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tnscrtions must be noted on the margin of the testily as » wituess. “The subscriber -

gard to the President of the Bavk.  As one
example of which, he would cull the atten-
tion of the House to the testimony of Reu.
ben M. Whitney—to the manner in which
it was produced, and to the catastrophie in
which it terminated.

“Onthe 2d of April, the Chairman of

manuscript, or they will be continucd until
forbid, und churged nccordingly.
2,* All communications to the Editor must come
ftee ol postage, or they may not be atteuded to.
———— e —

EXTRACTS
From the Counter Keport of John Quincy Adams,
on e Bunk of the United States.

* The course of investigution pursucd by
the majority of the Comunttee hus been not
conformable to the principles of the resolu-
tion adopted by the Louse, but to those of
the original resolution, which the House did
not accept §a consequence which was natur.
ally to be expected, from the cucuwistance
that a majority of the Comunttee was ap-
pointed from the munority of the House—
that is; from those who had voted ayawst

quireddwhat it was expeeted Mr. Wilson
would prove, which question the Chairman
declived to answer. 'I'he subscriber ob-
jreted therefore 1o the issuing of the sub-

has becu prosecuted, particularly with re- ! moned to appear and testify,  ‘The charac- | al motives for givin

ter and respectability of Mr. Beck are so
universally kuown at Philadelphia, that all
rewark upon them wonld be superfiuous.—
He had been u Director of the Buok .n the
years 1024, 25, and "20, and again in the
years 1525, '20, and "80, and of course not
only at the time alluded to by Mr. Wlson,
but tor tive of the years which huve elapscd
sinee then, and tll within less than two years
past.  Mr. Beck remembered the comme.
uications made to hin by Mr. Wilson, short.
Iy betore Yus rewoval, and hud thought thew
to proceed trow trritation. -
| He had seen no cause to doubt the cor-
s rectiess of the otheial conduct ol the Prosi.
| dent, und has retaed his perfect contidence

g the testimony 5 that
| he did not recollect whether it had been
voluntary or avked of Lim, but upon being
pressed by a further question, he answered,
| that Judge Clayton had been recommended
‘lu him by a letter from Mr. Beuton,  This
{disclosure was then confirmed by the chair.
man.

* Mr. Whitney appealed with great eon-
fidence to his memorandum, and to the
ook of the Bauk corresponding with i,
to contirin his story ; but there wus nothing
in the memorandum to show that it had

| *“Had there remained a fragment of donbt
| upon the mind of the subscriber with regnid
(to the character of the testimony of Mr
| Whitney before the exawination of Mrs
[ Hunt, it would have vanished upon hears
;Illg what he testiied. It was, that Mr.
| Whitney, some years since, at the fimg
when he was a Director of the Bank; had
confidentially shown him a memorandun of
!some loans on stocks, which ke suid hud
[been mude to Mr. T'honus Biddie, by the
| President, without the knowledge of the
Directors.  Mr. Munt thought that Mr.

pacn, and the motion fur it was for that 0 it utimpaired to the present day,
day withdrawn, !
“The next day it was renewed, with al8 dlllt‘l'('ll‘l <'1A.nucl_cr. This prrsan had
statement in writing by the Chairman of | been 8 ,U"'“'t“r of the Bank i the years
several allegations, as the subseriber con- | l"“'f*"} ““.‘l 24, and a very “‘3""”_ e
cotved, umwanting to charges agaiust the ! ber of the lu,:urd. About a year atter the
{ President of the Bank, of cinbezzlement of S¥piTation of ks scryvice as a Dicctor of
the monies of the lustitution. The sub. | the Buuk, le fuled m business.  Of his
tseriber inquired from who these charges | Present statding in the commumity, no evi-
had been received, which the.Chairman | dence was taken by the Comunttie,
declined to state. The subscriber moved | Fhe story that My Whituey told on his

“Lhe testimony of Mr. \Whituey wae of |

uot been taken from the bocks of the Bank. | Whitney had further averred that theso
Thore was internal evidence in the memo. | loans had not been eotercd on the hooks of
j randutn that it cculd not have been taken | the Bank, but he did not recollect that he

