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$1n,

: Whatever other consequences may attend
e circulation of the pamphlet which bears the
¢bove title, it will be generally allowed that it
rnishes one more proof of the truth of the re-
ark, that we have fallen upon times, in which
$enality sculksno longer in the dark, but snatch-
§s the bribe in public,—when rapine preys on
ankind without opposition, and perjury be-
ys it without inquiry ;—when irreligion is
t only avowed but boasted, and the pesti-
nce that used to walk in darkness, is destroy-

eir perpetratorsin naked deformity to the
Norld, is what no man can promise ; but it will
'1; hink be some satisfaction to the lovers of
yuth to sce one of its enemies, exposed to the
ftorn, and contempt of such, as consider virtue

necessary, in the attainment of happiness. Whe-
ther or not there are others in the community
to whom these observations would apply, e-
qually with yourself, I will not now stop to en-
quire, but proceed to the subject, the conside-
ration of which has induced me to trouble the
public with this communication.
When it was announced some months ago
at you intended to publish a vindication of
u'rself from the charges that had been brqught
ainst your conduct, (but which for some'yea-

g at noon-day. . Whether it will be giving azgSon not explained you have dslayed untiv ‘thiis
eck to these enormities, to exhibit one of.?late period) as President pf the late Banking

Institution of this Town, it'vas h8ped by all, and"
believed by many, that it*would at least so far,
differ from your former publications on the -
same subject, as to be uniceived in terms ra.
tional if not convincing,—prudent if not escul--
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patory : certaint I am however, that not one in
twenty, who may have read your pamphlet, (if
indeed so many as the latter number have read
it) have concluded the perusal, without being:
left in doubt which most to.wosder aty yeur fol-
1y, or your audacity /—Most men would discov-
er that to continue (in the same strain) a cen~
troversy, which had brought its author into u-
niversal contempt, and which, had caused all
honest men to shun hig society, was but adding
fresh inducements to the virtuous of the com-
munity, to keep aloof from him.—This, hawev-
er youseem to have overluoked, or disreganded,
and the folly manifested by your publication is,
that you either do not consider the privilege of
associating with good men, as of any conse-
quence, or that your vanity has so blunted your
discerning powers, that you have not discover-
ed how universally you are condemned; and
shunned, on account of the slanders you have
heretofore promulgated. For your audacity
however it is not so easy to account—when the
assassin raises his arm to destroy his victim, it
rarely happens that he executes his deadly pur-
pose in open day, in the midst of numerous
witnesses of unquestionable integrity, who are
not only ready to secure him for punishment,
but capable of giving the most unequivoeal,
and incontrovertible proofs of his guilt: gon
however, in your fiendish zeal to destroy, have
forgotten, or disregarded precaution; in sen-
ding forth the deadly dart, you may perhaps
have imagined, that you would obtain a gratifi-
cation, in inflicting wounds on the peace of
those, who by their uprightness have rendered
themselves odious to men, possessing minds
like your own, which would fully comperisate
for the severest punishment that ceuld await
you ; butlet me telt you that your satanic hope
will be disappointed; the barb has recoiled
from the object at which it has been hurled,
and so long as you are known, or recollected,
in this society, it will be found sheathed and
rankling in your own bosom.

With these preliminary observations I shall
procced to the more important part of my un-
deriuizing, and prove by “a cloud of witnesses”
that every material master that is asserted ae fact
in your pamphlet is vither totally false, or wilfully

. and scandalous’y perverted ; and as a proof that
‘Ido not intend to employ testimony at which
_.your best friends (if zny you have) can cavil,

I'shall commence with that given by yoursels,

before the committee of the House of Assem.

bly ; butas it is rather lengthy, and as1 par-

ticularly wish it to be perused with attention, I

shall reserve it for my next communication,
—

Sin, No. 2.
The following is a rranscrifit of the tes-

timony you gave before the Committee of the

House of Aysembly, which I (for the prea-
ent) submit to the public without comment.
I think hewever it will be fonnd to contaiu
matter, f0 a8sis? ma in yedeeming the pledge«‘lé
I gaye at the conclusion of my last number. |

Mr. Whitney called in, and stated, tkar;
ke was the only President of the Bank,was
suspivious for some weeks before the failure'
of the Bank thut there had been an abatracw
tion of its ffunds, from circumstances of M.
Bartlet’s conduct, and a fartial view of the
Books. The Books were principally kept
by Ferguson the Teller, Bartlet’s hand ap-
peared sorgetimes in the books; does not re-
collect see?hF his hand writing in other book
than the Blotter. Went to Montreal in
March, and returned some time in June,
soon after his return asked DBartlet if the!
becks were posted P Bartlet replied that|
they were not, wished him to post, or direct
them to be posted, as himself and others
wished to ascertain a correct statement of
the books ; this not being done, he commen-
ced an examination of the books, notes, and
accounts, found discounts given to many
which he did not approve of, accounts en-
creased, and 71 notes not renewed, of whici‘x
notes he made out a list : this was in AugusH,
Bartlet was in and out of the Bank, not at{
tending constantly as he ought to do. Whe
be completed a list of the notes not renewed
Bartlet not being there, and it being abou
the hour of closing the Bank, he gave the:
list to Ferguson, desired him to hand it t
Bartlet, and get as many of them renewec|
as possible, by the next discount day : waj
informed by Ferguson that he gave the lis |
to Bartlet, whotore it up, saying it was nonq:
of his (Whitney’s) business, Urged thi:
posting of thebooks : was informed two day/s
afterwards that the books were posted—ex -
amined Dalton’s account, and found that hye
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owed about L3000, supposed that his debt
was abeut L1100, Asked Ferguson if this
were a correct statement of Dalton’s ac-
count? he said it was ; Bartlet replied it
was not.  Witness asked if it were in fact as
it appeared, that so many hotes remained
notrehewed ? Fergusen satd yes, and Bar¢-
Tet denied it. Being wholly dissatisfied with
the appearance of the books, he was deter-
mined ta investigate the affairs of the estab-
lishment, and with Bartlet proceeded to as-
sort the notes preparatory to counting the
money. As he finished assorting one parcel,
another was handed him by Fergusom, or
Burtlet, till it was reported that that was
all. Bartlet was about a good deal ef the
time during Bank hours. This was some
time in August; on annther day Whituey
said to Bartlet, he was ready to proceed to
ceunt the money ; Bartlet replied it was al-
ready counted, and gave a statement of the
whole: Ferguson observed that there were
sufficient funds in the Bank, and a surplus
of 200,in which Bartlet concurred. Fer-
guson accounted for surplus by saying that
money had been deposited, & checks given,
witheut having becn entered, Whitney said
to Bartlet, shall we proceed to examine the
money to see whether you are correct ? he
replied, I have examined it, and you may if
you checse. He accordingly commenced in
presence of Bartlet and Ferguson, and found
several of the parcels correct, admitting
each small parcel to contain 100 notes ; the
inrge parcels were marked as containing
14000 : at length he discovered' that one of
the large parcels contained L5350 : he cal-
led to gartlel and pointed out the ertor, to
which he made no reply, made a new bor-
dereau, & put this parcel down as cerrected,
and continuing his examination, found anoth-
er containing L4150, called to Bartlet again,
and pointed out the error—no reply ; cor-
rected it, and proceeded as before, conclu-
ded the examination, and made the amount
L1500 more than the statement given him
by Bartlet. At the closing of the Bank, said
to Bartlet that he would proceed to com-
pare the notes with the bill book in the mor-
ning. On comng to the Bank in the morn-
ing, reccived a note from Bartlet, informing

