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RE-QUP.ENING COLONIES ♦ 
DURING SUMMER \

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦•
By V. P Dada NT.

The re-queening of colonies, or re
placing of queens by younger ones has 
been much discussed. Some of our 
large producers have advocated the re
placing of queens every two years, une 
of our western leading bee-keepers has 
even advised and practiced re-quten- 
lng, that is, removing the queen to 
compel the bees to rear another. and 
thus making an interruption in the 
breeding. When this method was re
commended, I wondered if it was pos
sible to follow such a method and suc
ceed. My view is that bees need their 
queen at all seasons. It is true that 
they need her less In the summer, after 
the crop is over, than in the Spring, 
before the crop begins, but the de
pletion of bees by colonies in the sum
mer is so prompt, that there is need 
of constant refilling of the ranks by 
new additions, though they need not 

be so numerous. So I felt that this 
was a move in the wrong direction.

Later, I had occasion to meet the 
person In question and to inquire as 
to the success of his idea, and he ac
knowledged that it was not satisfac
tory, though in his opinion this lack 
of success was due to the conditions 
of the crop and dates of the harvest 
of honey. But I doubt very much if 
any conditions can be found that will 
justify a killing of queens to compel 
the bees to rear others, thereby losing 
some 20 odd days of breeding. In ad
dition to this loss there is also a 
risk of the loss of some of the young 
queens. In fact we can safely calculate 
on losing about ten per cent, that will 
either be lost In their wedding flight 
pr that will prove worthless. To elim
inate good queens that may prove still

good for another year , and run the 
risk of having a part of them, at 
least, rtpaccd by worthless ones, Is a 
mistake.

It la also a mistake to re-quecn hives 
that have good prolific queens, just 
because they are two years old. If the 
b»as did not usually change their 
qujrns by rearing another as soon r.s 
uiey notice that she is falling in her 
laying, there would be good excuse, for 
such an action, but there is no coubt 
that the bees Co change their queens 
whenever they lessen their breeding, 
and It Is only in exceptional cases 
that a colony allows Itself to run down 
because its queen has entirely lost 
her fecundity. Those who clip their 
queens' wings have noticed how often 
these queens are replaced without the 
knowledge of the apiarist. If this 
were not the case, an apiary in which 
no queens were replaced artificially 
would soon dwindle down to nothing.

But It Is advisable and even neces
sary to replace queens when there are 
evident signs of lack of prolificness. 
In my experience extending over near
ly 40 years, with several apiaries, I 
have noticed that the bees are less 
likely to replace a queen that is only 
of very moderate prolificness, but 
whose capacity is unchanged; that Is 
a queen that from the first has been 
of but little value, than to change a 
queen which has been all her life vig
orous and begins to fail. Our atten
tion must therefore be directed to the | 
naturally inferior queens—to those col
onies that have given but litle crop. 
It matters but little whether the queen I 
looks bright, if she has not filled hir 
combs with eggs she should be < on- | 

demned, and looks should not be con
sidered. Not only must those queens I 
be changed, but the tees must not bel 

allowed to rear others of same blood. 
Too often our bee-keepers have paid I 
attention to the looks of the bees ra-1 

ther than to their working qualities


