of their labours. So fad, their work has stood
the test of time, and mustkstand it permanently.
Two or three years ago there would, perhaps, have
been nothing visible/'to mar the completeness
of this satisfaction. The <system of Free
Trade, of which tire_ repeal of the Cora Laws
was the coinmencemont”ssemed accepted among
us as a kind of axidmaié principle. It was
like a part of tho British /Constitution, which we
could not conceive being called in question. It
was, however, always Ominous that the principle
made such slow and ]doubtful progress in foreign
countries, still more ythat it was actually repu-
diated by the UnitedSbtatea and in some of our
colonies ; and at length\ e are confronted by avio-
lent reaction against it abroad, and not a few per-
sistent voices are beam even among ourselves
which question its /unreserved application. A
letter wo printed yesterday, just addressed by Mr.
Bright toan American periodical, reads like a cry
of something like aeemir at this spectacle. “ |
“ should despair,” heaiys, “ of the prospects of
mankind if I did w/ believe that before long
“ the intelligence gt your people would revolt
“ against the barbarism of your tariff.” We trust
there is no occasion for such gloomy apprehen-
sions. The whoi&>morld has been passing
through a period oft commercial depression,
and at such a time men clutch at everytheorywhich
promises an explanation of their misfortunes and
a remedy for them. When business revives, as there
is good reason to hope it has begun to do, people in
England, at all evbwteill be too busy with making
profits to fight againstsoleil established a principle
as that of Free Trade/ Mr. Villiees's statue is
the memorial of a man"who adhered to his faith in
that principle in the Vnir of its darkest eclipse,
and the recollections of jhoso past struggles and
victories may afford /a opportune encourage-
ment during tho momentary period of doubt
through which we are wtssing.

\\

THE TIMES, SATURDAY, JUNE 7

as subsequent experience has proved, its system
was incurably vicious ; but he could and did
prove that its mode of levying its charges was
unjust and obstructive. He pointed out that
the cost of transmitting letters was insignificant
as compared with that of their collection and de-
livery. Hence he argued that if a uniform rate,
sufficient to cover the necessary expenses, were
levied on all letters, the distance to which they
were conveyed might be left out of account in
appraising the charge. By fixing the rate as
low as possible, he calculated that the increase of
correspondence and the extinction of illicit modes
of conveyance would speedily recoup the revenue
for its immediate loss, and in the meanwnhile the
correspondence of the country would bo relieved
from a burdensome and unjust tax. In the light
of subsequent experience, Sir Bowland Hills
argument looks so irrefragable that it*is difficult to
see why it was at one time so vehemently opposed.
But we can all be wise after the event, and it
would be unjust not to acknowledge that the supe-
rior wisdom with which we regard the matter after
forty years’ experience is due in the main to Sir
Rowland Hill's courage and sagacity. He fought
tho battle and won it, hopeless as his enterprise
seemed at first, and we enjoy tho fruits of his
victory. What those fruits are, in almost every
relation of life, it is difficult to estimate and
almost impossible to exaggerate ; they are a part
of our daily life and almost as natural to us as the
air we breathe ; and yet they are of such recent
growth that the author of the reform is still among
us to witness the benefits lie has conferred
on all classes of his fellow-creatures, and the story
of Coleridge and his wasted shilling is only an
illustration of what might have happened any day
in distant parts of the country less than fifty
years ago.

A few figures, taken partly from a memorandum
drawn up by Sir Rowland Hill himself on his re-
tirement from the Post Office in 1863, will afford
some measuro of the extent of his reforms.
During the twenty years from ,1815 to 1835
there was no increase whatever in the Post Office
revenue, whether gross or net, and, therefore, the
inference is fair that there was no increase in tho
number of letters annually transmitted during the
same period. In 1838, the last complete year of the
old system, the number of chargeable letter.-delivered
in the United Kingdom was 76,000,000. In the
first five years after tho reforms had come into
full operation the number increased threefold ; in
18C3it had mounted to 042,000,000; while in 1877-8
it reached the astonishing number of 1,057,732,300,
or an average of 32 per head for tho whole popula-
tion of tho British Isles. Thus while the number

b/ AViany years ago, at a time which to tim preseins 41§ letters remained stationary at three per head of

generation will seem like the middle of tlio drk
ages,though it was within tho memory of men still
living, tho poet coieridge Was making a solitary
tour through the Lakes. He stopped one day at a
wayside inn for refreshment,and while he was there
the rural postman came by, bearing a letter
for the waiting-maid. The charge for postage
was a shilling—no exorbitant sum in those days,
so distant and yet so near. The girl looked wist-
fully at the letter, and then returned it to tho
postman, saying that she could not afford to pay
for it. The teuder-hearted poet at once proffered
the necessary fee, which the girl reluctantly ac-
cepted ; but when tho postman was gone she ex-
plained to her benefactor that Im had spent his
money in vain. The letter was only a blank sheet
of paper, but on its outside wore some apparently
insignificant marks, of which she had carefully
taken note before she returned tho missive to the
postman. They had told her all she wanted to
know, for she and her brother, from whom tho
letter came, had agreed upon this mode of commu-
nication in order to evade the exorbitant demands
of tho Post Office. “ Vo are so poor,” sho said,
[“ that we have invented this manner of cor-
“ responding and franking our letters.” We re-
call this once well-known story because it illus-
trates, better than a pile of statistica could
do, the contrast between the postal arrange-
ments of to-d.-v and tlroc Of Iecs» than lifty years

rlie population for the twenty years before men-
tioned, it has increased more than tenfold in
the last forty years. In tho face of these astonishing
figures it is hardly necessary to consider what was
the immediate financial effect of the revolution
wrought by Sir Rowland Hiri. That liaslong since
become an insignificant questionin comparison with
tho social results produced. As a matter of fact,
the pioiits of the Post Office fell off considerably
for some timo ; but the gross revenue returned
to about the old level in lessthanten years, and the
net profits had risen in 1863 from £1,660,000—the
figure at which they had stood before the change—
to about £1,790,000. In 1877-8 the net revenue
was officially returned as £2,057,000, showing an
increase of £110,000 upon that of the preccdingyear.
As there is areverse side to everything, some may
be disposed to question whether this portontous in-
crease in the ainouut of the eountiy’scorrespondence
is, after all, an unmixed advantage. If those who
supported Sir Rowland Hitr in 1836 and the fol-
lowing years could have foreseen thatthe time
would come when London would have more than a
dozen deliveries a day, each bringing its burden of
correspondence, always troublesome and too often
trivial, they might have thought, as somo of B
certainly think now, that it is possible to
have too much of a good thing. The plague of
circulars, for instance, must be attributed, at
least indirectly, to the reforms which were cum-

1879.



of tho Post Oliice.
“ that we have

“ Wo are so poor, buc ouil
invented this manner of cor-
responding and franking our letters.” We re-
call this once well-known story because it illus,
trates, hetter than a pile of statistics could
do, the contrast between the postal arrange-
ments of to-day and those of less than fifty years
ago. It can hardly be necessary for ug tosay to
whom the momentous change is mainly due. The
illustrious author of it, Sir Rowland Hill, is still
living, and at the patriarchal age of eighty-three lie
yesterday received atardy recognition of the services
he has rendered alike to his country and to man-
kind by the proffer of tho freedom of tho City of
London, unanimously voted by tho Court of Com-
mon Council. The health of Sir Rowland Hill,
unhappily, prevented his attending at the Guildhall
and receiving the gift of his franchise in person,
and it was therefore presented to him by a de-
putation at his own residence. If the distinction
thus lost some of its prestige it will lose none of its
true significance in the eves of the public. It has
not, however, been necessary for the veteran re-
former of our postal system to wait thus long for
his appropriate reward. That has long since been
accorded in the gratitude of his countrymen for an
emancipated Post Office and in the practical adop-
tion of his system throughout the civilized world.
Nevertheless, it was fitting that tho City of Lon-
don, the official representative of the first
commercial community in the world, should,
even at this late hour, record its sense of benefits
conferred by the efforts of the originator of the
Penny Postage, not only on commerce, but on so-
ciety at large.

