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lor took the second prize. Ie is a deeply formed,
handsome bull, but not large ; of excelient quality ;
very ¢ylindrical, or rather oval form ; deep but not
wide hips : narrow thighs ; full fair rump ; but flat
1ibs; good flank.

The show of Devons was small, only 23 animals,
whereas the average of the past nine years was 51
and that of Shorthorns 98.

James Quartly’s, 2 years and 3 months old bull
“ Napoleon,” took the £30 yrize in the first clase,
He is red, beautifully formed, symmetrical and com-
pact, and of exceeding quality. handsome head, “hips
as usual, somewhat too norrow,” flank and other low-
er parts fair, though ratber defective. Tbe same
geatleman’s buli, ¢ Duke of Wellington,”’ took the
second prize. In the class, cows in calf or in milk.
G. Turner’s 6 yeur old cow “Lady,” took the first
priz(;e, aud his 5 year old cow, ¢ Hawthorn,”’ the se
cond.

The shew of horses was large and good, the Clyds-
dale predominating. In sheep, the Leicester were
best represented, though the pure animals were prin-
cipally fromtwo flocks, those of Messrs. Landry and
Pawlett. There was a short show of other longwools,
but Messrs. Lane, Garne & Brown exhibited some of
their Cottswolds, which, in the language of the Ex-
press, were, * extraordinary sheep, the size of some
of them being really prodigious.” The show of
Southdowns was small, bu. included somewhat ex-
cellent animals from the flock of the Duke of Rich-
mond, Lords Walsingham and Chichester, and Messrs.
Rigden & Lugar. The pigs, it is said, * were chiefly
remarkable for the immense size which some of them
attained, and the absurd state in which they were
exhibited. They were so fat, that had the weather
been bhot, ¢ the unbappy brutes could not have lived
through the week.”” The emall breeds, both black
and white, had the preference. The poultry show,
which is a new feature, was a failure.

o B e ——
CROPS IN NEW YORRK.

The Rural JV. Yorker the leading agricultural
journal of western New York, makes the following
reference to the grain crops of that State :

Loorwve AT WiesT— or rather the weather-beaten
slraw which ought to contain wheat—we see little
to cheer us. That which bas been “ put t~ question”
of the ithreshing machine, bas turned answer in s
product of from five pecks toten and even filteen
bushels per acre. In some localities very little of
the Svule's or Hutchinson wheat—however promising
it may have looked before the harvest—will replace
the seed sown, in quantity ; and as to the quality,
the shruali, grown, weevil-ecaten kernels are such as
would have been throwntothe pigs and cbhickens
three years ago. The Mediterranean and Golden
Drop do better, but they disappointed the farmer by
tbe meagher product. The weather and Ilessian fly
jujured them, while the weather and midge did their
worst {0 later varieties. Here and there a region
estaped with small damage from the latter, but itis
nevertheless true that wheat may be put down asa
failure, 50 far as any profit is cvncernd [even at 2
a bushel,] in _any of the best grain-growing districts
of Western New York.

Or Oarg there are enough in the couatry to fur-

nish fuel to every equine locomotive on the track, or

off, either.  Still thousands of acr: s were drowned out
by the June rain, and other thousands injured more
?r less. Oats are plenty and they will be needed,
or.

Tur Hay crop bas been got in—or left out—in
miserable condition. There are meadows of greater
or less extent, or many a farm, where the grassrott-
ed—yes, rotted—in the swath or cock, and is entirely
worthless except for manure Many a musty mow
of hay will be tramped into the dung heap next win-
ter,or forced down the cattle by sheer starvation
and the lack of decent straw as a substitute. Some
good hay was sccured—the second growth after the
rain—and some snatched up between the showers—
but bay and wheat this year cost the farmer higher
prices than he will e likely to get for thew.

BarLey isa good crop. We have scen as fine
fields of harley as ever ripened in Western New
York. Butit was not sown very cxtensively, ab
least we have noticed little:

—_—-—

WHY IS FARMING UNPROFITABLE?

Why is it that nine-tenths of our farmers find farms
ing to be uuprofitable ? By wunprofitable, I meon
paying day-wages to the farmer, and but a very small
per centage on the capital be has inves'ed in land,
stock, tools, &c. Now this ic a serious question—a
question often asked, and one to which every practi-
cal farmer ought to be able and willing to reply.
Hundreds of farmers, who own from one hundred
and fifty to three hundred acres of good land, passa-
bly stocked, find themselves barely able to prove that
they are as well off to-day as they were a year ago:
and many declare thet the laborer, who has nothing
but Ins hands with which to get a living, lays up
more money in a year, than they with all their broad
acres and flecks of cattle and sheep.  If this oe true,
and I have no doubt but in many instances it is, a
farm managed as a large share of our farms are mana-
ged, is 2 ¢'og to a young man,with a small family who
is endeavouring to lay up something for those *“rainy
day9” which are sure to fall to the lot of many, if not
all of us, ere we reach the end of the journey of
life.

TFarming is no¢ unprofitable because labor is high,
because the seasons are unpropitious, or because farm
produce brings a low price. ‘Ihe laborer is worthy
of his hire ; tne harvests are bountiful, and the ra-
pidly iccrcasing number of consumers, renders the
prices of provisions, to the producer especially. quite
satisfactory, Such is the case, and still the question
is asked, why is farming unprofitable ?

We frequently read about, and sometimes even see,
men who have supported families, on the produce
of two, len, fifteen or twenly acres of land, that was
when they commenced, no better than the average,
in good style,—siven their children 2 good educa-
tion, and laid by a few dollars in the bargain. Then
wby cannot men who own two hundred or one thou-
sand acres of land, make farming profitable? The
reasott is, they plant too much, spreading their limi-
ted quantity of manure over txo large a surface,
thereby impoverishing their Iand and wasting  thejr
labor. Eighty bushels of corn, and other grains in
proportion, may be raised on on: acre of laad much
essler than on two, and where land is So cultivated
as Lo produce such crops, it is constontly improving,
and vice versa.

Thbe farms of A.and B. join each otker. Al’s con-
sists of one hundred vud fifty, and B.’s of forty acres.
A. has forty acrers of meadow, on which he anuual-



