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An Editor’s Iden of Fairness,

On the 7th of February we read a paper on ** Rob-
bing the Land," before the Dairy Associauon of the
County of Huntingdon, P. Q. The following criti-
cistm appeared in the Farmer's Advocate for April,
headed, “Our Government and its Confederates
¢ Preach False Doctrines in the Methods of Restor-
““ing the Fertility of the Soil ” :

To the Editor of the ALYOCATE

S1r,—Prof. Robertson, of the Model Farm, Guelph,
and Mr. Shaw, of Ilamilton, have recently been
down east, attending * Farmers’ Conventions” and
lecturing, the former on the ** Model Dairy Cow,”
and the latter on *‘ Robbing the Land.” Among the
ghccs visited was Huntingdon, P. Q., and I have

een reading the report of the meeting there as given
in the Gleaner, published in that town. As both of
these gentlemen at that meceting, and most llkcl{ at
others also, expressed and reiterated opinions which
are erroneous and misleading, I request the use of
& small space in your widely circulated journal to
point out to farmers {and the lecturers) where they
are in error,

Mr. S., in his paper, makes some very good points,
He says: “ A man who crops continuaily and puts
back nothing will leave his children 2 farm on which
they cannot make a living. No soil is so rich that it
cannot be exhausted,” ete.  But when he goes an to
say that an exkausted farm can be restored to fentility
from its own resources while selling off beef, he
is grievously in error. Yet, in answer to a ques-
tion, he repeats it thus: 1 deny that a far-
mer canpot sell off a certain quanuty of produce
without impoverishing his soil.” The fenility can
even be fncreased while doing so.” He had dou-
bled the feriility of his farm in eight years, all the
while exporting beef. Does any one really believe
that a farmer can take the hay, grain, roots or what-
ever it may be that he grows, feed that to cattle, sell
off the beef, puttin;; back only the ranure, and by so
doing increase the fertility of the farm? The thing is
absurd, It is true that cattle raising or dairy farming
will not run down n farm s quickly as grain growing,
but the exhaustion will come just as surely, if not so
rapidly. He confutes bimse\’f, however, becayse he
says: ‘‘ A dayis coming for artificial manures, but
there is no use buying them while we are wasting the
manure we have.”  Now, why mention artificial
manures at all, if farmers can doudle the fertility of
their farms in eight years, at the same time exporting
gccg-gand making money at it, I suppose), as he says

e did.

He also says : ‘¢ Artificial manures ought not to ke
used unless the farmer knows what his land lacks and
how to apply them. Ashes are better than phos-
phates or guano.” The first part of this piece of ad-
vice is ke that of the fond mother who advised her
boy not to go into the water till he learned to swim,
and he might as well say that salt is better than
sugar, as say ‘“ ashes are better than phosphates or
guano.” How is a famer to find out what his Jand
necds unless by trying different things ? I land needs
ammonia, 1000 bushels of ashes per acre would not
supply a particle of it, but a small quantity of guano
would,
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SUBSCRIBER,
To this somewhat singular production we sent a
reply, accompanied by the following letter :
Hamiltop, April 15th, 1887,
W. WeLp Esq., » e 15O, 157
Ed. and prop. Farmer’s Advocate, London, Ont,
DeaRr SIR,~In your issue of April (p. 105), I am
criticised as I think unfairly and untruthfully, and as
my name and address are distinctly designated you
will please allow me to put mayself right in the col-
urons of the Advocate. To that end I have prepared
a short reply which you will find enclosed. I have
purposely refrained from making long quotations from
the attack of * Subscriber Jest I should trespass on
your space, Truly yours,
THos. SHAWw,
The reply read thus:
AN UNFAIR ACCUSATION, AND UNTRUE.
Eb. Farmer's Advecate, .
DEAR Str,~In your April number, p. 105, is an
arnticle headed ** Our Government and its Confeder-
ates Preach False Doctrines in the Methods of Re-
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| storing the Fertility of the Soil,” and signed by ¢ Sub-
:scriber." I believe, sir, you will have the fairness to
1 allow me to reply, as [ am distinctly designated, and
to insert the same in your May issue ; and well know-
ing the value of s[:acc in an agricultural monthly, I
will promise to be brief,