When Sir Rowland Hil1 first set himself, now
more than forty years ago, to the task of"postal re-
form, the communications of the country, though
officially regarded as a model of efficiency, were, as
compared with what we are now accustomed to, in
a very rudimentary state. Letters as a rule were
not prepaid, and could bo refused by those to
whom they were addressed. They were charged
according to a tariff increasing very rapidly with
their weight and with the distance they were car-
ried, so that the briefest communication had
to pay several pence for conveyance from ono
part of the kingdom to another. The inevitable
consequence was that, although the Post Office
enjoyed a legal monopoly for the conveyance of
letters, all kinds of expedients were adopted for the
independent and illicit transmission of correspon-
dence at a cheaper rate. Members of Parliament and
official personages enjoyed the privilege of franking
letters under their signature. Thera was a largo
trafficin these franks,for it was thecommon perquisite
of dependents of great personages to procureand sell
them, and, besides this, they were forged to an
enormous extont. Letters were sent in booksellers’
parcels, in bales of goods, in parcels by common
carriers, and all kinds of ingenious modes were de-
vised for evading the exactions of tho Post Office.
In those days a letter was a costly affair, and thrifty
people, in consequence, had recourse to many devices
to avoid the expense of even necessary correspon-
dence. Bankers hesitated to transmit money,
lawyers to communicato with their agents, mer-
chants to send orders or to forward invoices, while
private friends were either silent altogether, for
fear of taxing their correspondents unduly, or
waited for the precarious chance of a friendly
frank. In many largo town8 four-fifths of the
commercial correspondence was illegally trans-
mitted by private enterprise at a much lower
cost than that of the official tariff. Nevertheless,
the Poet Office system was regarded as a marvel of
organization, and, in answer to all criticisms, it
could point to a large sum annually earned for the

Exchequer. Herein lay the strength of tho early
official resistance to Sir Rowland Hill’s efforts.
He could not impugn the organization of the
Post Office, which worked well in detail, though,

correspondence, always troublesome and too often
trivial, they might have thought, as somo of us
certainly think now, that it is possible to
have too much of a good thing. The plague of
circulars, for instance, must be attributed, ut
least indirectly, to the reforms which were com-
pleted in 1840, no less than the innumerable
benefits of cheap and uniform postage. Neverthe-
less, it would be preposterous to doubt that the
benefits of the system immeasurably outweigh its
inevitable disadvantages. Sir Walter Scottcould
tell of atime, withinthe memory of his own friends,
when the mail bag from London, which took ten
days in transmission,had been known to arrive with
only one letter in it. Now-a-days, if the mails
between London and Scotland are delayed for only
a few hours, business is dislocated and whole
communities are inconvenienced. If we owe it
to tho Post Office itself and to its elabo-
rato organization that we receive our letters
with regularity, it isto Sir Rowland Hill that
we owe it that thoie are letters to receive and
that the cost of sending them from one end of the
kingdom to the other is what to our fathers would
have seemed an insignificant trifle. Nor has this
priceless boon been confined to our own country
and colonies. In cheap postage, though not in
free trade, tho example set by Great Britain has
been all but universally followed, so that, as the
veteran postal reformer yesterday reminded us, a
lower rate of postage now carries a letter from the
extremity of Europe to San Erancisco than was
charged in 1839 on a letter sent irom Cheapsido to
Hampstead.
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THE LATE BARON DE ROTHSCHILD.

Baron Lionel do Rothsgiuld was buried yesterday at the
Willesden Cemetery gf the United Synagogue. There
were no invitations isAcd to the funeral and It was essen-
tially a family solemiity ; but the respect in which the de-
ceased was held causala very numerous attendance at 148,
Piccadilly. The feeliu”*s”*ho religious body to which the
late Baron belonged was elioni by the fact that along the
route from the house to the colsecrated ground,all the shops
above which Jewish natnes#appesrcd had their shutters
closed as the procession passed by. At New-conrt business
was entirely suspended iiythe morning, and alljthe clerks
attended the funeral, aif did also many of the tenants on
the Buckingham estati and from Gunnersbury. The
Duke of Wellington, til Earl of Beaeonsfield, the Russian
Ambassador, the Turbisi! .mbassador, the Brazilian Am-
bassador, the Netherland”™Minister, the Duke of Man-
chester, the Duke of St. AlUuVthe Duchess of Somerset,
the Lord Mayor of London, Mr.\iheriff Burt, Mr. Sheriff
Bevan, the Marquis of Tweeddah the Earl of Feversham,
Lady Molesworth, Lord Howard  Glossop, Lord Norreys,
Earl Somers, Lord Dorchestei Lady DuCane, Lady
Emily Peel, and Baron de Sterj were among those who
sent their carriages. Atthe ho ¢ of mourning there were
collected among others Lord  rrington, Mr. Fillke Gre-
ville, Captain the Hon. Yorke, Sir Julian Gold-
smid, M.P., Mr. Serjeant jmon, M.P., Sir Barrow
Ellis, Baron H. do Worms' aron G. de Worms,
Mr. A. Cohen, Q.C., Mr. I. Stigman, Mr. F. D.
Mocatta, Mr. Cyril Flower, Mr. JAM. Levy, Mr. M.
Greger, Sir Albert Sassoon, Mr. R. b, Sassoon, Mr. A
Sassoon, Mr.K. H. C. Pallett. The c</1T, placed in anante
room, was covered with wreaths ofXilusb roses, pale nois-
ettes, white stephanotis, and garcmiia, with leaves of lilies
of the valley. Some of these bea/tiful and fragrantflowers
came from Gunnersbury, but thl largest wreaths had been
sent by ladies of the family fronl Paris or Ferriéres. There
were no ladies at the ceremony, lut the carriages of the
Baroness and Lady de KothschildVof Miss Alice do Roth-
schild, Mrs. Eliot Yorké, MissL ey Cohen, Mrs. Wagg,
and others followed.

Precisely at 10 o'clock the prduessku started from the
house, but 40 minutes elapsed J1-fore the last carriage
left. In the first coach were Sir Nathaniel de Rothschild,
M.P., and Baron Alphonse de Rothschild of Paris. In the
next followed Mr. Alfred de Kalbschild and Mr. Leopold
de Rothschild, with Dr. ChlpmeU. In the next were
Baron Ferdinand do RothsAild, and Baron James de
Rothschild and Baron EdmondVe Rothschild, of Paris. In
the fourth coach were the Earl 0”Kosebery, the Brazilian
Minister, Mr. John Samuel, Sir Coktts Lindsay, and Mr.
Joseph Montefiore. The late Baron\as also followed to
the grave by M. Lambert, Baron tleisweiller (Madrid),
Mr. Nathaniel Montefiore, Mr. liebdins, Mr. Bleichroder
(Berlin), Mr. Warburg, Mr. Valentine (tho Hague), Mr.
Arthur Wagg, Mr. Lionel B, Cdnen, Mr. Louis David-
son, Mr. Sampson Lucas, Sir WRliam Harcourt, M.P., Mr.
Thomson Hankey, M.P.. the Hon. H. Bourke, Mr. Rivers
Wilson, Mr. H. Cazenove, Sir Benjamin S. Phillips, Mr.
Jervoise Smith, Mr. James Stiicer, Mr. Nathaniel Cohen,
Mr. Lionel L. Cohen, Mr. Ks"Wagg, Hon. Robert Grim-
rtoiie, Mr. H. A. Isaacs, MajorSceli, Dr. A. Asher, Mr.
H. L. Cohen, Mr. Angel, Chief Rabha EI Maleb of Moga-
dor, the Rev. Professor .Marks, th\ Rev. Dr. Hermann
Adler, the Rev. A. L. Green, Re\ M. Hast, Rev. I.
Samuel, Rov. S. Roco, Mr. Sebag, Mr.IGuedalla, Mr. S,
Montagu, Mr. Tite, Mr. lIsrael, lii/ F. Davis, Mr. R.
Dawes, Mr. Lewis Emanuel, £t Maurice Davis,
Mr. M Adler, tho Rev. Ml Keiier, and maDy others.
There were present deputations fsm the Board of Deputies
of British Jews, the Council of/the Anglo-Jewish Associa-
tion, the Council of the United Synagogue, the Society of
Hebrew Literature, the Jtws’ College, the Jews’ Free
School, and representativ* Of every synagogue in London.

The ground having beci reached, by the excellent ar-
rangements of the police,«oon after 11, the coffin was con-
veyed into the little ToHwLly house at the entrance,which
was ornamented with wreathed heart’s-ease, camélias, aza-
leas,and the broad leaves of t|lﬁh‘.i|yof thevalley. The coffin
was placed on tho bier, and ti the Rev. R’ H. Ascher
Burial Rabbi of the Unlted S_I sagogue, Offe’red a Shor{
%raye_r. The , Chief Rabbi ‘hnaa unable to attend.

le” Is at Brighton recoverjfcg from an illness, and
sent by telegram and let as well by hisson Dr. H.

Adler, "to express his vegrg at beilag prevented Irom foi-
lowing tbo funeral of his uRiest friend” =~ Among other tele-

rams was one received by tbe Rev. A. Lowy, “secret'aryof
the Anglo-Jewish AsaoAation, from the Baron de Castel-
nuove In Turns, chiefof the Alliance Israélite there, to
express condolence to fie family.

Aller the entrance pI)iie/er the coffin was carried to the

place ol interment--noXX by any paid bearers, but, as the
custom is, by the voluntary serbico of members oi the con-
gregation to wliicb the déVtased belonged. Tbe grave is
situated some distance fromVhe monument of the Baron and
Baroness Mtéyer do KothschlldJVsturda)() marked with fresh
wreaths, and from the tomb taVeady bordered with thick
vy) of the late Sir Amboni dé Rothschild. They
are surrounded by other graves, and this is placed

SIR ROMLAND HILL.

