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\Vhen judges, who are looked upon as

. christians and upright and honorable
* atizens and whose characters should,
like Caesar's wife, be above suspiciomn,
stoop to these things, it is time that
radical changes were affected. .

Brantford vs; Buffalo.

ol .
INCE our issue of last week we
%' have received several communica-
tions regarding the proposed change
_of the coming Internationa! Con-
vention, from Brantford to Buffalo, and

all are opposed to it.

Sec. Holterman writes us as follows :—
Yours just to hand., When I received friend
Ernest Root'a proof sheets.I was staggered.
. "Nothing had been seid to me about.it and 1
bardly kuew what ta think. I could not see
that it was in the best interest of the ILaternat-
- jonal. This morning however I wrote to
Gleanings and friend Newmsn of the American
Bee Journaj, stating that Bmutfprd was select-
ed because the International was invited there
- by Brant beekeepers, not bgoause the secretury
lived thare. I should be worry to bave any
Associntion have & 6ouventign in & cer-
tain place -becadie a certain journal wus
was published there.  This  would swre-
ly mesn failure to anything but a local Associa-
tion. Coustitutionally it is of no value to have

votes of members on change of place of meeting. |-

But you give te same reason.in your letter to
Mr. Root that I gave ; it is entirely too late to
think of such & step so many wires h een
pulled and arrangetents made. It would
avery arrangement being msde in & few weeks
afresh. Prof. Cook says rightly *“‘we all ouly
wish the best interests of thesociety.” I main:
tain these are ageinst changing the place and
more unless for the very gravest reasons, the
work of the members of a_society -in annual
conventién should not be pered with. But
if nothing else prevented a change the lateness
would. Then as you say the delegates appoint-

ed all over Canada cdnnot go under preseut

appointmerit. Bee-keepers should come to
Brantford, it promises o be one of the bright-
eit that grand old continental organization hus
ever had. Already sufficient have promised to
make it safe to predict this. R. F MHortgraaN.
Romney, Oot 13 '89. ’

The American Bee Journal and Glgan-
ings both appear with articles similar to
that which we published as the ad-
vance proof from the latter. Editor
Newman’s comments we append :—  °
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In the above article Brother Root asks for
opinions of bee-keepers to be sent to us relative
to changing the location of the International
Convention to Buffalé next December 'This
was done without consulting us, but we will
attend to the matter with pleasure. Weo favor
the change, if it roceiyes the endorsemaut of
Mr. Holterman, Mr. jones, and other Cana-
dians. They shounld havo been consulted fivas.

« LaTER,—Sinco the above was pub into type,

1 we have heard from suveral Canadiang—among

thom being Messrs. Muepherson and Holterman
--and a2 they do seriausly abject, there can be no
change from Brantford for the next Interna.
tional Convention—but for the sessions ot 1890,
Buffalo is just the place. The ™ suggestion
came too late. Let us now dismiss the subject,
and work fuithfally to make the Convontion
Brantford a successful and interesting oceasi

The editor of the Awmerican B
Journal favored the change provided
the Canadians were satisfied, and he
does not prohibit Canadian bee-kezpers
who are not members from speaking
‘their minds. It will also be seen that
he falls in with our suggestion that the
sessions for - the [nternational conven-
tion of 18go, be held at Buffale. \We
heartily concur with his closmng sen-
tance : ‘‘that we now dismiss the sub-
ject and work. faithfully to malke the
convention at- Brantford a successful
and interesting occasion.” . i

Glednings prints our letter which was
forwarded, and comments in this wise:--

“Well, now, friend M., may be I have put my
foot iu it. If go, I shall try to drauw it out as
gracefully as possible. Let’s see: It seems to
me that your original editorial is & litte ambig:
uous, or, rather,’it conveys pretty directly the
impression I got from it, After mentioning the
fact that you had invited your American friends
to be present at Brantford, you insert a “*by the
way” clause. which seems to be somewhatof an
after-thought to the preceding. The clause in
tjuestion, and the one which gave me the im
pression that you desired to change to Baffalo
for 1889, reads as ‘follows: "By the. way,
would it not bé mere justica to place the holg‘
ing of the nexrt convention at Buffalo?’ The
underacored word is mine. Now, the question
hinges on the little word next. Ican not geb
any‘othér meaning from it than that you meant -
the coming- couvention, for the cloge of thig
year, 1889. I do not see. how the next cdnven-
tion could refer to the year 1890, when there is
yet & convention to be be-held in betw :
now and then. 'The reasons you . givy for
holding it at Brantford .are good { but
woflid not these delegates be willing to puy
& little more for the sake of the privileget
of seeing the Falls in winter ? and is it nor’ -
a fact that some of the delegiites are nearer
Buffalo than Brautford ?"and <wounld not the
general expense be” thetbby-somewhat equaliz.
ed? I am etill in favor of Buffalo, though Iam .
willing to agcede to the wishea of the majority.
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