bim that he was ill, and stating that he
(Bartlet) did not know why he (Whitney)
wished to examine the notes, as that was a
business of his own. Considered this extra-
ordinary, and teld Ferguson to exhibit the
notes, and they would proceed to the exam-
ination. Perguson rephed that he was or-
dered by Bartlet not to exhibit the notes,
Witness replied that he had ne right to give
such orders, and insisted upon Fergusen
oducing the mnotest Ferguson begged
hitney net ta insist upon it, that Bartlet
would probably be there in th¢ course of the
day—then returned to the examination of
the books, In the course of the day Bartlet
came to the Bank, Whitney spoke to him as
if nothing had transpired, and said he was
ready to proceed to the examination spoken
of last night. Bartlet replied that he did not
know what particular business Whitney had
to see the notes, that it was a business of his
awn ; Whitney said there could be no ob-
jection, he had devoted himself to the ex-
amination, and it would at all events assist
him, Bartlet then said, ke should not sub-
mit the notes to Whitney without orders
Jrom the Directors. Bartlet then agreed at
the request of Whitney, to make out a state-
ment himself in the course of the week, and
submit it to the Directors. Whitney went
to Mr. McLeod and acquainted him with
the information he had ebtained, and also of
the suspicious conduct of Bartlet—spoke
Ea.rticularly of Dalton’s account, which Mc-
eod sald must be incorrect, as no money
had been loaned him after Whitney went to
Montreal ; if he had had any thing further;
it was without the consent of the Directors.
It was settled between them that Whitney
had better proceed quietly to get the infor-
mation. Went to Sheriff McLean, and sta-
ted some circumstances, also that Bartlet
owed L1200 for Jefferson County Bills, for
which he had given no acknowledgment or
security. Mr. McLean of the same opinion
with McLeod. Some time passed on wait-
ing for the promised statement, a partial one
on slips of paper was given, which not be-
ing satisfactory, Whitney in presence of the
board of Directors, asked Bartlet if he had
his statement made out ? he replied no—but
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promised to have it at the next discount day.
Present Messrs. Whitney, Richmond, Dal-
ton, McLean, Bartlet and Murney. Whit-
ney asked Bartlet if he had his statement,
he made no reply, but said he had a matter
to submit to them. He said kis note frayable
to Whitney for L850 in August last, had
been piresented to Whitney, and he had refu-
sed to endorse it ; and wished the ofiinion of
the board whether such conduct was right ;
to which Dalton replied it was infamous.
Richmond disapsproved of his conduct.
Whitney never had refused to endorse the
note except to the Teller some time after
the discount day : McLean said that on the
day of discount he should have indorsed the
note or refused to do so; he explained his
reasons for not having endorsed it, which at
that time he did not wish do; it was onac-
count of the amount owed by Bartlet and by
Dalton, for whom Bartlet endorsed. Bare-
et then complained that W litney’s note for
L1700 had been sn the Bank for about two
months as a ren~wal for @ note of L2180, on
awhich he had fiaid L480, and the old nste
was delivered ¢ him, and the new one asa
renewal, and as an endursed note, had been
passed tirongh the books by Ferguson haya-
ble to Bartlet, Directors refused to proceed
in other business till Whitney’s note was se-
cured, and adjourned to 10 o’clock the next
day, At adjourned meeting 29th August, Whit-
ney said he suspected there wns a deficiency of
13000 or L4000, but that he could not ascertain
it correctly in consequence of the information with-
held by Bartlet. Bartlet said he knew that there
was a deficiency, and that Ferguson should be
turned out, as he had been building brick houses,
&c. and was the peculator. At this meeting he
was suspended.  Stated at the meeung that
it struck him there was a deadly conspiracy
against the Bank, and that they were pursu-
ing the course proper to effect the object.
Whitney when he went home told his wife
that he was convinced there was a deadly
conspiracy against the Bank, that he knew
there was money eollected at Montreal, and
that he thought it necessary, after consult-
ing with his friends, and deliberating till
12 o’clock, to set off for Montreal and se-
cure the monev there ; weot down in421 2
hours, went to the Bank and asked how much

money they had of the Kingston Bank, reply a-
bout L8000. He took that amount, L1000 he
loaned to Gates & Co. the rest he put into an iron
cheat purchased for that purpose, and put it in
charge of a fr.end, and returned home, told them
at the Bank nothing of what had occurred. It
(the money ) was given him for the purpose of be-
ing delivered to the Bank of Kingston, and was
not addressed to any particular person; at the
same tsme recejved a letter for Bartlet, was unac~
q ted with its ts, sent the letter to the
Bank, but told Bartlet nothing of the money. A
meecing of the Stockholders and Directors
took place on the day after his return, at
which he stated the object of his journey,
and the fact of his having received the mo-
ney, and that he would place the same in the
vaults of the Bank the moment he could with
safety do it, that is as soon as the affairs of
the Bank were organized, as they now seem-
ed in a state of anarchy. Cumming, Mur-
ney, and McLean were present, all expres-
sed satisfaction at his conduct except Me-
Lean ; and he told him that if he would not
be so impatient all would come out right as
respected himself. On the return of Mr.
Hagerman a meeting was called, which Whitney
was invited to attend. and was requested to resign
his situation as President, and that Bartlet should
also resign ; he declined doing so, in consequence
of being bound as security for Jur. Bartlet, also
for @ sum of money payable to the Canada Bank,
all which the Directors offered to indemnify him in,
and publish a resolution, that would remove any
stigma on his character., This wus Saturday, and
witness saidif ihey would zive him till Monday he
would give an answer. On that day he did so
resign, upon the terms proposed, Axp veox
RECEIVING L500, waIcd Wis UNANIMUCSLY V0.
TED HIM, L250 TO BE PAID IMMEDIATILY, ABD
1250 WHES THE APFAIRS OF THE BANK wouLD
arLow, Since which time he has had nothing
to do with the affairs of the Bank.

Tae L8000 was NoT DENMANDED oF miM, but
he stated at the meeting as before, that upon
the reorganization of the Bank, he would pay
in the 8000/, —Tas 8000/ Wis NOT ra:p IN UN-
TIL THE ABOVE ARR:NGEMLNT WAS EFFECTED.

Before the charges were preferred, Rich-
mond asked witness if he did not think Bartlet
had been making use of the money, and said
that Mr, Hagerman previous to his departure,
had informed him that he suspected this was
the case.
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No. 3.

SIR,

Those who have taken the trouble to
read your Pamphlet, will at once perceive
that the principal object you had in view in
publishing it, (next to exculpating yourselt)
was to criminate Mr. Hagerman, by shew-
ing that the abstraction of the funds of the
Bank took place after you ceased to be Pre-
sident, and during the time he (Mr. H. as
you affirm) officiated as such. The language
of truth, Mr. Whitney, is always consistent,
and never can be controverted, but that of
wickedness is mvariably contradictory, and
generally self-condemning. It would be suf-
ficient to convince any unprejudiced mind,
that yours is of the latter class, by simply re-
ferring to the style and temper exhibited in
your Pamphlet. In vain will the reader
therein search for the dignity of virtuous
sentiments,—the plain unvarnished tale of
truth,—the language of injured innocence '—
Base insinuations, having for their object the
gratification of inveterate malice, stamp the
character of every page; and I give little
-credit for generous feelings to that man,
who can conclude the perusal without feel-
ing disgust, and abhorrence, for its heartless
author. But Sir, you have not left your rea-
ders to infer that your story is false, merely
from your manner of telling it ; on the con-
trary you have heedlessly recorded your con-
tradiction of yourself ;—let such as fee! any
doubt upon the subject, examine the very
first paragraph of your statement, given be-
fore the Committee of the House of Assem-
bly, a statement made before persons who
had an opportunity of cross-questioning you,
and upon an occasion where prevarication
would not avail you; and where you conse-
quently felt constrained to adhere as nearly
as possible to the trath ; it will there be
found that you declared yourself to be ** zke
ONLY President !” and that ‘“ for some
weeks BEFORE the failure of the Bank, you
suspiected its funds had been abstracted !”
And on the 29th of August, the day on which
you were “ suspended,’” you declare, * that
you stated to the Board of Directors, that
you suspected the deficiency amounted to-

L3000 or L4000!"* Now Sir, will you be
“ kind enough” to explain tothe public why
not one word of thisis set forth in your Pam-
phlet ? will you be * good enough” at the
same time, to refer to the 25th page of said
production, and inform such as you hope to
convince of the truth of any thing you can
say, how it happens that you there endeav-
our to impress the public with an opinien,
that this deficiency did not occur until a
month after you ceased to be President 72—
bearing in mind that you are at the same
time to account for having told ** John Aic-
Lean, Esq. several days before your susficn.
siont, that you believed the amount abstrac-
ted to be L4000 And for your own sake,
be «“ good enourrh” to account for the sur-
frising exactness of your guess !—for let
the reader bear in mind that the total defi-
ciency ascertained in the funds of the Bank
was £5884, of which sum £1978 were dis-
counted notes, not forthcoming, (the absence
of which you were not aware of, as you state
that you had not examined them) so that the
deficiency in cash as susfiected by you, was
actually about 14000 !!

Having thus pointed out some of the fos-
itive contradictions you have been guilty of
in your two statements, I beg the reader
next to notice how totally diffcrent they are
in tone, and in narrative, so far as re¢lates to
the slander of several individuals, and in par-
ticular of Mr. Hagerman. Why you should
have withheld from the Committee, and
from the House of Assembly, at whose bar
you were twice heard, information of the cir-
cumstances you affirmed to be true, in the
Legislative Council Chamber, and have since
published to the world, most persons will
not easily comprehend ; but afew words
will explain the mystery. It was not uatil
after your conduct as President of the Bank
had been pronounced ** infamous,” by the
highly respectable €hairman of the select
committee, (2 judgment authorized by your
own statement of your measures) that the
malice natural to your depraved heart was
excited : and when you found that your at-
tempts to free yourself from just responsi-
bility were opposed by those you inselently
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imagined would have assisted you in your de-
signs, your indignation knew no bounds ; then
it was that you determined, that if you were
to be consigned to the odium and contempt
of mankind, you would at least endeavour to
procure to yourself the satisfaction, ot
spreading desolation about you, by the des-
truction of the fair fame of those who had
virtue enough to resist your unjust preten.
sions, ‘The reflections that present them-
selves to the mind, on this part of your con-
duct, are numerous, but they shall be for the
present suspended : they will come more
opportunely when I have completed the ex-
amination I have undertaken.

