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MR, ADAMS AND MR. WHITNLY.
Four years ago Mr. Adams uiited in a report
made by the minority of the Bank Invesligating

Committee, and signed by himself, Mr, McDufhie, |

and J. G. Watmough, in which they charged Mr,
Whitney with having been an “informer,”” and of
huving told an “ arifully devised story, whick was
inlended to blust the reputation of a highminded and
honorable inan;** and, upon this charge, thus made
by themselves, they held him up and present.d
him before the worl, as ** a blasted monument of
the sperdy and relributive justice of Heaven.” The
public might well be led to suppose, that an iu-
dividus!, (o be thus anathematized, and by per-
sons, some of whom oace held distinguished places
in the confidence ot the people, must have bLeen
most clearly proved of having been guilty of the
crime imputed to him, |

But what was the truth, as shown by the ev-
tdence taken at the time; and also shown in the de-
fence of Mr. Whitney, male by Judge Clayton,
the chairman of the Investigating Committee,
which we lately published?  Why, that every
Sactstated by Mr. Wlitney was clearly snd fully
proved by the books of the Bank and the wit-
nesges who were examined. But, that in a cir-
cumstance connected with these facts, viz: the
da'e 4t which he stated he had a conversation
with the President of the Buank in relation to them,
he was in error; that instead of its having tuken
place on the 26th or 27th of May, it could not
have taken place till the 1st or 2d of June. -

Mr. Adams, however,  wud not satisfied in
merely uniting with his colleagucs of the m'nority
of thc committee, in thus holling Mr. Whitney
up to the world as a “5f4slcd monument;*® he marle,
in uddition, an individual report, occupying over
fifty pages of public ‘documents; between seven
snd eight of which were specnily dedicated to
the purposc of blasting the reputation of Mr.
Whitney, amd! in framing an ** arifully devised sto-
ry' f.r that purpose. He most distinctly charges
Mr. Wihitney with having becn guilty of PERJU-
ItY; becnuse he did not accurately reecollact a date
connected with a circumstance after the Japse of
cight years. -

In whet situation is Mr. Adams now placod?
Mr. Adams, in relation to General Jackson, the
Florida treaty, and himself, hus in his place in
the Hall of the Representatives of the nation, and
before the nation, stated as facls, and connected
with the same, a detait of circunstances, both of
which it has been shown are unlrues T'o empluy
the exulting ejaculations of Nicholas Biddle in
the case of Me. Whitney, and in reference to
him, he is “enclosed belween lwo dater, beyond
which he cannot escape.”? '

~ After the sentence pronounced by Mr. Adams
upon Mr. Whitneyv, for having been in error as to
a eircumstance only, what wil! be the sentence the
public will pronounce upon Mr. Adams, for hav-
ing been in errur, both as to the crcumastances
and the FACTS? | -

Mr. Adams, in his report, gives as a fruism the
following: ** The inslinct of calumny is inventive
of details, precisely becanse detuils malkc theimmuay
more casily lo the credit of the hearer; and it has Imyr
been remarked, by keen abservers of human aclion,
that ke who accustoms himseclf o make a fruant of
1;;;' s memury, 13 oftentimes the first to credit s own
e’ ' ' ‘ '

If report speaks truly, Mr. Adams does not per-
mit his memory to act the truant. ffe diarises fuets;
in what manner, may be judged by the following
declaration made by Mr. Dallas, in upencourt, in
Philadelphia, in trial of the celebrated slunder case
of Harris against Lewis, on which occasion the
testimony of W. H. Crawford conflicted directly
with that given by Mr. Adams.  Mr, Dullas then
said, ** we will show that he (Mr. Adams) has in
this cuse been the alave of his passions and prejudi-
ces, bending the fucts to them, instead of control-
ling them by the fucts; and that when he driuris-d,
he put down noet the fuels, but what he wisuen to
be the fucts.”” This was a bold declaration for
any individual to muke against another, if untru.,
when uoprotected by a conslitutional privilege, as
was the cuse with Mr. Adams when reporting
against Mr, Whitney. | -

In the late statement of Mr. Adams, in relation
to General Jackeon, it appears that if he dinri-ed
the facis, he must have doue so in the manner Mr,
Dxllas declared he did in the above ease.  In re-
gard to the defarls which Mr. Adams enteredinto,
we have from his own pen that “he instinel of
caltmny isfaventire of difatl’s.”

