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We find in the Courfer and Kuquirver of the 18th inst. the ahnoxed remark: * The Ty
Budget, a w\“ now warn and eloguent ia e dd!\\\l\t“n\‘h\\l\ ol us \,\ t‘\\l\so“\wlma of our
wapport of the United States Rank," tAen \n\m\l ‘\N‘\ﬂ“ . ‘“‘f’\ ' praived, en orwed and res
commended ue (the C. & K. av a firm an congistent supporter of Jackson and Demoom-
Q‘“ &\’\ &“\ ! ; A ¢

We have never demonnced the Courier and I\::\q\ﬁm~ In onr allue ons to the sinvositios
of itsconrse We have exprossad more regret than eengure,  Haviog no il will, wo private

Laue agaibat that priwt, we have exprovsed hone. \\\’o are fully awarb of the extensive
aitotlation and immense patronage of that journale=ol it high populaity in cotmarcial and
ollancons Matteni=—al ity reputation for talenty wit and sative—and we have vegrotted
and Qo regtet that, placad im sue mt‘&tul\n\!o acoupying such vantage ground, it should be

shorn of ity .nliti«l influence by the incensistency and impolicy of its movements,

| When the O\ & B reprovented the United Ntates Bank as an institution dangerons te our
berties, it doubtles spoke in sincenity and it spoke the trath, and when 1t broughtits

. onergies to bear against it, and day atter day, andmonth after month denounced it ay
monster trampling upon the nghts of the peeple and buying up men and votes
‘esses like cattle in the market, we t‘@j&ix‘z\d at the comectness of it opinions and the

Aty awd with which they were maibtained.  Pleased with such movements on
of that P;‘NM\\ wnt, we did wost condially recommend it to the patronage of tha
eoracy of the state.  But what must have heen our surprise as well as wortification,
“\we sate our champion had fallen? When the banner whieh he unfunled was entarged
ake toem to insonbe thereon the insignia of the maonster he hay promised to destroy?

t was sullicient to awaken eur suspicions that something was wrong, something
\ XN ‘wwm\m What has caused this somerset? we inveluntanly

s the tovoh of & Midas palsied its opposition, or changed it inte fhiendship?
tar™ fixed his glaring eyes upon that prnt s0 intensely that their keleido-
havimed it and awakensd MnKnowe smaotions of love or shining matives

0t Was unlocked for, and e wight very properly regret ity but

e Tl o B e VAR Sa dun G wi a2 B sl Al o o o




‘:\}-;{NChﬂlenl? SCH ML ERRES A TR

d no denunciation. i
" Pht 1 hostility to the ec

That we entertain no persond litors of the C. & E., they have the fullest

: : ' have not attempted to abridge the circulation of their paper, they
:1';;‘3‘:131‘k:\gev.ma;%lﬁt\':?\d; object to n‘x);my of the expedients to which they have re’surtyd
to carry their points, or to justity themselves in the positions they have assumed. ' We dis-
ve their attack upon the Comptroller of this stale, an ()ﬁi(it‘l‘ wh‘ose integrity is as_far
beyond the reach of suspicion as the pqhgcal character of the C. & E. ought to be. The
‘ttack of the C. & B upon the Commissioners o

f the Canal Flund we believe to have been
without cause and without apology. The assertion that the country papers act at the bid-
ding of the Albany Argus, 18 entirely gratuitous. The editors of the republican _]Oill'll't‘llﬁ
in the country are as independent of the infuence of the Argus as they ave ol the Courter
and Enquirer. While the Argus pursuesa consistent course, advocates a sound and prac-
tieal adherence to republican principles and usages, and illustrates its precepts by its swn
example, it will be responded to by the demecratic journals of the interior. But when it
‘ s from such wholesome tenets and usages, it will be rebuked as promptly as the Cou-
rier and Enquiter has been, and it will dowbtless feel the rebuke as sensibly.  When the
C. & E. alleges that the country papeis are subservient to the Argus, it does as great injus-
\r- | tice to itself, as an honorable and manly journalist, as it does to the good sense, the integuity
A and independence of the conductors of those journals.

®1  We have heretotore remarked that we differed with the C. & E. as to the propriety of
ed thm:gling Mr. Van Buren, nolens volens, before the public as the candidate fer the Vice-
Presidency. 1f the other states prefer to nominate him, New-York will of course go with
them in supporting him. But it belongs not to New-York to put him upon the course.. -
_ The manner m which the C. & E. has breught forward the name of gen. Root is also ob-
jectiomable. Itis seditious. . We concede to that print, and to every other, a perfect ight
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to its preference in the selection of candidates to any office. But we deny the right of that
print or of any other to misrepresent facts in the case, or to urge measures subversive of re-
g:l:; mn&ttﬁnsi‘ while ::f claims t:g be an advocate for such nominations. If gen. Root be
at Herkimer, of course hé will be supported as the regular - candidate. He must
be so nominated before the feople will support M.  We have not furgotte m}::l}wt in
the legislature of 1880, nor his extraordinary movements and h a re can cau-
cus of the membars of that legislature. His association with the De \d Davis's of the
has

workey party of that season ave fresh in our recollection. N
our safety fund system and upon our legislature, escaped our ebse!
and shall remember all these things. The C. & E. will do well
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