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on the iand he considers an indication of
ucid soi.s,  Sorrel grows nbundantly on
all land which he terms nerd.  Oxalic
acid 1y the ncid of sarrel,  Now, sowiny
on plastee in the nsual quantity, that
boing a sulphate of lime, the oxalic acul
has a strong chewmical aflinity for the
lima; the lime Jeaves its combination
with the sulphur, and combines with the
oxalic acid, and forms anoxalate of lune,
and sets the sulphur free to combine with
iron or any other ingredient that it can
find. Apply o goad dressing of marl or
lime, and it combines with the neid and
neutralizes or destroys it, and as a proof
of this, sorrel is no longer fousd.  Plass
ter applied then is left lice to act, und
preduces the most satisfactory results,
frequently doubling the crop.

Long Islandand New-Jersey have soils
somewhat similar to Virginia. 1 can
spealc more confidently of Long Island,
as that is my place of residence ; its soils
produce sorrel plentifully, Lime has
been used bat little, and (n maay cases
with no perceptible effect, and plaster,
with a few isolated exceptions, has totally
failed. I hope that some of your Long
Island and other readers who are similar-
ly situated, will make the experiment,
and see if like causes will produce like
effects.  ‘I'he experiment necd not cost
them but little money or labor.

While on a recent visit to Dutchess
Co., & friend inforried me that the pre-
vailing opinion in that county was, that
plaster applicd to one field, injured an un-
plastered ficld adjoining, as much as it
benefitted the one that it was upplied to,
and that some went so far ag to say that
ifa picce of woodlaud was left amidst
cleared land, and that clcared land plas-
tered, the timber commenced decaying
and dying. Ile told me of an instance
that went strongly to prove thys truth of
that opinioi. Anold farmer had a very
fino meadow, in a creck bottom. He
commenced plastering hts upland lying
around and adjoining it, His meadow,
which had never before failed to produce
luxurious crops of grass, began (o fuil,
and continued to do so until it was hardly
worth mowing. e then commenced
plastering it, and its ancient fertility was
atonce restored. Now what can be the
cause of that? Perhaps our chemusts are
the most proper persons to judge ; but I-
can give my own opinions, asthey do not
cost much. The idea at once occurred
to me that it might be caused by the ab.
sorption of ammonia from the surround.
ing atmosphere, by the plasier, (as am-
monia and sulphuric acid have a strong
affinity for cach other,) that the unplas-
tered land was deprived of its due share
from that souree, as plants are said to de-
rivo @ large share of their amumania from
the atmosphere. Perhaps some of your
able correspondents can enlighten us as
to the cause of'it. G. 0. Luws,

Huntingdon, L. L. Oct. 14th, 1816,

The pamn fiom the sting o a hee may be
aHoviated by rubbing tho part with pars-
Jov,

; DESTROYING THE GRUB AND
! WIRE-WORM.

In nrecent convarsation with an intel.
{ hzeut farmer of Cayuga Coo, N Y, he
“desenbed the method by which he saved
. his corn crop (rom the destruction of the
Pwire.worm and grub.  Tho former of
these depredators had appeaced n prodi.
| grous numnbers—something less than a
bushel per square rod of Jund, and thar
ravages wero great. e ascertammed by
observation that they did not descend
deep into the sol at the usval tuns of
ploughing sward hund for corn, but con<
, tinued mostly among the reots of the
grass,  His object, therefore, was to bury
them ahve. T'his ho accomplished by
turning over the sod witha powerful team,
to u depth of at least 8 inches, the sol
being rather heavy. ‘The surfece was
then pressed down evenly and firmly with
a heavy roller. By thns process several
inches of compact soil lay above the ve.
eion of the wire.worns, nod as a conse.
quence, whenever they attempted Lo pass
upwards to the surface, they met with
too formidable a resistance to penctrate.
Hence, they continued with the grass be.
low, and perished with its decay.  Whe.
: ther this be the true explanation or not,
one thing was certain,—that where the
corn was formerly almost wholly destroy-
ed, it is now full and even in the rows,
without the usual numerous vacant spaces
over tho field, always existing under the
old practice.

