IWashington, Feb. 18th, 1534
Hon, Wittias T, Banny,
M. General.
At iy request yon have cansed ta be laid |
Lelure me certnin papers which indoced the remo- |
vaulot Wiley Harhes st Master of Gainea: |
vitle, fram Dis oflice.

A |
Among those papers §find
clinrges preferced nygainst My Harben, to your pre-

the Hon Joln MeLean, by Uenry L
ol Dee. 1897, which, aftar proper
mvestugation, wera cousidered ns not sustained.— |
Chnrges, were v preferrad ta gou on the Glst ol
July 1520, by Eii MeConuell, and on the defenca of |
Me. Harben is endorsed * gusicer to churges satis-
factory.””  Again, an the 3th of Jun. 1831, other
recusations were exlibited by William K l,uvn‘,’
and thess also were congidered unfounds These, |
then, under every principla of justice, must be con-
sidered as out of the (riestion 1n having any i:»llth’
ance in yonr late decixion, indeed the reverse would |
e expected tor the establishment of innocence up-
an thrice repeated charges, Lefirs yoursolf in two
af the enses, ought to create n sugpicion of persecu-
tion rathier than of gniit. s remova
diented upon A letter from John Batvs,
MeAfwe, Nebeminh Garpean and Josoph Dunag
calling themsolves Soantar and Reprerentatives from
the county of Hall, addressed to the Hon. Jumes M
Wayne, dated 16th of Dee. 1233, and a certificate
one Georgo Kellog, unsupported by onth, benring
the same date. In the letter mentionsd | gather
two charges, 1st. Touse the language of the ne-
cusers, ““the appointment of n Post Muoster, crven
e country vilinge, sineo the origin of the misern-
Lle iereay of Nullification, has acquired an impors
tanee wich perhaps was not before attached to it —
We have been led to make these remarks from the
faeL that our Post Office at Gainesville, Hall coun
ty, is filled with a Nullifier, an enemy to President
Jackson, & independentol thepe by a very unworthy
U hey then menmion what was known to you
o, becanse acted upon and disposed to of your
anijofaction, o wit, “numerons complaints have
heen i'en wade by our fricuds, avninat him for
mwiseondact in office.”  Then comes the second
oharge, namely, negligenes in office, and this is
sapported dy Uin sectificate of George Kellog The
sharge s mada 10 the foliowing words, *upplica:
i was made at the Past Otice Ly one of the under-
signed (Gea' Bates) for his Newspaper, suppe ed 1o
inve heen bronght by fhe arrival of the Jast mnil,
when Lie wasinfurmed, that nons werein the ofiice di-
rected to him.  Afterwards iva lenrned from o (riend
Mr. George Kellog, that e haa seen the paper, en
quired for at the Post Olfice by Gon'l Butes, lying)
out in the street, before the Office, a1 from that
Offize, Whe street, the paper was taken and duliver
ed.” You will observe thia churgs is made from
Milledgeville, on the 16th of Dee, 1833, and ig yevy
ambiguous, tosny the least of it, ns to the time
when the act of neglivence occurred, no day is u»'
signed, and if the “lest mnil” hefore the date of
the letter in meant, to wit, on the 16th of Dee, 17
the testimony of Kellog is wholly on the contrary
insufficient 1o support the charge, for his certificate
is on the eame day and refers to a fact that oeeurr-
ad twelve months before.  What is Kellog's certifi- |
cate. Hasays, “about twelve months ago, 1 wiia |
in the town of Gaineaville, and near the Post ﬂmnel
|
,
|

door, I picked up in the stroets the Federal Uninn
Paper, directed to Jolin Bates, of Il county, and
1 have no knowlsdgs haw it came there; 1 rethrn-
ed the puper to the oflice, or to the owner, but which |
L donot now recallect.”  Fappeal to your senve of |
justice and candour, to say whether this evidencs
sustaing the charge, whetlier it
the * paper enquired for at the Post Ottice by Gan-

eral Bates;" whether your mind is satisfied, laying

out of view that the accused party has not beon |
heard, and who perhaps conld have explained the

whale matter, that this preking up of the paper by l
Kellog cecurrad axnetly ut the time when Dates ap
phed tor hus paper, and was told that there wus none
directed to him?  la your mind snuisfied that the pa-
per, even il found in tho gtreet, come thero by the
neglizesce of the Post Master?  Might not tlis
circumstonce have happenad ot a tota!ly different
tima from that on which Bates' applica
made, the paper dropt by himsell or some one else,
who bad heen reqaested o take itout?  Aml daes
the character of the chnrge, us well ns the certificate,
g0 extremely indefinite 55 to time, and the subse-
quent disposition of the paper by the finder, lenve
no doubit upon your mind as to tie wmlt of the in-
dividoal of having committed thisact, of negligence -
I fecl entirely coulident of an aflinnative answer,
and cansequently, from the well known prineiples
af evidence b stands acquitted of this part of the
complaint,  There is naw nothing left hut the ob-
|jection to his politieal ereed, and I distinetly under-
etood from yon the othier day, an oliicer should not
be tarned ant for opinion snke, unless ha nbnsed the
ladministration Ly indecorous language, or aetive
and violenLopposition to its measores.  Nothine of
[this appears in the charge, though it does appear in
the lany ol the accusers that his removal s an
cobjectwineh they in common with the * Union par-
ty of our connty hayve mach ot heart,” | therefore
Jpmbitta your justice to say whether vou will lml‘
'>ﬂ:\nl e naed a hearing as o the extent of 1is
Lerime e indulging politieal opinions adyerse to the
ini HE v will “not, you most expeet
Sthatatis a prineiplo of etion under onr free instita-
tians ngainst wineh vvery lree man must ]m-lx-xl.‘
and in that ehareeter, aud representing a people of

like sentiments who tiny suffer under a similar
proseription, Lmvuet, if the right to be heard is deni-

ed, enter iny solemn protest

| Respecttu

aysauy thing abouot

yours,
A

AYTON.
We conenrin the views of Judge Clayton, and
add our Protest to his. 7 |
SEABORN JONES, \
R.OH. WILDE, ‘
|

| G. R GILMER,
THOMAS F. FOSTER,
| R. L.

AMBLE,




