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f<land. This is the substance of the accusation preferr-
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ral. From your abuse of Mr, Rae, one might infer 1hat§

opinion of the character and objects of the Congtiy

¢l arainst vou in the Eraminer of the 16th May, and such was your beliéf. On reference to the Palladium of tionalist paper, just then issued :—

which vou undertook to disprovey but have net done so. |June 20,1844, you will find a communication from your| ¢*ppe last post,’ you observe, ¢ gratified me with

Y ou betray a degree of imbecility and folly which even
[ would not ascribe to you, when you seek to inspire the

nublic mind with sympatiry for your injored innocence,
i\y pretending to great indignation, by lavishing your
foul epithets o me, and by vaguely threatening my ex-
nlsion from the Assembly by your glorious majority’ of

one. g X
«.Thereds no terror, Cassius, in your threats :

For Lam,armed so strong.in honesty,

That they pass by me as the idle wind,

Which I respect not.” ‘
That you have abandonedthose political principles. with
which you commeneed your career as an agitator in this
[sland, is abundantly clear from the whole course of the
last two years of your political life. In the Session of
1347, your name stands in, almost every division with
those of Messars. Palmer, Haviland, Longworths, Douse,
&c.,and opposed to those of Messrs. Rae, Mclntosh, D.
McDonald, Fraser, Le Lacheur; &c., who were formerly
known to be your political allies. Your excuse at that
time for cutting your old friends was, that they had
hanged, because they were known to be friendly. ta Sir
il. V. Huntley. . This was a convenient excuse atthe
timey but it.sould not, and did not serve you.long. . Did
Mr. Rae cor any of his political friends. introduce any
guestion derogatory to, or at variance with, their former,
course of conduct? No: if they didy it would have

pen on the subject of ¢ Annexation,’ dated * New London, |
10th June,” in which you thus speak of the gentleman
whose consistency and ¢integrity’ you so violently as-
sailed, from factious motives, in the letters just referred|
3 —

¢ The oligarchy, fearing the INCORRUPTIBLE INTEG-
RITY, ‘universal knowledge, and ready and powerful

{eloquence of Alexander Rae, Esq., M. A., it became an

objectto oust him from the House of Assembly.’

['shall shew you now that the sin which you laid to
Mr. Rae's ‘charge, and to mine, of office-seeking, or
office-snatehing, if you like the term better, wascommit-
ted by yourself, and openly avowed by you. Turn to
the Palladivmg Sept. 18, 1843—(you, eurely, have pre-
served the files,being so devoutan admirer of the paper,
which, in those days you would hardly say was conduet-
ed by a ‘half-editor, though he who then held the
editorial chair holds it still)—Turn, I beg of you, to the
paper of Sent. 18,1843, and you will find your unblush-
ing profession of the doctrine of Snafcherism, in a com-
‘municationprporting to be & reply toa ¢ Fried Reformer’
inthe Islander. Yousay: -

<1 bég to assure a ("'I'r‘ied'Revfdrmer’ that if I could
| force myself into office. T would take great pleasure in

the sérvice with which I am tolerably well acquainted,
he need not dread a consummation of the sort. What

heen blazoned forth ere this, ky. your prolific pen.. It is/2@ contemptible, pusillanimons government we must have

true, you charged Mr. Kae and his party, in a series of
letters addressed fo that gentleman, in the Islander, (and
your patronago of this paper which is known.to be the
organ of Tory principles, and the adyocate of Compact
ascendancy proves nothing for. yaur claim to consis-
tency *), with a.desire to work themselves  into office.
[n this charge you were promptly seconded by men
whose whole lives had been spent in official-employments,
and who had a direct interest in crying down Mr, Rae
and his friends. Did they desert their principles to
gratify the desire? No. Tley espoused Sir Henry’s
cause against the Family Compact and the Tories of the
Town, when Sir Henry, as hie afterwards acknowledged
at the public Breakfast, had changed his views. It would
He just as reaspnable for the Liberals of Nova Scotia te
tyrn round ‘and say to Mr. Howe: ‘Sir, you and yous
allies have forfeited the confidence of the country,because
vou have sought office and obtained it—because you
havé made friends with a G‘overnof, who for a time
submitted to be rnled by a Tory Cabinet” I have yet
to learn that opposition to every Governor, whether
good or bad, is the chief merit and distinction of a libe-