A deputation of the Court of Common Council
day waited upon Sir Rowland Hill, K.U.B.,athis resident
in Hampstead, in order to present him with the copy df
resolution conferring upon him the honorary freedom
the city of London. This resolution was passed
January laat, but various circumstances prevented
formal presentation until yesterday. Sir Rowland Hiili
now 83 years of age, though in the enjoyment of his menti
faculties, was not able to visit the City, and it was thought!
best to let the ceremony be of the simplest kind. Tre
deputation was, therefore, limited iu number, audtht
following geutlemen were appointed to bear the résolu
tion  Mr. Washington Lyon and Sir John Bennett—tre
mover and seconder of the resolution in the Courtad
Common Council—and Mr. Peter M'Kjnlay, chairmana
the General Purposes Committee, attended by Mr. Scott,
Chamberlain, and Mr, Monckton, Town Clerk of the City,
A few members of Sir Rowland Hill’s family were present

The deputation having been presented by Mr. Scott, &
senior officer, the Tows Clerk read the resolution of the
Court in the following terms s—* Resolved unanimously,
that the freedom of this city, in a suitable gold box, ke

presented to Sir Rowland Hill, K.C.B., in acknowledgment
of the great social and commercial benefits this country!
has derived from the adoption in the year 1840 of his*
system of uniform penng postage in the United Kingdom.”
The CHAMBER.LAIK, before handing the resolution and
casket to Sir Rowland Hill, said the corporation of London
desired to honour itself while complimenting him by
inscribing his name on the list of honorary citizens. This
desire, by reason of iris failing strength, could not be fully
ratified, but the Court of Common Council had charged
the deputation to é)_resent to him a copy of their resolution.
Sﬁeaklng then of Sir Rowland’s services to tbe country, the
Chamberlain referred to his labours in conjunction with
Lord Brougham and others as a member of the committee
of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge ; to
the success ‘which had marked liis administration as
secretary to the Commissioners for Colonizing South
Australia ; and to tho introduction by him in 1835 of tho
principle of printing by revolving cylinders armed with
t%pe—whlch in its later developments had revolutionized
the productionand issue of diurnal literature. Toforma
just estimate of his achievements in postal reform, it was
necessary to recall to mind the former condition of our
postal institutions, which might be regarded as having
assumed a national form for the first time in 1649, when
the House of Commons, jealous of thorivalry of a post
established by the Council which this deputation repre-
sented, resolved “ that the offices of Postmaster, Inland and
Foreign, are and ought to be in the sole power and disposal
of Parliament,” The postal system, so established, could
not be regarded as having existed for any but State and
purposes ; social and commercial ~ correspondence
en at that date hardly contemplated or provided for.
0 icetioms  of wieighity 8tiate importance, inidieed,
ere then conveyed so slowly, and were so |mp(_arfect_ly dis-
tributed, that it was matter of history that tho intelligence
of the Protector Cromwell’s appointaient did not reach
Bridgwater until 19 days bad elapsed ; while in remote
parte of Wales the death of Charles I. was not known for
two months. The Parliament of that day objected that the
Common Council of London were organizing (not without
ustification) a system of posts with relays throughout
cotland, yet the loyal inhabitants of the Orkneys were
then praying for their departed monarch months after his
execution at Whitehall. Passing from that period to one
within the recollection of all there, they found little to
boast of in reference to the progress in the national postal
system during two centuries. 1t was true that rival pos
had been discontinued and monopolies abolished, yet with
mail coaches and railway trains the conveyance of corre-
spondence was still dilatory, uncertain, and terribly re-
stricted by the exorbitant rate of postage ; so that prac-
tically it” was no post fortho humbler classes. After a
reference to the fact that a namesake of Sir Rowland, one
Joho Hill, . had suggested the possibility of a penny post
two centurie» before, Mr. Scott briefly recounted the
history of Sir Rowland Hill’s efforts to obtain the esta-
blishment of a uniform chalég_e for postage of one pennty for
asingle letter, which resulted in the passing of the Act of 1839
aud the Treasury Minute of January,1840. A splendid publio
testimonial to his worth, to which the corporation of Lon-
don contributed, must have been gratifying as a proof that
the benefits be had conferred upon tho country were appre-
ciated by the public. The latest report of the Postmaster-
General showed how wonderful had been the growth of the
system. In 38years the post-offices and receptacles for the
leposit of correspondence had increased from 4,500 to over
25000. The chargeable letters and newspapers despatched
in 1839 numbered about 106 millions ; they had increased,
including hook and sample packets and post-cards, to the
enormous total of nearly 1,478 millions, or about 14-
fold. Post-office orders for money remitted had risen from
188,000 in 1839 to 18500,000 in 1878, or 100-fold. The
publio net revenue, meauwhile, had, after a temporary
depreciation on tbe adoption of tho lower rate of charges,
advanced nearly half a million pounds per annum, and was
yearly increasing. But the triumphs of Sir Rowland Hill’s
genius had not been confined to his own hand. There wes
not now any country claiming to be civilized which had not
adopted a Jow-priced scale of post_z(a]ge prepayable by stamps.
In conclusion, theChauiberlain said,—1 have now to perform
the pleasing dutyof presenting to you the resolution of the
Court, enclosed in a casket whieh has been Preparged for its
recoption. 1 offer you the right baud of fellowship in tho
name of tbs corporation om we represent, and who
deeply regret that they cannot receive you In person,
as is their wont on such occasions as thé present. \Yo
congratulate you that, notwithstanding the *“ laboyr



to convey to the Lord Mayor and Corporation of London
his moet earnest thanks not oniy for the honour they had
conferred upon him, but for tho kind consideration they
had shown in sending a deputation of their body to pre-
sent the resolution to him there, his feeble state of health
gv\,hlch had kept hima prisoner in those rooms for nearly
our years) preventing him from going into the City to re-
ceive the freedom at their hands, in tho fulness of timo,
when those who could still remember the inconvenience
of the former postal system simuld have passed away,
and the public, as years rolled on, should have forgotten,
as necessarily the)(f would, eve?/thlng concerning himself
and tho reform which it had fallen to his lot to effect,
his son and his son’s sons would still he able to point with
pride to this permanent_and visible token of the full and
generous maunor in which the corporation of the greatest
Cltﬁ in the world had boen pleased to express its approval
of his labours for the public welfare. o
bir Howland Hill then signed the roll of honorary citizen-
ship, the Chamberlain observing that the a>chives in the
City Library showed that he was the third of that name
family who had become connected with the city of
London. The first was a direct ancestor of his and bore
the samo arms—viz., Sir Howland Hill, citizen and mercer,
whowas Lord Mayor in 1640, a benefactor of Christ’s
Hospital, and founder of the Grammar School at Drayton,
Salop. He was buried in the chruch of St. Stephen, Wal-
brook, and his epitaph is in Stow’s “ Survey ol London.”
The second was General Sir Howland Hill, who in 1814 re-
ceived the honorary freedom of the City for hie services
at the battle of Vitoria.
This brought the ceremony to a conclusion.



situated w Lm distance 1rot/1ve monument of the liaron and
Baroness Meyer do Kotbschild”~sterdav marked with fresh
wreaths, and from the tomb (aJfoeady bordered with thick
ivy) of the late Sir Antboni do ICotlischild, They
are surrounded by other gracie, and this is placed
in an open part of the grudfud. It is not, however,
a family vault. The Jewish lawduoes not permit more than
one body to bo buried in a grajfti, and this prescription is
strictly adhered to in the case of pauper burials as In that
of the richest Israelite. JJlius, the grave once closed is
not re-opened, and the  ing are not exposed to danger
from the dead. The prd essionto the tomb was headed
by the boys of the Jeuj Hospital, chosen because they
uro orphans. There wert also en the ground children
from the Jews’ Free [1, Infant School, ARestmin-
eter Free School, Borough S , Jews’ College, Stepney

School, Bayswater School, [es of Hope School, and
Portuguese Orphan School, ~ their way the bearers
paused, and the otheiating rabbi  livered a brief address,

selecting for his text tho wori

] I Know you not that
there ie a Prince and a great

ian fallen this day in

Israel He referred to political work which
gave peculiar importance _tho career of the late
aron  Lionel de Rothsj ild and held him up
to imitation in adding, He was accessible to

and sympathized with one, tho poor as well
as tho rich. _ He also was ie spokesman in the council of
merchant princes. He wb  advica was sought by states-
men did not disdain to liste' patiently to the tales of woe
and misery. Many a man will  rossed his threshold with a
heavy heart, full of anxiety nguish,left his house with
joy and gratitude ; aud thus he gi |iud for himself,not only
the blessings and prayere of the Eedy, but also the admi-
ration and love of the world at’ se, and, let us hope, the
crown of glory in Heaven, "Kev. B. H. Ascher eon-
eluded with the following

“ Holy Father in Heaven/God of life and death,—With
a heart full of tears, but with eyes of hoBe, we look up to
Thee for Thy mercy and/fby kindness. Do Thou receive
the pious departed in'lliy infinite kindness with his beati-
fied ancestors in the regions of bliss and eternity. Send
Thy truth, Thy light to flbnsole his descendants with Thy
sacred word, ‘inspire than with filial feeling to follow in
the footsteps of their rwrered father. 0, Fountain of
Mercy, asthe deceased was a messenger of peace and hap-
piness to man, grant fruii  Thy celestial regions that he
may bring the messagWof peace and comfort to his spouse,
who so lovingly, so jsatieutly stood at his side alike in weal
and woe, gladness i<nd sadness.  Send Thy comfort and Thy
consolation to that God-fearing mother in Israel, who has
brought solace Aup pleasure to many. O, pardon his
errors, cast his sins iS¢ oblivion, remember only bis pious

V.QUIC, encioeuu L a conndt winch hus Oovn prepar, tl for its
reception. 1 olfer you tbo right hand of fellowship in tho
name of the corporation whom we represent, aud who
deeply regret that they canuot receive you In person,
hris tlioir wont on such occasions as the present. AVo
congratulate you that, notwithstanding the * labour
of sorrow” inevitable to the weight of 83 years, you
have been spared to witness tho completo triumph of your
gostal principles ; to receive acknowledgments from the
tate and honours from your Sovereign.” Detractors and
obstructors you havo outlived, or theyonly survive to
swell the rtuiks of those who applaud. May your remainin
days be consoled b%otho thought that "your name an
services can never forgotten, and may tho sunset of
)éour life bo brightened by the reflection that you havué
een permitted to become one of the greatest benefactors e
of_mankind. .
The casket presented by the Lord Mayor and Corporation
is of 18-carat gold and weighs 20 ounces. The front panel
is ornamented after a design by the late Mr. Malready,
R.A., for the first penny envelope issued bythe Post Office.
It represents Britannia as sending forth her messengers to
all parts of the globs, and beneath the figure of Britannia
is &acsimile in enamel of the penny stamp. At the back
is an inscription, at one end tho monogram of Sir Rowland
Hill, at the other end the family crest, and on the lid the
arms of the city of London. It’is lined with crimson silk
velvet, and stands on a block of coloured marble. There
is a baso covered with silk velvet, and the whole can be
enclosed in a Morocco case lined with satin and velvet.