I here dismiss further notice of particular
instances of contradictions and inconsisten-
cies your two statements oppose to each o-
ther, (although I shallin all probability have
occasion hercafter to contrast them) and
will now confine myself to the refuting of
such other parts of your Pamphlet as are
false, by reference to living witnesses, and as
they will be persons of the very first respec-
tability, possessing too much honor to allow
their names to be made use of for the pur.
pose of giving currency to untruth, I have
not the slightest doubt but that any one of
them will promptly contradict any mistate-
ment I may make, for the correctness of
which Iimproperly appeal to them,

——
Kingston, Tth August, 1828.
Mz, Eprrow,

I will thank you to insert in your next
Herald, the enclosed letter received by me
this day. It affords another proof of M.
Whitney’s talent for fabrication. Those
who are acquainted with Mr. Richmond
know him to be possessed of oo high a re-
gard for truth, to doubt the correctness of a-
ny thing he thus positively aflirms.

Yours, VINDEX,

T0 VINDEX.
SIR,
In your statement of Mr. Whitney’s
evidence before the House of Assembly, I
find the following words: ‘¢ Before the

charges were preferred, Richmond asked
witness if he did not think Bartlet had
been making use of the money, and said
that Mr. Hagerman previous to his depar.
ture, had informed him that he suspected
this was the case.”

I beg leave to assure you most solemn.
ly, that this is a gross and slanderous
falsehocd, no such conversation passed
between Whitney and myself, nor did
Mr. Hagerman ever say any thing to me
of the nature here stated. The whol» is
a scandalous fabrication, like the most
that has appeared from him before the
pubtic. )

You are at liberty to apply this com-
munication to whatever use you may think
proper.

I am, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
ARCH. RICHMOND.
Kingston, 6th August, 1823,

SIR,

In the very first sentence of your publi-
cation you insinuate a falsehood, viz. that
Mr. Bartlet was assisted by Mr. Hagerman
in his Pamphlet : so far from this being the
fact, that gentleman never even heard of
Mr. Bamlet’s intention to publish any state-
ment, and when it appeared Mr. H. at once
condemned the measure ; and in proof of
this [ have not the least doubt but that Mr.
Bartlet would at any time make oath, if re-
quired.

From the 1st to the 19th page, your Pam-
phlet is taken up with a statement of your
proceedings, from the time of your return to-
Kingston in June, to the period of your resig-
nation of the office of President : all of which'
I shall for the present pass over, intending®
in a subsequent part of this letter, to prove’
that supposing all you relate of your con-
duct in those pages to be true, how com-
pletely you have shewn yourself to have been
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unfit, and unworthy, to hold the highly ves-
pectable and responsible situation of Presi-
dent to a Banking association, a situation re-
quiring two essential qualities, ©* ability and
integrity,” both of which, (to the dire mis-
fortune of those, who incautiously permitted
themselves to be associated with you,) you
bave proved yourself to be so lamentably de-
ficient in.

It would be extending this letter to an un-
reasonable and unprofitable length, to copy
the words in which you relate your tale, and
therefore I shall merely take the substance
of your statement. You would have it be-
lieved that the conditions on which you a-
greed to resign, namely, 1st, a release from
the bond given by you as surety for Mr. Bart-
let, 2dly, indemnity against the note of 5000/.
in Montreal, 8dly, the sale of a portion of
your Stock, and 4thly, a plaster for your in-
jured reputation, were all with alacrity con-
ceded to you ; and as a turther instance of
joy and satisfaction, at getting rid of you,
500.. were by the board ot Directors, unan-
imously voted you, for your services; and
all this you insinuate was done, in order that
you, (possessing immaculate virtue and ho-
nor) might no longer by your presence, re-
strain the propensities of certain individuals
to pillage the Bank !t Now Sir, knowing as
you do, that this statement is utierly false, it
cannat surprise you, that it should be affirm-
ed to be so ; but those who take an interest
in this controversy, will I dare say, require
some proof of your buing so entirely without
honesty or discretion, as to have ventured to
make assertions of so much conscquence
without good grounds for so doing, and for
this reason I shall give the following real
statement of Facts, and for the truth of which
I refer to John Cumming and John McLean,
Fsquires, and Messrs. Murncy, MrLeod
and Richmond. 1 purposely leave out the
names of the other Directors, because, it
may fairly be supposed, that your conduct
towards them has in no small degree incen-
sed them against you.

Mr, Hagerman had been absent attending
to the performance of important professional
duties, that had been assigned to him, from

the middle of July to the 15th of September.
On his return home he was informed of the
difliculties that had occurred at the Bank,
which induced him to beg that a meeting of
the Directors might be immediately conve-
ned, and this accordingly took place, at
which it was proposcd, that every effort
should be used, to restore harmany among
the ofhicers of the Bank, and if possible a-
vert impending rain. And as a step towards
which, it was suggested, that it would he ad-
visable, that both yourself and the Cashier,
should resign your offices, and that others
should be ¢lected to fill thosc situations, be.
tween whom it might be reasouably expec-
ted that greater cordiality would prevail. It
was however alledged, that there was no
probability of being able to preserve the cre-
dit of the Bank, unless you would immedi-
ately restore the 8000. you had surrepti-
tiously obtained from Mr. Armour in Mon-
tr-al. Mr. Hagerman expressed his conyic-
tion, that you would at once restore the mo-
ney when called on so to do, that although
your conduct had been injudicious, and ill
advised, yet he was persuaded that you had
not obtained it for any dishonest purpose ;
he therefore recommended, (notwithstan-
ding your suspension) that you should be re-
quested to attend the board at its next sit-
ting ; to this there was some objection, but
his advice prevailed, and you accordingly in
pursuance of a request made through him,
attended the meeting the following evening,
to which time it had adjourned. But what
was his astonishment, as well as that of some
others of the Dircctors, when you prieremfi-
torily refused to resign as President, or to
deliver ufi the 8000, unless the terms which
were aficrwards granted ysu were agreedto !
So far from being disposed to give up th: acd-
vantage you supposed you possessed in hav-
ing so large a sum of the funds of the Insti-
tution in your hands, and out of which there
wns no means of wresting it thea you declar-
ed you would not even deposit the bills in the hands
of the Hon G. H. Mmarkland, or Mr. Kirby. with
either of whom it was propesed to you to lodge
them, nor wauld you at qll part with them, unless
the tevms dictated by yourself (Cand not proposed
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io you as you insinuate ) were agreed to by the
Directors, Finding you thus determined you
werd desired .0 withildraw, aond atter some
delibevation it was determined most refuc-
tantly, by a majority of the board, thut as it was
Hupussic 10 reswore the crednt of the Bank,
50 long as you were in possession of so large
an amouat of its funds, which you might
when you pleased putin circulation, it would
be better to agree to the terms you imposed,
than to forego the chance of keeping the In-
stitution from total failure ; you were accor-
dingly again called in, and informe), that on
the Monday moraing following you should
bring down the money n your possession,
and your terms should be complieu with, Oa
that morning you made your appearance,
but without the money ; youthen for the first
time informed the board that you had left
60004 in Montreal, and loaned 1000/, more
to Messrs. Gates & Co.  You however
brought with you a resolution relative to
your character, which was so disgustingly
drawn up, that it was rejected the moment
it was heard, and those drawn by Mr. Ha-
german, as a matter of necessity, sabstitu-
ted. When all this was done, discovering
the power you had in your hands, you were
resolved to exertit to the full, and therefore
notwithstanding all you at first demaaded
was granted you, you stated a new objection
to giving up the money, and peremptorily
refused todo so, uuless you were allowed
500/.as a compensation for services you al-
leged you had performed. This proposal,
so unexpected, and so entirely unjust, exci-
ted universal indignation ; there was not a
Director present who did not exclaim against
it, and it was accordingly unhesitatingly re-
fused. Asyou however persisted in claim-
ing the allowance, and that too by having it
immed,ately endorsed on one of your notes ; andin
case ot retusal threatcaing to retain the mo-
ney, it was at length agreed ("ex necessitate )
that it should be allowed you in the manner
stated in the resolutions,

This statement of the truth of the above
transaction, will I trust answer two purpo-
ses, first, that of exposing your villainy, (par-

don gentle reader the apparent rudeness of
the phrase,) and secondly, in some measure
exculpating the Directors from charges of
improper ~ conduct, (almost universally
brought against them by the Stockholders)
in squandering their funds on so unworthy
an object ; they will see that the Directors
were coerced and compielled into a measure,
the injustice of which they deeply felt.