~ * Note.—I confess that T am not so fastidious as vou
' the matter of ‘quoting from another writer, for 1 have
amused  myself within the last two ot three hours, in
rending your communications published in the Palladiwm.
[find one, dated from New London, Oet. 18, 1843, and,
pablished Oct. 30, which contains the following piquant
sentences in reference to the Rlamlé. You say:—
" My pen s itching to draw a full Teneth portrait of the
tslander. 80 soon as | shall get my feathers comfort-
able shalien down in ‘limbo vile;” I may, perhaps, sur-
prise the Editor of that Righly principled periodical’—
“lie italies are'your own)—“by proving to the world
from the most incontrovertible statistical data, that the!
ariirsa purswed by the faction of which he is an organ has|
i direct lendency to alienate the affections of the people of |
the Colony from connecfion with their JSather land, and
“omstquently to aceelerate the dismembernient of the Brilish
Empirs” "I'misis very rich: the paper which was cal-
cwlated, from its viplent Toryism, to make rebels of us
all, 1s mow the espeeigl favourite of Duncan Maclean!
Duncan will surely say, that Johu Ings has turned his|
tost.  Donald Montgomery said at the Malpeque Meet-
'z, last year, ‘ that Mr. Pope had changed his politics
&l come over to him, but he had never changed.”  The
“\1(: remars,wa spppose, ean be applied by Mr, Maclgan
‘o Mr. Ings.
1h another fetter addtessed to me in May, 1845, and

atended for publication in the Palladtum, but not pab- |
sisired beeause of the discontinuance of the paper, I-fing|
he fallowing remarks in referenee, to the Istander— |
sowplajning ofmisreporting ia that journal cp the Bible|
Question Debate: You say:— I was.informed by a|
gentletmn of the strictest veracity, that that man of|
araw, $oha-Inge, of the [slander, widhim that he would

pltry, psint. Herce, that worthiessly stupid and silly tool !
s not only committed a very serious breach of privilega,

we s mt government must be fullen. indeed; that
#uanders the public meney for the suppert 0%so broken|

syreed b 1he Talpnder, arhick conld not otherriee omige”|

in Charlottetown, if, as the Tslander’s unhanged friend
insinuates, it be afraid of me.” .

" In another communication from you, in the Palladium
of October 30, 1843, I find the following modest display
of your cleims to office. It is worthy of note:

1 had almost omitted to state that my application for
an office, which, possiblymere than all the rest, iras laid
the foundation of future discord—(what a prophet you
are !}+=*in the.community, was not grounded in the least,
on political influence, as the Islander insinuates, but
altogether on endowments wiiich no amount of popular
favour can either confer upon, or divest me of. Being
a very apt scholar, and always hearing the oligarchy,
and its advocates modestly insist, that the * family. com-
pact’ must necessarily exist, because men of sufficient
talent are not otherwise to be found in the country—I
thought there could be no great harm in turning the
enemy’s artillery upon themselves, and with a modesty
equal to their own, claiming the ojice JSrom Her Mejesty,
on the score of being better qualified to execute the duties
of il than any man that EveR filled the appointment in this|
Colony ; und Trather think Lord Slanley is prelly muchi
satisfied of the truth of the assertion. Ol servants of |
unimpeached character and abilities have been cruelly
voted from tlieir academical situations—a hardship which!
the compact only seems to feel when the lex talionts is|
applied to one of its own links. Had I not been possess- |
ee? of higher qualifications than, political 1nflwence, I would,
unhesitalingly have used it in attacking the abuse of any|
office,(and claimed the office, loo, if the funcy had &‘ruck{
m&),upqn the principle, that the only effectual ¢ way to get|
rid of the rooks is to pull down their nests; and a few|
more exposures of the manner in which the public ser- |
vice is conducted, will probably incline the British
Government -to -annexation to Nova Scotia, which, in?
my opinion, is the only speedy remedy for paliing down |
all the nests of the tyrannical gang.’ |

These passages prave you, beyond all doubt, to have‘
been, at least in ’43, and 44, a Snatcher of the first,
class ; and now that you see your own opinions brought

|
up in judgment against you—(and, mark, I have many,

doing so0 ; but as that happensto be‘against the rules of"_,ﬂl“ At of the majory

a

line from you, accompanied by a few papers, for whicl,
you have my. best thanks. On the subject of our insujar
politics, I am becoming. very listiess, ner is it prabable
that 1 thall take part in them after the present summer—
the bigotted stupidity that suppressed the Palladiyn,
gave me a distaste, from which I have never recovereq.
‘1 cannot agree with you that the new paperis »
pirate. If yon read the prospectus you will find that the
reat grievance of the Colony, the land tenures, is care-
Exlly avoided. [ ‘pointed this out to the editor, or the
person who, I suppose, was the editor, and frankly told
him that I would not encourage the people to subscribe
to it, because if they did, they would incapacitate them-
selves from supporting a paper like the Palladium, if one
should espotise their cause. This I have done, unless.
in cases where I knew the parties could well afford two ’
yet, notwithstanding, I have reason to believe it has
obtained the best of our folks for the next si%x months.
This, therefore, will be a bar in the way of the Morning
News, at least for a time, in this quarter, whatever may
be its politics; and it must ¢hange very much before it
ought to receive support from the agriculturists. It is
emphatically the organ of a manwho had prejudged the
question at 18sue in this Colony, and who, I'doubt not,
for selfish .considerations onlfy, refuses to open his eyes
and explain the real state of affairs, and who, it is 1m-
peratively necessary, should be recalled. T accomplish
that end I would vse his quarrel with Pope, in'sy far as
it could be made to bear upon the subject ; and should the
pe:;)le hereafier place Joe in a_minority, it will be the
ni:/ if he be not kept in his place. In
short, my policy was, to makethese twe worthies realize
the fable of the Kilkenny-cats, (the real interests of the
people being evidently equally lost sight of by both),
Pope; like Ulysses, to be the last devoured !’

