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are probably rcmemben'd ; and ^vas the reason of my
Joining in the application to Mr Adams to know on

what such a charge was founded. If this construction

of tiic statement needs confirmation, it is to be found

in one of the letters lately published in Salem as Mr
Adams's.

Mr Adams in his answer has extended his accusa-

tion to a subse(]uent period. In tlu; ev(>nts of that time

I have not the same interest as in those preceding it

;

and as the Reply was necessarily co-extensive with tlio

answer, that reason prevented me from joining in it.

I take this oi)p()rtunity, however, to say for myself,

that I fnid in IMr Adams's answer no justification of

his chargers ; and, in reply to that jKortion of his lett(>r

particularly addressed to me, that I h.ave seen no ])roof,

and shall not readily believe, that any iiortion ol my
father's political covmsc, is to bo attributed to the inllu-

cnce there su^iiested.

fra?;ki.l\ i)i:xti:u.

Bu.stun, Januarij 2Q, 1821).