I betore the 26th of May ; and there was ¢. [ bad told hiw that ke had ordered them to

L vidence oo the books of the Bank that it |be eutered ou the books, and Le was very
was probably taken tram them on the 27t sure he never had told bun that the louns
aof May—that was the only duy on which | were withont payment of iwterests Mr.
one of the books of the Bank corresponded | Hunt had been impressed with the idea,
with the memorandum of Mr. Whitney, | derived from Mr. Whitney's commmnica-

“ But Mr. Wintney testiticd that no en-jtions to him, that he was not fuendly to
tries had been mude of the certificates of | the President of' the Bank, and he said ho
stock in the ‘Feller's drawer, of the twolhad thought them serious enough.  but
surns, of 45,000 and $24,000, minuted on | Mr. Huot manifested astonishment af the
his memorandum, on the buoks, until utler : very question, whether Whitney had told
he had ordercd the entries to be made ; i that the loans were aiade without pays

that a copy of the charges should be fur-
nished to the President of the Bank. But
the paper was withdrawn by the Chuirmun,

first exannnation was, that sciue tune in
1524, Mr. Wilson and Mr. Audrews, then
Casluers of the Bank, had mentioned to him

Iwhile the books of the Bauk proved that
tentries of both those suws had been vegu.

the amendment adopted by the House. and & resolution was substituted in its plaey

The question of the principics upon | which was entered upon the Journal of the
which the examination was to be conducted, | Committee.  The objection of the subseri.
occurred immediately after the arnval of | ber to this course of proceeding was, at his
the Committee at Philudelphia, and 1t was | request, entered upon the Journal, and at
deteruningd covformably to the views of a the request of the Chairman an entry was
majority of the Conmitice, representing, so [ 1l$0 made of the grounds upon which he

far as the vicws of the llouse had been
manifested, a winority of the House.
There was accordingly no restriction to
the jutitude of investigation, as it hua beey
proposed in the original motion gf the Chair-
man of the Committce,  No objection was
siade on the part of the President and Di.
rectors of the Bank, excepting that the
President did remind the commnttee of the
confidential nuture of the transactions be-
tween the Bauk and its customers, with the
of bis veli thet it would be
considered and respected. Al their books,
and all the accouuts of individuals with the
Bank, called for by any member of the com-
mittee, werceshibited to them,  Had there
Been a member of the committee thirsting
for the ruin of'a personal enemy, or a poli-
tical adversary, and who, by this wguisi-

{deeured hin own course in this respect ju
tfiuble. The objection of the subscriber
was, not that the Chairman had thougli
proper to listen privately to seeret jufor-
mers, but that be required the action of the
Committee for a call of testimony deeply

dent of the Bank, and yet withheld from the
committee the name of his wformant.  The
!sxhw:uu to Mr. Thomas Wilson was ne-
verthieless issued. The cha ses against
the President of the Bank were, that Tho-
maes Biddle, a distant relative of his, and
one of the most eminent Brokers of Phl-
adelphia, had been 1a the habir, by permis.
ision of the President, of taking money out
(of the First Teller’s drawer, leaving i its
[ place certificates of stock ; of keepn o the
money, an wdefinite number of days

|

afiectiog the moral churacter of the Presi- |

tion into the aceounts of all who had dealt | then replacing the money, and tiking back
with the Bank, could have been put i pas- | his eertlicate of stock, wickout payment of
session of tucts, the disclosure of wineh !1aferest upen the moies of whien he Lad
might bave destroyed hus peace, his fortune, | hud the use. Tue quintescence of the
or lus futie, the opportunty utlorded b | charge was, the use by Thomas Bidile of

