Mr. Adams*s Repart bas nlso Deen published.
n adverting to the artof the Majority's Report
that relates to the loans geanted to the editors of
newspapers, Mr. Adums says, i reviewing this
decision, ‘and the proceedings of the comumittee
subsequent gpon it he deens it bis duty o de-
are, thut none of hiy Gljcctions 1o it have, in bis
cmeut, been somoved,. He views it as a pre-
cadent of portentous evily as an unjustifiable en-
eronchwent of wrbitrary authority upou the free-
dom of the press; ns an wlious persecution of in-
dividunl citizeus, to prosteate the influcnce ol
1 or political adversaries, by the buud of




~ +Of this class of accounts thus preduced, thuse
of oue newspaper establishment ouly underwent
the fuvestigation of the i ‘Those o!
Jumes Watson Webh and Mordeeai M. Noah
editors of the New York Courier & Enquirer,
oue of the most distinguished und extensively civ
culated journals of the Union.  Mr. Webb was
eximined upon outh by the committee at his own
request. Mro Noah travsautted to the committee
his own allidavit wade belore n magistrate of the
vity of New York, Me. Silos E. Bueeows, n pri-
vals citizen, not an editor of a newspaper. hut
conpected with the vesponsibilities of  Messrs,
Webbaud Noah in the Bunk, was subpeoacd to
appear Lefore the committee, but as the sybseri-
eves, with & just estimate of his own
Iits, did not give bis attendauce. No propos-
al was wade in the eommittee 1o issue a compul-
sory process ugniust him » editers of o public
Journal, und jn that « ter as guardinns and
profectors of the feeedom of the press, the suli-
seriber s of opinion thet neithor M. Webh tor
Mr. Nonhi ought 1o have appenced in person or
by aflidavit hefore the comminee. 30 in their
transactions with the Hank, they bl committed
any violation of law, they could not e examiu-
ed us witnesses to eriminnte themselves,  If they
hiid committed uo violtion of law, the inguisito-
riai powers of the comwiuee did wot extend to
them.




*Their transactions with the Dauk, unfs
den Ly the law of the land, were no more within |
the lawltul serutiny of the committee, than the
dwelling -howse, the fivesidde, or the bedchamber
of nuy one of them,  'These even in the darkuess
of hieatlien antiquity, were the ultars of the house-
hold gods.  "1'o touch them with the hand of pow
eris profanation,  Assailed, however, in reputa-
‘tiow, ns they aleqrdy were, nnd had heen, on ac-
count of these ransnetions, by their political cne-
mics uud®tbe enemies of the Bank, from filse nod
‘cxn“ernud runiory concorwing them which had
ereptinto publie notice, it was certainly not unpa
tural, and perhaps not improper iv them. 10 stare,
in full enudor nnd sineerity, whiat their teansne
tions with the biank had been.




“Erour these L appears that in August, 1331,
James Watson Webb abtaired atthe Bank of the
United Stawes n loan of twenty thousand dollars
ngou his owu note cudoesed by Mordecai M. No-
uh. 'The npplication fur this loan, made in per
soit by Mr. \y ebib, was sustained by a letter from
Mr. Neab, and suudry statements relating o the
tucuninry comdition nud credit of the New York

Jourier and Engoirers  The letwr from mr. No-
il was enclosed 10 the Prosident of the Bauk by
Walter Bowen, muyor of ihe city of New York.
who hiad been oue of the earliest Diveetors of 1he
Bunk, with a recommendation of the npplication
itself, 10 bo considered us o business transeetion.
It was 50 considered by the Loard of Dircctors
who ncceded 1o the lonu desived,  But the edis
tors of the Courier nnd Enquirer had loug been,
as they still are, urdent unl uctive political parti-
saus, and their newspaper bas been, nnd conti-
nues deeply immersed in that portion of palitienl
allairs immediately connecred wjxl= ulections,




The charncter tned by the paper |
and its editors, at the time when this application | :
for n loan was mwade, was that of devoted friends
to the present administration, and 'g

the eminent citigen at its head,
thoy aud their papor still retaine  They bave of |
course numerous adversaries of the opposing Tm-
ty, and nuuerous rivals in ticirown.,  Sometime
beforo this upplication for a loan from the Hank
of the United States, there hud4een between them
and sume of their competitors for party snd pub-
lie favor, n newspaper war, with regard to the
couduet of thoir jourual, sud the opivious of itse
ditogs with regard 10 the Bank ol the U, Sttes.
e e o o v




