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ki about te engage in the poultry business should
know the différent breeds and their purposel. The
poultry kueper should have an objeict in vie'w. If
hi desires to inake eggs a specialty, lie should
breed froin those strains that lay best, without re-
gard to size or table purposes. If he wishes chicks
and poultry for narket, lie should select the breeds
best adapt cd for such. One thing to inpress up.
on beginners, and that is--no single breed in itself
possesses all the characteristics that are best for
narket-.eggs, chicks, and hardiness combinedý;
but, by judicious crossing, the good qualities of
several breeds may be blended, and botter resuilts
obtained. There are times vhen prices are high
for certain weights, at particular periods ; and the
poultry-keeper will have to learn from experience
when to send then to market, and at what age and
weight. The better plan is to base your profits
on the average market prieus, and the expense on
the ordinary cost of food. There is a profit in
poultry keeping. In proportion to the capital re-
quired, it is equal to any other, but there is no
grand fortune in it for every one. Like in any
other business, failure may occur, but there are fail-
tires in all pursuits. He who vishes to succeed must
be attentive to his stock, and attend te his affairs
witlh the saine energy that he would bestow in any
other direction.

POULTRY KEEPERt.

Mr. Doel's Letter.-No. 2.

Editor Roview.
The June nuniber of REVIEw would have re-

ceived a communication fron me, but suci an
ado was raised around ny ears ini April, I wait-
cd for mor.: in June. If you will allow me to
answer, I will make it as short as possible.

Re Wyandottes-" An admirer of the breed"
is mutchi mistaken in April number in some
points. The Wyandotte was admitted to the
American Standard in 1883. Instead of having a
separate class in the largest and best shows in
England for the last two years. the flrst Englishi
show it had a class to itself was at Chesterfield,
December 1884, and has net been noticed separ-
ately at the Palace. Birmingil.am or Dairy shows.
It was as the American Sebright I bred them,
and they bred truer to feather than they do now
as Wyandottes, (see report in New York Bulle-
tin of February 188q, on quality at New York
Show). If I mistake not it went under other
names also, until Wyandottee wasgiven itin '83.
As Mr. Graf says, another naine was Sebright
Cochins. My stock was net of a very poor sain-
ple, but of sonie of the best in N. Y. State, Mr
Graf is mistaken about Guelph. I told him his
Wyandottes were of a different strain te mine,
net breed. Strain and breed are entirely differ-

ent in neaning. If there were cighi different
varietes of Vyandottes claiming admittance to
the American standartz in.1883, that itself proves
the Wyandotte is not an established breed, and
this proves ny stîatement. that we in Canada
should be careful how we press a now breed up.
ou the public as a useful fowl, until fully tried
and proved good by some of our old and kinown
breeders. and not mercly trust te those who
pusi it forward as a money making machine to
them. Mr Graf goes farther, and supports mue
in ny claim, when he says-a good deal of dis-
appointnent, &c.. (sec C. A. Graf in April numa.
ber).

I amx pleaised to sec ny old friend, Mr. Bick.
nell, coie ont in defence of scoring. I beheve
in iriend Bicknell. but still assert. you can take
a first class bird and score hin 20 points less
than a bird a fancier would net breed from, and
no fault could be found with the scoring, allow
me te add, point by point. I have known birds
sent fron the U. S. into Canada scoring into
the 90s, and such birds as one in Ontario would
not breed froin. The last 1 call te mind werc
sent to Peterboro'. We have also lad some highj
'soring in Canada which were much inferior in
quality te those scored mnucli lower.

In my letter in your April number I arn net,
as you say, the mouilpiece of others, for no one
knew I was going te write, or lad written. un-
til I lad donc so; nor vas1 asked ly any person
or permons te write; but the reason I wrote was,
I thouglit and still think that the Marci number
was spiteful and vritten expressly te do injury.
All I have leretofore done lias been for the
poultry interest generally,and frequently te my
own injury. I never yet wrote under a nom-de
plume te attack another, but only on general
matters.

The times I especially refer te in my Aprl
letter, -when I said I lad experienced attacks un-
der nom-de-plume in your paper iatended te in
jure me, were in the year, I think, 1879, whicl
were extremely abusive if not worse. The time
I refer te your remarks of judging was after the
Brantford show, whlen your remarks in your re-
port were entirely and uncalled for different te-
wards Messers Buck and Jarvis, Bogue and my-
self.

But what can be expected whens a person gets a
disappointed man to repoît on classes that the
person himself is entirely ignorant of. and un
able himself te report on them.

When as president, in 1884 I named the nom-
inating committee, I believed it had been the
custom for the president te nominate, as I then
stated, otherwise I certainly slould net have
donc se. it being generally customary for c
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