THE BANK RAEPOLTS.
The tollowing just and pertinent strictures
on Mr. Avams’ plea in behalt of the U, S,
Bank, are fiom the N, Y. Evening Post.— |
They effectually unravel and expose seven-|
teen columns of sophistry, designed to mysti-
fy and explain away the stubborn facts con-
tained in the report of the Majority.

Maoat of our readers, we presume, have, by this
timo, perused both the report of the minonity of the
bank comnittee, and the veport of M. Adamsy—or,
as those voluminous documents might with more

opiiely be called, the Cniticisms of Messs. Me-
Y;unins and Adams, upon the report of - the majorty
ot the bank comwittee. They who have read &
can searcely be supposed to have anappetite for much
wore on the same subject; and we shall, theretore,
in the remarks we have to offer, confine omselves
to & aingle topic of these prolix papers; and even on
that tome, shall endeaver to be brvef, v THAll

O! the various matters treated of in the report of
the waority, that which fixes the broadest and
blackest stain on the character of the United States
Bank, is its transactions with Messrs, Webb and!
Noah, In the veport of the Majonty, the 8 ple
facis cennccted with these transactions Weore stated:
no inferences were drawn from them; Ro comments
made upon themt  The facts alone were submittes
congress and to the people of the United States;a
il an opitien has boen created in every part of
country to which the repoit has yet
the dealings between the United States
the proprictors of the Courier and Kuquirer ¢
tuted a ploce of most fagitious
opeiion st bo aserided wholly te the nature
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facts; not to any offat of the commitiee to bia
public mind. NG
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" Such an opinion does exist and is universal. It
i3 entertained by every intelligent and candid mind
in the Union, without reference to local interests or
party divisions. Presses which have heretofore been ‘
zealous in their friendship for the United States Bank
have felt obliged to state their conviction that the ‘
transactions of that institution with Webb and Noah
were of the most wicked and pernicious character—
wicked, inasmuch as they denoted an utter surren-
der of moral principle; pernicious, inasmuch as the
corruption was of a description which threatens to
poison the very fountains of political intelligence, to
destroy the bulwarks of fre_:edom. In this city, the
newspapers have all, or with but one or two excep-
wons, expressed their deep, unalterable conviction
of the wickedness of the transaction between the
Bank.,and Webb and Noah. There is not a man
who doubts that these individuals sold themselves to
the Bank—that they consented to become its pliant,
convenient tools—-that the infamous bargain was
coolly discussed, and the terms agreed upon by an
unprincipled go-between, and that the first earnest
of the wages of shame was the §15,000 given to
Noah to enable him to purchase a share of the Cou-
rier and Enquirer. y |

To destroy a conviction so widely spread, so deep-
ly rooted, one would suppose that the first effort of
the minority would be to invalidate the facts on which
alone it rests. As the belief of the public has not been
occasioned by arguments, but by a simple statement
of facts elicited during the Bank investigation—and
a great portion of those facts contained in the testi-
mony of the individuals criminated, and so stated by
them, of course, as to allow of the most favorable
construction—one would think that the minority
would either attempt to impugn the statements, or
to find out and add other facts to them which should
give a new aspect to the entire transaction.




~ Has this been done? Let any reader who has | !

perused the reports answer. We beg leave to call
attention to the marked difference in the character
of these several documents. That of the majority
(we speak with particular rcference to that part
which embraces the transactions of the bank with
the proprietors of the Courier and Enquirer) is a
mere abstract of evidence, and statement of entries
from the books of the institution. The others, de-
nying no single particle of the allegations of the
first, are argumentative, declamatory, and prolix.—
They seem to have been wiltten with a view to
mystify and perplex a plain matter. They are spe-
cimens of sophistry which might have done well
enough in a speech, but are wretched in the shape
of a report, Delivered in behalf of a client before
a court of law, they would have been thought ingen-
ious: rendered in to congress as the deliberate judg-
ment of a portion ef a special committee, they must
rbe ponounced disreputable.