Sir Rowland Hill, in replying to the deputation, spoke
with deep feeling of the gratification with which he and
all the members of his family received the honour which it
had pleased the corporation of London to confer upon him
—an honour rendered all the more gratifying by tho very
generous manner in which the Chamberlain had been
pleased to speak of his services. Like every one else who
endeavoured to effect improvements in existing institu-

tions, it had heen his lot to encounter misrepresentation,
injustice, and strenuous, though doubtless often honest,
opposition ; but, on the other hand, there were probably
few innovators who had bad the good fortune which had
been granted to him : to live to see his plans crowned with
asuccess far exceeding his most sanguine expectations ;
to find former opponents converted into zealous friends ;
and, above all, to know—as he did by tixat day’s ceremony
and bv other tokens which from timé to time™ had reached
his hands -that, though nearly 40years had passed since
hie plans came into operation, the public still retained a
kindly remembrance of his services to their common
country, and, as had been kindly said, to tho world at
large. ~ The present generation, fortunately for itself, had
no practical acquaintance with the evils of th© old
postal system. Probably few even of those assembled
around " lilm were aware that a lower rate of
postage now carried a letter from Egypt or the
furthest parts. of Europe to San Francisco than
was charged in 1839 on a letter coming from
Guildhall (which they had left scarcely an hour ago) to
that house, though the latter distance, as the crow flies,
scarcely four miles. The uniform penny postage
system seemed, perhaps, now to many persons to be so
natural and proper—so thoroughly in accordance with the
fitness of things—that they were probably unaware how
incredulous many people were 40 years ago as to its pro-
priety, and how narrowly the plan more than once escaped
total shipwreck. It might, perhaps, be interesting to them
to know that when he first turned his attention to the
practicabilitv of reforming the Post Office—though he was
confident that tho existing_rates of postage were in man
cases too high—he had no idea of uniformity of rata, and,
so far as he was aware, no one else had ever even suggested
such athing. Before making up his mind, however, as to
what simplifications of arrangement and reductions of charge
wero practicable, he set himself to analyze carefully each
item of cost in the service performed by the Post Office as
regarded letters committed to its charge. In the course
of the investigation he found that the chief items of cost
were what, he might call the terminal services—i.e., those
of collection and “delivery; and it was then he discovered
what was to him the astonishing fact that not only did
the cost of conveying a letter from the town in which it
originated to its [dace of destination bear no proportion to
the distance it had to be conveyed, but that that cost
was so insignificant (only the ninth part of a farthing oven
for carrying a letter the 400 miles between London and
Edinburgh) that it might be ignored, and that a uniform
rate of Posta e, with its manifest advantages in simplifying
and still further cheapenln%the postal arrangements, was
in truth absolutely fairer than any other. So little, how-
ever, were many people prepared”at that time to accept
the principle of uniform Bo_stage—a change even more in-
consistent with their established usages than n uniform
rate for passengers and goods_ by railway would probably
be considered at the present time—that, even after all the
evidence had been submitted to the Parliamentary Com-
mittee of 1838, that committee, when the principle of uni-
formity of postage was put to the vote, was equally
divided, and this question—the very essence of his echeine
was only carried by the casting vote of the chairman—
the late Mr, Robert AVallace, member for Greenock, a gen-
tleman, he might add, who had then already distinguished
himself for mauy improvements which he had effected in
the details of Post Office management ~ Avhen the further
question was put that the uniform rate should be one
penny, this was rejected by tho committee—only three
voting in its favour “and six agfalnst it—and instead of the
E'enny rate a twopenny rate of postage was recommended.
e would not enter into a long explanation to show how
this difficulty was ultimately overcome, aud how in the end
penny postage was conceded by the Government of the
day, mt so much, he feared, from any real conviction as
toim merits, but as a means, he believed, of securing, on a
coming division, the votes of certain |nf]uer_1t|al members
of Parliament, whose opposition, on a question wholly un-
connected with the Post Office, had become dangerous to
1the Government. In conclusion, he begged the deputation 1]
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PROPOSED REDUCTION OF LOCAL AND OTHER INLAND RATES OF POSTAGE.

To the Chairman of the London Chamber of Commerce.

~[RI 50, Belsize Park, N.W ., 27th March, 1883,

In the January number of the Chamber of Commerce Journal, to which my attention
has recently been called, the Report of the Postal Committee appointed by the London Chamber
of Commerce appears, in which certain alterations in the inland rates of postage on letters and
printed matter are recommended. These alterations, doubtless, seem simple and advantageous
to your Committee, but if adopted they would, | fear, be attended with results so prejudicial to
the well-working of the Postal system, that | venture, very respectfully, to ask permission to lay
before you, in this letter, reasons which may, I hope, convince the Chamber of Commerce that
to attempt to obtain these changes would be unwise.

My apology for thus troubling you, is that one of the suggestions— that of a halfpenny rate
of postage for local letters in large towns— would, if adopted, be so serious a departure from the
system of uniform rates of postage, founded by my father, the late Sir Rowland Hill, that
anxiety to preserve unimpaired the true principle of his Postal Reforms, renders it almost
incumbent upon me to point out the evil before it is too late, or indeed before much time has
been spent unprofitably in seeking to make such a change.

As it is now more than forty-six years since Sir ROWLAND HILL brought forward his plan of
Postal Reform, it is perhaps hardly surprising that many persons have forgotten, and many
others of the present generation have never known, the reasons which led him to recommend the
adoption of a uniform rate of postage, in place of one depending upon the distance a letter had
to be conveyed ; and as a statement of those reasons will probably be the best answer to the
suggestion of your Postal Committee virtually to abandon their teaching, | venture, as concisely
as possible, to explain them.

At the time Sir Rowland Hill took up the question of Postal Reform (in 1836), the
following was the general condition of things :— Every post town in the United Kingdom,
except London, had its local rate of one penny, for letters posted for delivery in the town itself
or in its surrounding villages— such local posts bearing the technical name of “ Penny Posts.”
In London, owing to the great size of the Metropolis, the penny local rate had, in the first year
of this century, been raised to 2d. for the town limits, and 3d. for the suburban or outlying
delivery, which latter extended to all places within twelve miles of St. Martins-le-Grand.

As regards letters passing from one post town to another, the minimum rate of postage
was fourpence, advancing, step by step, to a maximum of about is. 8d. for each “single” letter.
These varying rates of postage having, of course, been adopted under the belief, then
practically universal, that the greater cost to the Post Office of carrying letters long distances,
justified a greater charge to the public—an idea which the Report of your Postal Committee
shows to be not quite so extinct as | had supposed.
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Sir Rowland Hill, starting merely with the strong conviction that the then existing ratcs
of postage were too high, and might advantageously be largely reduced, carefully analysed
the various items of postal expenditure, to see what simplifications and reductions in each were

possible. He soon saw that the service the Post Office performed for each letter, was divisible
into three distinct portions :

ist, The service of COLLECTION, in which were included all duties connected with

receiving, taxing and sorting the letter in the post offices of the town in which it
originated.

2nd, The service of CONVEYANCE, in which was included the cost of getting the letter from
the town of origin to the town of destination, and,

3rd, The service of DELIVERY, in which all duties connected with preparing the letter for
the letter-carrier, and dispatching it to its recipient, were included.

The expenditure of the Post Office under the ist and 3rd services, was obviously common
to all letters, whether local or other, the cost of conveyance being the only variable quantity.

This cost of conveyance, however, when carefully examined, proved to be infinitesimal-

only the ninth part of a farthing per letter, even for so long a distance as from London to
Edinburgh.

If, therefore, argued Sir Rowland Hill, two letters be posted in London, one for delivery
therein, and the other for delivery in Edinburgh, the Edinburgh letter should be charged only
the ninth part of a farthing more than the local letter, to cover the cost of conveyance. In
other words, the postage on the two letters should be the same, unless it could be shown how so
small a sum as the ninth part of afarthing could be collected.

The injustice of making any distinction between the postage charged on local letters, and
on letters going longer distances, having thus been demonstrated, the adoption of a uniform rate
of postage became practicable ; and this, as | need not stop to explain, so greatly simplified the

work of the Post Office, that it became possible to adopt as the unit of charge for all letters, the
then lowest local rate of letter postage, namely one penny.