It woull seem, however, from the cxplanatinn
which Mr. Adums undertook to make atter he
hasl been detected and exposcd, thut he must have
diarised the foels, brcause he cluims extenuation
only as to circumsafances. He said, * e had spolken
from recollection, and with that degree of diffidence
which every one must dn, so speaking with regard to
mere incidental circumstances, al the expiration of
sixleen or s:venfeen years”

Dil Mr. Adams extend to Mr. Whitney the
same chanty, and grant the same allowances for
the frailty of his memory, in rclation to a “mere
incidental circumstance,” after a lapse of eight
years, which he now craves for himself?

Mr. Adams, in his report, thus expressed him-
self: ¢ The subscriber, sn chnrity to the infirmilies
of human nature, would willingly believe that the
testimony of Mr. Fhitney, upon Ai. first exanina

tion, was the result of self-delusions, produced by long |

cleriahied and pampered suspicions of frivial error,
tillimagination, supplying the place «f memary, had
swllen them inlo smpulations of embezzlzment and
fraud.”> Mr. Adams continucs: * Mr. FFhitney
had been sTIMULATED [0 bear lestimony eoa‘nst the
Banl: from alroad. The mure aguravated ihe charges
which he could bring to bear on public opivion

againat the presr’d«:nthqf the bank, the fuircr would)

be the proipeet of sucecss in defeuting the rencwal of
the charfer, and the maore acceplable to the spirit of
parly would be the cervice he might render by the les-
timony he should give.”’

Now, does Mr. Adams wish to Lave extended to
hirn, *in charity to the infirmities of human nature,”’
that the testimony which he gave in the first siate-
ments he made in the House, in which he gave a
detail of his having left the Florida treaty with
General Jackson, which has been fully an | clearly
contradicted, was the result of “imagruaflion sup-
plying the place of memory 2’ Whatever muy be
his wishes, is :t hot much more reasonable to sup-
pose, from the well known character of Mr. Ad-
ams, that he wus ‘“strmulafed’” to give the testi.
mony he did, under the belief that *“the «uore ac-

tabdle to the spirit of party would be the zerviee e
might rendor by the Lsltmoniy he shoddd pive?”

Mr. Adamsreported that 3r. Whitney, upon his
examination, had beenaske], “what had been hix
motive for giving the testfimony 2’ and that he an-
swered, “ hie had no paritcular, but zeneral mot ves,
| for giving the testimony.” What will be thoughtof
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the intéprity of Mr. Adams, when nelthersuchia
question can be found propotunded to Mr. Whitney,
nor such an answer given by him? The question
which waus asked of Mr. Whitney was, ** whethor
he bad any partenlar motive for making a com-
munication,”’ whiclh he stated he had made to the
chairman of the committee; and the answer which
| he gave was, that *“ he had no particular motives;
bia motives were general.? - | |

Mr, Adams reported, that Mr. Whitney retracted
an assertion which he made after it had been
“blaste:l by the production of the books.”” He
then continues: ** Yef the retraction itself was nnt
Jrank and candid. It wos by assuming an allerna-
live, which, while &t abandoned all pretence of eus-
tainéng the fuel, wav yet unwilling lo abandon the
offensive smmpulalion.’ -

There is nothing in the evilence to be found to
sustain Mr. Adams in these statements. The
statements made by Mr. Whitney of Sacts, were
confirmed by the examination of the books. The
same evitlence will show that the retraction ma-le
by Mr. Whitaey as to a discrepancy relating to n
circums’arce, was *‘frank and candid »

‘How is it with 3r. Adams? Isit not clear, that
in the explinstion which he gave afier his state.
ment had been blusted by the production of evi-
dence which he caulkd not controvert, he endea.
vored to protect himself by assuming an “alterna.
tive' which existed previously, neither in shadow
or suhstance? He was “unwilling 1o abandun
the offensive fmputation” contained in his first
statement, that General Juekson was here at the
lime the treaty was ready fir siamature; and then re-
sorts tothe *‘a'ternative” by way of “‘commuta-
tion of the terms’” that he was *“? or near that
time."” Mr. Adamsg, in reference to. . memoran-
dum which Mr. Whitney produced to confirm his
stutement of fucfs, said, **4is, My, W .25, J'shonored
mewnorandum found no endorsemcnt fur the honor of
the drawer.”” | |

It inay be a very questionoble matter, whether
the dishonorvd statement made by Mr. Adams
will find an endorser to the “explunatieon ur commu-
lalion of s lcrms® made by him, - .

To tve future historian anl biographer, is re.
served the tusk of doing justice. '
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