MR. WHITNEY. |
The following vindication of Mr. Whitney from
the attacks made upon him by Messrs. Adams and
McDuffie, is from the pen of Judge Clayton, in a
communication addressed to the former gentleman,
and published in 1832, Judge Clayton was the
Chairman of the Committee of Congress which in-
vestigated the affairs of the Bank thut yecar.
It is only necessary to remark, that Mr."Adams
was indulged in making a fu'l inquiry into Mr,
Whitney’s private life and character, through
which it was hoped the Bank manajers might es-.
cape exposure, by giving the hue a1d ¢r; a differ-
ent direction. |
It was proved that Mr. Wh'tney (who was born
in Massachusetts, and went, at the age of seves-
teen, in the year'1818, as a merchant’s clerl, to
Montreal,) remained in Canada during the war,
collecting the debts (which amounted to a lirgs
sum) due to the conczrn of which he was the
active partner, by permieasion of the Government
of that country, under an oath to obay th:laws
while he remained there. LT |
This circumstance of his having been a resident
in Canads at the breaking out of the war, and re-
mainirg there to collect the debis due liim, is the
sole pround of the malignant abuse with which he
1is pursued. The charges of tory, trai or, &c.,
with which he has been assailed, as well as stigma-
tized, with nearly every epithet contained in the

dle, the agent for a foreign money power in the
‘United States, are all made up out ofa fact, which
wou'ld subject to the same imputations hundreds
of the most distinguished American merchants and
others, who were overtaken by the war in the pur-
suit of their business in every part of the British
empire. No man knows this better than Mr.
Adams, who was himself abroad during the war, as
well as that thousands of mercantile agents are
always permitted to remain by belligerent nations
to tuke care of private interests, which would
otherwise be sacnficed by the public hostilities,
We trust that every print, of whatever party,
throughout the country, which is willing to aid in

umph over slander and falsehqnd, will copy the
following: - :

Mr. Thomas Biddle, the near relation of the

resident, and the broker of the Bank, secins to
Enve beea the fortunate subjectof notless than four
distinct instances of peculiar partiality. First, he is
the only individual from the commencement of
the Bank to the last day of its investigation, that

mas Wi son, former cashier of the Bank, most un-

| equivocally declares th.t he obtaned interest in

two instsnces; one to th> amount of $1,600, and

¢ allowing interest on deposites was several timey
discussed before different boards,  Applications
1o that effect were made by Mr. Prime of New
York, and McEuen, Hale, an'l Davidson, of Phila-
delphia, and r¢fused.’”” This was prior 1o its al-
lowance to T, Biddle. The case of the §700
was found on the books, but the other of $1,600
no where appears, amu! could not be acesunted for.,
An indirect attetpt was made to impeach the tes-
timany of Mr. Wilson, on the ground that he was
displeased with the President;® but as a part of
h.s testtimony was very important to discredit an-
other witness, Mr. R. M. Whitney, who had tes.
tified to more stubb.rn facts, the Bank found it-
delfin a dilemma, and ‘w3 obliged ‘to cave itse'r

1 down from his too faithful momory, and rely upon

the hope that the community could be made to
believe it wasall 2 mistake. DBe this as it may, the
1,600 has been pockete:d, if Wilson can be

