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. motoriety, without making it nece“arj to s

- causc to be ashamed—there is m a ‘sentiment in them we

JUDGE CLAYTON. #
"We supposed that this man had alteady a

head the brand of wilful and dehberat:fals
hibit him to the puble as unworthy the eonﬁdence

ble men. But he has sought his fate, and must new dhde !he
judgn 1em of the public—alw .‘yepremlsmg however.lhtt s ol

which we :;yToT; or I‘én after <a~"$m | "““' 1G5, 14
same time apologizing to the public for' ever haVlng’ said any 1
thing fa\ orable of one who has proved hlmself any thlﬂg but a
g entleman. : v He .

On our first page will be found a corrcspcmdence between
oursclves and Judge Crayrox, which we cepy from the Mil-
ledgeville Journal, where it appears with a shert introductory
note from Judge C. His object in publishing this co;-;espon-
dence, appears to have been te show that we once considered
the Judge an honorable man, but he forgets that in proving this
very ummportant fact, he clearly demonstrates to the public that
we were wrong in our estimate of his character,and that he is.‘1
really as unworthy ef the confidence of a gentleman, as’ he is
undeserving the title. Of thobﬂpb question, we have no“

would desire to change, and ering that they weﬂ-hm
confidentiul communications, Hot G‘WI Yooked over afier being

penned, we are well satisfies Wiih the style in whld Mlni
endited. But what eart ed for |

Judge Cl.u"rosa M‘ -onfi
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.at worthless and unprincipled fellow, claiming toSe con-
sidered a gentleman, would presume 10 eive to the pubhic a
confidential correspondence of which ke had said, “I shall
strictly regard the confidence which you have voluntarily
placed in me.”? But what makes the moral turpitude of this
maa still greater, is the fact that he returned this confidential
letter,and at the same time surreptitiously preserved a ¢opy of
it which he new makes public! Nor is this all; when the
confidential letter was withdrawn because this hxgl1—:_mnded
wnd honorable man thought it might embarrass him, it was re-

~placed by a public one of precisely the same import, whith he

very prudently suppresses ib his publication! WWe repeat

we are perfectly satisfied that the cerrespondence is befere the

public. If he had asked our censent to publish, it weuld most
cheerfully have been extended te himj but this is no palliation
for his dishonorable conduct in retaining a copy of a letter
which he returned by request, and afterwards giving publicity
to 1t. No one having any of the feelings of a gentleman cuuld
have been guilty of sueh base corduct.

Judge Cravrox and Mr. C AMBRELENG had both distinct-
ly exonerated the Courier and Enquirer {rom all censure in our
loans from the Bank of the United States, and it was evideat to
Mr. Noan and ourself that1f we could persuade them to state
frankly 1n their veport, their epinion of these loans, it would be
reducing the whole controversy to simply the lean from. Burrews
to Neah for which Mr. Biddle had farnished the funds to Bur-
rows. We knew that that loan had been made teo Bumws '
upon his introduction to Mr. Biddle by the late venerable ex-
Presilent Moxrer, and that Burrows’ wealth would be an
abunclant warranty for Mr. Biddle’s having made him evena
much farger loan. This view of the subject also mﬂ
itself 1o Messrs, Cravrox and C.amnm.mye,w«mw-
quently they refused to do us the justice to express in their re-
port the opmnions which personally, m presence of tm’ﬂth
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they had distinetly and uwnequivocally avowed, e

% gted the Courier “nquirer and its Edilors from all*

A fow daysafier the false report of Judge CrAavToN wntte ‘
by Mr. CaMmerELENG, appeared, RoperT Monnis, RBsq, of | ©

“ Do you net remember the afterncon we vidited Tedd
“ CLAYTON In compuny?  The Judge distinctly said that the
“ pramincetion (your examination,) had completely exon

“ suspicion of culpability. He said he was rejoiced to see |
“ vou in order that he might say so, in consequence of some | !
“ difficulty which had occurred between you and hun in the | 8t
“ committee room, and to which he then alluded. I remember | ¥
“ the conversation distinctly, and was surprised with that on ‘
“ my memory, o find so gm*bled and unwarranted a state-
“ ment of your transactions with the Bank in the Report.

