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S, «J beg to herewith hand you a copy of a’
lester, which I addressed to the editor 'of the Globe’
onvthe 81st  October last, rand a’eopy ‘of which I
{orwarded to the editor of the AMail on the 30th
inst., with’a request for its publication in the last-:
named paper, but'which, wp to the time of writing,
has been Tefused an insertion in either of these
nomibsily | provincial, ' but /in reality - Toronto
ournils, in the hope that you will make reom for'
1t in'your widely-circulated journal, in order that
the Tarmers of Oatario may have a practical illas-
tratioti of the fair play which either their interests
or their representatives may expect at the hands of
either the Globeor Mail, when they ruun counter to
the all-grasping city. of Toronto.,

While it 15/ not for me to express an opinion as to
the matter contained in my letter, I think I may
be permitted to say that, written as it is over my
own name, and by one who, however unworthy of
the position,  is an_elected representative of the
farmers of a not unimportant section of this pro-
vince on. its Board of Agriculture; it should not
have been refused admission to their. colamns
without good and sufficient reasons—reasons which
might, and, I ventare to think, will have to.be
made public before the candid reader of my letter
will come to any other conclusion than. that the
course of these two journals iin this particular in:
stance affords strong presumptive evidence that,
notwithstanding all their political squabbling, they
have entered into a solemn league and covenart
to, 8o far as in them lies, make the whole of Ontario
mere hewers of wood and drawers of water to the
all-important city which is their common home.

Were I not afraid of trespassing too much on
your valuable space, 1 should like to point out how,
ever since 1858, the citizens of Toronto have beer
striving o monapolize the Provincial Exhibition
not out of love for its prop-r objects, but as a
means of drawing away from other cities and towns
their trade and centralizing everything within
itself. And I cannot helo adding that I entirely
agree with you as to the impropriety of tacking on
to our agricultural exhibitions the various ‘‘attrac-
tions” which have recently become so fashionable.
Such things would be much better left in the hands
of a Barnum. Yours truly,

Peterboro’, Nov. 14, 1881.  JouN CARNEGIE.

To the Editor ¢f the Globe.

Sir,—Krowing by observation that it is contrary to vour
sense of fair play to permit those differing from either your
opinions or statement of facts, a fair hearing in yonr eolumns,
I csunot say that I am surprised at the treatment which you
have thought. proper to accord to t'e brief communication
which T ventured to address to you ou the 19th iust.. with re-
gard to some of the statements contained in an article on *“The
Provin¢ial and Toronto” in yonr previous Monday’s issue
Happily the Globe is not the only medium through which the

ublic can be reached, as. if it were. it would not only be uge-
ess for me to pen thig, but impossible for anv one questioning
the correctness of either your facts or opinions to make them-
gelves heard. AS it is, however, I feel rather encouraged
than discouraged by the treatment which mv letter received
<t vour hands in the article on ‘“ Toronto and the Provincial,”
published in your issue of the 27th inst. Had the facts I sul-
mitted and the question T asked been as easily disposed of as
you would have your readers believe, we have evidence in the
promptoess with which room can be found in the (Hobe for
anything written in the interests of **Canada’s Great Fair,”
that my letter would not have heen held under consideration
for a week, and then presented in the garbled form'in which
it appeared in vour last-named article.

In addition to giving you the amount paid in prizes and for
expenses in 1878, I called your attention to the fact that
~while the gross receipts on exhibition account that year
amounted to $22 570.21, the Association paid for:

PrimeBsivnis v vl ssmeisy o v s o ware AFLSOLL 00
FOUBOE . . cuvvscs wvse sacomatorn i siarsin Sa8 O 1,004 00
Gate keepers.... ..... i e A 825 00
FJUAGOV 5 o5 oo 5 o wmimins swim 2 ok 1,315 (0
City of Toronto. ... ..o 4,000 00

Making atotalof.. .. .... ..... 822,665 00
or nearly §107 more for these five items than the grossreceipts,
and. I think not unfairly, asked you to point out how, with
these facts before you, you could make out that the Provin-
cial Association stitl owed the City of Toronto some four or
five thousand dollars on account of the exhibition of 1878.

——

1 my question.

£ AT

December, 1881.

Well, sir for reasons best known to yourself, you did not deem
it expedient to place before your readers all my figures, but
instead picked out the twe items which suited your purpose
best, and, after so culling them, let us examine your reply to

You gaid/(I won't garble your angwer): “The explanation
is thig 1—In 1879, 1880 dnd 1881 the Toronto Exhibition was
conducteq by the lecal, assogiatiop. The financial resplts of
the two Arstnamed years were that the sum of $25 672 99 was
dleared obér und above the experises of the exhibition and the
prize lists. ' ' In1881 there was 4 cash surplus of receipty over
expenditure, amounting, to, $1,676.30 m:.hu;g a total sum
earnedin the'three years and gppljmb’(;lqt e extinguishment
of deblt, §77.219.20—hn averigé of more than 89,000 a year. The
presumption is that §f theexhilition of 1828 hnd. been con-
ductegd by the A_ssoci%mm,ig.mm have yielded an equally
large surplus, Doubtless the surplus_of 1881 would have
beén much Wrger had it not beéen for the prevalence during
the entire peviod of the exhibition of bush fires, which made
farmers afraid ta leave their homes ” ;

Tbere, sir, ig yonr ex.plsqat.ion of how the Provincial owes,

imzs, but that I cordially agree with you when yon caid on the
3rd inst. that ‘‘the truthis that the entire agricultural ex-
penditure of the province and its whole poliay with to
the encouragement of agriculture need verhauling ”  But
and this, I am sorry to see, you do not scem to desiie |

the first thing toa' proper overhawling is to elidir the facts,
Yours, JOEN CARNEGIE.

