We are not a little surprised at being informed
that we are supposed to have endorsed the repre-
sentations of a Georgia editor personally reflect-
ing on Judge CravyTon, of Georgia, contained in
an extract published in our columns purely on the
principle of umpartiality between two pohtical
combatants. This is a strange conception, truly-
We cndorse no one’s personalities, neither the
Judge's against the Editer, nor the Editor's against
the Judge. Let every tub stand on its own bot-

tom, and every man answer for hia own expres-
slons. .
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