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becaunse they do not exercise any in-
jurious iafluence on corn, which is
cultivated immediately after them;
they do not extract the alkalies of the
soil, and only a very small quantity
of phosphates. Leibig supposes that
the small value of beans and peus us
articles of nourishment is owing to the
small quantity of phosphates which
they contain, and * as the component
parts of bones, viz, phosphate of lime
and magnesia, arcabsent, they satisfy
the appetite without increasing the
strength.” It is evident from what
has been shewn, that two plants, grow-
ing beside each other and requiring
the same food fromn the soil, must na-
turally injurc one another. ‘This is
exemplified in the growth of certain
weeds with wheat, as the wild cham-
momile and flea-bane, and in propor-
tion as these weeds flourish, the grain
is impoverished. Planis on the con-
trary, requiring different constituents,
may flourish on the same soil at the
same tine, or in sucecession; thus on
a soil containing potash, wheat and
tobzcco may be reared in succession,
becauase the tobacco does not require
phosphates, salts which are invariably
present in wheat, but requires only
alkzlies, and food containing nitrogen.

We insert with much pleasure the
following communication, respecting
“ Banking accommodation for Furm-
ers,” confessing at the same time our
incompetency to venture at present
any decided opinion upon the subject.
We are willing however to cncourage
temperate discussions upon all sub-
jects, intended and calculated to pro-
mote the agricultural interests of the
country, and we thercfore invite fur-
ther information upon this important
question. ‘The communication con-
tains many excellent observations, and
as we know the writer of it to bec an
experignced, intelligent and respecta-

ble farmer, we rccommend his sug-

gestions .to the deliberate considera-
We may here
observe that a very imperfect osperi-
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ment was tried in Nova Scotia in the
shape of a Provincial loan for the re-
lief of farmers. Bat as the amount
appropriated for this purpose wasvery
inadequate, the means proved insufh-
cient, and | ke all half-way measures,
they were found to do harm; and in
the following rhanner : a farmer owed
several persons to the amount of fifty
pounds, but he could obtain at the
loan office only a proporticnal part of
the general amount in it, say £10 or
£15. His creditors knew that moncy
was within his reach by giving securi-
ty on his farm, theyv fell upon him,
and he was compelled to give it.—
The sum thus obtained would not sa-
tisfy all the demands upon him, some
were liquidated, and those persons
who received nothing, in the pleni-
tude of their disappointmept, poured
out their wrath from tue phials of the
law, and increased the unfortunate
man’s perplexities and debts with
costsof court.  The consequence was
that farms were im:nediately sold, to
satisfy the small securities that were
upon them.  We do not however con-
sider that the foregoing can be addu-
ced as a fair avgument against Bank-
ing accommodation upon proper prin-
ciples, and the judicious employment
of it. The utility of banks has af-
forded matter for a contrariety of
opinions., We can readily believe
that the assistance, which they
could afford to the enterprising
and industrious farmer, would con-
tribute to his own gain and the im-
provement of the country, and that
aithough some individuals might make
an injudicious use of the facility, still
that the general benefits would more
than counterbalance the particular ab-
jections. We are unwilling toexpress
any decided sentiment, as we have
not given the subject full considera-
tion, nor viewed it in all its bearings.

Wé thank the writer of the article
for the flattering expression of hissen-
timentsin favoyr of the “ New-Bruus-

wick,Agriculturist,” and as the intro-
duptary paragraph referred exclusive-

ly to the editor of it, we have talcn