certma trunsactions in the Bank in which |
‘I.. and J. G, Biddle were concerned, which
they were not willing should exist without
sonie member of the Board being intormed
of them.  Upon his inquiring what they !
| were, they replied that 1. & J. G. Biddle
| had been i the habit of coming to the Bank |
Land getting money, and leaving certiticates |
of stock, wlieh represented it n first Tel. |
lev’s drawer, without paying interest, md
without being eutered on the books.  ‘T'hat |
they had also stated that the Messrs. Bid. |
| dies had had notes discounted for them by |
the President which were entered on the |
books ef the preceding discount day: that|
upen Mr. Whitney's asking them whiat suins ’
there were of the kiud in existence at um[
| time, they went with hin to the first Tel- |
(ler’s druwer, and found one sam o §45,600, |
| dated 25th May, and one for 24,000, dated |
26th May ; that they then went to the dis-
count Clerk’s desk, and found one note at
15 days dated 13th May, for $20,000, of
T. Biddle’s, and onc note of Churles Bid.
dle's, dated 21st May, at sixieen days,
for $25,319; that the two former sums re. |
preseuted cash, and the two lutter were
notes which the two Cashicers stated to ha |
had Ieeu diseonnted by order of the Press. |
deut.
amemorateiun at the tme had been tuken

|

larly made on those respective days, the
20th and 26th of May : Mr. Whitney’s own
testimony showed that he had seen the books
after the entries were made, and there was
nothing except his own declaration, to show
that he had npot tuken hLis emoranuum
trom thei.

“Mr. Audrews and Mr. Wilson, the two

{ment of interest. He not only denied that
[fet, but with a very natural asseveration,
that if it had been so stated to him, it vus
| tmpossible he should bave forgotten it
| *The subscriber, in chanty to the
firmities of buman nature, would willingly
| beheve that the testimony of Mr. Wity
Lupon his firnt examination, was the result of
self-delusions, produced by long cherished
anil pampered suspicions of trivial error,

. - . o 4 . ) . ak
ot this embezzlement of moneys of the | embeazlement and traud,

| given his orders fur making the entries,

cashiers from whom Mr. Whituey alleged :ll” imugination, supply ing the place of mem.
that he had received the first information [0ry, had swoln then wto tmputatiens of
Mr. Wiatney
Bank, denied in the most explict and un- had been 3‘”"“1”";'1 to bear testimony e
qualified terms that any such tansaction | gaiust the Bank from abroad. ‘The wore
had ever tuken place-—denied not ouly that |“(4£\"‘““°d the chnrg(‘s _“,h"'h he could
they had ever given to Mr. Whitney such | bring to bear on public opinion against the
intormation as he affirmed to have received | President of the Bank, the fuirer would be
from thew, but the existence, at any time, |the prospect of success in defeating the re.
of uny fucts which would have justificd newul of the charter, and wore acceptubln
them in giving such information. to the spirit of party would bo the sersice
“ Mr, Buitis, the First Teller, and My, | 1 might render by the testimony e should
Palu‘-r r'n the, Discount Clm.k u'n whase [#1v€: The defaced and tattered memoran.
by S ) 3 N % T

drawers Mr. Whitoey's narrative represen- |40, taken in years long past from the
ted lim as baving made bis discoveries, and hwoks; would BI¥S'& s b ol myAHHloapIGe
3 emption right of eredibility to any coloras

ble detail of circumstantial narrative to be

with equally eurnest asseveration, denied i ; .
g le ed with it.  The net ol calume
that any such transaction had ever taken ‘Lonnccu.d with it. The insti

| ny 18 inventive of details, precisely hecause

Ol ail this, M. Wintaey declared, |

ace, so fur as they were concerned.

*'The President of the Bavk, confronted
with. Whitney, declared, upan oath, that
there was not one word of truth in s state-
tment of his nterview with him.  And Mr,

by this course of procecding would have
been too inviting to have beea resisted, —
Thaut there was such a wember upon the
ittee, the subseriber does not aflirm.
igerness with which private accounts
were sanghtior : and inan especil movaer,
those of Editors of newspapers, wenbers
ot Congress, 159 ot Grovernment, and
all mieed possessing political inf?

thewselves, or hikely 1o sufler 1 prbiie es- |

the mouies of the Bauk without interest.
And there was another charge, thet the
President had also been in the habit of
! tnalk large discounts upon notes of Tho-
jmas Biddie without consulting the Direc.
tors, between the discount duys, and that
the notes were entercd us ol Lae previous
s discount day.