It may be proper here to explain why Mr.
Bartlet did not resign, as was proposed. The
reason is plainly this : when it was first sta-
ted to Mr. Bartlet that it would be proper
for him to give up his situation in the Bank,
he at once expressed his willingness to do
so ifrequired. At a subsequent meeting
however he scated, that as it had been re-~
ported by Mr. Whitney that a large propor-
tion of the funds of the Bank had been sto-
len, and as he was responsible for any deficsency,
he thougnt 1t but right that he should retain
his situation until tke true state of the funds
of the Institution could be enquired into ; at
the same time expressing a wish that some
person in whom the Directors had confidence
might be associated with him, to witness his
conduct. There was so much of reasona-
bleness in these remarks, that the Directors
acquiesced in them. Mr. Stanton, a gentle-
man of known honor and probity as well as
ability, was associated with Mr. Bartlet, who
continued to fulfil the duties of Cashier, un-
til the investigation reported by Messrs.
Stanton, Thomson, McDonell, and Radiger
was concluded.
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No. 5.
SIR,

The next instance of misrepresentation,
which T shalt advert to, is one you seem to
Liave no small anxiety toimpress on the pub-
lic as a truth : I allude to that in which you
affirm, that Mr, Hagsrman succeeded You
as President of the Bank. \Wcreit notthat
every person who possesses any regard for
bis character, must fecl it a deep degrada-
tion to have it imputed to him, that he had
succeeded to any place you were ever con-
sidered worthy to fill, it would be of little
consequence to Contravert your assertion :
as itis, however, I shall briefly state the
truth of the matter.  Some days after you
were got rid of, Mr. M/ Leod mentioned at
the board of Directors, that it was advisable
to fill up the vacancy that had occurred,and
proposed that Mr. Hagerman should he e-
lected : Mr H. ar once declared that no con-
sideration would induce him to accefit the f-
fice of President, but that if his brother Du
rectors thought, that the business of the In-
stitution would derive any advantage from
his presiding at their meetings, he would do
50, as it was his anxious wish to_lend all the
assistance inhis power, towards bringing the
affairs of the Bank to a satisfactory conclu-
sion : at the same time however, he partic-
ularly stipulated, that no notice whatev-r
was to be taken of his performing even this
duty, but among themselves. From this
statement, and for confirmation of the truth
of which appeal is made to cvery Director,
the public are left to judge whether Mr. H.
was or was not President. It is plain that
he did not consider himself as such, and it
is equally certain that the moment he inti-
mated to the several gentlemen of the board,
his disappointment at seeing the notice of the
24th December in the ( hrouicle, purport-
ing to be signcd by him as  President of the
Bank,” (a notice which was so far from ha-
ving been authorized by him, that he had ne-
ver seen, nor heard of it, until after its pub-
lication) that they caused it to be discontin-
ued, and explained the inadvertence to which
its appearance was attributable, The truth
is, that in the book where the proceedings

of the board were usually noted, an entry
was made, stating that on a certain day
My, H. had become President, an entry
which arose entirely from misapprehension
on the part of the officer who made it.—I
should not have dwelt thuslong on a point,
which by most persous will be consider«d
unimportant, were it not that it affords an-
other opportunity of exposing your malice,
and inconsistency : your object in endeav-
ouring to impress the public with an opin-
ion, that Mr, H. was actually President of
the Bank, arises from an anxiety on yvour
part, to have it belicved that he was inti-
mately associated with, and acting in con-
cert with Mr, Bartlet ; and as you seem to
consider it as a matter admitted on all hands,
that he (Mr.B.) was the peculator, you
think by this means you will establish an v-
niversal belicf, that Mr. H. shared the **ill-
gotten fielf.’—=NULGAR, detestable wretch !
That Mr, Hagcrman manifested for My,
Bartlet more consideration than the general-
ity of people thought him entitled to, may
be perhaps true, but before blame is attach-
ed to him for conduct not understood, it would
be well if his motives were enquired into ;
this is not the place in which an explana-
tion can be properly introduced, it may here-
after be entered upon, suffice it for the pre-
sent to say, that every step of Mr. Hager-
man’s conduct in relation to Mr. Bartlet,
was fully understood, and approved of by the
board of Directors, by whose advice he was
entirely governed, and also equally well un-
derstood by Messrs, Stanton, Thomson, M’-
Donell, and Radiger ; let any one of those
Gentlemen say whether these motives were
discreditable to Mr. H. or to the disadvan-
tage of the Bank —But %o return to yourself :
when you insinuate thut Mr. Hagerman, by
becoming President, (as you affirm) acqui-
red a controul over the funds which enabled
him to dispose of them as he might think
proper, did you forget the remark you your-
self make at the 32d page of your Pamphlet,
that the President could not in the least in-
terfire with them ! Now Siv, it is perfeetly
true that the President had no right to in-
terfere with them,but you frequently assum-
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ed that right, and it was entirely cwing 10
its being at length disputed with you, in con-
sequence of your refusing first to obtain the
sanction of the Directors to your firoceed-
ings, thatyour quarrel with Mr. Bartlet took
place ! and for the truth of this I refer the
reader to your own statement as contained
in the production this letter is intended to ex-
amine.  Supposing then that Mr. H. did ac-
tually fill the situation of President, from
your own shewing he did not from that cir-
cumstance, obtain any facilities of disposing
of its funds ; but you would probably have
it understood (and so I understand you) that
Mr. H. received his share of the plunder
through Mr. Bartlet, and you found your o-
pinion upon his apparent intimacy with that
individual ; now all I have to say upon this
point is, that there never existed between
Mr. H. and Mr. B. the slightest intimacy ;
the only intercourse they ever had with each
other was upon ordinary business, and of no
other kind or description whatever ; had the
reverse been the case, however, surely you
ought not to allegeitas a charge against any
one. Have you forgotten who it was that
first induced the Stockholders to entertain
sufficient confidence in Mr. Bartlet’s integ-
rity to allow him to hold the double office of
Cashier and Director P Do you recollect who
it was that for the whole period you were
President, exclusively endorsed your Notes,
and to the amount of several thousand
pounds ? and will you also bring to mind the
person who never refused to endorse his
(B’s) Notes, to any amount, until he oppo-
sed the schemes you appeared to him to be
practising to effect the most dishonest pur-
pose ?—when you recollect that you were
the person to whom 1 allude, you certainly
I think, will blush (if you can feel shame,) at
your folly, in now bringing it as an accusation
against another, that he should act on the

faith of your example, The teuth is,- that

as long as Mr. Bartlet  suffered you to pro-
ceed in your measures without interruption,
you never hinted the kast suspicion of his
want of integrity, but the moment he oppos-
ed you, you endeavoured to hold him up as

being every thing that was worthless ang
dishonest,

Your next misrepresentation is, that when
the Bank stopped payment, there was £.248g
in specie in the vaults—this you know to be
false ; you know that there was nothing like
that sum on hand, but that it had been ab-
stracted during the time you were President,
It is quite true that it appeared from the
books, that sum ought to have been forth-
coming ; but such was not the fact: how
much really remained I have not been able
to ascertain, but every Director would feel
but little hesitation in affirming, that nothing
was “abstracted” after you ceased to be Pre.
sident.

