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For Tug CANapiaN Bk Jounrsai,

HOLTERMANICS KXPLANATION,
Mz Evrver,—

{ have catefully read the articles of
Blessrs. Clarke und Hutchinson ia the last
number of the Caxantaxy Ber Jorryi, and
1 must really, in justice to myself, ask you
to permit me to explain. First of all, I
asked Doctor Wiley at the Washington
convention if he could detect the difference
between sugwar syrup fed the Lees and
gtored by them and nectar l\ered by the

bees und stored, both ing. ripened.
Loctbr Wiley said “ Yes, ut certain
semperatures.”  Did Mr. H. report this

« No»” I purposely asked tle question
o that way, as scientific terms such as
+ invert sugar,” etc., are not easily under-
stood by mapy of us. and are confusing.
Thete were & good many present. will
any one elge deny that I asked such a
questicn, and thut Doctor Wiley made
sach an sngwer? We all kncw there are
diferent kinds of honey, but their sources
are all from flowers. Isuppose when we
feed the bees maple syrup, according to
Mr. Clarke, it will te maple sy cup honey,
yet where will this
ibsurdxty end? Mr. Clarke (page 3, seccnd
column C.B.J., April 1st, 1843) is actually
making tutter frem tkhe ox. 1 have no
doubt this can be done just as readily as
that honey can be made out of sugar syrop.

As to condemning & map for what he
may, can, or might do, I will confess I had
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taining Mr. Hutchiuson’s report of Doctor
Wiley's address, and I saw no account of
the clear question I asked Doctor Wiley
following 1ne addiess, acd the snswer he
gave me. I felt safe to condemn then, but
the report not beisg ended, it might a
sey it might but not likely) appesr tores
hence my safeguard. But Yir. Huu xmon
did not put it in.

I once read an sccmmt of a locn with
her young suidenly cothing into the
presence of « hunter, The hunter oapmred
the young bird ; the parent did evetyt}ung
to aitract the attention of the dnnte..
At fiest it feigned lameness, thgn inability *
to ﬁy.‘ and finally desth, hoping in thig.
way to draw ‘the huoter away from the
young loon. Mr. Ciarks’s remarks regard-
ing my discretion gnd modesty remind me
of the action of thelcon. If [ understand
the uses of discretion and mcdesty, they
would prevent me for ipstance from
privately stating to members of a bee-
keepers’ organization that my services to
heekeepers shoulg cotitle we to honorary
‘nemberehip. Byt the humblest in the
land have a privilege—yer, more, a duly
to rperform—in yedressing wrong and
pointing it out even if ccmmitted by the
highest in the land ; and tte question—the
importent question—is not whether Prof.
Clagke, #s prevident of the Ontaric Bee
keepers' Coliege, or R. F. Holtermanna in
bis criticiem of W. Z. Hutchingon, shows
the greater valor or modesty. lam wxllu:g ’
to yield the palm to Mr. C!arke, -