M Woilson's tes
ed, so b

uony coinpletely dis

| Whitney was left with his ragged memo-
randum, and his oath, falsified by the con.
| curning oaths of the five individuals who with
certanty of knowledge could contradict him.

* Nor was this alll  Mr. Whitney's
Whitney's first tostimony, a copy of the | ritement was confined, by the purport of

5 AN ® ik T & lus memorandum, and the cantext of .lh('
otk h.l" f:‘,w g % | hooks of the Buuk, to a date of time of no
Y' { wrder ranze than the 261h or 27t of May,
(1s240 Toe President of the Bank, on a

by him.

Such a memorandum he produc-
ed,

d left with the Committee on a small
ship ol paper, worn out aud torn, and it is
atnong the papers reported by the Commit- |
tee ; and as it formed th

10 stay of Mr,

SO0050 eniinieral,

~ky

as his Kuowied e went, buth
charges. He lLnd never kuown
i le instance in which Mr. Thomas Bid-
sumad, altogether from patiotie pranciples, |die, or any other person, had ever been per-
wid astevo ahhorrence of corruption,  The Lmitted by the President of the Bank to use
nutural and treesistible tendency of all in- ' the wonies of the Bank without pay ment of
vestizntians conducted on such principles, lnterest. He had never known a digcount
wnst e to substitute passion in the place of of a note ol Thomas Biddle by order of
N +and political rancour in the place of | the President of the Bank, without consult.
wnpartiahy. {ing the Board of Directors or the Commit-
’ . ’ * . * [ tee duly wuthorized to discount.  Mr. Wii-

*t is with great gatisfuction, that the [son had been removed in a manner as in-
subscriber declures WiS entire and undonbt- | offtnsive to his feelings as possible, from
gz conviction, as the result of all the ex- ‘ s office of Cashicr ol the Parent Bank in

timation by exposure of their private and
pecuniary concerns, flowed, 1t s to be

ey, ona b, L0 way so=2 Jine,

subsequent day, proved, by the correspon.

Of the two first notes, Mr. Whitney de. | dence of the Bark, thut from the 224 to the

clared, in answer to a leading question from
the Chairinan, that no eutry bad been wade
upon the books; that he took his note of
them frem & memorandum in the Toller's
tdrawer, and that on meling the di curery,
he dirveted the oflicers of the Bank, one or
both the Cashiers, to entor this money upon
the books ; that it was done——that he didnot
see it done, but subse quently saw on the
books, the entry of *¢ bills receivable” which
he knew was the entry made by his order.

He further stated that wnmediately alter

last dav of that mouth, he nol at Phal-
it v"lnhi«n. but on a wisit to the city of Wash-
mgton, on the busivess of the Bank. For
these discrepancies from the testimony of
Mr. Whitney, as upon lius examanation he
termed them, be did not attempt to aceonnt.
He withdrew, however, the statement that
he hud ordesed the entries of the two
sums of 45,000 and 24,000 to be made
upon the books, and placed the alfirmance
Dncanalternative pesition, to meet the evi-

;m-!uils make their way most easily to the
{eredit of the hearer, and it has long been
{remarked by keen observers of human ace
tion, that hie who accustoms himselt' 1o mnke
a truanut of his memory is oftentimes tho
first to credit his own lie.  Whether it was
so with Mr. Whitney, the subscrilicr can-
not undertake to say with certainty ; but cer-
tain it is that an affirmation most material,
and most confidently made, iu the first ex-
amination of Mr. Whitney that the notes
which hie had discovered in the Teller’s
drawer had not Leen entered on the books
when he discovered them, and that thiey
were so entered by s direction, was re-
tracted by himself after it had been blasted
ihy the production of the entries upon the
tice of the books themselves,  Yet the re-
traction itsell” was not {rank and eandil.—
It was by assuming an alternative, which,
while it abandoned all pretence of sustainmg
the fact, was yet unwilling to abuudon the
|offensive imputation.  When the impussis
| bility of the pretended interview with the
President, of rebuke on the part of Whitney,
and of tacit confession and blushing pro-
rmise of future amendment on the pait of
Mr. Biddle, was demoustrated by the Pre.

amnation which, under the resolution of
the House, and thé unbounded range of in.

