Areemen and had o ﬂém‘w act Did this editor
: relativé to the moeting to
invite A, & Clayton Esq. to o dinner nt this
placel~mand will'tho editor. dare deuy there bes |
ing but thirly-six-men at that meeting ineluding
straigers, and that eleven of them opposed the
measure! Wil e editor pleass say wl!{ thirty
men have totns goud A mght (notwithstandiug
lh?’ exhibit a meng ) to bl
and adopt resolutious and have them publishied,
as for thirtysix to meet, and, thogh eleven dis-
sented, adopt rerolutions, and send then forth as
the voice of Bibb county, when in truth aud in
fact,” there were only lmnw«ﬁv- (remm who
sedt out chese resolutions]  Why did this watch-
ful man of the press uot inform the public that
that was a mengre assemblage! Wil this editor
protend to say that this fact was uuknown to hin?
Te dare wot do it.  'Phis editor makes, in his own
strictures, au apology for there hot'being over
twelity or thirty persous attending the Barbour
meeting=he says the place was nearly deserted,
L will uot question the truth or sitcerity of his
proposition—consequently § will and mitst draw
the conclusion, that had the people been at home
and there had vot been “such a sudden and ua
expected call of the friends’ of Barbour,” the
meeting would bave been much larger.  This is
a polut 1 shall not contest with the cditor of the
Advertisers  “'That the South fully apprecintes