The next point to which I shall refer is
that relating to the discontinuing of Mr. Ma-
nahan, who had been employed in examin.
ing the books ; and you endeavor to give a
turn to this circumstance, as foolish as it is
false ; you say that at the moment Mr. M.
came to a conclusion that there was a defi-
ciency in the funds, he was on some idle pre-
tence sent off to York, in order to prevent
his developing the knowledge he had acqui-
red. Now Sir, when it is known that Mr.
Stanton and another highly respectable
young man, were emploved af the same time
with Mr. Manahan, for the exfiress fiurfiose
of finding out that very fact, viz, what the
deficiency was, 1 cannot imagine how you
can pretend that he was removed to prevent
its being ascertained, unless you think the
persons retained less competent then Mr.,
Manahan, to make the discovery,—I am not
disposed to enter into any discussion with an
individual, who may have been actuated by
good motives in what he has done 5 butI
think I may venture to say, that Mr, Mana-
han has himself totally misunderstood the
motives which governed several individuals
connected with the Bank, in their conduct
towards him. In the first place he never
was discontinued, because there was the
slightest wish to prevent his coming at a true
state of the affairs of the Bank ; or because
any one had any doubt of his ability to inves-
tigate them ; but objections were raised ta
his being employed by a person deeply 1n~
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terested in the mvestigation then going on,
and to whose objections the board was bound
to attend ; several of the Directors were
anxious that he should be retained, but they
felt the necessity of discontinuing him, I
feel no hesitation in saying that had Mr.
Manahan enquired of any one of the Direc-
tors at the time, or (if he still feels any anx-
iety on the subject) even now puts the ques-
tion in a reasonable manner, he will be made
fully sensible of the truth of the foregoing
observations. I have noticed Mr. Mana-
han’s note addressed to you, and which you
have published at the end of your Pamphlet.
1 regret .that a person so respectable as I
believe Mr. Manahan to be, should have
been induced to allow you to use his name,
the more particularly as I think he has suf-
fered it to be employed in giving currency to
statements, that have been circulated for
the purposes of calumny and misrepresenta-
tion ; one of which I shall now point out.
At the first meeting of the Stockholders,
Hugh McGregor, Esq. in the Chair, you
state that Mr. Hagerman explained that the
reason Mr. Manahan was not continued was
delicacy to Mr. Bartlet’s feelings, and also
fledged himself that Mr. B. was aninnocent
man : the first point I shall not again refer
to, but the latter is a gross perversion of
words : the declaration Mr. Hagerman
made was, that he did not appear as the de
fender of Mr. Bartlet, but he would take up-
on himself to affirm, that the Directors had
no evidence to induce them to charge him
with guilt, on the contrary, that his conduct
since the failure of the Bank, had not been
such as indicated a wish to embarrass the in-
vestigation of its affairs, but was perfectly
fair and open, and altogether such as indu-
ced the Directors to entertain a favorable
opinion of him. What furth:r remarks he
made are not remembered, and if they were,
it is not necessary or important to state thein;
but as a proof that the Stockholders were
satisfied with his explanation, they did not
persist in requiring Mr. Manahan to be em-
ployed, but adopted the measures saggested
. by him (Mr. H.) »nd those only, viz. the ap-
pointment of a highly respectable commit-

tee, to be associated with the Directors, for
the purpose of witnessing the measures they
found it necessary to pursue, in bringing the
affairs of the Institution to 4 conclusion, and
make a report to the Stockholders of tie
state of its funds, and of the causes which
led to its fuilure. The Resolutions adopted
on this occasion were drawn up by Mr. Ha-
german, the silly Chairman not being com-
petent to perform his duty in that respect.
By the bye, as you were not yourself pres-
ent, will you be good enough to inform the
public, whether you obtained your informa-
tion of the proceedings of this meeting from
this contemptible block-head ? as in such
case you may relieve yourself from the im-
putation of having fabricated el the false-
hoods your Pamphlet contains.

No. 6.
SIR,

Although you may have it in your power
to say that you published as true, the account
your pamphlet contains of the procedings of
the meeting referred to in my last, on the
faith of some person as faithless as yourself ;
you have no such excuse to plead for the
faise and garbled statement you have given
of the occurrences of the 23d December ;
you were yourself present at the meeting of
the Stockholders on that day, and by your
conduct rendered yourself somewhat con-
spicuous. Your manner of relating this part
of your story, is so unconnected and disgust-
ing, that I shall not attempt to quote your
words, but bricfly detail what actually took
place, leaving to such as are interested to
compare the two statements, and referving
to every director, and Messrs. Stanton,
Thomson and M. Donell for the truth of what
I shall affirm :(—

When in pursuance of Mr. Hagerman’s
suggestion and advice, a committee of Stock-
holders was appointed to act with the Divec-
tors in the iavestigation of the affairs of the
bank, they entered on the performance of
the duty assigned to them with zeal and care-
fulness; and every facility was afforded them
by the Directors within their power; they
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were also constantly present at every dehibe-
ration of the Board, and their opinions as}{-
ed upon every subject that came under dis-
cussion ; and I believe it would not be pre-
suming too much to say, that there was nota
single instance of disagreement between the
board and committee. When the latter
gentlemen had  gone  through with the in-
vestigation they had undertaken, and decla-
red themselves ready to submit their report
to the Stockholders, the Directors gave no-
tice of the circumstauce, and that a meeting
would be held at Brown’s hotel on the 23d
December.—As  this meeting was to be
one of much interest and importance to the
partics interested, it was very desira_ble that
it should be properly managed, and itthere-
for becane a matter of uiscussion at the
board, in what manaer it should be conquct-
ed ; it was thought, chat as the meeting wus
to be convened by the Directors, that they
were the proper persons to conduct it 5 and
Mr. Hagerman was accordingly requested
by them to preside atit; and received in-
structions at the same time, to give to the
Stockholders all the information in his pow-
er, on subjects connected withh the institution.
Mr. Hagerman most reluctantly undertook
this duty, upon receiving the assurance of
the Directors that he should have from them
every possible support.  Accovdingly, when
the meeting had assembled, Mr. Hagerman
announced that the conmittec appotated by
the Stockholders to investigate the affairs of
the Bank, having declared themselves rea-
dy to make their repost, the Directors had
convened the present meeting with a view to
its being submitted, and also for the purpose
of giving to the Srockholders such further
explanation as it was in their power to give
in relation to the Bank; but observing that
there were several persous inthe room not
Stockholders, he suggested the propriety of
their reuring, as the meeting was intended
to be confined to those only who were part-
ners of the association. This latter observa-
tion excited the indignation of a Gentleman
present not @ Stockholder, who choseto con-
sider that the remark, aithough made in the
most general terms, was intended to apply

frarticularly to him, and ina mauner not re-
markable for coolness or discretion, he re-
proached Mr. H. for the observations : this
led to a good deal of asperity and unneces-
sary warmth ; in the course of which some
one of the offended party observed, that the
meeting being one of a general character,
and not of the Directors only, Mr. H. had
no right to assume the Chair, and proposed
that some other p rson in the room should
be elccted. Mr. Hagerman at once stated
taat he had not assumed the Chair, but that
he had been requested to take it, with a view
of giving to such as were entitled to an ex-
planation a full account of the affairs of the
Bank so far as the Directors had any know-
ledge of them: and he further remarked
that he should retain his situation until that
was donc, and then he should be most hap-
py to resigo it to any other person the Stock-
holders mught choose to sclect. Notwith-
standing this explanation however, much
confusion continued, and Mr. H. perceiving
that the chance of preserving proper order
was hopeless, ke firofiosed that the sense of
the meeing should be taken, whether he
shiould contiuue in the Chair or not, observ-
ing that as his situation was far from being
enviaole, he would abide by what might ap-
pear to be the wishes of the majority : upon
this question being putit appeared that there
was i majority of persons in the room, desi-
rous that some other individual should pre-
side, upon whichh Mr. H. immediately left
his place and retired from the room.—In ar-
der however to shew that the minority was
not such as he had any reason to be asham-
ed of, and how far the question was from ha
ving been almost unanimously carried, it is
sufficient to state, thatit was opposed by all
the Directors, the members of the commit
tee, and every considerable Stockholder
present.—As soon as Mr. Hagerman retired
the tumult encreased, and there was for some
time much difficulty in finding a Chairman,
several gentlemen who were proposed hav-
ing refused to officiate in consequence of the
discreditable conduct manifested towards
Mr. Hagerman : at length however the sa-
pient Mr. McGregor was again elected ; but



(13)

no sooner had the report of the committee
been read, than it was discovered that so.ne-
thing more was required to conduct the pro-
ceedings of the mecting, than @ thing to act
as chairman ; and as no respectable person
in the room, competent to the task would
undertake it, (I believe you were overlook-
ed ! ) the dilkmma the meeting had got it-
self into was very great. In this state of
things it was determined to request Mr. Ha-
german to return, and a message was sent
him to that effecct ; to this he of course re-
turned a decided negative ; but the meeting
having by this time discovered that his pre-
sence was of much importance, it was resol-
ved that a committee should be appointed to
request hisreturn and to take the Chair ; of
this deputation, which consisted of three per-
sons, you were one, and Mr. Atkinson, who
had condemned the proceedings of the meet-
ing from the commencement, but who was
anxious to conciliate, consented to be anoth-
er, the name of the third I do not recollect.
The moment the proposal was made to Mr.,
H. however, he in language sufficiently ex-
pressive of the indignation he felt at the un-
merited treatment he had received, refused
to comply with the solicitation : he declared
that he could not agree to place himself ina
situation where he might be a second time
grossly insulted. When the committee re-
turned and intimated Mr. Hagerman’s an-
swer, the proceedings that ensued were both
disorderly and unsatisfactory, so much so
indeed that a majority of those who had from
misrefiresentation and misapfirehension, vo-
ted against Mr. H’s retaining the Chair, a-
bandoned the meceting, and many of them
called on that gentleman and expressed their
regret at what they had inconsiderately done.
At this meeting you rendered an account of
you Presidency, which was in substance the
same given by you before the House of As-
sembly ; and here we have another proof
of your inconceivable wickedness and folly :
—surely Sir, you were not _at this time awed
by the influence of Mr. Hagerman, for he
was not present ; neither could you have
y:en restrained from fully developing all
vou knew, by the caution, you fulsely affirm,

he gave you not to refer to any member of
the House of Assembly ? Why then did vou
not bring forward at this time, those fearful
charges you have since dared to insinuate
against that gentleman ?—Perhaps I may
guess the right cause ; your cowardly soul
shrunk from the danger you apprehended
from such a course ; you probably feared
(as Ifirmly believe would have been your
fate) that you would have been hurled head-
long into the street, by the persons present,
had you dared so to have spoken of him.
You say you were thanked for your candii
explanation on this occasion !'! Pray Siv,
will you he kind enough to favour us with
the ayes and nays on the question’s being
put ?