“ Should vou have oecasion 1o use.my name in connection
“ with that eonversation and in contrast with the report, do so

“ without hesitation.” ? Thﬁ
I+ reply to this letter, written without our solicitation, we en- TFM
L'resc

quired of our correipondentwhether he recollected what passed
at an iaterview with Colo. Jounson after our examination, and | A st
received the following reply, which we also published on the | was o

il ik

15th of May. " o g}%ét
PuirLapeLruaia, May 10, 1832, the sh

Dearn Wepp— " health

“ Your favor came to hand yesterday. 1 remember very | an en
“ distinetly the conversation that took place during our visit to | any ve
“Judge Cravron and Col, Jounsen. The focmer appeared | ly she
“delishted to see you—apologised for some improper question | ed to |
“put 1o you during the exammation the previous moming, and | rived ¢
“oapressed himself as decidedly coyvinged of your inno- :‘d-l“'
“cence of the charge that rad been 7-7‘€j'€?‘f'¢d against you. | Trese
“1 remvmber h;wing been rnuc,‘t [)h)ﬂ.ﬂed wirth the manner of the foﬂhﬂ
“ Judge, so frank and apparentiy honourable—so explanatory | a qua
“of the course he had pursued as one of the committee, and so of he
“ satisfactery to yourself. It was on this account that I was Thﬁ
“the more astonished on reading that passage of the Bank Re- | not "
* portin which the Courier and Enquirer Wis referred to, l'\!ly twén
% Lmpression was, from the conversation of Judge C'“Y‘O‘yt ‘:‘ CM::
“Jostend of pointing éut your case in the Report nsone of 00“‘!» s
4 oud susmicion  that so fur as the Judge bad influolce aNE 4 OF
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i “ Judge Cravyron and Col. JOHNS@N.l‘ Th;ﬁbr;)beg‘;,;;‘:ﬁég [*1
., delighted to see you—apologised for some improper question |
! “ put to you during the examination the previous moerging, and |
| “ expressed himself as dcc*i(ledly conpvinced of youra;inno,\ |
[ ‘: cence of the charge that fad been 1referred against yow.
I remumber having been mueM pleased with the manner of the
“ Judge, so frank and apparentiy honeurable—so explanatory |
*“of the course he had pursued as one of the committee, and so |
“* satisfactery to yourself. It was on this aceount that I was
““the moie astonished on reading that passage of the Bank Re»
¢ of 1 '} . . e 4 4
‘ “ portin which the Courier and Enquirer was referred to. My
:‘ Impression was, from the conversation of Judge Clayton,that
instead of pomnting sut your case in the Report azone of doubt.
:: :'uru'l s‘us;-;i_ciorn, lt;nllt\ SO _f'ur) z;.r.s lthp Jludgc bad inﬁpeh’ce and
3 :@f,.(:zf(l.y, lt‘ \l\:;u ; 'LI o\mn,tt..( a togel 1er, or if mepuqn‘ed,. re-
, ‘erred to solely for the purpose of removing the insinuations
that had been made against you. His language and manner—
*the whole tenor #f his conversation, induced this inference.,
" Youwiil remember how warmly 1 spoke of the Judge before
we saw him on the occasion referred to—and you cannot for
got how that warmth of apprebation was centinued after the °
terview.  Under these errcumstances therefore, I eonfess |
that it does seem remarkable that the Report should assume
so ditferent a character, especially with regard to your exami-
nation, from that which one of its supposed authors led us to
expect, ‘ ; ’
* And leaving Judge Clayton we stepped into the room of
Col. Johnson. The Colonel was less communicative upon
the subjeet of the Bank than the Judge—said he considered
it pretly much @ New York fight,” or something to that
effecty and asked if he should ring for Mr. Cambreleng.—
After some other unimportant conversation, and with the ex-
pectation that the conversation between Mr. €. and yours;elﬁ';j
would be of a somewhat private nature and connected with
New York politics, l'*left. you, b
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*Tdid not understand the conversation that took plac@bﬁfj
(ween the Judge and yourself as by any means of a private.
or confidential character, and se repeated immediately to
“more of your friends here, without mentioning 1he name of
* the Judge, that the examination of Mr. Webb had completely
*“vindicated the Courter and Enquirer,® e~

‘ Yours Respectfully,
ROBERT M

“
L1
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‘and as unworthy a seat in Congress ;ﬁ’

- republished the private correspo:j

We now leave A. 8. CrLayrox with all his w
fame, to the judgment of the public. If that Imbhc -
us, they will say, he stands cenvicted Ofdehber efa
of dishonorably retaining a copy of a letwr w
turned to the writer te be destroyed—of k il
fidence—and of suppressing the only partof rre
which was intended for tiz public. eye,~They.w
these things preve A. 8. CLAYTON to be ﬁ

gentleman. At all events we sayall th )
of this mait, and thny are equa,lly ap



