A shout is ruiscd, that Jidge Clayton, in his late
speech, hus abandoned his hostility to tae Bank,
and beat a reteeat; that he has made a recanta-
tion of his heresies or something like it Ifthe rea-
der will turn to the pusage in italics w the last pa-
uph of Lis speech e this paper, ho will see
actly what itis that Judge C. has retracted or
lL'hl”l‘ll They were “reflections and insinua-
tions" which on a carelul review he thonght were
unworthy of him and his eause ; being % calculat-
ed to wound the feelings ofimany hl-'h and honor-
able men inaud out of the “1 retract”
says he *every thing peegonal, either in fact or
tendency™and he rjoices that lus sense of justice
inchines hun to redress a wrong,  Now we calmly
ask any person wha ol s o this, sunply to sal
s0.  For ourselves, we stand opposed to the Ban
w every aspect, constitntional, moral, and political.
We deem it |1ulm ally ton dangerous to be tolerat-
ed esenif it were muml\y or uunmen-mlly expe-
dient; but s moral rmschiet wonld alone out«
weigh all the political benefits that have ever been
claimed for . And we deem it not only uncon-
stitutional as the eliarter now stunds, but it we had
to frame a new one it <honld not be there. But
with these opinions of the Baok, we rejoice with
Judge C. that his sense of justice prompts bim to
somanly and spontancous o redress of even an
imagined wrong,




We shall not insert the letter of © Fox-hunter™
without being i possession of the name of the
nuthors and af that was furnished, its publication
must sull depend on our opinion of its probable:
usefuluese Inothe wean time one of s difficul-
ties will he solved by Judge Clagton’s speech pub-
Dished at leagth in this doy’s paper. We do not
regpond of eonurse, to every eapricions interroga=
tory, but are always willing to submnit our views,,
such as they are, and as far as our own lght en-
ables us to speak with eontidence when asked i
that ingenuons and amieable spirit that we think
prompts the enquines of our correspondent.




