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by the weaker force o1’ man—as in the mowing
or threshing mackine; or where the slow mam-
pulation of fingers, with no expenditure of
strength, s changed to a greatly inereased rapidity
of the same work by mechanical combinations,
mstances of which oceur in the gaden diill and
the sewing machine.  Some compleaity is here
necessary, and is admissible when great speed is
gained; but when a machive works b ittle
faster than the umiesisted Lands, it muy he dis-
carded, as o univessal rule, unless atiandy
simple.

The sccond point to olserve in providing
farm machinery is 1o select such as cach farmer
can woik with his own unbortowed forews. .\
threshing machine, for example, that requires
six or eight horses 1o drive, onc-half ot which
must be hired or Lorrowed for the occixion—or
six or eight hauds to man it, vne-halt of whom
must be collected throush the neizhboihooud he-
fore a sheal can be threshed—is an inconvenient
machine—troublesome and not cconomical.  If
the farmer has but two horsesand two hands, he
should procure a thresher which he can work.
He has then complete commind of his own ope-
rations, and can, on any occasion, for aday, half
day, or less, set his machine to work when he
wishes a supply of grain for seed or for bread,
ov straw for his cattle. Many spare or stormy
days may be advantageously occupied where euch
a convenience as this is always at hand. The
farmer’s wife will not complain of heinz relieved
of boarding a number of hands required to man
a pouderous ten-hovse thresher, nor will he him-
self get the fidgets so often in seemyz all his col-
lection of men standing idle while a broken cog
;s undergoing repairs.

Drilling vs. Broadeast Sowing of Wheat.

* There is, perhaps, no gram crop in the United
States in which greater improsement has been
made in its cultivation than in wheat, particular-
Iy in the great West—and the reason of this is
obvious. Until within a fow years our Western
farmers were without the benefit of raidroads and
consequently without a market for *adir swrplus
wheat, hence there was no motive t » increase the
crap by extra cultivadon Dbevond the wants
of the family or neighborhood. Tut in more
modern times since the opening of the markets
of the world to western farmers, wheat has
hecome one of the most profitable crops i a
farge section of conutry, and hence our progres-
give farmers have found it to their interest to
prepare their lands berter and to make such
other improvements in wheat culture as miglt
be brought with more and better implements for
cultivation. Amaug these the plow, the roller,
the harrow, and the drill, have been added or
greatly improved, and yet we are far behind the
best farmers of Western New Youk and those of |

Lngland in the perfection of wheat growing.
Among the improved implements that have
been introdueed there are none more impurtant
than the wheat diill 5 a large portion of the
wheat that is sown is made to follow mmicdiate-
Iy adter corn where the drill Gamot be used to
advastaze owing o the interference of the corn
stubble and weeds that are left ou the land after
harvest. But where wheat is suwn on fallow
laud ot after clean crops, the benehits of the diil
hive been cunaciatad cgain and waain by thse
who have used them, and we do not know an in-
stance where the detl has been intiodeced that
the furmer is willing to discontinue ifs use where
the nature of the preceding (op will adwit of its

operation; and it is vuly necessiy for the cures

ful observer to witness the crops growing to-
zether atany stuze of thair goowth that have
Deen put iu by the two methods, to be fuily con
vineed of the advanta_cs of the drill system.

A prolific writer, aud constant contrilutor to
one of vur most pupular agicultural periodicals,
has lubored thiough several columns in two con-
secutive numbers of the work, with the promise
of *further consideration of” the subject, when
other facts and inferences will he addueed in il
lustration of’ the subject,™ to prove that diilling
wheat has no advantage over the old method of
scattering the seed promiscuously over the sur
fuce, to take its chanee for being covered at sufli
cient depth to insure vegetation, or to remain or
the swface liable to be devoured by the birds.

Tt is but a short time sinee the same writer la-
bored ardently to prove that in tiansplanting
trees from the nureery with their roots mutilated
and half destroyed, as is too often the case in
diggemg them, it was Dbetter to plant them with
their entive tops than to cut them back in pro-
portion 1o the loss which their roots had sustain
«d 5 andin a later number of the same work, the
writer labors with equal industiy to prove muleh
ing newly set trees is equally inadmissable.
Now, all experience, common observation, avd
the least hnowledze of vegetable physiology, as

well as commuon sense go to prove the abso i

lute necessity of the one and the importance and
advantage of the other of these processes ; but
the writer seems to have a mania for taking the
opposite sides of all popular questions of the day
that have a beating upon inprovements in agn-
cultwe.  With all intellizent veaders his teach:
ings are not calaulated to do any material harm,
But there are some who wmay receive his argw
ments as law, and practice after them inasmuch
as they appear without dissent or cumment by
the editors of one of the furemost pajiers in the
country.  Itis the giving jublicity to the fake
teachings of such cecentiic minds, that too fre
quently creates the objection to * Book Farm
ing,” patticularly when they appear in such
works as we have alluded to. We are pleased
to see all importast matters discussed, so long
as argument is likcly to throw light upon the
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