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as they ccrtainly eau not bc put ini thie
Dungliill list. It was xny dtýesi ot to
enlarge the presexit recognized varieties,
but to find a place for those birds ini
one of the already existing one.s. And,
as fromi ail thieir dharrcteristics, being
s0 clôsly allicd to the Hauilburgh1, I
thlouight thiey inliglit witih inlucli p10 pr1

ety be assigned a place anong tlhcm.
A Il eat Lover of Hanburgis"

-%vishcs Vo hlave thein put iii the Doi,uý
class, but tue fact of thcir being lion-
sitters and lacking the fifth toc , siionild
be a disqualification f'or Drir

A LOVER 0F 1AMBURGIIS.
Out. 2Oth, 1870.

JUI)GING POULTRV.
SIR: I propose .1kii I lèw ques-

tions relative to polayîdigxt the
laVe Provincial Show, sinould yoil <keixi
ilheni flot inappropriate Vo the columniis
of your vahuable paper.

First: Thie Seb)righIt Bitaxnsi that
took the second Prize-tit. coelk had a,
rose or doule conxb, the hieu a 'iligle
conib. I-s thiis rigit ? Alsoiin the
class for Gaine Chiickens of 1870, the
cock bird of the second prize piair liad a
double or triple coxub, soinewhiat like
the pea coxalb of the Bralanla. Should
not this have disqualified thein 1 Again,
thie first prize pencillcd IIanburgh
cock's coni) -%vas turnced to the one .bide.
',Vas uîot thiis also a disqualification ?

If iuateiug ili a peu is deîned 1w
judges a iatter of importance, I woul1

akif the prize pen~ of Hloudfans were
sol and if not, whly give theni a prize?

And -whlat of the so-called lighlt ]irah-
mnas, whichi got first prize. *])îd flot the
inottling of the iinder parts and thlxis
denote a cross with the Park varietv ?
Mlost undoubtedlly it diii.

\Vhat is the xaeaiiing of disqualifica-
tion ? Does it iloV iieaxi thiat birds
lacking certain qualities or points, and
possessing certaini others wvhichi thiey
ought nloV to have, would lie unfit to «be

awvarded a prize at a gondl poiiltryshw
even if thiere wvas no coxupetition, and
certafill i îlii more so wile-e lucre

I shiahl trouble you l'y asl<ing a 1,(.%
more quiestions. Are gaine birds w ithi
double cols a recogiized Class? and il'
su, byv what authority i Thie point of
ilu question wvi1l l)e seen, whvlen I fixai
prize.0 awarded to siclib lds; and ini
tie ]3antala Cla-ss of B3.lac a.11 White
hauitains, would birds ivith single coînbs
axid featlier legs.ý be suecessful coînpcti-
tors agaiu.st otlier bantamns o-obd
anld clean-legged, ahi othier points heciing
equal? T trom. noV.

Iii vour last issue0 apl)eare(l ail articite
hleaded "lGaie Fowls, NoK. , de-scrib-
ing the Cock ini ]rown-Reds. 1V îsayis:
'"]irc!ast anud thighs. eitiier xvul, brumii,
streakedl witit dark browîî, or1, of .1
clear red lîrown, any black streaks or
miarkiigs objeetionabille." The "Stand-
ard of Eclee"savs distinctly,
"lBreast reddîshi brown, streak-ed withl
black, ,Iliaft of Ieathxcîs black, thii-lis
dusky bl M." Wich is correct? I
think von shiolld give uis a note with
yolur opinion, whien an article diflers '
iiniich froin. the Standard.

Whiere man the Standard of Fxcelience
buc bad, and at what price? Several
pesons hiave rccîneste4l mue to get thieni
a Copy, lit I eaui iot do0 ".. I en
hatt fali. to ahi the principal bosoc
iii Toronto and conhdi not -et one. 1
sihseqiuenl lvy sent Vo Xew York.

ONE WÎIO WISHES TO LE ARN.
Octoixer 1t5tlx, 1870.
P. S.-Whieu at thxe ShIowV I hearj. eîa

(if thue judges reinarki tliat hie hadtt, as
onle of his co;îudges, a gentleman froiln
England, naxnited "Piinchlaird," wlixo hiak
at exh2ibitionis there talzelli -ith ]lisbrd
a great inany cîxps, and prizes, id thiat
with sn;icl anl able assi4stanit, thlev were
groing- to start ut a certain hiotr xiext
day, and go throughà "shiarp" and "faqt.>
ilearin., this, I w 3 eil goepetreat


