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that “if three-fourths of the acreage devoted to barley during the last ten years

had been given to meadow and pasture, and to peas and oats to be fed on®

the place, we farmers would to-day have as much money and vastly more
productive land than we have.” Can the anti-temperance party show us
that, if the barley raised in Peel during the Iast ten years had been all fed
on the place, farmers there to-day would not now have as much money and
vastly more productive lands ?

While we look upon Mr. Snell’s production as having proved clearly
that the growth of barley, in his ncighborhood at least, has been less re-
munerative than that of certain other grains specified, we do not just fancy
giving the argument such a turn. It seems like giving the cnemy an ad-
vantage by way of concession, as though we feared there was some truth in
their statement, and tricd to get out of the difficulty by advocating the dis-
continuance of its growth. It is taking up a line of defence that we do
not exactly need, building 2 rampart in the rear before we have been dislodged.
As we are strongly inclined to believe that, if to-morrow the entire Dominion
would wash her skirts from the stains of the polluting traffic, and wipe out
from her borders with one fiat the one curse, so to speak, of all the nations,
there would next year be raised nearly as much barley as this, if not quite
as much. OQur reasgn for thinking so is, that barley is alrcady an import-
ant factor in the feeding of stock, which great industry is only in its begin-
nings. Of nearly a dozen of the foremost fecders of Ontario that we have
interviewed during the last cighteen months, without exception they use it
as a factor in their grain feed in fattening stock. In stall-feeding, Mr. Peter
Rennie, of Fergus, makes free use of batley. Mr. John S. Armstrong, of
Speedside, feeds parts of barley, peas and oats. The Messrs. J. and R.
McQucen, of Elor, fced one-quarter of the grain of barley ; the Messrs. J.
and W. Watt, of Salem, one-third; Mr. George Leask, of Pinkerton,one-fourth,
and Mr. James Hunter, of Alma, one-sixth.  Mr. Henry Groff, of Elmira, also
uses it freely,as do Mr. JesseSnider, of Floradale,and Mr. Jacob M. Brubacher,
of St. Jacobs. Mr. John Hope, of Bow Park, Brantford, steamns a large vat of
it every day for the working horses, and thinks it excellent for the purposc.
It provesa most excellent feed for calves, ground in conjunction with oats,
For sheep when fed along with oats, or with oilcake, it is firstclass, and it
also makes excellent feed for fowls. Many farmers feed it to their animals
boiled, for its laxative effccts upon digestion ; and also for pigs, it forms a
valuable addition to their feed. In stock-feeding the question is not, where
<an it be fed to advantage, so much as where canit not be so fed.  “Then it
forms a most excellent grain on which to sced to grass, as it shades just
¢nough, but not too much, and is harvested carly, which gives the young
sced time to grow.  We never expect to sce that day when barley shall not
bein much demand with farmers. Many parts of Canada cannot grow
<com well.
voured by the bug that barley is more profitable to fecd, even bushel for
bushel, and in those sections where oats may give a better return, it docs
n® follow that it would be unwise to grow barley, as the true value of any
grain for feeding can only be fully ascertained by its cffects when fed with
other grains.  To render our meaning more plain, if tumips are fed to store
catile in large quantity without grain, the results are less profitable than
when fed in smaller quantities with the addition of some meal.  Itis onthe
same principle that ground barley fed to caives is more valuable when fed
in CO]IJUI‘ICUO!‘I with ground oats, than if cqual wcxghts of cither of these
grains had been fed alone.  As the feeding industry is but yet in its begn-
nings; it is only f2ir then to expect a very large increase in the quantitics
of this uscful gmin that shall be fed in coming years,

In view of these facts we arc curious to know what line of proof those
will adopt who are to show us that the brewer gives more to the farmer for
his barley than the consumer of beef.

It is quite possible that a number of farmers may believe this spacious
cry. Itis only in recent years that farmers helicved it would pay better to
feed any marketable grins at home. The evidence of this, however, is
becoming so conclusive, tlm few now attempt to gainsay it, hence it 1s that
the propagators of this plausible thcory will find readiest access to the car
of the poorer classes of. farmers.

Some men have upon principle given up the growth of barley, lest the
semblance of the curse should be upon their garments.  While we do not
agrec with these men as to the necessity of this course, we admire their
fidclity to conscicnce.  They demonstrate to the world what it can well

Barley will supply its place.  Other regions have the pea sode.

affurd tu witness anon, that all men are not hars.  1hese olated cases are
those of men who have not learned the value of batley ws a feeder.

