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(From the New-York Standard.]
THE WITNESSES.

The Bank Committee are immmensely unpopular
with the Courierand Equirer, which can hardly find
language to express its Wrongs ar’1d indignation. Re-
ferting to the discount of Noah’s individual notes,
for four years, the Courier says of the cominittee:

“To fix npon NMr. Biddle and the Bank the charge of brive-
v and corruption, tiey meanly insinuate—nay alinost di-
rectly charge, that Mr.- Webb, and afierwards Mr. Noah,
perjured themselves onthis pownt, by gravely iclliug ihe pub-
lic that 1t was without the knowledge of Webb and N oaf
as they state,” and it is staied by Webb and ‘Noah iu their
testimeony!” Is this konorable in such men as have signed
the report 1 18 it just? On the contrary is it not.a base ut-
empt to iinpugn our testimony, simply because that testino-
ny acquiited the bank ofany impropricty, and placed the loun
from M. Biddle to Mr. Burrows upon a business fooutg,
and not in the remotest manner connected with the course 01
the papéer or the rechaiter of the Bank? |

- W saw once-a man very sngly at a Grand Jury,
who had found a bill of indiciment against him, not-

withstanding, as he said, that he had gone before
them wuncalled, and sworfithat he was entirely in-
nocent of the crime. He declared that the finding
of the bill was a base and mean attempt to impugn
his testimony, simply because that (estimony acquit

| ted him of any impropriety, and inquired whether

an action of damages would lie against the Grand

| Jury for charging him with perjury.
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ds How came Webb and Noah to be witnesses atall?
e. | Did the committee send for them? No—W ebb
'k | yolunteered, he says, and o the committee say—he
1t | requested to be heard as a witness. WHY? I
50 | their transactions with the bank were . ordinary,
1€ | fair business transactions,”’ might they not be trust-
g | od to speak for themselves? W hy should Webb go
o : an hundred miles to swear up the honesty ot a fair
1€ | hank account? Were they so perfectly conscious
se | that the account could not stand a scrutiny—that all
1y | the suppressing and whitewashing would notavail—
Y- | that the leper spots would still show through? It
ol | yould seem so; else why did Webb think his oath
id | peeded to make them appear fair. They were
a- | remblingly anxious about these transactions; the
e- | grst $15,000 was covered by Burrows——the last
3¢ 1 $15,000 they managed te suppress, as SOOR a3 they
SS | Jearned that an investigation was ordered, the note
oh s . , ‘ 3
2 | not being due for three montbs and more—and NOw
2l- | there was but $18,000, it th eir names, on'the books
%‘“ of the bank. Could they not trust MMr. Biddle to
1€ | explain that sum, and to justify it, by the aid of that
tl\:: letter from ¢ a former direetor,”’ and the ¢ state-
od ment”’ and deposition of the Courier’s prosperity i—
d | No—they had done their best at whitewashing, and
:':é a small sum only remained—but, still, Mr. Webb
d- ‘ﬁpn_ght,at,uught be as well for him to add his tesli-
53 mony. We can concelve that he is much provoked
*‘that;the commiittee should outrageously and ¢ base-

ol | 1422 feel unable to believe it. v
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The defence of the Courier on Saturday last was
very long, and might have been equally satisfactory
had it been comprised in ten lines. The question,
as that defence left it, stands thus:—the committee
reported the facts without expressing an opinion up-
on them—and these facts all tend to a certain con-
clusion. ‘That is one side. On the side of the
Courier are arrayed the testimony cf Mr. Biddle,
(himself implicated), and testimony said to have
been voiunteered by Webb and Noah—all of which
assert the henesty of the transactions, and they must
be believed; so that the ¢ certain conclusion’ 18
false, and the facts lie, as is proved by ¢* famous wit-
nesses,”’ the best possible witnesses, the parties
themselves, who certainly know best how the mat-
ter 1s.

Accuse you of  perjury!”’ Certainly not—the
committee do not even suspect you of it.  They
rnow as well as Noah does, that even a false affida-
vit does not constitute perjury, unless some other
person’s interest is affected by if, and of course,
that his testimony before them, even if false, was
to be answered only to his conscience. And being
asware, of this, perhaps the commiltee thought that
the same 4cmptatiens which caused a journey of
100 miles, -and Webb’s volunteering to sWcarfor -

| his bank accounts, might warp another witness’ me-

and-the

.

mory. The Courier is outrageous at this—

| commiittee is clearly wrong; they should have laid
| out of view the facts, and the temptations, and be-

,}‘g: ii lieved whatever the witnesses said.  I'or, is not

| Mr. Biddle an honorable man? and Webb, also, and
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8. | all these measures were required to establish a credit,
k- | ig not the nature of the first loan palpable, black?
e | Did it not need real goed swearing to whiten it f—
K, | The committee il seems wanted even better than

e | the got. ; _

h- &eu, the credit of our office being established,
F“ in December they venture on the next insialment of
I | §15,000, also on a six months’ note. But now
It | came trouble—a scrutiny was ordered, and the deal-
of ers shivered with apprehension. They examined
0d | their screens closely and anxiously, and to their dis-
M- | nay found they were insufficient—they could be
seen through, and but one course was left for them.
They must hide the first and the last instalments from
- | the eyes of the committee—and they contrived to
M- | take up the notes for both, though neither were due.
10 | The committee may have thought that this paying of
M- | undue notes, increased still further the necessity for
ﬁ’ very tgood swearing,and were perhaps still more
&; unsatisfied with what they got.

ty,
to

~ Mr. Webb is certainly a very ill used gentleman,
Y, | and this unbelieving commitlee are men without re-
. |morse. My, Webb is ,g;x’ile justified in retracting
*¢" lall his admiration for Mr. Cambreleng, expressed
- | during so many years, and mainlained so stoutly a-
Advertiser, and will find no difficulty in
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! ¢« There can be no doudi but our inan 1s not only
E a safe one, but that if we should require any addi-
| tional facilities, the bank will readily grant them.—
' Should we require aid, we shall most assuredly ap-
‘ply to the mother bank, and we would have just
' cause of complaint if our application should be re-
 jected—but of that we entertaia no fears.™

. Tryit, Mr. Webb, try it! Committees of scruti-
| ny are come in fashion now, and the president will
| give no more money ‘‘ out of his own pocket,” un-
tilat least the notes are made.