t It is unjust and untrue for *¢ Subscriber” to
charge me with being a ** confederate ™ of the Govern-
ment, It is true that I read a paper on ** Robbing
the Land " at the Dairy Convention of the county of
Huntingdon, P. Q., on Feb, 7th, 1887, going down
there all the way expressly for that purpose ; but I
did so solely on the invitation of the secretary of the
Association. Not a linc passed on the subject be-
tween the Government of Ontario and myself, or any
of the officials thereof, in refcrence to the reading of
this paper or of any of the other papers that I read at
the Farmers’ Institutes. In every instance I went at
the invitation of the secretary or president. It is
therefore unfair and untrue 1o charge me with being
a ““confederate” of the Goveinment, although if it
were so I would not be asnamed of the connection.

2 [ am next charged with *¢ Preaching False
Doctrines in the Methods of Restoring the Fertility of
the Soil.” I did say that the fertility of land can be
maintained whi'e selling off from it beef only or dawy
products, without any additional enrichment other
than it wi'l itself provide, if judiciously managed, and
so I still believe, I did say that in this way I had
doubled the prcducing power of my own fairm in
eight years, and can furnish the evidence if necessary.
1 did not say that the fertility of ** exhausted ** farms
can be restored in this way, but I believe it can, only
it will require a longer time. I am willing to argue
this point, Mr. Editor, with ** Subscriber," or your-
self, or any other living man, in the columns of your
paper, or on any platform that may be named within
a reasonable distance,

I did say, as “‘ Subscriber” represents, that the day
for the use of ‘‘artificial manures” is coming, and
that it was unwise to buy these while we were allow-
ing our present sources of enrichment to waste, and I
have met with nothing since that in any way alters
this opinion. All men will not grow beef or dairy
groducls. and when those who do not have “first hus.

anded their Aome resources of manurial enrichment,
it is far better that they should buy astificial manures
to S?ply the lack caused by the selling of the grain.

I did #0¢ say that ‘“ ashes are better” (intrinsically)
“than phosphates or guano,” as ¢ Subscriber” states.
I <aid that ashes allowed to waste on the farm would
give o better return for the timely application than
purchased phoyphates or guanos. And so I say now.

My paper on this subject I read by request at the
annual meeting of the Ontario Creamery Association.
This association also rcquested of me leave to publish
it in their annual report, so that if * Subscriber” will
exercise a little patience he will know exactly what I
said ; and, if then, he or any other man wishes to cri-
ticise it, I am ready,

Truly yows, TnoMAs SHAW.

This letter appeared in the Advocate for May, p.
12, but with ore of the most vital sentences left out,
as will be seen from our second letter below ; & sen-
ter.ce which has a qualilying influence on the whole
letter. The edilor of the Advocate added a foot note,
which reads :

Our correspondent, ** Subscriber,” did not call you
a *¢ confederate " of the government ; no such word
was used in his letter. The heading of the letter con-
tained the indiciment, which he did not write. We
take the responsibility of this charge, and shall de-
fend ourselves if necessary.  We will give you limited
space 10 defend your theories, and_we sincerely hope
you will succced, for nothing can give greater satisfac-
tion and profit to our readers than the knowledge of
a system of husbandry by which they can maintain
and iccrease the fertility of their soil by returns from
its own sources. We welcome short and poiated
arguments from all quarters, ‘ Subscriber * icluded,
but woe to him who handles the question in such a
maprcr as to attempt to bamboocsle our readers; we
shall reserve our most caustic pen for bim,

A second reply was sent on the 16th May, as be-
low, but which never appcared :
AN UNFAIR ACCUSATION AND UNTRUE.
EDITOR Farmers’ Advocate,

DEAR SIr,—1 was not s little suhzriscd to read in
your comments on my letter in the May number.of the
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Advocate, heaced ** An Unfair Accusation ard Usa.
true,” the fullowing statement ¢ ¢ Qur correspondent,
*¢ subscriber, * did not call you a ** confederate ' of
the government ; no such word was used n hisletter,
The heading of the leiter contained the indictment,
which he did not write. Ve take the responsibility
of this charge, and shall defend ourselves if neces-
sary.'