Are the anti-temperance men really su concerned fur the welfare of the
farmer when the brewers subscrilie $1,000 cach, and the distllers $10,000,
for the purpose of hiring those that may ovnce have been men to tell the
farmer that the success of the Scott Act will shrivel up their pockets in bar-
ley-growing sections?  Would it really be a crime to suspect the sincerity
of those men who drink the widow's tears and fatten on the ruin of their
country ?

Is the thought a criminal one that now and then forces to the surface
the question, is there no gold dangling on the copy of the cditor who dips
his pen in the crucible of human anguish in the vain endeavor to prove
that kind Providence, who sent us barley with the nther grmins, gave the
latter for feeding purposes, but the former to be made into beer?

What a thousand pizies that men will sell themselves for gold, thus to
work iniquity ! What an indelible stain on the banuer of the nmeteenth
century that men (not men) are found to advecate upon public platforms
the continuance of traffic in this thing of death!

How sad it seems that these parties, so blind to their own best inter-
ests, cannot see the “ things that belong to tharr peace,” ere the thunder-
ings of that rightcous rcmbutlon, the mutterings of which are already m
the distance, burst over them with an avalanche of fury, that wall cut off all
hope of escape !

In the meantime, ye temperance workers, continue to acqmt yoursclves
like men. ‘The air is filled with hope, ‘The signs are most propitious. ‘The
giant is alrcady shorn of his great strength.  The stone has left the sling
that will crush his helimet, when he may be slain with his own sword, sccing
that we come against him in the “ name of the Lord of Hosts,” and what-
ever clse may not survive his fall, we may rest assured that the beautiful
brairded fields of barley will continue to wave in undimpished acreage amid
the cvening breczes, as though the monster had never been.

PROHIBITION IN KANSAS.
IT DOES PROMIBIT.

“Six months ago there were open saloons in Tapcka, lawrence, Em
poria, Newton, Wichita, and many other cities, where you will not find ouc
to-day.  More satoons have been closed 1 the last three months than dwr-
ing any similar period since the law first went into cflect. It is true there
was 2 reaction after the election of Governor Glick.  The liquur-seilers
imagined it was a victory over prohibition, and grew bold and defiant. But
they reckoned without their host,” just as your correspondent has done.
He claims that the amendment does not owe its cxistence to a strong,
healthy, public sentiment, but to the carclessness of casy-going, experiment-
loving citizens.  Perhaps "he can tell us how it happenced that the whole Re-
publican ticket, nominated on a strong prolubition platfor, was clected,
with the single exception of its candidate for Guvernor, hy twenty-five to
thirty thous:md majorizy ; and why the ILegislature a majority of whom
were chosen at the same time—refused by a large majority to re-submit that
amendment to thepzople?  The fact is, the great body of the people ot
Kansas arc more strongly in favor of the amendment to-day than they have
cver been.  The Atchison Champion, one of the must mﬂuum.nl papers in
the State, and not a champion of prohibition, said recently, “ ‘There are
scores of prohibitionists now where there was one two years ago.” It says
there is a growing respect for law, and disgust and alarm at the utter disre-
gard by hquor-dealers of any restriction of the tmthie. A Law.and-Order-
Leaguc has been organized in that city, officered by some of its leading bus.
ness men, who declare that they can no longer bear the disgrace which the
lawlessness of these men is bringing upon their city.  Prosccutions have
been commenced, and forty- Afive saloon- -keepers indicted.  The Atchison
Gloke, a strong anti-prohibition paper, said recently, *“ A sense of duty
compels us to rcimrk that, no\\m‘\sm\dmg our camest opposiion, the cause
of prohibition is gaining ground cvery day.”

No one who reads the reports of the sticeess that has attended cfiorts to
enforce the law, in all parts of the State save in a few cities like Leaven.
worth, ;\(chisnn, and Abilene, can doulbit the truth of the above statements.
Prosccutions arc most fre;quent, and comvictions usualiy follow.  In Doug-
las County thirtcen offenders were tried in the District Court Iast year, and
cvery onc convicted.  In the justices’ courts there were five convictions and
two disagreements. At the last term of court sixteen saloon-keepers pleaded
guilty on forty counts, and were fined $4,200 and costs, and closed out be-
causc it didn't pay ! The Seerctary of the State Temperance Union reports
that of four hundred and sixty cases tried in district courts, there have been
three hundred and fifty-one convictions—or seven-ninths of the cases ; in
justices’ courts five hundred and twelve cases and three hundred and seven.