Peterboro’, October 31, 1831. i

NORTHERN EXHIBITION, ‘WATKERTON." ' '
Str,—This exhibition was held on the dth, 5th,

6th and 7th of October, thereby clashing with
both Guelph and Hamilton shows; but notwith-
standing this drawback, it was highly snccessful
in the way of exhibits, spectators and also. finan-
cially, and the directors can congratulate  them-

gelves upon the fact that they are reducing their

in'your opinion, your city some four of five thousand doflars, debt and will soon be able to issue a prize list that
and'] ventareto thirk that beéfore T get through Ishall be | will be more satisfactory  to themselves and. the

able' to show your readers if you permit thém to see this let-

public. It is also gratifying to the Board and pro-

1 TI0ers fraid to leaye their - T
ter, that, however much, the he il s moters of the exhibition to find that the farmers

homes last September, you are not raid” to presume upon
théir'su jgnorance of the facts to which T propose to
all your and their attention  You'swy that “‘the:financial
results of the first named yvears were that the sum of $25.672.-
49 was cleared. Pray, where did you find thatout? I have

and general community of the north-west portion
of Ontario are at their backs and begin to appre-
ciate the. exhibition as a place of, business. where

before me the reports of the Industrial Exhibition for 1879 they can buy and, sell stock, grain, implements,

and 1380, and L ¢an’t flnd; such a result there.

Iwil', how- | etc., etc., . But for the success of our shows in gen- .

o L U Yol T a1 | G the pinion of you corompondant hat i
count, being balaneodover Habilities” set-down at- your sum { 18 not only des}rable that the public should, be .on
for the, twa years, to a cent,! namely, $5:672 08, and this | hand at show time, butthey should take a lively iR

being the case, I think 1 may assume that it is to this sum
that you refer. 1 so, then you aré guilty, either through
igndranee, or beéause it would have made your .prévieus

terest in our annual meetings, Let them attend
in good time and come with memo’s of what they

estimate too amall by about $1.6 0 per annum (snd youmust | have seen wrong and where it can be miended; turn
almays be right under any circumstances) of understating the. | the drones. out of the Board and put workersin

earnings of your Industrial, because the same item in the re-
_port of 1880, on the samé bafance shect, i8 set down 4t $30,-

their places, and let the new Board feel that , they,

Dot 20, whith. with this year's surplus of $1,675.30. brings the | —fhe members —have an interest in the exhibition
total up to $31,860.60; or equal to_an. average for the three and wish to see it succeed, and that if from ten fo

vears of §10.620.
ing, the Provincial owes Toronto, not four or five thonsand.
but 6,620 on sccount of 1878,
stating the case? | Does it really tell the whole truth?  Not

But. is this an honest way of

So that, accarding to this method of figur- { twenty-five dollars a-piece from all the members

present would pay off the debt of the . Seciefy,

by any means. Turning to the reports of the Industrial we | would epcourage the dire(:torg, and_ th; wOon

find among its receipts such items as the following. —

Citv Council.....oovvner voreentiananns 85.000.00
County Council of York................ 2,000.00
Net amount of subscription received. . ..13,259 65
Electoral Dis. Agricultural Society...... 400.00
Totalin 1879.... .......une . ..$20,A59°65

and in 1880 wé fisd “subscriptionis” ... 1,575 00
and in 1881 we find “subscriptions”.. .. 633 00

Total outside reccipts during 3 years .$22.887.65
Now, sir, dare youor any one else openly and above board

they are prepared to do it. . Snch meetings as thE

work with re-doubled zeal, and the result wau
be that our exhibitions would be more worthy of
attendance. AN O1D STAGER, ‘Walkerton, 20at.

Str,-—I 'never lose an opportunity to ’p'ut in a
ood word for the FARMER’S ADvocaTE. I only
wish I had taken it seven years ago when I conr-
menced farming; it-would ‘have' ‘saved we several
thousand dollars that went buying experieriee.

claim one single cent of this §22,887.65 as earned by the Asso- The_re _is far more pmctical_ ‘information for small
ciation it the senge in which vou use the word in the extract | capitalists, at about one-sixth the costy than'is

quoted from vour article
tion might just ag well and as honestly claim that they earned
the Government grant which they receive. -

Well, then, this | menting this summer in different ways.

