The Enqui er and Judge Clayton of Georgia.
0 Judge Clayton of Georgia,has wrilten a se
r'es of Nos. in the Milledgville fournal, in reply to
WeDuflie's report last winter an the stote ot the cur-
sancy. Bome pains were taken by friendly presses,
1o clout and bandage the Judge's bantling, but in
vain. Weo read the two firet Nos. with great men-
tal exertion, and as some contemporary forcibly says,
from “a sonse of professional duty"—but we could
get no farther. The essays were too heavy and in-
¢'egant fo- this day. and have circula‘ed in only ene
©r lwo presses at the South,

This may be the reason why the Judge complains
ol the extraordinary circulation of NcDuflie's Re-
port. The gentleman may feel a little pigue, that his
own unlicked progeny should die obscurely, when the
splendid offspring of McDuffic’s genius adorned the
pages of & thousand presses, and soared un the accla-
mations of'a whole nation. It gay be the reason.
wiy the Judge. upon anonymous auvthority, has stoop-
cd to the littleness of attempting to strip Mcl)uﬁn‘
of the fame conferred by the authorship of that Re-
port. - |

A likely notion truly, that McDufiie was unequal
to what Langdon Cheves, or Mr. Biddle,or Mr. Ing-

1, able as they are, could accomplish either smg-
Elumud'

But, (says Judge Clayton,) “this much we do know:
one hundred thousand copies of the Bank Report have
been published at the expene of the Bank; it hus been
republished in all the papers in the U. 8. friendly to
that Institution.”

To the first part of this assertion—touching the
100,000 copies by the Bank—we have nothing to say:
ouly we should like to Lkuow, how if' it be true, the
Judge could know it? -

T'o the other branch of the assertion, we have a
word tosay. McDnffie's report was published, we
believe vniversally, by the papers friendly to the
Bank. Whatthen? Does this justify the imsinna-
tion evidently intended, that therefore, those papers
were paid for publishing it>? The Report was pub-
lished also by the papers opposed to the Bank! W hat
does the wise Georgian infer from fAat’? Our co-
temporary published it—so did the Telegraph—waore
they too paid for it by the Bank’? The Judge
iacertainly piqued and mortified, at the still born fate
of his brat—else could he never draw such loose and |
illogical deductions. The truthis this— McDuﬂiea |
report embraced o rubject affecting every part of the ‘
U. States—altention had been roused by the Presi-
dent's message—the report itself, was of transcendant
ability—and therefore, was it universally published.
Cunkered must be the mind, and oblique the vision,
that will not see the force of these facts, but prefars
tothrow the shade of suspicion over a whole class of
fellow citizens.

Ever prompt with his insinnations, an ingenious
neighbor of ours. seizes the opportonity of Clayton’s
remark, to repeat & former insinuation. 1lae 80y, —
If the hand of the Bank be nct in this thing, there
ore al least strong marks of it in cortain newspaper
nrtifles.”  Whicharticles aniwhich newspapers’—
We invite the candid editor to come ont with his spe-
cifications, that the assailed may make their defence, '
and the mnocent know that they are not attacked — |
Did ke not publish MeDufle’s Report? [ag he the |
assurance to iufer the corranption of others, from the
thing which he did himsel? Or does be mean to ad.-
mit, that he tno was bribed by the Bank of the U,

Siates, Lo circulate that Report?
—