In the first place we have a labored argument to
prove that the report of the majority is tmade up of
matters not called for by the resolution appointing

the committee of investigation. Then we are told |

that their proceedings in Philadelphia were inquisi-
torial, and not embraced in the scope of their pow-
ers. By the way, this word inguisitorial has been
a good deal harped upon by the partizans of the
bank, in and out of congress, as if there were some-
thing so revolting in th. bare expression, that by
dexterously and repeatedly hurling it at the bare
wmajority, their whole proceedings might be brought
into disrepute. It will need a weightier missile
than this, we apprehend, to effect that object.
Butlet it be granted that the committee transcend-
ed their powers—that they pried into matiers with
which they had no concern—that they asked ques-
tions which should not have been answered—ithat
being answered the replies should not have been 1n-
corporated in the report. and thatcibaue purpes
the resolution of congress. Now, all this being
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granted, what is the inference? The facts in rela.
tion to the Courier and Enquirer are facts still, no
matter how obtained. The deduction from thern,
that the bank was guilty of a plece of gross bribery,
18 still inevitable.

We would here ask, however, if the report of
the majority is wholly unauthorised by the resolu-
tion under which the committee acted, are tho re-
ports of Messrs. McDutlie and Adams, which re
peat the same facts, and seek to overthrow their na-
tural tendency, more authorised than the other? Ij
those gentlemen believed that the major.ty of the
committee had wholly transcended their authority,
were they bound to follow the example ot transgres-
_sion, and likewise abuse the patience of the lLeuse,

by forcing upon it two 1 ng partizan arguments in

relation to the very matters embraced in the first
report? Further—as they did not and could not pre-
tend to controvert the truth of the statements, and
as in the report of the majority those statements
~were given by themselves, leaving every one tree to
make up his own opinion, was not their attempt to
argue the house axd nation out of the settled
conviction which the naked facts had created—to
say the least of it—a piece of gratuitous and almost
ludicrous presumption? Was it not virtually saying
to the nation, ¢ you have before you all the materi-
als for forming an opinion, but are not capable of
pronouncing a correct judgment on a very plain
matter, without the assistance of our views’'?

It will have been observed, that both in the re-

port of Mr. McDuffie and Mr. Adams, (indeed the | &

latter is but a repetition of the former, ¢ long drawn

out’’); the first loan of the bank, the overture in .

this business of bribery and corruption, is atlempt-

€d to be thrust wholly out of sight. There is not a y

man of intelligence in the country—not Mr. Me-

Duffie nor Mr. Adams hiinself—who dpeg not be- [ °"
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o Do twoand 3 halt per cent. and the M Encc
Barrows of Consecticet. & 2 shollow atSce, -
eadad R cvncsal the el mfere of the tnasacSen
el sepcion wise—and Webd aad Neah smder
sl their NI PONTRD I3 B EESERY oo well ¢
B W oresee ot secpicivos would be creafed by
DT Saddel coaversen o oty o enddp
for the bank.  The story bas bardly the menkt of in- |
SRBETY.  * She were 3 Rolish bawd whe could aet
QDY = mech T | ﬁ

B

i

i




LR LB SRS A SR L L0 4 \'\‘(ll"ﬂl“\ .
Our remarks have already run out to a greater
longth than we meant to occupy with this subject,
and we have not left ourselves space to allude to
several points in those reports which ought not to ¢
unanimadverted upon. The compliment of M.
McDutlie to the merchants of Philadelphia, at the
expense of those in all the other cities of the Wnion,
Isone ol these  The location of the United States:
Bank in Philadelphia is spoken of as ** pecutiardy
fortunate for the stockholders and for the 24
—Why? Because the Philadelphia merchants “are
generally men who are engaged ina safe and
cessful business, with fortunes which they have
made, not Ly adventurous speculations, but by
steady industyy and woderate but certain profits,
To put this in other words—the merchants of New-
York and the other ¢ities of the union are wild spee-
ulatory, and a Board of Directors could
chosen from them to whom it would be saf
trust the affaire of the United States Bauk
believe, at least, that a direction could not es
oblained among our really respectable mercha
who would consent to such loans as were g
Webb and Noah. Mr. Adawms’® cniticism ¢
word substdize 18 too puenile to require notic
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