Mg, Apaw's report, long asit is, has already been
road and approved by thousands, as it willbo by tens
and hundreds of theusands ere many days. We con.
cur fully in the annexed character of it 'by the Na.

tional Gazette:

« In dialectic force, clear and vigorous diction,
comprehensiveness of principles and details, intre.
pidity of censure and praise, high disdain of mean.
ness, obliquity and fraud, and general victorious of.
fect,—it cquals at loast his celebrated repliea to Mr.
Russell. ‘Thero is all that the persons who havo
rolied implicitly upon the strength, grasp, and dis-
cipline of his inteilact—all that the - friends of the
Bank who desired most earnestly its complete vindi-.
cation and the assortion of its national immportance—
could have anticipated or hoped. Nover was & bread.
er, mose decisive and complete contrast afforded,
than bstween this consummate work, snd thé sorry
ubortion of tho three inquisitors. '

The tuct of those bers of the ittee
ie exhibited by Jr. Adams in its full deformity. He
proves that thev transcended the Resolution of the
House frot which they derived their powers, and
that they violated the privilegos and outraged the
character of citizens, in a degreo, mode and spirit
which it would scem incumbent upon the House to
take into the most sezious ~counsideration, for the
purpose of salvtary reproof.”

The National Intellig of yesterday states
that in-ihe huzry of putting this report to press, it
overlonked this note of Mr. Watmough appended

to it:— .
« 1 concur fully in all the statoments made, and
principles developed, in the ubove report.
J. G. Warxouan.”
As it balongs to ths subject, the following letter
from yasturday’s Intelligencer is alsu given :’
WassnixaroN, Mav'15th. 1832.
G0 the Editors of the Intelligencer :—Prompte
by a .senso of self revpuct, as well as a due décorum
for the Honge of which Iam a mewmber, it was my
sincero desire 1o prozent a repuil on the subject of
the Bauk frao from all reflections upon the conduet
«nl charaeter of auy individual wlgutn_ver.md thore-
fore in all maltera of fact a plain narrative, without
interence was eubmijted. It was farther my infen.
tion, and how far 1 have succeeded, is cheerfully
submitted to the public, 1o produco & repurt, tempe-
rate, irypartial; rexpectful, and coneistent, but to this
roport 1 find in the columns of your paper of to-duy
an answer, in the shape of a counter report, from
one of tho Commitice, Mr. Adams, so violative ef
all thuwe paticulars, that the malter now no longer
belongs to the qrocecdings of the House, but-has
become perscaal, and will asccordingly be so hold and
treated, i s my intentien to reply 1o it at some
futuro doy, when my public engagements will allow
{he loisute necessary to the undertaking. . ’
Tt is true the author has, in tho closs of hisre
marks, dectared, that ** he impules’ no injustice of
intention to uny oue.and thathe does “all possiblo
justice to {iny] intentiuns, yet if the whole draft of
his enswer is a labored argument to fulsify his own
declaration, and well calculated to cast the imputa.
tion which he diecluims, 1 chooso to answer his rea.
soning. Im themean time, catching something of
a production, that has more of poetrython prose in
its composition, and, perhaps, in imitation of the
fourish with which-it concludes, I will say—

« A civil, sensibie, and weli bre§ muan
Wil nut asperse me—and no other can®

A. 8. CrayroN.
If Mr. Clayton roally believes the report he pro-
duced was * temperate, impartial, respectful and con-
sistent,” he labors under a delusion, whicli we beg to
assute him the public does in no degree share. As
to his future reply, tie should beware lest, after the
example of Jonathan Russel, ‘ho only * catch a

Tartar.” ' i .




