From The Philatelic Record, February, 1883,

MR. CHALMERS AGAIN. |

James Chalmers, the inventor of the adhesive stamp.

The serious aspect of Mr. Chalmers's publications is

the cowardliness of the attacks put forth in them, on

the memory and honour of a dead man whose fair

fame is happily as far beyond the reach of his

slanders, as these are beneath the contempt of those interested in

the questions at issue, whom he secks to mislead. Mr. Chalmers

cannot but be aware that, had he advanced these charges during

the lifetime of Sir R. Hill, he would have incurred such rewards :
as the law metes out to slanderers. As it is, he is safe in attacking
the dead, so long as he continues to observe the caution which,
we are bound to admit, he shows in dealing with the living re-
presentatives of the object of his defamation. As regards the rest
of his subject matter, his grotesque diction, clumsy logie, and
udicrous unfairness are absurd in the extreme,

Mr. Chalmers is most careful not to reproduce or answer any
arguments which have been advanced against him. His last
pamphlet, as its date, 1883, shows, was published at least a month
after he had received the Philatelic Society’s Report (printed by us !
last November), setting forth that his assertions had been carefully
investigated and disproved ; yet he omits all reference to the fact
that the most competent authority in such matters has given judg-
ment against him.¥ On the other hand, he reprints for the fourth
or ffth time the memorable letter which he received from the
last Lord Mayor in answer to one from him carping at the honours
about to be rendered, in the shape of a monument, to Sir Rowland
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2 MR. OHALMERS AGALN.

Hill. That we may not be accused of injustice we also give this
y letter, to which Mr. Chalmers attaches so much importance, in full,
in order that our readers may judge of its weight in the contro-
versy, and of the very decided opinion on the question which Lord
Mayor Ellis expresses in it : “ The, Mansion House, London, 27th
March, 1882. The Lord Mayor presents his compliments to Mr.
Chalmers, and begs to acknowledge the receipt of his letter of the
25th instant, which shall have due aftention.” His lordship could
hardly have been less civil to a little dog who had asked for a
bone. ¥:
- Reverting to Mr. Chalmers’s pamphlet, we will give a few more
instances of his unfairness. He repeats, without the slightest
\ qualification, his contemptible charge against Sir R. Hill of having
| put forward as his own plan a “concealed copy” of the recom-
mendations of the fifth Report of the Commissioners of Post
Office Enquiry, though, as our readers are aware, Mr. Chalmers
well knows that this charge has been proved to be mot only untrue,
but impossible, Untrue, because the plans were essentially different ;
imposeible, because, a8 Sir Rowland Hill submitted his scheme to
the identical commissioners who had signed that report, there
! could have been no concealment even had there been anything to
coneceal,
In order to make it appear that Sir Rowland Hill in his pam-
] phlet. (issued in February, 1837) did not suggest adhesive stamps,
Mr. Chalmers quotes from that pamphlet the paragraphs in which,
ne doubt, stamped envelopes and stamped sheets of paper only are
mentioned. He, however, keeps back the fact that in the very
next paragraph in that pamphlet Sir Rowland Hill proposed the
adhesive label. This paragraph Mr. Chalmers characteristically
/ SUppresses,
In support of his claim that his father, Mr. James Chalmers, of
] Dundee, was the originator of the adhesive label, Mr. Patrick
Chalmers puts forward letters which he says he has received from
, certain persons, whose memory is apparently so extraordinary, that
they are able, nearly fifty years after the event, to declare they
recollect that the adhesive stamp was proposed by Mr. James
Chalmers, not in 1837 (as he himself says), but in 1834. And
here Mr. Patrick Chalmers suppresses the fact that, as shown in
our number for November, 1881, his father in a letter of October
lst, 1839, and in bis printed statement, dated February sth, 1838,
Jistinctly gives November, 1837 —nine monthe later than Sir
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MR, CHALMERS AGAIN, 3

Rowland Hill's pamphlet was published—as the date when he
« first " brought forward his suggestion, * ,
These are but a few specimens of the manner in which Mr. P, }
Chalmers appears to think he is entitled to deal with facts and
documents—a somewhat remarkable exhibition, to say the least of |
it, on the part of & mau who comes forward to charge Sir Rowland
Hill with a want of candour,
Whether Mr. Chalmers is desirous of rivalling the reputation of
a certain Mr. Chaffers, or is actnated by a morbid craze for notoriety
we are unable to say ; but if the latter, we fear that even in this
hope he is doomed to disappointment. The public are far too busy to
attend to him and his silly pretensions, or even to laugh at him.
They are, luckily for them, so accustomed nowadays to the benefits i
of Sir Rowland Hill's great reform that they do not trouble themselves }
about details, and, with the exception perhaps of our own readers, |
they care no more who invented penny labels than they do who in- A
vented penny whistles. 1f Mr. Chalmers thinks it profitable to ex- )
pend his money in printing pamphlets which, unless they are thrust N
upon them, few persons are likely ever to read, and still fewer to
believe, or in circulating paragraphs in obscure country news-
papers, advertising his wares, and pmiéins his own virtue in bring-
ing forward such charges, we suppose that we must rest content i
with the reflection that his money, time, and labour might perhaps !
be even worse employed. We cannot entertain an ingenious
suggestion, which has been put before us, that the whole proceeding
is a farce, and that he is really employed by Messrs. De La Rue
and Co. to advertise, at his own cost, the Life of Sir Rowland Hill v
and History of Penny Postage, though so far that has been the only
result, if auy, of his proceedings. Publishers so respectable as
Messrs. De La Rue and Co. would not be likely to have anything
to do with publications conceived in the spirit which we deplore
in Mr. Chalmers’s pamphlats,
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