The advantages of this simplicity, the Report of your Postal Committee— doubtless uninten-
tionally—proposes to sacrifice, and the adoption of their suggestion would, in effect, re-impose the
unnecessary and unwise distinction between local and other letters, which Sir ROWLAND HILL’S
discovery abolished forty-three years ago.

That the adoption of a halfpenny local rate of postage for letters in large towns, would
introduce into the postal service endless complications, and be productive of great public
inconvenience, will | think be obvious if I give an illustration of its effect.

The halfpenny rate could not be confined to the towns themselves, but would have to
be extended, as were the old “penny posts,” to all places within the free delivery of the
particular office. For instance, in London the halfpenny rate would have to be applied, not only
to letters posted in London for delivery in places like Brixton, Camden Town, Holloway or
Kensington, but also to those for outlying sub-offices, like Norwood, Hampstead, Walthamstow and
Fulham—places which receive probably three-fourths of all their letters from London itself. But
it frequently happens, from the opening of a new' railway, or from the place increasing in
population, that public convenience is greatly promoted by raising a particular sub-office to the

position of an independent post town. Richmond, for instance, was a few years ago so detached
from the London district.

Under the present system of uniform postage, these changes can readily be made when
required, and the public obtains an unqualified advantage ; but had the scheme for a local half-
penny rate, now proposed, existed when Richmond was made a post town, either the postage on



ali letters between Richmond and London (which then ceased to be local letters) must have been
doubled— a change sure to have led to public outcry—or, in that and all similar cases, exceptions
would have to be made in favour of the inhabitants of those localities ; unless, indeed, to avoid
these continually increasing exceptional arrangements, all similar postal improvements were
withheld.

It would be almost a lesser evil, to adopt, at once, a uniform halfpenny rate of postage
throughout the United Kingdom, as has sometimes been suggested, than to re-impose a system so
antiquated, irrational and full of inconvenience.

As regards the further reductions which your Postal Committee advises, in the present rates
of postage on printed circulars (which rates are already as low as a halfpenny for two ounces), it
may perhaps be sufficient to state, that every document passing through the post at the halfpenny
rate, is already carried at a dead loss to the public—the mere expenses of collection, conveyance
and delivery exceeding that sum ; while | need not point out that where, as in this case, the
charge for the service rendered has been reduced below prime cost, any augmentation in the
number of articles conveyed, increases rather than diminishes the deficiency.

Thus, as regards every trade circular distributed through the post, on which a postage of
only one halfpenny is paid, the community at large is already called upon to bear part of the
expense, for the benefit of advertisers—an arrangement the existence of which might have
been intelligible, while the old ideas in favour of Protection or Bounties prevailed, but which is,
manifestly, so contrary to the teachings of political economy, that any aggravation of the
mischief, by adopting a rate of postage even less remunerative than that now in force, should, I
submit, be carefully avoided.

The fact advanced by your Postal Committee, that other countries now charge a lower
postal rate on printed circulars, is, 1 submit, scarcely of itself a sufficient reason for our
following in their footsteps. The English Post Office, like many other of our public insti-
tutions, perhaps owes much of its excellence to its having avoided, rather than followed, foreign
example.

The pecuniary loss now sustained by the public in the conveyance of Newspapers through
the post at the halfpenny rate, may perhaps fairly he regarded as an additional, but indirect
vote in favour of popular education—but | presume it would hardly be contended, that a
similar argument can be used in favour of advertising circulars.

It is important to bear in mind that the recommendation of your Postal Committee is one
of simple reduction of charge, and (unlike the case of the Uniform Penny Postage system) is
unaccompanied by any suggestion of simplifications in the working of the existing postal
arrangements, which might counterbalance the diminished productiveness of the proposed
charge.

As regards the proposals which have sometimes been made, and to which | have alluded
above, for reducing the postage on all letters in the United Kingdom to a halfpenny rate— a step
to which the suggestions of your Eostal Committee, as regards local letters, would inevitably tend -
I may as well here point out, that such a change would have the effect not merely of sweeping away
altogether the net revenue of the Post Office (now producing more than three millions annually,
in relief of taxation), but would change the Post Office from a profitable concern, into a mere
spending Department of the State.

So long as the penny is retained as the unit of charge for letters, the Department, being
well-to-do, can readily and promptly grant additional facilities, and at once adapt itself to the
constantly growing necessities of the public ; but if it became a starved Department, as it would
under a uniform halfpenny rate, its powers of expansion would be practically destroyed, and the
present postal service would become almost crystallised.
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Few people, | would point out, have complained of the penny (which now carries a letter of
an ounce weight) as an excessive postal charge, and if, as is sometimes urged, the Post Office ought
not to be a source of revenue, there are other and far better means of disposing of the present
earnings of the Department, than in simple reductions in the rates of postage.

By granting additional dispatches of mails between large towns, more frequent and more
rapid deliveries, the net revenue can be reduced almost to any extent desired, but under these
additional facilities, further profitable postal business will eventually be created, which will, in its
turn, supply the means for yet further extensions and improvements in the service.

It is sometimes asserted that the net revenue of the Post Office is, in effect, a tax
on social and commercial intercourse, and as such should be abolished. | need not point out
that if the present earnings of the Post Office (.£3,000,000 annually) be swept away, some other tax
must be imposed upon the public, to make up the deficiency which the withdrawal of that sum
from the Exchequer would create. It is not, of course, necessary here to consider what that other
tax should or could be, but I would venture to point out that, if the earnings of the Post Office be
a tax, it would be difficult to find one which (whether more or less expedient) was, at all
events, more just. No one pays postage who is unwilling to do so. Every one who pays it gets
an immediate benefit, proportionate to his contribution ; while It is collected in such small suns
that its impost is hardly felt, even by the poor.

But | venture to suggest whether the earnings of the Post Office, under the present system,
are really of the nature of a tax. If the Post Office, by virtue of its monopoly of letter con-
veyance, now charged—as it did prior to 1840—rates of postage higher than those which would
be demanded by any private company, doing the work equally well, such excess of charge would,
undoubtedly, be a tax on the public ; but if, as | think is the case, the Post Office performs its
work cheaper and better than any one else would do it, the net revenue of the Department seems
to me to be rather in the nature of a profit on a well-conducted business, and, being paid into the
public Exchequer, is, instead of a tax, a most valuable and rapidly increasing aid in relief of
taxation—somewhat similar, indeed, to that obtained by the Australian Colonies, through their
sales of Crown lands, but differing therefrom, fortunately for us, in being a source of profit
practically inexhaustible.

To show the possibilities of the Post Office, as a source of relief, in years to come, to the
taxation of the country, | would point out that from mere expansion and improvement ot
business, th r postal net revenue now doubles itself every twenty years. If therefore the Postal
system can be protected from unwise interference, the net revenue (now £ 3,000,000 sterling)
would in another sixty years amount to no less than £ 24,000,000 per annum—an amount

sufficient to relieve the taxpayers from all charges now made to meet the interest on the National
Debt.

Improbable as such a result may at first sight appear, it may not seem so extraordinary
when | point out, that it requires for its attainment little more than that each person in the
United Kingdom should write, on the average, about five letters per week—an amount of
correspondence not greater than that of my own household.

With every apology for troubling you with so long a letter, for which the great importance
of the question at issue will, | trust, be deemed a sufficient justification,
I remain,
Sir,
Your obedient Servant,
PEARSON HILL.
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THE ADHESIVE STAMP.
(From Dundee Advertiser, April 16, 1883J

TO THE EDITOR OP THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER, scrutiny.  Your readers will know how to value