There is but one observation more to be
made before the scene is shifted to York.
You state that Mr. H. was at the time of the
last meeting of the Stockholders in posses-
sion of the keys of the Bank ; I have but a
few wordsto suy on this point, but they shali
be conclusive. On the morning of the 23a
of December, Mr. Bartlct resigned the office
of Cashicr, and with it f r the firet time fios-
sesston of the keys of the Bank. and the ¢ffects
of the Institution. Upon his Going so, 1c be-
came a2 question with the Directors into
whose hands the keys should be deposited :
Mr. Hagerman was requested to take them
until finally disposed of : this he did, and the
boavrd immediat-ly adjourned and proceeded
to meet the Stockholders ; after Mr, H. had left
this meeting as above stated, it was sugges-
ted to him, that it would be advisable from
particular circumstances to remove the mo-
nev and notes from the vaults; ke arcor-
dingly accompanied by Mr. McLeod and one or
two other Directors, went to the Bank ; Jr. Jc-
Leod sealed up the packages containing those ar-
ticles with his seal ; they were then depositedin an
Iron chest in ur. Hagerman’s office, where they
remained unt.l the follow ng mormng, when they
were again brought back o the Bank, the packa.
ges opened in the presence of all the Directors, the
contents examined, and found to correspond with
the account taken of then prior to their being plu.
ced in Mr. H s possession, and then delivered vver
to Mr. Stanton, and this is the length of time and



(14)

extent of controul My, II. ever kad over the funds
or property of the Bank.

No.

7.
SIR,

I now come to the consideration of that
part of your narrative, which refers to the
events at York ;j—events which I never can
think of without shuddering ; I will not now
however indulge m making any remarks u-
pon them, beyond what is necessary to point
out the falsehood vou have published in rela-
tion to them. Indeed I begin to feel disgust
at continuing further notice of you, as at e-
very step I take, I find new inducements to
lament the depravity of human nature, exhi-
bited in your total disregard of every thing
like truth, and the hardihood you have evin-
ced in exposing your worthlessness to detec-
tion.

You seem to have (in a certain degree)
felt, that it was necessary for you toaccount,
for not having stated at the Bur of the House of
Assembly, the same charges you alledged a-
gainst Mr. Hagerman in the Legislative
Council Chamber, and you therefure give as
a reason that you bad been cautioned by that
gentleman not to allude to, nor mention a member
of the House of Assembly in the course of your re-
marks. Now let the reader attend to the follow-
ing statement which, whenever necessary, 1
will prove by a person whose name, from
motives you may possidly understand, I for the
present abstain trom mentioning. When the
report of the select committee was prepared,
Mr. Jonas Jones, as Chairman, submitted it
to the House, and in commenting upon it, he
felt it his duty to state, that from the account you
had yourself given of your proceedings as Presi-
dent, your conduct was proved to have been MOST
INFAMOUS ), and that the failure of the Bank,
was mainly autributable to you. You were stand-
ing in the lobby of the house, wheu this opin-
ion was expressed ; and it overwhelmed you
with consternation !!; you had vainly hoped,
that you had cajoled the committee into a
belief, that you were an innocent and ill-used
man!; the majority of them however, were per-
sons who khew nothing of you, but what you

had tcld them of yourself, they also were
not prejudiced in favour of one person or a-
nother, and therefore gave their opinions
without bias; I say the majority of them were
meu of this desciiption, tor extraordinary as

_it may seem, Mr, Hagerman still clung to an

opinion, that your conduct was less guilty than
foolish. At the time Mr. Jones expressed the
foregoing opinion of you, Mr. Hagerman was
not in the house, but the remarks that had
been made, were repeated to him, and he
immediately expressed his regret at them,
nay—so far did he carry his kindly feelings
towards you, that he called you to him, and
observing your agitation he told you, that he
would use his exertions, to remove the im-
pressions that might have been produced by
Mr. Jones’s remarks, unfavourable to your
character; and actually did speak to Colo-
nel Nichol, Mr, Charles Jones, Colonel Bur-
well, Mr. Ruttan, and several other members
to that effect. The next day you procured
to be drawn, a memorial to the house, pray-
ing that you might be heard at the bar, iz
your defence, and you sent for Mr. Hager-
man, and requestcd him to give you his ad-
vice in relation to your fetition, and to fire-
sent if, saying that you wished, by a plain
relation of facts, to remove the prejudice
which had been =xcited against you by Mr.
Jones. Mr. H. at once told you, that if you
desired it, he would firesent the petition, but
said that he must inform you, that if your ob-
ject was to refuly to the remarks made by Mr.
Jones, you would not be allowed to do so;
as it was contrary to Parhamentary usage
for a prerson not @ member to comment upion
the language used by a member in debate ; -
but that you might be heard in opposition to
the passing of the bill or of any clause of it,
but nothing more : you stated that you had
nothing more to allege than you had already
communicated to the committee in relation
to the affairs of the Bank, and that if you
could not reply to Mr. Jones, there was no
use in your being heard ; and therefore by
the advice of Mr. H.concurred in by the
triend firesent, you did not make the appli-
cation: /4nd this; Sir, is what you have che-
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sen to state to the world, as a caution from
Mr. Hagerman, not to allude directly or in-
directly to him in the course of your remarks !
No person will perceive from this, thatthere
was the slightest intention on the part of Mr.,
Hagerman, to restrain you from making any
remarks you might think it necessary to of-
fer in relation (o his conduct as one of the
officers of the Bank, indeed had he desired
to do so, it would have been of no avail had
you been an honest man, because when you
were called onto give your testimony, before
the committee, at which time you do not
pretend to have received any such caution,
it was your duty to have toid not only the
truth, but the whole truth, which certainly
you did not do, if youbelieved the allegations
you subsequently made. But the truthis,
that at this time you had not the slightest
idea of prefering them, they had not even
entered into your imagimation, but were the
creatures of malice, and indignation, excited
by circumstances that subsequently occur-
red, and which I shall now proceed to de-
tail. It is generally known that a clause was
introduced into the bill refiorted, by the com-
mittee, (for the one ultimately passed is far
different from that) legalizing the bond given
by the Cashier, and his sureties, (of whom
you were one and Mr. Patrick Smyth the o-
ther) for the due performance of his duties ;
to this clause, you of course were extreme-
ly hostile, and at the second reading of the
bill you prayed leave, (which was at once
granted you,) to offer your ubjections to it,
to the house, inthe hope of havingyour name
expunged from it, bat your arguments fail-
ed, a second speech, made for a similar ob-
ject, at the third reading of the bill, was e-
qually unsuccessful ; you then, as a last ef-
fort, determined on finding out what effect

the influence of other individuals would have, -

and you therefore managed to persuade one
of the members fo move, that the clause
should be altered to meet your views : upon
this some little debate ensued ; in the course
of which a gentleman in the house remark-
ed, that he thought 1t dur justice to you, to
relieve you from responsibility. Mr, Hager-
man upon this observed, ¢kaz tie honourable

