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‘prominent in the support pf thqsg allegations are voluntary accuse
actuated by personal considerations, under the specious i)reten; H}
the public good. : ¢
. That the committee ' may be the better enabled correctly to
ciate the motives and conduct of our accusers, we deem it indjs Igvrg.
ble to state, that for nearly two years preceding the commencgm;slf;,
of the present investigation, there had existed differences and disgep
sion in the Board of Directors. -That these derived their oric'm‘fmu;
a personal altercation between ij. H.. Willis Baxley and ttheew
(now styled Warden) of ‘the Penitentiary, when the former was phys.
~ cian to the institution, some two or three years before. That Up;m
Dr. Baxley being appointed a Director in 1835, he expressed and a.
ted upon the intention of removing the Keeper from cfiice; and went
so far, it-is believed, as to suggest, if notto speak to a person to supply
_hisplace. Inthis difference, and in the promotion of the same objes,
some of the other Directors united. That the then clerk (Mr. McEvoy)
and physician (Dr. Reardan) being personal {riends of Dr. Bazley, aln
became active partizans in the same cause. When the appointmentsof
the clerk and physician had expired, the Board of Directors, in theex-
ercise of their lawful authority and diseretion, thought proper, fora
bundant reasons, to supersede those two officers by the appointment of
the present clerk and physician. - )
" It is well known to your commiltee, that in the early part of the
Yast session of the Legislature,-a committee of the House of Dele
gates was appointed for the purpose ‘“of cxamining how far the m
“ufactures of the Penitentiary conflicted with the mechanics of att:
“more.” Afterthe arrival of that committee in this city, some of the
‘merahers of it informed some of the undersigned Directors, that they
had been furnished by Dr. Baxley with certain communications re-
flecting upon the authorities of the Penitentiary, which.were putin
‘the form of interrogatories; but which, the commiltee, being appoint
ed for a particular and different purpose, did not consider ifsell au
thorised to inquire into. Upon receiving this information some of the
Directors and the Keeper urged the committee, as a matler of favor
‘and justice to them, to proceed to investigate the abuses thus alleged
by Dr: H. 'W. Baxley; ard, in.compliance with this desire, two sels
of interrogatories were propounded by the committee—one of which
related exclusively to the subject of the Penitentiary labor—the other
.to the personal matters presented by Dr. Baxley, and was, gsthe une
‘dersigned believe, in the very form of- words prepare by him, or by
an associate Director, learned in’ the law. The result of those 1
.quiries being reported by that committee.to the House of Delegale,
!ed_,‘i.n its consequences, to the present investigation.

We now proceed fo reply, in detail, to such of the allegations &
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‘appear to us to require notice—beginning with those of Dr. ba%iE]

:2 To all that Dr. Baxley has said, in his answer 10 the 3d, 4th and

5th interrogatories of the joint committee, on the subject of polict®