This is a faithful transeript from your letter. . The
original yeu can see at any time, s 30 _ahinsaidw
Now, let.me ask, if Mr. Pope was such-an enemy to
the public interests in 1846. why' did you vote to put
him in the Speaker’s chair in January, 1847. InFebru-
ary, 1847, you voted, in-the absence of sufficient evi-
dence, to expel Mr. Le Lacheur, who, you are well
aware, is a firm friend to the ‘ question prejudged’ by
Sir Henry Huntly, your.cad, Donald Montgomery,
voting with you, in opposition to Nicholas ¢onroy,

‘who had the courage to enrol his name with these

of Rae, Melntosk, D. Macdonald, Jardine, Fraser,
Warburton, Coles, Clark, &c, In 1848, Mr. Pope’s
quarrel with Governor Huntley having terminated, it
might have: been expected that you would separate
yourself from the Compact party in the House of As-
sembly. That you did not do so, I have only to turn to
your votes to prove. Your first act was to assist in ex-
pelling Mr. Coles—your second, to assist in expelling
Mr. Warburton. Beth of these gentlemen were strenu-
ously opposed by the compact—they were and are known
to be advocates of Responsible Government, and to be
favourable to a settlement of the ¢ great grievance of
the coleny, the land tenures,’ which Messrs. Palmer

Pope and Company are net.* At Mr.Coles’s re-election,
your friend Donald Montgomery. prompted David Simp-
son to offer in oppesition. You professed, I believe, to
be a passive spectator at that election, ‘but it is notorious
that you, in conjunction with Donald Montgomery, used
your. influence and exestions on behalf of Mr. Simpson,
and against Mr, Coles. Moreover, previous to this
election, you declared that if Mr. Coles came from the
polling ground at New London with a majorify of votes,
you would consider the fact tantamgunt to a declaration

more choice passages selected from your correspondence of no confidence in you by your constituents, and would
to garnish a_succeeding letter)—you must confess that|accordingly resign your seat. Mr. Co les thrashed you
you have acted the part of a madman,or a fool, inilmd Donald Montgomery and David Smpson as you
charging Mr. Rae and his. party with political inconsis- Were never thrashed before, and still you clung and
tency and tergiversation, because they were believed by cling to your seat. You were quite right in believing
you to entertamn a wish for office, while you could prove: that the fact of Mr. Coles polling a majority of yotes ut
nothing positivesgainst them, and when, a short time:New London would be proof positive of your having los!
before, the same wish was entertained and acknowledged|

by yourself.

* As onpe of the many proofs which may be adduce:

y » i a8 : Tin suppart of this assertion, allow me to remind you o
our, excuse. for deserting the, Liberal party. in thelse opposition oifererd by those gentlemen last Session

Assembly, was convenient, I have said, for a time— tp ‘the plan which was submitted fer establishing th-
convenient so long as Sir H. V. Hentley remained in rate of exchange, in all payments for Rent, at one-nwt”

the Colony, ;.but that excuse was wholly untenable in‘tover the Currency of the Island, instead of fifty per c2nt.
’ as specified in most of the leases,

the Sessi 218, and this [ am. prepared to-shew . £ 13 g
ssion of 184 » i prep h |+ Since writing the above, | find that T was wrong in
before I have done with you. The crusade commencedp o0 ahar you rad a wish to be considered a pas-
by. the Compact in 40 against the Governor, you ap- sive speémox at the Election. Whtlg most of your 1\v€‘“'_
proved of only inasmech a8 it inight serve ta remove the| London friends were busy in voting for Mr. (’Ioles——‘); :'rl:
’ & A J “ {: atr » o o ~ou y »
latter. In supportof this.assertion, I give the following! nrft{uepce ‘1o lh? :0 4““’)1 "Ol","li:lr,m':"}ll‘igizw{ et 24
extract from a letter, addressed by you to me, an the busy in moistening your clay with his whiske 2 b8 we
2 lsom ~ y ’ ling got-up your courage to'the sticking pomt, ant "2 wH
4th June, 1846, which, you m.ay remember, was in feP}.V;drapme invour e’ee,’ you mounted the Hustings ane,
t0 2. Yetter from me. wherein T frankly expressed wiy/gave your vote to the hoosier candidace,