124, by being tirst transferred to the Branch

making this discovery, and gwing this or-
lat New-Uilenns, from which he was also

{dence as it appeared o fact upon the books. |

e (P ’ P ol
: ; sident’s absence from Philadelphia at the
i He now said he had ordered the eotries tn M0EHS I ¢

Htime, Mr. Whitney was not prepared with

quiry sanctioned by the anojonity of the [afterwards removed.  Previous to this re.
commiittee, he was ablo 10 give the books | moval from the Bank at Philadelphia, the
and proceedings of the Bank, that no uns. | personal intereourse hetween the President
conduct whatever 4s imputable to the 've- | of the Bauk and him had not been altogeth-
sulent, or to any of the present Directorsof ler hurmonious.  {le had hinted to Mr.
the Rank. ‘Fliat, in the management of | Reuben M. Whaitney, a Director then secret-
the atfiurs of this tmmense mstitution, now | ly unfricndly to the President, and to Mr.
for a series of nearly ten years, occasional | Paul Beck, a director particulurly friendly
errors of judgment, and possibly of inadver- Fto himself, that he thought the President

teice, have been committed, is doubiless | had too wuch influcuce over the Bourd of

true—in the vast multitude of relations of | Directors, and had spoken with disapproba.
the Bank with the property of the whole jtion of the fact that Mr. Thomas Biddie
communtty, the Board of Directers of the | had o agionally received discounts upon
Parent Bunk, or of some of its branches, | transterred stocks, with chiecks, which, at
have sometined inistuken the law, und some. [the end of an idefiuite numiber of days,
times have suflred by mispliced confidence. | were taken ap and the cash returned, with
A spirit of predetermined hostifity, uncon. in'p_ulur paywent of interest, as upon dis.
trolled by a liberal sense of justice, prying l(‘oun!mhmu g0 'I'he ehecks being entered in
for flaws, and hunting tor exceptions, nay |llw books under the liead of Bills Receiva-
gratily iself; and swell wih exultation ut {hle.  Several cases of this kind had occur-
it owa sagacity, andiscovering an errag or [red in the months of May and June 1~21,
arguing a mnsconstruction of powers.  Ju l.\l r. Wilson’s testimony was very clear and

the conduet of the present President and | explicit to the integrity of the President of

Directors of the Bank of the United States, I the Bank, and it was totally contradictory
neintentional wrong and no important or [ to the statements which the Chairman bad
voluntary crror has been committed. lll'llr:nn(-d mto charges from the private -
deeins tns deelaration due from him to those ‘ﬁ)rmulmn which he had roecived, and the
worthy nnd respectable citizens, in the face {name of the wformer of which he had de-
of this nation, willing as he is to abide up- [clined giving to the Commitiee.  But Mr.
on it the defiberate judgment of afler times. | Walson bad named Mr. Paul Beck and Mr.
He decinsit the more imperiously required | Reabon ML Whitney, two of the Directors
of him s a signal vindication of the honor [ of the Bank in 1524, and to whor he had
and integrity wjured and ln-rs(-ruu‘d:n:u(:vnlully communicated his slight dis.
men. 0t haz been impossible for him to | contents at the period immediately before
ohserve, without deep concern, the spint ; his removal,

and temper with which this investigution |~ Mr. Beek and

der, he kad gonie to the President’s room,
where he found him alone : that he told him
what lie liad discovercd and done, and re-
quested that no such transaction should be
repeated while e was a Director of the Ln-
stitution,  ‘That the President did not deny
the tacts as hie had stated them—that he
colored up very much, and promised that
nosich thing should happen again.