gentleman must have a singular idea of jus-
tice, Yf he considered it acting in accordance
with its dictates, to discharge from respionsi-
bility one of the persons, to whose miscon.
duct the faiture of the Bank was evidently
attributable, and subject an individual to the
whole of it, who had had no share in the
Sraud committed on the public ! This was the
first and only remark of a personal nature,
towards you, or any other individual, made
by Mr. Hagerman, during the whole progress
of the bill, through its different stages ; but,
combined with the effect it had, of inducing
the mover to withdraw his motion, it was suf-
ficient to bring into action the malevolence,
which scems to form a part of your nature,
and from this moment you planned those
schemes of vengeance which, (in your own
mind) you resolved to wreak on the man,
who, through good report, and bad report,
had ever stood your friend. Your malice
was also soon after considerably augmented
by an other occurrence hostile to your views,
and which you relate yourself, viz. Mr. Ha-
german’s objecting to the clause binding the
property of Bartlet and Ferguson, which
you induced Dr. Baldwin to propose for a-
doption, unless YOUR OWN NAME was inser-
ted ; Mr. H. considered that as the failure
of the Bank had been attributed ky the com-
mittee to the misconduct of THREE persons,
of whom you were one, that it would be un-
fair to subject two of the three to greater
penalties than were inflicted on the third :
and his arguments were so reasonable that
Dr. Baldwin immediately assented to them,
and altered his motion accordingly. The
bill was then UNANIMOUSLY passed and sent
to the Legislative Council for concurrence,
and before THIS honourable body it was,
that you chose to pursue a course of conduct
the most wicked in its conception and infa-
mous in its object ; but which you hawever
have dared to speak of with exultation, as
the triumph of virtue, over appression and
injustice ! But even here, Sir, I am enabled
to disappoint you, and to point out your in-
famy and misrepresentation. You speak of
it as a matter of course that the alterations
made to the bill in the Legislative Council
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were entirely owing to the influence of your
representatives. But let the reader attend
to the following account. Mr. Hagerman
had heard with utter astonishment that be-
fore a committee of that house, you had Jin-
sinuated the darkest calumnies against him,
and having heard that you were to be heard
at its bar against the passing of some of the
clauses of the bill, he determined on being
present, when you should be admitted to of-
fer your objections. Accordingly he was in
the lobby when you delivered the harangue
which you have since published as your
speech, the absurdity of which can only be
equalled by its wickedness® And I will just
-obscrve, en frassanz, that 1 cannot but con-
sider, that the Legislative Council suffered
their dignity to be insulted, and the rules of
Parliamentary usage to be infringed, when
they allowed a person to stand at their bar,
and instead of confining his observations to
arguments against passing the bill then un-
der discussion, and which was all he had a-
ny right to allege, to diverge into the gross.
est personal abuse, and which would not in
the least influence the decision about to be
pronounced upon the question before them,
aud in support of which not the slightest ev-
idence was offvred ; it certainly seemed like
listening to.idle gossip, and personal slander.
But to return, when you had concluded
vour remarks, Mr. Hagerman felt it incum-
hent on him to be heard in reply, and when
he applied to the house for that purpose, it
certainly was his intention to have made
some observations ia proof of the villany
which you had been guilty of, and which had
actuated you in your attack upon him ; but
a sense of better and higher feeling soon
tflashed upon his mind ; he examined his
conscience, and found no sting there ; he had
received assurances of confidence and es-
teem from men, who were well acquainted
with every motive by which he had been go-
verned in the measures he had advised, and
prosecuted with respect to the Bank, he
considered the situation in which he stood as
a member of society, and he reflected on the
person from whom sprung the slanderous
~harges that had been alleged against him ;

and he immediately changed his resolution.
¢ When he appeared therefore at the bar of
the Legislative Council, he remarked that
he did not appear there for the purpose of
preferring ciarges against any one ; and
that he should despise himself if he consid-
ered it necessary to repel those that had
been insinuated against him ; he trustedto
the knowledge those he was addressing had
of him, for a justification from the attack,
(malignant as it was unexpected,) that had
been made upon him, and that if he believed
that his character required that he should
repel the charges brought against it by you,
he would no longer consider it worth pre-
serving ; and he added, that notwithsianding
the injury you had endeavoured to do him,
he would not be provoked into unjust re
taliation, and therefure, although he con-
sidered your conduct as one of the princi-
pal causes of the failure of the Bank, yet
he never had had sufficient evidence laid
before him, to induce him to charge you
with having robbed the institution, and
therefore he was as ready tv acquit you of
guilt in that respect then, as he was when
he drew up the resvlutions, at the time of
your retiring from tne Presidency.”

He then proceeded to urge his reasons why
the clause to which you were hostile should
not be altered by striking out your name,
and concluded his remarks. The question
was soon after put, and as a proof that any
thing you had advanced had no weight, the
bill was PASSED WITHOUT ALTERATION,
and ordered for a third reading : and in the
course of the debate, censures, far more se-
vere were passed on your conduct, and par-
ticularly on your speech, by members of the
L gislative Council, than any that had been
used in the House of Assembly, evcn those
two venerable gentlemen, to whose deter-
mined stand you say you owe your escape
Jrom vuin, did not venture to wnake ont
single observation favourable to you.

I shall now shortly state how it happened
that the bill was altered to what it now is,
(from which it wili be seen whether it war
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owing to your influence.) When the third
reading came on, an honorable gentleman
who had not been present during the de-
bate of the former day, but who was oppo-
sed to the bill altogether, came down to the
house, and another honourable member who
was favorable to its provisions as it then
stood, was taken ill, and was obliged to be
absent ; the conseguence was, that the house
being thin, the members were equally divi-
ded, and the law must have been eventually
lost, had there not been mutual concessions ;
and accordingly it was agreed to adopt the
amendments, (offcred Ibelieve by Mr, Diek-
son, ) and to send them to the Lower House
for concurrence.

I have now come to a tonclusion of the ex-
amination of all the measures detalled in
your Pamphlet, in which you have implicas
ted Mr. Hagerman and others ; my next
number, and which I trust will be the final
one, I shall devote to the consideration of
the account you have given of YourR owN
CONDUCT AS PRESIDENT OF THE BANK, by
which I think I may promise to satisfy eve-
ry impartial person, that Mr. Jones was ful-
ly authorised to stigmatise your conduct As
INFAMOUS, and that no better justification
can be made out, than will be established by
Mr. Hagerinan’s milder assertion, that you
WERE ONE OF THOSE TO WHOSE MISCONDUCT THE
FAILURE OF THE BANK Was MAINLY ATTRIBUTA-
BLE.

Before closing this number, however, as I
do not wish to refer back to any part of my
remarks as I proceed, I feel it my duty to
offer some apology for a part of Mr. Hager-
man’s conduct which I am aware has been
much, and I think deservedly censured ; I
allude to his having expressed ANY OPINION
as to your innocence before the bar of the
Legislative Council, for although Ihave most
completely refuted the charge of inconsist-
ency, which you have brought against him,
i.e. of ACCUSING YOU BEFORE THE ONE
HOUSE, AND ACQUITTING YOU BEFORE THE
OTHER, and for the truth of my statement
with respect to which, I have not the least
hesitation in appealing to every member of
the House of Assembly that knows any thing .

of the matter, yet I think he was doing an
injustice to the other individuals against
whom charges of dishonesty have beea
brought, and who for aught the public, or e-
ven any one of the Directoss, know, are as
perfectly innocent as you are: but an ex-
vuse may be found in this, thata man of pro-
per feelings cannot easily give way to invec-
tive, even thou%h he should have great rea-
son to exercise it, especially against one to
whom he had long extended his friendship ;
there are ulso some reasons of a more pecu-
liat nature that have been hinted at by an-
other writer, which may be suppesed tohave
had their weight @ but as this is no very in- .
teresting part of my undertaking, I shall say
no more upon it
St LD ¢V%> 41 G
No. 8.
SIR,

When you wete elected by the votes of
the Directors of the Bank of Upper Canada
at Kingston, to the respectable and responsi-
ble office of President of that institution, you
were considered honourable and honest, and
if not a man of much ability, yet you were
regarded as possessing sufficient to guide
you in the correct discharge of your impor-
tant duties. With this impression you had
given you in charge, the keys of the vaults,
containing the treasure of your constituents,
and of the public, to prevent its being open-
ed without your knowledge and consent
your authority to dispose of its funds, was
commensurate with that of the Cashier; no
bill could be issued, no charges paid, nor a-
ny single matter of importance transacted,
without your privity and approbation, and
certified by your signature in writing. The
rules adopted by the Directors for the regu-
lation of the business of the Bank, and for
the safety of its funds, were confided to your
superintendance, in a more especial manner
than to that of any other officer ; and it was
your duty to report any infringement of any
one of them that might come to your know-
ledge.

