BEETON, ONT., JUNE &5 1889,

Waore No.21g

~___ EDITORIAL.

AN EXPLANATION WANTED.

@I‘{hﬂle weekly market quotations of
. Me Catholic Chronicle, published in

w°ntreal, there appears each
oueek under the heading of
Eraphn;try Produce” the following para-

By,
8 1433‘\']:119 market rules quiet and steady

oy, 15¢ per 1b. for Western white clover in

g ,; SXtracted selling at 103c to 12¢ in pails,
Witation honey at 9¢ to 10c.

Srg dzrq(’ ot know from what the publish-
.[1ve their information, and in the
Oterests of the pursuit which it is
Tivilege to follow and foster we
pameSask them to furnish us with the
‘sa,mcl’ their correspondents, also for
to e, &€ Of the honey which they claim
ur 'mltation.”

by My attention has been called to this
thorg,.d* Fool, of Halifax, himself a
Somg, § ee-keeper. May be that
Barke Uch vile stuff was put in the
Cajj j; 1 \® Montreal, and so long as they
tiog ho y Its proper name, viz., “imita-
f:t weneh »" we cannot much complain ;
ﬁ(f‘tl
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°hr
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ple. Qfa"e some curiosity to see a

10 tag the stuft and taste it, it it be

%tai Ste, and are making an effort to'
S Some, ,

——

¢ "érri'gl be noticed by reference to our
® Driyij. columns we'have transferred
' ge of selling individual rights

for the manufacture ot the ‘‘Heddon
Hive” to the original patentee, Mr. Jas.
Heddon to whom all applications must
in future be made.

Por the CANADIAN BEE JOURNAL. Co
TRASH DESIGNATED HONEY.
SEND you to-day a sample of what was of-
@ fered here by a gentleman dealer as Califor-
nian honey. Buch nasty stuff should by no
means be offered to any customer as
“money"* but should be termed “Honey Guano”
and sold as fertiliser. I hold that the importa-
tion and sale of such stuff under the name of
“honey", is sureto destroy our honey market
and in the interest of both the Canadian pro-
ducer and consumer, I call upon you Mr. Editor
to give that stuft a close examination, and make
its merits—if it has any other thar. what I as-
signed to it known through the C. B. J.
E.ScuuLrz,
Kilworthy, April 26th, 1889.

The sample of honey which you sent
us is without doubt the worst that we
have ever examined. '

We do not know that we should call
it a sampie of honey .because it is as
foreign from what we would term honey
as the east is from the west.

We firmly believe that it is a slight
mixture of some poor honey with some

 other material, it might be guano or any

other vile stuff that you could imagine,
The offering of sucl material for sale,
and calling 1t honey should be a crimi-
nal offence and we think 1t the duty of