*This testimony appeared to be in all
respects so extraordinary, wnid so deeply to
afteet the moral eharacior of the President
of the Bank, in which the subscriber had
been long aceustomed to repose the most
unbounded coufidence, that he deemed it pro-
per to trace its introduction, so far as pos-
sible, to its ongin.  As the question of the
chairman of the Committee which drew
forth tlns testimony indicated that he had
previously been made acquainted with it in
detail, and as he had, on first stating his
expectation to prove these charges, declin-
od naming the witness by whorm he expec-
ted to prove them, the subseriber resorted,
by intcrrogation of the wituess, to ascer-
tain that which the Clinieian had declined
connnunicating to the Commitiee.  He in-
quired of Mr. Whitney whether he had
had previous communication ou the subject
with any member of the Comnmittec 7 W hat
had been lus motive for giving thie testimo-
uy I Whether it had been voluntary or
solicited?  To these questions he answer-
ed that he hud made previous communica-

i tions to the chairmun at his apurtwent, in |

presence of another member of the Com-

be made, OR Lad tound them already made,
and contirmed them.  But be never atterpt-

ed to show to the Commnttee whence or how
he, asa single Director, had derived the
tauthority of ordering the keepers of the
i respeetive books to make any entry upon
the books whatever; an authority which all
the keepers of the books dewed to belonyg
to a Uirector.

|« The question was put to Mr. Whitney,
whether, upon his mukng his discoverie
he had cousidered hiself” as having fully
nliscllurga~d his own duty, as a Iirector, by
a mere private expostufation with the Pre.
sident, without making knowa the transuc-
[ion to the Board of Directors at ull: to
| which e answered that he liad net consid-
ed the subject i that pont of view.

“Mr. Whitaey, to sustaiu hia character,
produced evidence that he hud been very
extensively engaued in business: had pua
larae sums for the duties on the imported
articles to the Goverament of the U, States ;
that while a Director of the Bank, he had
been a very active and industrious member
of the Board, and that he had been cuiploy -
ed by the Board in confidential trusts, wineh
| he had fithfully executed.
| sort to sustaun his charge of embezzlement
against the President of the Bauk, although
he adiitted he bad never mentioned it to
the Board of Directors, he insisted that he
had, soon after it happened, spoken freely
of it to others, and particularly to Mr. Wii.
son Ilunt, who, Le requested, wight Le
culled, ani who accordingly was called as

Whitney were sum-: mittce : that he had no particular, but gever- | & witness bafore the Committec.

L

As a last re.|

uny substitnted imvention of detatls to sup-
ply its place.  He admitted that there
was a discrepancy between this demonstra-
tion and his previons asseverance, but uei.
ther attempted to reconcile them, nor to
{fortify his own statement by explanation or
commatation of its terms.  His dishonered
wemorandum found no endorsement for tho
houor of the drawer.

—_—

[
l
i We do not recollect that any thing has
{occurred iu this city for many years past
to produce as preat a sensation as the out.
| rage, hastily voticed in our last, of an as-
[sault on the person of Mr. Arnold, the Re-
| presentutive from Tennessce, by M. A.
| Heard, who, we learn was formerly of the
| Army. There seems to be but one opin-
{1on in relation to it.  Fven the oflicial pa-
[ per which apologizes for the previous as-
sault upon Mr. Stanberry, calle this lust as-
| sault ** an outrage disgraceful to the coun-
try.”  "The circumstance that Mr. Arnold
| had, but an hour before, declarcd w his
E spaech, his opinion, thut no man was safe
| lrom violence who expressed his apinions
[freely on that floor, greatly added in the
{public mind to the cffect of” this outrage.
! The offender aguinst the public peace in
| this case, has, we understand, been taken
(i custody of the eivil anthonty, and is
inow in coufinement therefor, to he dealt
with in due course of law.—Intelliencer.

Politeness seems to be a care, by the
manner of cur words and actious, to make
others pleased with vs uud theiselves