It was alsoexpected of you, that you would
from time to time, examine the money and
4
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other funds of the institution, by which yau
might have it in your power, to vouch for
the correctness of the statement made up by
the other officers of the Bank, and which
was read by you from your seat, to the Di-
rectors every discount day.  Itshall be my
business, in the course of this number to
shew by your own statement, how deficient
you were in the performance of those impor-
tant trusts, and leave it to the public to pro-
nounce, whether your conduct was not often
times **infamous,” and whether you gre noz
one of those persons *“ to whose misconduct
the fuilure of the Bank is attributable” 1
Ishould like however, to know in the first
place, (if it were possible to come at the
truth of the matter,) how it happened, that
you should, on your return from Montreal,
in June 1822, be so suddenly seized with a
desire of having a full and entire investiga-
tion of the affairs of the Bank !—this anxiety
was never so expressed by you before ;—but
I should be particularly gratified to learn,
why you did not apply in the first instance to
the direcctors, for leave to prosecute this
investigatian, instead of deferring your appli-
caticn until you found yourself impeded by
Mr. Bartlet? but as this is a part of your
conduct which I fear must remain involved
in mystery, (unless it is explained by the 3d
charge brought against you by Mr: Bartlet,)
I shall hazard no conjectures of my own
upon it, which may only seem to mislead,
but proceed to examine that part of it about
which there is no doubt. In the firt place
then, if your designs were honest, why did
you not, immediately on your ascertaining
that 71 notes were lying over not renewed,—
that Mr. Bartlet and two of his friends had o-
ver-drawn their accounts to the extent of
£1000, and that Mr. Dalton had run upr his
account to three times the sum he was au-
thorized to draw, make these circumstances
known atthe board of Directors,and require
an investigation into the conduct of the Cash-
ier>~Why, I ask you, did you not do this
immediately, instead of waiting several days,
and then mzntion the circumstance to one or
two of the Directors, at their own houses in
the course of conversation ?~~Was it not a

breach of trust, was.it not infamous in you as
President, to withold this information >—
Why,also, did you not state a// these circum-
stances thathad excited your “surprise and
disapprabation® to the Board in relation to
Mer. Bartlett’s proceedings, and 1n particular,
his tearing up the paper you had communi-
cated to him, (ofhcially ¥ suppose,) and giv-
ing for answer to your messenger, that you’
were interfering with what was none of your
business >—Was it not your bounden duty to
have submitted these matters to the Board,
and was it not infemouzs in you to withold
from them the knowledge you had, of the
improper conduct of one of their principal
Officers?—In thenext place it appears from
your own statement, that Mr. Bartlet had
rio objection to your going on with the inves-
tigation of the books, &c. pirovided you obtain.
ed the apfirobation of the Directors, (vide
his letter to you, which you have published, -
page 6 of your pamphlet, and also your own
admission, page 8,) Now Sir! if you concei,
ved that this investigation was of importance-
(and certainly it was) end you were actua-
ted by honest motives in what you were doing,
why did you not afiply to the Directors for
their authority ?—and was not your conduct
infamous in not doing so?—Do you think it
in the least probable that the President of a-
ny other Bank inthe Provinces would have
proceeded thus >—or if they should have ven-
tured on such proceedings, that they would
not have been dismissed from their trust
with indignation and scorn?—I now come te
consider those charges which Mr. Bartlet
preferred against you, and which you do not
pretend to deny the truth of, (with the ex-
ception of the third, which for that reason I
shall not notice,) but with inconceivable ef-
frontery and folly, have pronounced to bs
@ frivolous, foolish,childish, and ridiculous.”
Now let the public pass their opinion upon
them, The first is * you having allowed the
board of Directors to suppose a note drawn
by Mr. Bartlet, and payable to you, had
been indorsed by you, when, in point of fact,
it had not been so endorsed, by which
means that individual got'a credit of 8002
with the Bank, and no other security than
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his own note of hand, contrary to the estab-
lished rules of the Bank, which you wetre in
a particular manner bound to preserve invi-
olate, The secondcharge is “that by a simi-
lar deceit practised on the Directors, you pro-
cured a credit 20 yourseﬁ{'for £1700, on your
individual security,” nd the last «* That
you disposed of 1000/ of the funds of the
Barik without the authority of the Directors.”
Now let the patlic reflect that every note be-
fore it was discoonted, or even considered,
was first examined and read by the Presi-
dent, and unless reported by him to have af
least one substantial endorser, (and the Pre-
sident was always regarded as such,) was at
once rejected ; & then answer the question,
whether it was not infamous in him,to allow
the Directors to believe this rule was com-
plied with,when in point of fact it was not; &
the more especially in a case where he was
himself interested! And does not every im-
partial man think, that k¢ ought to have been
sugpended when found to have been guilty of
such glaring impropriety of conduct?—In
making these remarks I am not considering
what Mr. Bartlett’s motives might have
been for preferring these charges, with them
1 have nothing to do, 1 am only spraking of
the fact: The next, and I am rejoiced to say
the last part of your pamphlet which appears
to require notice is that relating to your ob-
taining the sum of 8,000/. of the funds of the
Kingston Institution, from the Bank of Cana-
da, a proceeding not only infamous in itself,
but which was the direct and frositive cause
of the failure of the Association. You en-
deavour to account for your conductin this
instance, by declaring, that your object was
to prevent this large sum falling into the
hands of *‘ome of the conspirators.” Now
let those who choose to reflect, consider
the following circumstances, and then an-
swer whether they think it fiossible, that
such could have been your motives; In the
first place would it not have been sufficient
for your purpose to have stated to Mr.
Armour, (from whom you received the
mobey,) your apprehensions, and put him
on his guard against delivering the mo-

ney to any frersox, not authorized to receive
it by el the Dirvitors 2a-ln the sevond place
if your intentious wete honest, why did yos,
tmmediately on receiving the bills, put 1,000/,
of them in circulatibn on a security payable
to yourself ? In the third place, why did
you refuse on your returs to Kingston; to
deposit the tmhoney you had surteptitiously ob-
taitied, in the vaults of the Bank, when re-
quired so to do by all the Directors; of if
you considered them dnworthy of trust, why
aid you refuse to lodge them with the two
highly responsible persons that wete named
toyou, and in whose hands youw were desired
toleave them? And lastly letit be consi-
dered, how totally absurd the idea is, of your
having obtained the money, to prevent its
falling into the hands of either Bardett or
Dalton, who you have principally alladed to,
as being zhe conspirators. (Mr, Hagerman
ydu do not pretend was'one, because, during
these proceedings he was some huandreds of
miles from Kingston.) If it had been the in-
tention of either of these persons to possess
themselves of any amount of the funds of the
bank, was it not in their power to procure
them without cravelling to Montreal at the
rapid rate you speak of ? could they not have
descended into the vaults at once, and taken
from thence without any particular fatigue,
20,000/ if se inclined? When these things
are considered, I feel perfectly assured, that
no rational man can believe for one moment,
that you had any other object in view, than
to procure the means of coercing the Direc-
tors into the adoption of such measures as
you might dictate ; and in attaining which,
Tlament to say you were, in a great Gegree
successful.—I haye buta few more words
to say, to prove in what manner this infa-
mous conduct had the effect of causing the fuilure
of the Bank, and then I shall have done with
you, and (I hope,) for ever. When you ar-
rived in Montreal, Mr. Armour had not heard
of your suspension, and therefore, upon your
application, he without hesitation put the
money into your hands, with which you left
his office, without stating one word of what
had transpired with respect toyou at Kings-
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ton ; shortly after, however, he was inform-
ed by another person of what had happened,
ard the impropriety of having given you the
bills was at once seen ; vou were _enqmred afe
ter, but you had left town; and it was now
discovered that you had put 1,000/. in-¢ircu-
lation. It was at once believed that you in-
tended in the same way to dispose of the re-
sidue ; and it was in consequence determin-
ed by the Directors of the Bunk of Canada,to
refuse to redeem any more of the bills of the
Kingston Bank, al'hough the latter Institu-
tion had actually at that time, a credit with
the former, for from 5,000 to 7,000/, And
thus the ruin-of the association was brought
about ; and with it distress and misfortune, to
many an innocent and worthy man, From
this detail, can any one say that Mr. Jones
was not authorized in stamping vour con-
duct as infamous? will any one one affirn
that Mr, Hagerman was ot justified in say-
ing that you were one of the persons to whose mis.
conduct the failure of the Bank was attvibutable ?
Adieu Mr. Whituey,~—bad as you are, the
hand that has traced these lines has often
faultered in recording your depravity, and
the heart of the man to whom that hand be-
longs, has often throbbed with anguish, in re
collecting your black ingratitude, your har-

dened profligacy, your unprovoked slander :
The castigation I have found it my duty to
inflict upon you, may possibly have some good
effect, even with you : it may bring you toa
sense of the enormity of your crime, in en-
deavouring from mere wantonness of malice,
to affix suspicion on a man you know and be-
lieve to be as guiltless of the crime you al-
lege against him, as is the infant unborn.—
Go Sir! I cannot hope for a public retrac-
tion, but let me recommend you iz firivate
at least, to supplicate mercy and forgivenes
from Him, who is ready to listen to the lan-
guage of repentance, and it it be any conso-
lation to you to know it, receive the assur-
ance thatin the breast of the person, you
have most endeavoured to injure, thiere re-
mains no spark of resentment, nor desire to
do youharm ; and in conclusion, let me re-
commend you to consult that book from
whence I trust you will henceforth draw the
precepts necessary to guide you in your pur-
suits through life; you will find recorded,
that he only shall dwell in Heaven “that
leadeth an uncorrupt life, and doth the thing
which is right, and speaketh the truth from
his heart. He that hath used no deceit in
his tongue, and hathnot slandered his neighbour.”

VINDEX.

EINGSTON, July 20th, 1823.

H. C. L HOMsON, Printer.
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