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Norta Caralina 144, South Carolina 9.
Theremarkable factis, that * wet weather”
accounts for this in the Carolinas. There
was drought in Esstern Massachusetts;
the valloys of Virgivia were *over-
whelmed by flonds,” and in the Missouri
valley ¢ oxcessive rains,” in some States
% drought.”

The highest average acraage of Wheat
is in “The Territories,” 26 bushels, Ne-
vada 24, Oregon and California 19,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island and Con-
necticut bhetween 17 and 18, Vermont
nearly 17, New Hampshire, Mauiune, Min-
nesotta and Xansas 15, Arkansas 11,
Maryland, Virginia, BMissouri and Louisi-
ana 9, Georgia and the Carolinas 8.

Oregon yields the henviest average of
Oats, viz., 36 bushels, California comes
next, 354, Michigan a fraction less, Ver-
mont next in order of all the States, close
upon which . follow Nebraska, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York,
Connecticut, Rhode Island, which are all
above 80, and New Hawpshire follows
them within a fraction of that uantity.
Maine and Wesconsin 27%. But in the
sunny South, the falling off is lamentable :
Georgia 141 bushels of oats to the acre,
and South Carolina less than 1¢ bushels.

The greatest averaga yield of Potatoes
is in California, 148 bushels per acre,
the Territories 145, Vermont 140, Texas
128, Maine 125, Arkansas 109, Kansas
106, Missouri 103. Every other State
in the TUnion yields less than 100 bushels
per acre, Indiana giving no more than 45.
Of the States not named, and under 100
bushels, the northern ones are most pro-
ductive.

The highest average yield of Tobacco
is in Magsachusetts, 1,320 lbs. per acre,
Connecticut next 1,250. The yield in
Virginia is 789 lbs. The smallest yield
is in North Carolina, 586 Ibs.

A letter has been published in the
Morning Chronicle, by a gentlemwn in
Cornwallis who writes under the plume
of ¢ Agricola,” containing animadversions
upon an sarticle published in this
Journal. It appears to be nccessary for
us to correct some of the erronecous state-
ments msde, so far as they deal with
matters of fact. As to gpinio=s on the
Act of last session, and circumstances
connected therewith, we have not offered
any, and feel that our sole duty is to as-
sist in carrying out the Act of the Legis-
Inture. If “Agricola” will amin read

our article and compure it with his own
latter, ho will sco that, in his anxiety to
make out » case, he has attributed o us
a largo amouunt of statement and expres-
gion of sentiment that has never appenred
in our columns. Ho must know that the
two courses pointed out by him as the
legitimate ones to bo followed by the
Board werc neither of them possible.
The Board was abolished on dth April,
1871, and was not authorised again to
act till 24th October. In the interim the
members of the Board had no more
power to act than Agricoln himself; and,
on this aceount, the Governnent. natur-
ally enough. declined to advance money.
for importations; it was only after long
consideration, and after the Government
were assured that the new Act would
remain inoperative so long as there was
1o organization to carry it out, that it was
deternined to revive the old Board; for the
purpose of organising a new one. It is
due to the author of tihe Act to state that
its legal consiruction is very different
from what he intended.

We repeat that, under the law that has
been in force rince 18th April, 1865, the
appointments to the Board have been
entirely in the hands of the officers ofthe
various Agricultural Societies, and that,
whil * the changes made have not been
very numerous, this did not result from
any practica! difficulty in the officers of
Socicties recording their votes, or nomi-
nnzing new men. A few three cent
stamps would enable any Secretary of a
suciety to obtain the views of all the
other societies in the District, and what-
cver they agreed upon must of necessity
Le adopted by the Bosrd, and always
was so adupted. Changes were thus
mnde from time to time in several dis-
tricts,—old members were voted out and
new ones voted in, notwithstanding the
statement of “ Agricola,” that *“ the old
member wust go in.” In those Districts
where no change took place, it is reason-
able to suppose that this resulted from
the perfect confidence reposed in the sit-
ting members. This much may be said,
that we have vever heard it asserted that
the members of the Board spared either
time or labour to discharge fatthfully the
duties imposed upon them. Itis a mis-
take to say, as Agricola does say, and in
ttalics too, that the < majorities of the
Societics must be agreed on one and the
same man.” If even two Societies voted
for one man, and eight others voted all
for separate men, these two would carry
their member.

‘We now come to the statement: “ The
Act of 1871 is rather a side step,and not
straight to the front. The choica or
nomination of members for the Board is
still a complicate aud uncertain matter
for the Societies, when it might be as
simpleas A B C.” This statement, made
by himself, shows in a striking light how

-unjustifiable is tho tenor of Agricoln’s

Ietter ; bat, as weo do not wish to discuss
the merits of the new Act, it is not for
us to express any coincidence with or
difference from him. The only object of
our article was to explain the position
into which afiairs had been temporarily
thrown during the pust senson, and to
show that the Board wers not only free
from all blame iu regard thereto, but, on
the contrary, acted in a straight forward
and earnest manner, with a single oye to
the interests of our Agricultural Societies.

The last proposal is to enact that each
Society shall be entitled to elect ane of
its members to represent the Society at
the Bourd. That would give a Bourd of
about 56 members,—an Agricultural Par-
linment, in fuct, us large as the Legisla-
tive As-embly and Legisiative Council
combined. Lest the duties devolving
upon this body be too heavy, they are
not to be troubled with the care of money,
for, according to Agricola’s scheme, the
Governmeut are to appoint other officers
to bo directly responsible to the Govern-
ment for the expenditure of the Agricul-
tural Grant. ‘Thew, each Socicty is w0
pay the travelling expenses of its mem-
ber attending meetings of the Board at
Halifax. “The Socicties,” Agricola says,
“have a right to this.” Would they uot
rather look upon it as a grievous wrong?
We do hope when any farther change 1s
made upon the Agricultural Act that the
Board will be constituted with a direct
reiation to thte work which it is designed
to nccomplish, and not sacrificed ina vain
attempt to give it a vague and false popu-
larity.

MEETING OF PICTOU REPRESEN-
TATIVES.

At a meeting of Representatives from
the different Agricultural Societics in the
County of Pictou, held in Now Glasgow,
this 8th day of December, 1871, tor the
purpose of clecting a member to repre-
geat the suid County at the Central
Board of Agriculture for the Proviuce
of Nova Scotia,~—Present, as representa-
tives from the following Socioties :—

River John—

Pictou—Darid Matheson.

Gairloch—Xenneth Ross.

Hopewell—Robert McNaughton.

Mersigomish—William C. Oldings.

Maxwelton—David Huggan.

Robert McNaughton, Esq., was ap-

pointed Chairman, and David diatheson,
Esq.. Secretary of the meeting.
” Read a letter from 2Ir. Nelson Suther-
land, late President of River John Agri-
cultaral Society, who was appoiuted at
tho annua} meeting of their Society to
attend this meeting as their representa-
tive, but owing to circumstances therein
fully referred to, was unable to fullll the
appointment.