{ crewrted, by Thomas Biddle, and not an enatry can

be shown fur it in all the folive of the Bank. ‘
The second c«se relates to cerfain loans on the
pledge of stock, and the discounting of noteshy
the presidant, without the knowledge of the
board, and those madc on the stock, without in-
ferest. These facts were established by IR, M.
Whitney. Tut so damning sare their character,
and this you have candidly admitted, that they
cunnot be evaded in any other way, then that of
proving Whiiney a ¢ perjured wretch.” And
t:is, with all the foree of character en your part,
the arlfulness and overwhelming power of the
Bank, and under the sunposed feebleness of (he
witn.ss you have violently sttempted. To those
who would wish to be satisficd on this point,
as 1t has produced great excitement in some
quurters of the Union; to these who would desire
to see one of thore blasting effects, which the
influence of wealth, the power of office, the force
of station, and the ingenuity of fraud, can pro-
duce against the humbleness of peverty, and the
shrinking weakness of obscurity, when it standsin
the way of a guilty or ambitious purpose, Jet
them calmly, and with unptrejudiced minds, pe-
ruse the memo-ial of Reuben M Whitney, ad-
dressed to the Congress at its last session. I un.
hestatingly pronounce it the most unanswerable
defence that was ever made in any case depending
upon conflicting and circumstantial testimony;
and when the power of the Bank, and the still
higher influence of its official advocates, shall
have passed away, it will so be awarded by an
impsrtial public. Congress refused to publish it,
though it was mild and respectful, and though
they had scattered to the four winds of Heaven
thousands of the accusations to whicn it was an
answer. ‘Thus attacked and then repelled by
that body, who should ever guird and protect
with impartiality, and treat with tenderness, the
character of its citizens, howcever humble their
walk or dcstitute their condition, he and his de-
fence have been scorned with contempt by his
oppressors, and they have felt themselves eafe on
the inaccessible emnnence they oeccupy, and the
unappreoachable dignity that surrounds them.
But the simple facts of the case are enough tor
his purpose, and they shall presently be sab-
mitted. Before, however, I proceed to that duty,
let mme do honor to the courage that could dare to
call this individual an **informer.”” An informer!
Shades of Jefferson, and ghosts of departed Feder-
alists, speak peaceto this trembling witness, under
such a weight of odium. An informer! Scom of
Otis, where is your indignation? Pride of Mar.
shall, where 1s« your rebuke!? An informe:!
Noble spirit of Bayard, shroud this accuser with
your kindest charities, and snatch him from the
horror of his own confusion. Can it he possible
that Mr. Adams h:s ventured to call any one an
informer? Yes, you have called Whitney an in-
former; and stated that he was ¢ slunulated 10
kear testimony against the Bank from abroad,”
and “the more aggravated his charges’ the more
¢sacceeptable to the spirit of party would be his
gservices.” [ well understand to whom you al-
lude, and in a spirit of just retaliation, 1 wijll
frankly own, have given t¢ your own inquiring
genius, for instructive speculstion, a subject
much less equivocal in the dnft of its mesning,
and one you will not dare to misunderstand.
Whitney’s testimony is to the following effect:
Somectime in 1824, he was informed by two of the
officers of the Bank, that T. and J. G. Biddle
were in the habit of coming to Bank and getting
money, and leaving in the teller’s drawer c:rufi-

"cates of stock to represent it, without psying in.

terert. They also stated, that the Messrs, Biddles
had notes discounted in their favor, by the pre-
sicdent, not while the board of directors were in
scssion, and they were cntered upon the books
after their regular business was closed. Upon
this information they conducted him t» the tel.
ler’s drawer, and there he found two certificates
of stock, deposited by the Biddles; one for
445,000, dated 25th of May, and one for $24,000,
dated 20th; these sums represented cash. They
‘hen carried him to the books, where he found
one note discounted for T. Biddle for $20,003,
on the 13th of May, at fifteen days, and one for
Charles BDiddle 'on the 2ist of May, at sixteen

* See Paul Beck’s evidence, p. 128, B. Rep. |
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whole vocabulary, by the instruments of Mr. Bid- |