Sir,—L est your readers should misunderstand the statements of aman who, while professing to
the silence with which, for a long time past, the desire full investigation, neglects so admirable
members of Sir Rowland Hill’'s family have an opportunity, and prefers to put up with so
treated Mr Patrick Chalmers’ statements, | ask serious an imputation on his veracity—consoling
you to be good enough to re-pnblish the enclosed himself with cowardly and contemptible insinua-
communication, which appeared in the Athendum tions against the character of a dead man, whom
of 14th May 1881 | would add that, Mr the whole world has recognised a3 a public bene-
Patrick Chalmers having, in the Citizen of 26th factor, well knowing that he can pursue this course
March 1881, denied the falsification of the corre- without subjecting himself to any legal penalty.—
spondence with which | had publicly charged him, I am, &C,, Pearson Hill,
| proved to the editor of that paper (see Citizen, ; ;
16th April 1881), hy a comparison of his letters aud 50 Belsize Park, N.W,, 13th April 1883
pamphlets, that my charge was well founded ; and L L
in his letter in the Atkenceum of 21st May 1881 P.S.—The following is the communication to the
Mr Patrick Chalmers had to admit, and attempt Atkenceum of 14th May 1881 referred to above :—
tojustify_, the muti_lation of my letters, which he Sir Rowland Bill and Penni/ Postage.
had previously denied. You will also see from my .
letter to the Athenceum that after his statements 50Belsize Park, May 9, 1881,
had been publicly shown to be untrue Mr Patrick In your impression of April 30th you publish as
Chalmers republished them, with the unblushing an advertisement a wholly unfounded attack by a
and wholly unqualified assertion that “ no excep- Mr Patrick Chalmers on the reputation of the late
tion had been taken’ to his statements. This will Sir Rowland Hill. In order that your readers may
perhaps be a sufficient indication of the manner in understand what value to place oo Mr Chalmers’s
which Mr Patrick Chalmers conducts what he calls assertions, and why | have refused to enter into
“ fair and open discussion  but should any of any further controversy with him. I request you
your Dundee readers desire fuller information on " will kindly publish the enclosed letter, which, on
this matter, they will find in the papers I have receiving his pamphlet, | addressed to him in
forwarded to the Town Council that Mr Chalmers December last. The statement which Mr Chalmers
has not even yet abandoned his peculiar ideas of now makes, and to which he says no exception
truth and honour, and has no claim to any atten- has been taken, has already been shown publicly
tion, They will see, moreover, that the very to be absolutely and ridiculously untrue, as the
question he proposes to discuss has already hoen enclosed documents will prove to you. These
decided by the London Philatelic Society—the documents are published in extenso in the Citizen
highest authority in existence on all questions re- of the 16th of April last—the newspaper in which
specting postage stamps and their history—which Mr Chalmers puts forward his so-called discovery,
Society, after giving Mr Chalmers nearly a year Pearson Hill.
to complete his proofs, has unanimously decided
against him on every point—a fact to which Mr The following is the letter above referred to —
Chalmers in his subsequent pamphlet characteris-
tically suppresses all reference. One more fact 50 Belsize Park, N.W., 30th Dec. 1880.
will, perhaps, be sufficient to give your readers a Sir,—I bave received and read the pamphlet
clear insight into this case. The libels which Mr you have sent. | should bave little or no hesita-
Patrick Chalmers has for years past persisted in tion at any time in leaving the public to decide the
manufacturing and circulating against the charac- question which you have raised—viz., whether the
ter of the late Sir Rowland Hill are such as | am late Sir Rowland Hill or yourself has stated that
wholly powerleis to bring under the notice of the which is untrue ; but you commit in your pamphlet
Courts of Law, as in this country the law of libel, SO gross an impropriety, to use the mildest term,
unfortunately, furnishes no protection to the that its exposure renders any further notice of
momory of the dead. No such obstacle, however, your other inaccuracies unnecessary. You profess
stands in Mr Patrick Chalmers’ way as regards to give the correspondence which has passed be-
the charges | have made against him. tween us, but without the slightest hint that you
He well knows that if the accusations have mutilated the letters—without even showing
in my letter of 30th December 1880 were by asterisk that something is withheld—you have
untrue he would not only be able to claim heavy suppressed whole paragraphs bearing on the ques-
damages and costs, but he would have, what any tion at issue. | will not insult your understanding
honest man in his position would value far more, hy pretending to believe you are ignorant of the
namely, the finest possible opportunity of assert- manner in which such a proceeding, when pub-
ing his father’s claims by bringing the question lished, will be characterised.—I am, sir, your
before a tribunal where every statement must be obedieut servant, Pearson Hill.
made on oath, and be subject to the severest Pat. Chalmers, Ksq.
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Feu people, | would point out, have complained of the penny (which now carries a letter of
an ounce weight) as an excessive postal charge, and if, as is sometimes urged, the Post Office ouffiu
not to be a source of revenue, there are other and far better means of disposing of the present
earnings of the Department, than in simple reductions in the rates of postage.

By granting additional dispatches of mails between large towns, more frequent and more
rapid deliveries, the net revenue can be reduced almost to any extent desired, but under these
additional facilities, further profitable postal business will eventually be created, which will, in its
turn, supply the means for yet further extensions and improvements in the service.

It is sometimes asserted that the net revenue of the Post Office is, in effect, a tax
on social and commercial intercourse, and as such should be abolished. | need not point out
that if the present earnings of the Post Office (/3,000,000 annually) be swept away, some other tax
must be imposed upon the public, to make up the deficiency which the withdrawal of that sum
from the Exchequer would create. It is not, of course, necessary here to consider what that other
tax should or could be, but | would venture to point out that, if the earnings of the Post Office be
a tax, it would be difficult to find one which (whether more or less expedient) was, at all
events, more just. No one pays postage who is unwilling to do so. Every one who pays it gets
an immediate benefit, proportionate to his contribution ; while it is collected in such small sums
that its impost is hardly felt, even by the poor.

But | venture to suggest whether the earnings of the Post Office, under the present system,
are really of the nature of a tax. If the Post Office, by virtue of its monopoly of letter con-
veyance, now charged—as it did prior to 1840- - rates of postage higher than those which would
be demanded by any private company, doing the work equally well, such excess of charge would,
undoubtedly, be a tax on the public ; but if, as | think is the case, the Post Office performs its
work cheaper and better than any one else would do it, the net revenue of the Department seems
to me to be rather in the nature of a profit on a well-conducted business, and, being paid into the
public Exchequer, is, instead of a tax, a most valuable and rapidly increasing aid in relief of
taxation—somewhat similar, indeed, to that obtained by the Australian Colonies, through their

sales of Crown lands, but differing therefrom, fortunately for us, in being a source of profit
practically inexhaustible.

To show the possibilities of the Post Office, as a source of relief, in years to come, to the
taxation of the country, | would point out that from mere expansion and improvement of
business, the postal net revenue now doubles itself every twenty years. If therefore the Postal
system can be protected from unwise interference, the net revenue (now A 3,000,000 sterling)
would in another sixty years amount to no less than 724,000,000 per annum—an amount

sufficient to relieve the taxpayers from all charges now made to meet the interest on the National
Debt.

Improbable as such a result may at first sight appear, it may not seem so extraordinary
when | point out, that it requires for its attainment little more than that each person in the
United Kingdom should write, on the average, about five letters per week—an amount of
correspondence not greater than that of my own household.

With every apology for troubling you with so long a letter, for which the great importance
of the question at issue will, | trust, be deemed a sufficient justification,
I remain,
Sir,
Your obedient Servant,
PEARSON HILL.
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THE ADHESIVE

STAMP.

(From Dundee Advertiser, April 16, 1883.;

TO THE EDITOR OF THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER.

Sir,—L est your readers should misunderstand
the silence with which, for a long time past, the
members of Sir Rowland Hill’'s family have
treated Mr Patrick Chalmers’ statements, | ask
you to be good enough to re-publish the enclosed
communication, which appeared in the Athenaum
of 14th May 188l | would add that, Mr
Patrick Chalmers having, in the Citizen of 2(itli
March 1881, denied the falsification of the corre-
spondence with which 1 had publicly charged him,
| proved to the editor of that paper (see Citizen,
16th April 1881), by a comparison of his letters and
pamphlets, that my charge was well founded ; and
in his letter in the Athenceum of 21st May 1881
Mr Patrick Chalmers had to admit, and attempt
to justify, the mutilation of my letters, which he
had previously denied. You will also see from my
letter to the Athenceum that after his statements
had been publicly shown to be untrue Mr Patrick
Olialmers republished them, with the unblushing
and whnlly unqualified assertion that “ no excep-
tion had been taken” to his statements. This will
perhaps be a sufficient indication of the manner in
which Mr Patrick Chalmers conducts what he calls
“ fair and open discussion;” but should any of
your Dundee readers desire fuller information on
this matter, they will find in the papers | have
forwarded to the Town Council that Mr Chalmers
has not even yet abandoned his peculiar ideas of
truth and honour, and has no claim to any atten-
tion. They will see, moreover, that the very
question he proposes to discuss has already been
decided by the London Philatelic Society—the
highest authority in existence on all questions re-
specting postage stamps and their history—which
Society, after giving Mr Chalmers nearly a year
to complete his proofs, has unanimously decided
against him on every point—a fact to which Mr
Chalmers in hie subsequent pamphlet characteris-
tically suppresses all reference. One more fact
will, perhaps, he sufficient to give your readers a
clear insight into this case. The libels which Mr
Patrick Chalmers has for years past persisted iu
manufacturing and circulating against the charac-
ter of the late Sir Rowland Hill are such a3 | am
wholly powerless to bring uuder the notice of the
Courts of Law, as in this country the law of libel,
unfortunately, furnishes no protection to the
memory of tlie dead. No such obstacle, however,
stands in Mr Patrick Chalmers’ way as regards
the charges | have maile against him.
He well knows that if the accusations
in my letter of 30th December 1830 were
untrue he would not only be able to claim heavy
damages and costs, but he would have, what any
honest man iu his position would value far more,
namely, the finest possible opportunity of assert-
ing his father’s claims by bringing the question
before a tribunal where every statement must be
made on oath, and be subject to the severest
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scrutiny.  Your readers will know how to value
the statements of aman who, while professing to
desire full investigation, neglects so admirable
an opportunity, and prefers to put up with so
serious an imputation on his veracity—consoling
himself with cowardly and contemptible insinua-
tions against the character of a dead man, whom
the whole world has recognised as a public bene-
factor, well knowing that he can pursue this course
without subjecting himself to any legal penalty.—

| am, &c., P earson Hill.