this state of thiogs, it is stated Ly Messrs, Webb
and Noaly, that two or three of the Banks in the
city of New York denied them the nccommoda-
tion" of luans which they had previously yielded,
and refused o dteoiut lor them paper of unques-
tousble erohit. ‘Uney nffirm that these City
Bauky, 10 | wiasiinent of their friendliness for the
Lnuk o withdrew from them
faeitivee ended to them, and requi-
vl tie ropy iioni uf i large necommodation luau
tar which tioy were judebted, 'To diwredic these
suputntins, reafirmed by Messrs Webb aud No-
akiin their testimony upow onth before the com-
wmivee, u wrjority of the comuitten deemned theme
s Ives authorized to send u commission avd re-
quest be Presideuts of the two City Duuks in
aew York, to make affidavits before o mugistrate,
iving notice thereof to Mesars VWebb wn
1t (o teadstiit those allidavits to the CY
of the commitee at Washington, Sl
tions of lsane ht. President of the
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Bank, nt New York, were seeordingly takon aud
transmitted to the Chaivman of the commitee.
They did not in the slighiest degree impair the
testimeny of either Sie Webb or Me, Noah, On
the coutrury, they confirmed, so far s they could
coufirm, thit part ol their evidence whielr it hiud
Leen the purpuse, in reguiviug the aflidavits troin
the two New Yors banhs, to invalidntes  Vhey
proved that at Loth of these buuhs, iv July 12

aotes ofiered for discount by Jumies W atson Vi ebib,
with an cu:iyrirr of nugquestionuble credit, wore

wud ol Albert Gnilatin, President of the ﬁu.imu:l‘

rejeeted he seasons of those rejections, !m!h
he Presidents of the banks, with great propriciy,

declined to give, Fhey state that ut one of the
Lituks, no note is diounted if objecied to by iy
one member of the Board of Diccetors. | Attheo:
ther bagk, any pote is rejected 1o which two of
the Dirgerors ¢unenr in pbjeeting, and that o 1i-
reetor is reguired W assipn @y peasun for bis ob-
Jection to any discopnt. In thesg enswers of the
1nwvo Presideats, tie subscriber cinnot lurl»utlu' 10
reinrk a demonsteation of lIu-improyriuy of the
eall by the committee upon those geatlemen tor
their testinony in this_case. T'he olject of the
vall was to impeanch the truth ot testimony given
by Hie two witnesses, Wehb ud Noah, upon oath




hufore the conppiltee—wilgesses & hose yoraeity
stoad as faiebefore the committce us that of any
othcr citizen of the community, and who. in the
opinion of the subseriber, couid cousider the eall
itself on the Presidents of the New York Banks
to contradict them, in no other light thau thut of
agratnitons and wonton insult upou themseives.
O the fuct that aotes offered by Webhb had been
rujeeied ut the New York bauks, no doubt was
or could be entertained.  "The rensons of the re-
Jjection were avowedly inferences of Mr. \Webh
aud Mr. Noah. which might even have been incor-
rectly drawn by them, withoyt impeachment ol
their verncity, ~ The committee cogld oz, in the
opinion of e subscriber, possess the right of eall-
ing upou the Peesideuts of the New York baaks
for the of their relusing di ts to Jumes
Watson Webb, or to any other man.  The eall
iisell was a violation of individual right, nud the
refusal to answer it, though in terms entirely re
spectful aud dispassionate, earries with itself
censure upou usurped nuthority, not undese




*T'o this call upon the Presidents of the New
York bunks, the subseriber had zuother objection.
The chairman &{ e committee knd, by an actol
Congre.s. authority toadminister onths to witness
es, and the committee had reccived from 1h
House nmhon'l?‘ to scud for persons and papers
Burt the subscriber did not coasider the committee
asy ing the powerof delegating w ovihermen

hority to take depositious from p whom
the committee were nuthorized to eall before tham
selves, und to hearin persen. No member even
of the committce, other than the chairman, was
authorized to administer anoath. 'To sdminister
onths o witneeses was in the competeney of the
chairmaa specially autherized by stiate,  To
send for e persons and popers cxisting was in
the comy of the e authorized Ly
the Houmse.  But te divect to be tuken, aml 10 re
ceive as testimony, depositi J whow
the committee wight bive summoned o appenr
and testify before themselves, was as the subseri-
her believed, to transcend their lawful authority.
and to set a precedent which would lead to most
pernicious abuses. This encroachment of powes
could yot be justified by the request ol the chzir




man of the ittee to the ts, Ui
James Wiatson Webb and Mordeeai M. Noah,
the porsons whose ¥ it was supy
these depositions would discredity should huve no.
tice of the time and place, when snd where they
should be taken, T'o give notice of a deposition
to lie teken o impeach the testiwony of wuother
is the duy of a party 10'n cause, wud not of i
deponent himself,  "The witness whose testimory
is 10 ho discredited, eannot be bouud 10 receive a
uotilfication from the witness enlicd to diseredic
hisa.  "T'lie vol ing of a ittee 10 seud
forth mapdates in senrch of covirndictory evi
denee, to fasten imputations of perjury u‘mn wite
nesses of veracity, hefore them unimpenched, has
‘0 the view of the subscriber, nu uspect 0o unjust
ud odious in iwelf, to be legitimated by nny no
tice given 1o the witnesses thus outraged in their
fecliogs aud their rights.  "T'he whole procedure
wars in the opinion of the subseriber, ualawful nud
einjuste=lle recorded against it his vote upon the
Jouroal of the committee; and he decins it his duty
to repeat his protestation agaiust it iu lis report.”