the cause of justice, and is willing to see both trj- |

has ever received interest upon deposites, Tho-|

the absut §700. Hc states that the question of

i
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l dayr, for $38.819, both entered after the regular
business of the ({ﬂ}’. was closed and adde upy
of these facts, he then and there roade 2 m:mo-
randum, which was produced to the commitiee.
He added, he communicated them to the presi.
dent in his own room, who pronised him the
practice should cesse. The time of the commu.
nication was immediately after th~ occurrence
had taken place. He directed the officers to en-
ter these s'ock leans on the books, which was
done, as appears by the bouks, on the 27th of
May. Whitney, at the time, informed mr. Wil-
son Flunt of the circumstances, and showed
him h's memorandum. This transaction oc-
curred when no committee was authorized to
make n loan, and no loan was made but by the
board of directors. Opposed 1o thus testimony is
the evildence of the two officers of their want of
recollection of hav ng given the information to
Mr. Wlitney, though one of them was in the ha-
bit of frequently consulting him, as he was of one
the most efficiznt dircctors in the Bank., It
further appears that interest was charged on
thote stock loans. But the objection mostly re-
lied ox, is the denial of the president that Whit-
ney ever communicated to him the information |,
stuted, an- shows that he was in Washington City
from the 23d of aMay to the 1st of June, between
which dates the events are said to have taken
pluce. The president of the Bank thinks **the
dates of a story arc its esscnce;” you seem to
think that the charging ¢ the use of the money
without interest, is the guintessence’’ of the crime. i
Now, it i8 not an uncommon thing to try to divert
the mind from the real merita of” & case, to some
 minor features of ity history, and then if an incan-
sistancy can be fuound the whole maiter is o fabri-
cation. 1f you have ever visited courts of justice,
you yery well understand my meaning. Indced,
if you have cver been a witness yourself, 1 huve
do doubt you have a perfect recollection, that
the muin object of the examining lawyer was to
convict you of a discrepancy; and if he could have |
succeeded, he would have told the jury that not |
on¢ word of vour testimony was true, and that you
were wholly unworthy of belief.  Nothing is more
treacherous than the memory, and particularly as
to time, and nothing is more common than a disa-
greement among witnesses, buat it this circum: {
stunce were to amount to an.invalidation of testi-
mony, courts of justice could never determine a
cause, for there never was a case of uny great
number of facts, in which a conflict of testimony
didd not occcur-  Let me bring to your recollection
a remarkable case, in which you will be apt to
fecl the fult force of the justness of my rcmarks,
In the celebrated case ot Harris and I.ewils, tried
in the Supreme €Court of Penusylvania, in which
you were a witness, the testimony of William H.
Crawford, then Sccretary of the Treasury, di-
rectly conflicted with yours: and yet no one be.
lieved you guilty of perjury. It was a matter
depending upon recollection.  But great indeed
must have been the discrepancy to have justified
Mr. . Dallas, then counsel for the plaintiff, in
using towards you, who had recorded your facts
in your bluck book, these remarkable expressions:
““ We will show that he {Mr. Adams) hus, in this
case, heen the slave of his passions and pre-
Judices, bending the focfz to them, instead of
controlling them by the fucts; and that when he
diarized he put down, not the fac’s, but what he
wisugn to be the facts’’ Such a case as this
ought to have alarmed your fears, if it did not ex-
cite your crarity, when you were trying to blast
the reputation of a man, whose only crime was the
want of a recollection equal to that of some other
witness, who, perhaps, recoliccted what never
happened. Have you forgoiten the singular dis-
cordance in the tesiimony of yourself, Mr. Wirt,
Mr. Monroe, Mr. Crowninshield, Mr. Calhoun,
and Mr, Crawford, in a late contruversy between
General Jackson and Mr. Calhoun, in relation to |
several facts; but particularly as to time; ond yet
who would aceuse any ol those geuntlemen of the
base crime of perjury? What earthly induce-
ment could Mr. Whitney have fur testilying to a
falsehiced? He has becen siiown to have main-
tained 2 good character. He was u most active
and efficient directcr—he had the full confidence
of the president of the Hank—was gelected by
him to perform some uf its most confidential trans.
actions—he Jdid perform them to his satisfuction.
‘The stock loans, us stated by him, are placed on
the books, none like them are to be found : prior
to that time, and none were over allowed thereaf-
ter. The discounts are also foind on the books
precisely as he represents them. No one wad
authorized to muke loans but the board—he had
not seen them for eight years befere—he had Jeft
the Bank aund lived in porfect retirem:nt, almost
unknown in the c¢ity of Philadelpbia~=never en-
gaged in politics—hzd seldom or ever vgled at
elections—had been unfortunate in business, but
paid the Government every cent he owed it, to
the nmount of an million of duties—showed his
memorundum of facts to & person at the time—
that person establishes the fuct~—no cause of quar-
rel between him and the president, to suppose
that all these circumstances could be faLricated
to answer a political purpose cight ycars after
they transpired, and that too upon the investigu-
tion of the Bank by a committee of Congress,
which ofcaurse was exuctly foreseen by the witness,
is giving to him a character for management and
a spirit- of prophecy which cannot possibly be re-
ceived by the weakest credulity of the weakest
commanity in the world. This thing will be well
understood and perfectly reasonuble when the
Bank shall have retired to private life, and its in-
fluence shall have sunk to 1ts merited oblivion.
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