Why. air, the Provincla! Associa- | contained in ¢ The Ficld.!t:. T have: been '‘experi-

T moved

being the cage, :the nett savings of these three yeara as get | on to a mnew plaee last October (480 racres); tand
forth ahove must be reduced by this amount, leaving the having no land broken, I! determinedto see¢ what

honest  earnings of tte Industrial for these three vears
38 072 85. or an average of less than $3,000 ver annum, and the
< presumntion” being  that if the exhibition of 1878 had
been conducted by the (Toronto) Assoclation it would have
vielded” the same amount, it is clear that the Council of the

conld be done.  After breaking about two:actes
early, I put on the cross plow and a heavy yoke ‘of
oxen, and subsoiled about nine‘inches. Mybeéts]
carrots, parsnips and onions were ‘immense, and

Assncistion granted to the city of Toronto in 1878 21,000 oritiof.a patch of potatoes, 60 by 30 ft., weo fedall

more than was their due.

Then, sir, you find it necessary to excuse the smallness of | our house (seven) from 15th July, aund took up-12
the surplus of 1881 by reminding your readers that * the | bush. in Sept., with only two _pails smaller than

prevalence during the period of the exhibition of bush fires.”
reduced the attendance, and congequently the receipte. It
also reminds me that in 1879 (to qnote the words of the Tndus-

hens’ eggs. Our summer vegetables were A:1:"
I trust that when you next come'to’ Manitoba

trial's report) *“ the Association was fortunate in having the | you will make time to pay us a visit, and ste’ the

presence, at the opening of the exhibition, and on several
othar oceasions, of His Excellency the Governor.General and
Her Royal'Highness the Princess Louise.and there is no doubt

stock-rai ing country east of Red River. »I*forgot
to tell you of my hay. I commenced catting bn

thata knowledge of the fact that the exhibition was to be June 24th, one month earlier than usual, amidés a

under the immediate patronage of their excellencies was an

storm of remarks from those who know every-

incentive to many from very long distances to visit it. The thing (?) Prnphe(‘ies . ¢TIt would heat/ scour the
i L ¢ ) T

exhibitors also experienced much pleasure from being afforded
an opportunity to explain to their excellencies the nature

and quality of the varions goads. &e.,manufactured by them.” | hay, and never a blade of waste.
while we are also told that the ‘‘trials.of apeed. the display of cocked Tuesday, drawn Thursday
79 v

horsemanship by ladies, the games of school children and the
glass hen. were features which attracted considerable atten-

horses and cattle,” ete. Result : Beautiful green
Cut Monday,
It is ary ‘and

green and sweet. I used no salt or lime. I don’t

tion.” And vet. with all these specia! attractions, the honest believe hay ever heats here unless wet, and it was

earnings of 1879 only netved some §5,000.

Then, in 1880, notwithstanding “the finest display ever

made in the city of Toronto” by the O ldfellows. Caledonian

above my waist and some to my shoulders. Our
dry winds are what tell. You may depend on my

eames, dog show, hycicle races, and in fact evervthing calcu- doing all 1 can for you whenever opportunity

lated tn draw a crowd except the creased po'e and pig. and,
notwithstanding the collection of $5,042 for entrance fees and
space charges, for which the Provincial makea little or no
corresponding charges, the exhibition of 18°0" only netted

J. F., Cook’s Crecek P. O., Manitoba

Sir,—I notice in this month’s number of your

occurs.

out of honest earnings between three and four thousand valuable paper an enquiry from Muskoka, relative

do‘(l):ars. While those of 1881 have dropped down to less than
$1,000.
A good deal has been said about the costliness of the man-

agemekt of the Provincial, and I am free to confess not with- Muskoka settlers are well acquainte

to Manitoba, as to the nature of the soil and
method of farming there. The majority of the
(Jl with me; I

out cause: yet fair play is_fair play, and fair plav constrains have traveled through the greater part of the dis-
metn point out that while the Provincial in 1878 footed up | trict, and I am well acquainted with its resources

§7.110, exclusive of the g:ant to the city, the expenses of the
Tndustrial in 1879 were $9.190.40; in 1880, 89,182.80; and 1881,

I have also spent this season since April in Mani-

§7.042 13, T mention this fact not to justify unnecessary ex- | toba and the North-west, and had a good chance

penditure on the part of the Provincial, but to show that it
scarcely liesin the mouth of Mr. Withrow and his colleagues
to talk. as thev have been doing, about the expensiveness of
the Pievincial Agsociation.

If T have not gone over, by any means, all the ground
which one might touch upon in connection with this subject,
vet I finev I have said enough to render it necessary for you
to “try again” before v: u make good your assertion, and that

to compare it with Ontario generally.  But it
would be difficult to find a country which would
suit everybody. Some three years ago I met a
man in the Nipissing country who had been to
Manitoba and returned, and had taken up land in
Nipissing in preference. In July last I was in

[ had better stop, or 1 will give you some ground for refusing | the Parry Sound district, and was told by a man

to insert this on the score of its length. I must. however,
add that while T am prepared todefend the Association from
unjust or unfair attacks, I, as a new member of the Council,
not only do not feel any responsibility tor its past shortcom-

who had just returned from Manitoba and bonght
his place back (which he had sold before going),
that he paid $175 to_get it back.  On the 22nd of




