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TRIAL OF MOWING MACHINES.

As many of the Mowing and Reaping machines
mentior ¢d below bave been or may soon be intro-
Jduced ioto Cavuda we copy the folluwing uccouat of
a trial uf tkeir qualities from the Rochester Rural
New YVaoker. We have this year tried Manany’s
Machine, wh'ch tovk thes.coud prize,and alse the
Fortbush machine. Both did exerllent work, but we
give the pieferenceonaccount of its adjustible ar-
raugement to Manny’s. The one used by us was made
in Canada by Messis Massey & Co., Newcastle:

Tn accord nce with previous annouuscement, a trisl
of Mowin: *achiues was bud, June 27t , on the
farm of Judge Buel. near this city, under the du.c
tion of the Mouree C . Ag Sccicty. The weather
wax favurable aud there wasa very large stiendauce
ot fur mers and others—almost every county in West-
ern  ew York being represested  We al-o uot ced
geveral farwers from Oswego, Jeffersoa and other
dist nt sections of the State.  Bight wmachive- of six
diflerent patents, were entered in the following or-
dec:

1 Burrall’s combined Mower and Reaper, by O. A.
Swau, of Geueva.

2. Ketchum's Mower, by J. P Ross, Ogden.

3. Mauny’s combined Mower and Reaper, with
Woud’s improvemeat, by J.C. Ceoper, Adams, Jef-
ferson Co.

4. vanny's Mower, with Wood’s improvement, by
Mr Bluckmer, Wheatland.

5 Whbeeler’s combined Mower and Reaper, by
Shoulds & Mosher, Polar Ridge, New York,

6. Ketchum’'s combined Mower and Reaper, by
J. Rupalje & Co, Rochester

7 Forbush’s combioed Reaper ud Mower, by E.
D. Halluck, Rochester.

8. Russcll’s Mower, by R. H. Pease, Albany.

Though the ground was uneven, and grass light,
geveral of the machines did good voik. K. tchum™,
gnd Manny’s with Wood's improvewent, provably at-

tracted the mostattention and comme: dation from
speetators, though Forbu-h’s, Burral’s and Wheeler’s
machine cut well and had many admirers. Uhe
coutert excited gieat interest from the larze con-
course preseut and it was ev:dent that the *com-
mittee of' the whole,” were divided in opinion as to
the merits of the rspective macbhines. Each of the
five machiues abuve named, iu particular, had its ad-
mir~rs amubyg the practical men on the ground—and
every wan could give a reason foc his preference.
Russel’s machin~ was not, apparently, in proper or-
der to worls ou rough, uneveu ground. A lurge
pumber of michiues, ot different patents, were urder-
ed dwing and at the close of the trial. and before
the decision of the Cemmittee was ansounced. In-
deed, we bave little doubt that, ueder favora le aus-
pic:s  with smooth grouud and good grass—npear-
ly, if not all, the machines exhibited would do fair
work.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

The trial of Mowing Machines, under the direction
of the Monroe County Agrecu tursl dociety, took
place ou the farm of Judge Buel pear this cily, on
the 27th inst. The occasion ca led out a very large
collection of farmers. inanufacturers, and vthers who
were curious 10 witness th scene of strite between
the various parties from hifferent partsof the ~tate,
who appeared on the ground to test the wmerits of
their several wachines. The Comumittee appol.ted
to judge of the werits of the work done, found it
very difficult b artive at just covolusions as 10 the
work prriormed, and th- merit due to the d.fferent
wmnchives oun tridl, each probably possessing some ad-
‘antages pecu iar to itself, and wira'ever decision the
“Comm’“tee have arrived at, the great and important
question is dec ded by the intehigent farmers who
witnessed the coutest. -
There were ¢ibt machines entered for competition
"he tiesd way bad tor workivg them, the surface very
u even and stouy, and the ¢iass this and ligbt. The
work performed was not a fuir test of the value of
mowing machines., yet, with some exceptious, the
work was ratistactory, aud proved the great value
of th1s immeuse lavor saviug invention.

The Committee were united in the opinion that the
Ketchum wacbive, and the Ma.ny with Wood's im-
provement., were the bost on the grou .d ; but were

divided in opinivn 23 tv which of these twu was the