By a similar process of observation, he
was enabled to destroy the grubs. [le
discovered that these depredators, instead
of remaining at the surface, like the wire-
worm, descend deeply, and hence that
deep ploughing brings nearly all of them
to the surface.  Hence by the use of a
heavy roller, many of them were crushed,
and the remainder immovably compressed
in the solid carth, till a fine toothed har.
row passing over the surface, tore out
and destroyed them. Th~ tility of this
practice, hike that of the foii.er, has been
amply proved by stccessful experiment,
—Albany Cultivator.

THICK AND THIN SOWING.
To the Ed tor of the Englisk Farmers® Journal.

Sir—Your correspondent, Mr Hain.
worth, in his article last week on seed
wheat, says he dibbled two pints of Mr.
Mcrton’s white wheats, and tho produce
of these pints (about 55 pints cach) * which
I agan dibbled, and their produce was 42
bushels per acre.”

Let moask Mr. Hainworth 2hy he on.
Iy got 42 bushels per acre?  Had he ta-
ken as much cave in dibbling the wheat
the second year, ns when he only grew
the first pint, e should have had a 55
fold increase”™: that is, if he sowed one
bushel the acre he onght to have had 55
busiiels s if tyvo bushele, there shonld hiave
been 110 bushels the acre. T think this
15 a giestion bearing on the dispated poiat
af thick or thin sewing. . W,

THICK AND THIN SOWING.
To the “ilitor of the l'urmers’ Journal.

Sie—If the differenco between thick
and thin sewing were in aceordance with
tho theory of ** 11, W.,”" as stated in your
Journal, this week, % that is, il e sowed
one bushel of wheat per acre and it pro.
duced 55 bushels, if hesowed two bushels
per acre there should have been 110 bush.
cls per acre,” there would no longer re.
main & doubt as to which wounld be the
best system to practise.

In comparing the 55 pints of wheat, the
produce of one pint, with the 42.bushels
per acre from the 55 pints of secd, your
correspondent infers that the produce per
acre from the one pint, excecded the pros
duce per acre from the 95 pints. As .
did not stale the quantity of ground on
which either of thein was planted, I am
at a loss to know from what data such an
inference could be drawn; and “thy
question does not at all ¢bear on the dis.
puted paint of thick or thin sowing.’”—
When I planted the two-pints, I planted
them thinly, covering five poles with cach
in arder {o obtain as large u produce as |
conld, independant of the yicld per uere,
11, W.” will find the return only 27}
bushels per acre ; from a pint of wheatat
the same time, on nearly 7 poles of
ground, I obtained 76 pints; the produce
per acre differing very little from the 55
pints.  As the ume of planting was Jan.
uary, and considerable destruction was
committed by birds, no argument tn fa.
vor of cither system can be founded on
such a trial. [ have trned thin dibbling
with various results. In 1839 I dibbled
14 aeres, three pecks to the acre, the pro-
duce 25 bushels per acre; the same sea.
son 1 drillied 40 acres, 2 bushels to the
acre, the produce 40 bushels per acre;
this difference was not the result of the
diffeient quantity of sced sown, so much
as it proceeded from the state of the land
when dibbled.  The holes would not
stand so as toget the seed in deep cnough ;
when this is the case there is no method
of planting whealt o buad as that of dibs
bling, and although I now dibble some
every year it is only when the land is in
a proper state. 1t appears to me that the
advocates of thin sowing do not make al-
lowance for the stalc and condition of the
land, and the time of year when sown,
I generally dibble five pecls per acre,and
drill six pecks. Ifan equal distribution
of seed could be insured, perhaps three
pecks would do as well, but never having
observed any injurious cflects from six
pecks, or cven from cight pecks that
might be atiributed to thick sowing, I
think about this quantity of secd will be
found sater than lesz. In one instance
when the dall.man had been using three
bushels per acre, and the dall was altered
to two bushels, the crop from the (wo
bushels was very superior to that fram the
three bushels, tha straw equal to that ol
tlie three in quantity, being much stouter,
standing more upsight, and having finer
hendsa. 1 should not hinve tianbled y ou with
this Latter had not my former one appear.