50 Belsize Park, N.W., 13th April 1883.

P.S,—The following is the communication to the
Athenceum of 14th May 1881 referred to above :—

Sir Rowland Bill and Penny Postage,
50 Belsize Park, May 9, 1881

In your impression of April 30th you publish as
an advertisement a wholly unfounded attack by a
Mr Patrick Chalmers on the reputation of the late
Sir Howland Hill. In order that your readers may
understand what value to place on Mr Chalmers’s
assertions, and why | have refused to enter into
any further controversy with him. | request you
will kindly publish the enclosed letter, which, on
receiving llia pamphlet, | addressed to him in
December last. The statement which Mr Chalmers
now makes, and to which he says no exception
lias been taken, has already been shown publicly
tobe absolutely and ridiculously untrue, as the
enclosed documents will prove to you. These
documents are published in extenso in the Citizen
of the 16th of April last—the newspaper in which
Mr Chalmers puts forward his so-called discovery,

Pearson Hill.

The following is the letter above referred to

50 Belsize Park, N.W., 30th Doc. 1880.

Sir,—I have received and read the pamphlet
you have sent. | should have little or no hesita-
tion at any time in leaving the public to decide the
question which you have raised—viz., whether the
late Sir Rowland Hill or yourself has stated that
which is untrue ; but you commit in your pamphlet
S0 gross an impropriety, to use the mildest term,
that its exposure renders any further notice of
your other inaccuracies unnecessary. You profess
to give the correspondence which lias passed be-
tween us, but without the slightest bint that you
have mutilated the letters—without even showing
by asterisk that something is withheld—you have
suppressed whole paragraphs bearing on the ques-
tion at issne. | will not insult your understanding
by pretending to believe you are ignorant of the
maimer in which such a proceeding, when pub-
lished, will be characterised.—I am, sir, your
obedient servant,
Pat. Chalmers, Esq.

Pearson Hilu
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fFrom Dundee Advertiser%April 30th4 1883J

TO Tilli EDITOR OF THE DUNDEE ADVERTISER.

Sm,—Though Mr Patrick Chalmers gives an
unqualified denial to the chargeof having mutilateti
the currésli>Titlciice wlTelk had passed between us,
and refers vaguely to the decisimi of some unknown
and hithertounheard of tribunal/Svhich, he says, has
long ago acquitted him of such unworthy conduct,
I unhesitatingly abide by every word in my previous
letters; and, to prove that the charge | have made
istrue, | enclose for your information copiesof the
mutilated letters, which | ask you kindly to com-
pare with tlie version of them as published at
pp. 10 and 11 of Mr Patrick Chalmers’s first
pamphlet.

You will Bee that Mr Chalmers has suppressed
about one half of his letter to me of 10th December
1879, and of my reply, which is dated three days
later—doing this, as | have previously said, with-
out giving the slightest intimation, even by
asterisks, that he was keeping anything back.

I have attached to the copies of the mutilated
letters a memorandum showing the importance of
the omitted paragraphs, hut 1 need scarcely add

| that Mr Chalmers does not plead that the parts he
suppressed are irrelevant, and even if he had tried

Ito shelter himself under that plea it would have
been sufficient to point out that, however irrele-
vant he might have thought his own observations,
he had no right whatever secretly to suppress any
part of my letter, simply because he could not, or
would not, see its importance. He, however,
makes nosuch defence; he -imply denies having in
auy way mutilated the letters, and your readers
wlir. | think, novvkuow bow to characterise his
denial, and | can safely leave them to attach the
proper value to all his other statements, und to
IIraw their own conclusions as to why he will not
bring the question at issue before a tribunal where
hit» evidence would have to he given on oath.—I
am, sir, your obedient servant, Pearson Hill,

50 Belsize Park, N.W., 24th April 1883.

(Copy),
LI Kosehill Uoad, Wandsworth, S.W.,
10th December 1879.

Dear Sir,—I am favoured with your letter of
-1th iust. in reply to initie of 29th ultimo, addressed
to Mr Edwin Hill, of whose decease 1 was not
then aware.

1have iigain read over, as | have read before,
the words to which you refer me, contained in the
9th Kepoit of the Commissioners of Post Office
inquiry, upon which you bHy (the then) Mr
Rowland Hill’s claim to the authorship of the ad-
hesive stamp is bas-d. These Words must be read
by what precedes —it is to obviate “ the only ob-
jection thatoccuiH to hitu to the universal adop
tin®™* of Ins covers and sheets of pager with im-
pressed stamp that tin* use of a bit of paper
having glutinous wash at the back is at all brought
upon the scene—and this to be used only in the
case of a person unable to write. | am afraid that
upon so slight a basis asthis any claim on the part
of Mr Hill to the merit of the adoption in its en-
tirety of the adhesive stamp in 1810 cannot he
established. As you kindly inform me a history
of t>enuy postage will shortly be brought ont, and
which will be read with much interest, | shall
notat present trouble you further upon this subject.

You do not seem to be aware that the words of
Mr Hill, to which alone you refer me in this 9th
Report, are a writteu statement, Word for word, of
what lie had previously said in his pamphlet, in
which you infer he despised any such details. The
one ie acopy of the other. If, as would appear,
you think the adhesive stamp an immaterial de-
tail, 1 am not disposed to disturb this impression.

[Thefollowing, according to Mr Hill, are the para-
graphs suppressed by Mr Chalmers] : —

Permit me to avail of this opportunity to re-
spectfully call your attention to what is going on
in the city—and | do so with less apology that it
is clear from the above you have not been reading
lately the pamphlet of 1837. A little work etvlea
“ A Biographical sketch, Ac., of Sir Rowland Hill,”
by Mr Eliezer Edwards, has been broughtunder my
notice since writing my letter of 29th ultimo. Ju
this work Mr Hills pamphlet is dealt with, and
at page 92 the writer puts forward his version of
Mr Hill's prol>oeals for collecting the posluge.
Weight is given to his statements by the testi-
umniAlshe gives on hack of title paga from your-
self and oilier members of your respected family
as to your satisfaction with ami approval of what
he says.

1 enclose voua copy of what lie does say, and
I respectfully ask you to compare his version
with the actual proposals in the pamphlet.
The writer alludes to “ objections” — the
four objections in the pamphlet against the “ first
mode of collection”--the simply laying your
lienny with the letter. Then coolly leaving out of
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view totally and entirely the main proposal—the
“ second mode” of the covers and sheets and im-
pressed stamp—he passes by asort of somersault
and legerdemain to a notice of this exceptional hit
of paper with aglutinous wash ou the back, which
he interprets as meant to obviate the “ objections”
above-named, leaving the impression that it was iu
Ins work of 1837 Mr Hill at once adopted the
adhesive stamp for the purpose of practically
earring out his scheme. Any allusion whatever to
the covers and sheets with impressed stamp is
carefully left out, and the implication above-
named is artfully insinuated in the place thereof.
A more glaring minrepresentation could not well
be imagined, and to trus you are supposed to be a
party, while any case which requires to be supported
by -such arts must be weak indeed.

I should do you an injustice to suppose you cog-
nisant of this ; but, considering this is what has
been before the public while they were subscribing
to this memorial fund—in the hands of the gentle-
men of the Committee and of the speakers at the
Mansion House meeting—is before the public now
while being asked to subscribe, an immediate
public contradiction of so glaring a misstatement
is doubtless what you will consider imperative.
It is riot in this way that you will desire to main-
tain a claim to the merit of the adhesive stamp.—
1 remain, dear sir, yours truly and respectfully,

Eat. Chalmers.

Pearson Hill, Esq., 50 Belsize Park.

(Copy.)

50 Belsize Park, N.W., 13th Dec. 1879.
Dear Sir,—There is, unfortunately, scarcely a
statement or an argument in your letter of 10th
lust, with which 1can agree ; but haviug alreadv
shown that.Sir Rowland Hill was the first to
suggest (amongst other postal improvements) the
use of adhesive stamps, it seems to me a waste of
time to proloug this controversy, at all eveuts
until we can fiud a somewhat mure satisfactory
basin than your present theory, viz., that though
Sir Rowland Hill did suggest adhesive ]x>stage
labels before anyoue else, he didn't—Yours very

truly, Pearson Hill.

[The following postscript. Mr Hill says, was also
suppressed] : —

PA*,—1am afraid | can scarcely Bee my way to
the notification to the public which you desire,
for, with every wish to meet your views, the only
notice which could be issued consistently with
truth would hs that as oue pail of Oir Rowland
Hilft plan—the use of adhesive labels—hail proved
even umre convenient to the public than lie
supposed, all the world is cautioned not to sub-
scribe tu Ins memorial. Perhaps when either of
us want a free admission to Earlswood, the issus
of such a notice would be as good a way as any of
earning it. P. H.

M emorandum.

The importance uf the paragraphs suppressed
by Mr Patrick Chalmers, without ni» even using
asterisks to show lie was withholding anything, is
obVious. It was necessary to Mr Chalmers to
suppress the latter half of his own letter to conceal
the fact that it was lie, not I, as he lias more than
once insinuated, that changed a friendly into an
unfriendly correspondence—that it was he, who
is now trying to pose as the earnest inquirer after
truth, the advocate of fair and open discussion,
the liuter of hard words, who was the first to use
them by falsely accusing Sir Rowland Hill's
frieuds of “ legerdemain,” “ artful insinuations,”
“ gross misrepresentations,” Ac.