'Ixhis most singular statement gives a different com.
plexion to the whole affair.  We naturally imagined
that we were cressing swords with ¢ Subscriber,” but
by your own acknowledae ment you are resposnsidle for
the heading of ¢¢ Subscriber’s’ letter, and it is just
this heading that contains the essence of the charges
of which we complain as ¢‘ being unfair and untrue.”
You herein charge us (1) with being a confederate of
the government and (2) with preaching false doctrines
in the methods of the restoring fertility of the soil,”
which virtually shifts our contest from *‘ Subscriber "
to yourself.

Now, Mr. Editor, I do not know exactly what is
in your mind when you use the term ¢ confederate of
the government,” but you evidently apply it in the
sense of a stipma, clearly shown by the tenor of the
article which it heads, and by your linking it with the
term ¢ indictment.”  The term * confederate ™ may
mean (a) an ally, (#) united in a common cause, or (c)
formed in alliance. Now, it is impossible that such
can be the relation which any one holds to the
government by undesigned coincidence, for one can-
not be an ally, unite in a common czuse, or form an
alliance, without having previously made certain
stipulations to that efiect. There canoot be an
alliance without ferms of the same having first
existed.

I most empbatically deny that I have ever even
tried to treat with the government as an ally, or at-
tempted to form any alliance with them. I never
held an office under the government, save that of
overseer of highways along side my owa farm, nor
have I received one cent from 1he government by way
of consideration for anyihing that I have ever done.
I call upon you, Mr. Editor, not to ¢‘defend your-
celf,” as you strangely put it, but to substantiate the
charges which you bring against me, which I hold as
upjust and untrue—it 15 the part of the accuser to
make good his accusation—that I have teen oram a
confederate of the government of Ontario, in any other
sense than in the main being in sympathy with it,

We will reserve the defence of ** our theories,” to
which you refer, to another istue, as your space was
so taxed last issue that you cmitted the closing para-
graph of our letter, which we regard as the most im-
portant sentence in it, haviog a qualifying influence
on all the rest. It reads thus: My paper on this
subject I read by rcquest at the annual meeting of the
Ontario Creamery Association. This association also
requested of me leave to publish it in their annual re-
pert, so that if ** Subscriber " will exercice a little
patience he will know exactly what I said, and if,
then, he or any other man wishes to criticize it, Y am
ready.

* Lelieve, sir, you will have the fairness to publish
my communicatiors on this subject 1 full, and 1
promise you I will make them short. In justice to
myself I atk it, and for the honor of editorial fairnese.
A grave charge is brought agrinst me in the columus
of your paper,and I appeal to your honor as a
journalist and as a2 man to give me that opportunity
of defending myself wh'ch you yourself would desire
if placed in my position.  Truly yours,

* THOS. SHAW.

Hamilton, 16th May, 1887,

This second reply was accompanied by a letter
which veads thus:

Hamilton, May 16th, 1887.
W. WeLbp Esq.,
Ed. and prop. Farmer's Adwocate, London, Ont.

DeAR SiR,—Pleasc find enclosed a second paper
from me defending myself in reference to the attack
made upon me by ‘ Subscriber” in the Adwvocate for
April.  Please oblige by publishing this paper in the
June issue. My last letter was only published in part.
This must have been unknown to you, as I cannot
believe that you would be so vnfairas to allow o seri-
ous charge to be brought against me in your paper and
then garble my letters of defence. I will not believe this
unless forced to. I trust, therefore, that this letter
and all succecding ones that you receive from me on
the subject may be published in full in the Advocate.
Strike my statements as hard as you please, but give