The paragraph of my letter of 13th December
1879 which he also suppresses shows the
absurdity of his argument which he then
advanced, and has since constantly repeated, to
the effect that Sir Rowland Hill was not entitled
to tuke credit for the adhesive stamp (though lie
was the first to suggest its use), because before
either had been tried he happened to think the
stamped envelope or cover would be found prefer-
able. In other Words, according to Mr Patrick
Chalmers, if one part of a refonuer’s plan prove»
te be even more convenient to the public than he
had anticipated, it must he held that he uever
sugg_ested that part, and he must be deuied all
credit for his suggestion.

As for the new claim started a few months ago
by Mr Patrick Chalmers that his father proposed
adhesive stamps as long ago as 1834, that .state-
ment is absolutely disproved by no less au
authority than James Chalmers himself, who, in
billetter of 1st October 1839 (see printed papers
in bauds of Dundee Town Council!, give» the
latter nart of 1837 a» the date when hofirst pub-
lished his suggestion. Pear »v Hill.

25th April 1883.
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Oct. 5, 1883.

unipiJ of flIfiHFSivr POSTAGE STAMPS.

EDITOU.
iM ist week, you publish a com-

mimicalo i gsnc ndent,” respecting the* origin of
tre dili ?sjs ~ih which lie tells us, amongst other
tilings, A}< made to obtain money from the
Coemn TEMIICPI the services which, it is alleged,
ere re ;lalalegC idaiméra some forty or fifty years
ago, d ~~iLjtfinews to many persons to know
thet to i&2>] Dundee, we arc indebted for the
ailliesh UT/¥1,

I can only say that, to me, it will be, if possible, still more
extraordinary news to leam that anyone exists, who still
believes in a claim unsupported by anything deserving the
narre of evidence, and which has been so often and so thoroughly
refuted

Though the real facts of the case have more than once been
published, yet, as your paper has a large circulation amongst
tre numerous employés of this Department—many of whom
may, perhaps, take an interest in this question—it may be
wefd if | briefly recapitulate the leading points in the case, to
which | have given considerable attention ; referring those who
cesire fuller information, to the “ Life of Sir Rowland Hill,”
published about three years ago, or to the Reports of the Pro-
ceedings of the London Philatelic Society, as published in the
Philatelic Record Of November, 1881, and 1882.

I need scarcely remind your readers that there is one well-
understood rule by which, in all scientific societies, rival claims
toany invention or discovery are decided, viz., that lie is tlio
rightlul claimant who was the first to publish ins invention or
discovery. "The justice of this rule is obvious. n

Now the earliest suggestion for adhesive postage stamps, in
ay published document that has yet been produced, is to be
foud in the Ninth Report of the Commissioners of Post-office
Igauiry, issued in 1837. Anyone who will take the trouble to

to that Report, will see that Sir (then Mr.) Rowland Hill, in
evidence before these Commissioners, proposed, as part of
plan of postal reform, the use of adhesive postage stamps.

For the convenience of your readers | give the following
exdract from his evidence : “ Perhaps this difficulty ” (that of
employing envelopes in some cases] “ might be obviated
byusing a bit of paper just large enough to bear the stamp,
gd covered at the back with a glutinous wash, which the
Linger might, by the application of a little moisture, attach
lutile back of the letter, so as to avoid the necessity of re-
directing it,” This evidence was given on 13th February, 1887,
ad the suggestion is repeated, word for word, in Mr. Rowland
dills celebrated pamphlet, which is dated 22nd February,
1837. ;

When did Mr. James Chalmers first publish his suggestion ?
This question is fortunately decided, beyond the possibility of
doudt, by Mr. James Chalmers’ own letters, which are still in
existence.

Where James Chalmers comes upon the scone will perhaps
ke best understood by your readers when | mention that in
August, 1839 some two and a half years after Mr. Hill's
evidence bad been given, and when the question of penny
postage had been successfully fought through Select Committees
ad Parliament—the Treasury @vhich had then decided to adopt
bis plan, including “ stamped covers, stamped paper, and stamps

Wiuite used separately : ” see Treasury Minutes) advertised for
suggestions and designs from the public, and in reply to this
invitation, some forty-nine individuals, including Mr. James
Chalmers, sent in proposals for adhesive labels, or “ slips,” as
Mr. James Chalmers preferred to call them.

How crude and impracticable his suggestions Were, may be
gathered from the fact that, except where envelopes were to be
used, he advised the abandonment of gum (on account of the
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supposed difficulty of gumming large sheets of paper) and pro-
posed that the stamps should be attached to letters by wafers or
sealing wax !

Mr. James Chalmers, unaware of Mr. Rowland Hill's previous
suggestions above quoted, and anxious, in view of the premium
offered by the Treasury, to prove that lie wes the first to suggest
adhesive stamps, states, in his letter to Mr. Rowland Hill of
October 1, 183Y, “ If slips are to bo used, | flatter myself timt |
bave a claim to priority in the suggestion, it being now nearly
two years since | first made it public and submitted it in a
commuuication to Mr. Wallace, M.1V’

“ Nearly two years” from October 1, 1839, carries one back
to about the end of 1837 ; and in other documents which Mr.
James Chalmers forwarded, lie gives December, 1837, as the
date of his communication to Mr. Wallace, and says that
November, 1837, was the date at which lie first published his
plan. He himself puts the word “ first” in italics.

Mr. James Chalmers' letters, therefore, prove beyond ques-
tion, that the date at which lie “ first made his plan public”
was at least eight or nine months after Mr. Rowland Hill, in
his evidence and pamphlet, had published a similar hut far more
workable suggestion. ( 1"7 A rnef,

Mr. Chalmers' plans were not adopted—other and bctterdcsigns
having been sent in; but he appears to have thought himself
aggrieved, and Mr. Rowland Hill kindly sent him n copy of the
Ninth Report, containing the evidence above referred to, in order
that he might see he was mistaken in supposing he had been
“ first in the field.” Mr. Chalmers thereupon, in a very credit-
able letter, dated May 18, 1840, which your readers will find
published in The Philatelic Record of November, 1881, candidly
and fully withdrew his claim to priority, and expressed his
regret that he had, in ignorance, put it forward.

Against this clear nnd positive evidence, under Mr. James
Chalmers’ own hand, given, moreover, when the facts were fresh
in his recollection, and when he had the strongest possible
inducement to assign to bis suggestions the earliest date that lie
could consistently with the truth—evidence which, I need
scarcely point out. is absolutely destructive of Mr. James
Chalmers’ claim—his son, Mr. Patrick Chalmers, sets some
letters of very recent date (1882), which he says he has received
from three or four old people, who say they recollect assist-
ing Mr. James Chalmers in sotting up types and gumming
paper for adhesive labels, some forty or fifty years ago, and that
they believe the date to have been 1834 '—adate, 1 may point
out, when, owing to the complicated aud varyingrates of postage
then in force, nobody dreamed of prepaying their letters, and
when postage stamps would, consequently, have been about as
useful to the British public, as flannel jackets to little niggers.

Would even five hundred such “ recollections,” forty or fifty
years after the time, notas to xchat James Chalmers did, but as
to when lie did it, outweigh the clear and positive statements
contained In bis own letters ?

Can anyone suppose that this claim, if just, would have been
permitted to slumber for forty years; or reconcile with one’s
ordinary notions of sanity, the manner in which this claim has
been urged and persisted in, after its worthlessness lias been
repeatedly exposed ? The hint now given of a hope that money
jnnyJa”goi bv it from the Government, may, perhaps, to cynical
minds, suggest an explanation of all that lias taken place ; but,
on the other hand, the very fact that anyone should for a
moment believe the Treasury would entertain a demand so pre-
posterous, is rather additional evidence that, in some quarter
or other, there must bo an extraordinary hallucination.

St. Mabtin's-Le-Gband.

[The above is written by a gentleman who, holding a high
official position in the Post-office, enjoys unusual facilities
for knowing the facts concerning which he writes. Wc should
be thankful if, after this, wc might hear no more of a claim
which, for the last three years, has been urged, in and out of
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FRIDAY, MAY 4, 1888.

THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP.

SIB,—1 have in two different weeks iu the Dundee
Couritr read that the date of the invention of the
adhesive stamp has beena mistake. ~ That Rowland
Hill's evidence (in which adhesive among other kinds
of postage stamp* wero purposed) was given on the
13th of February, 1837, is a lie. "He goes on with a
number of dates, which | belvo to a batch _of
made-up li®B altogether. ThéreTs no use of saying
much more about it. | question very much if the
same man aver spoke to Mr Chalmers in his life. |
believe he has been prompted to say what he has
said by Pearson Hill or some of his friends.  Thero
is little mistake of it. Ho has been ashamed to put
his name down. He says he is “ A Lover of Truth,”
ami | believe he is a maker of lies. He will be
etting a share of the £200 that was to be given for
the best stamp.  Some people can do a great deal
for money. The carter says, “ The money makes
the moreto go.” It was Rowland Hill who made
the sllPs, ana they did not suit. Mr Ohalmere’ was
nsmall stamp, about an inch square. .It was L
William Whitelaw, who gummod the stamps in the
month of August, 1834, and Mr David Maxwell.was
a hoy in Mr Chalmers’ office at the same time, and
soon after left to go and learn the meohauic business
with Mesire Umhent n k Kerr, and was bound with
an indenture. That indenture is dated the 1st
November, 1834-*f | have never seen Patrick for
more than 50years, and my address is No. 2 Blaok

Street, Townhead, Glasgow.

William W hitelaw.
Glasgow, May 2, 1883.
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