to | s diagnosis. In that case I hardly think
we need take as gloomy a view as he has
taken of the future of bee culture in Can-
Jdada,

or- The next was on “Some Difficulties,” by
- {Mr. J. K. Darling, of Almonte. Mr. Dar-
ling in his brief paper, raised a lot of diffi-
re- f Jeulties, some of which I fancy we should
;y. ¥ Inever be able to get over, andsome of which
ol B lweshall. There were winter losses, spring
he } ldwindling, swarming out, ‘‘balling” of
, ‘queens, desertions, and a hostof idiosyncra-
he & ‘e and peculiarities, and even what Josh
b Billing would call “*pure cussedpess,” to
{§ {which the little honey bee is addicted, as
he§ ,well asto gathering honey, all of which
greatly puzzled as well as bothered our
-worthy member, Darling. This is not to
wondered at. The rest of us have been
ty § worried over these matters, too. Looking
nh- ixt some of the manosuvres on the part of
tyg thelittle insects he has evidently come to
otk theconclusion that the bee is a “shinker,”
orb 2nd that some of them are a little *'smarter
" '}han others,” and that some of them can
tsulk” and so forth, like the higher ani-
n & mal. In fact, they are not all ‘:darlings,”
he b~ but some of them are more like little devils,
af 1 bolieve every word of this as to the
of i {thinking,” the “sulks” and other peculiar-
W § ities which may proceed from the brain and
w B nerve ganglia of & honey bee, as well as
' rom those of & human bsing. Both have
ng this“dome of thought, or ‘'seat of gump-
sion,” as the case may be, but we have not,
qF et been able to locate the particular
“bumps” in ome as in the other. When
¥ therefore, we can not cure the *‘cussedness”
- gt each other, how on earth can the essay-
i35 reasonabiy expect us to cure it in hig
%es? He imploringly asks us ‘‘how to
£ ieepthe bees at home in_the spring like
E kood children; how to make them be kind
£ :0 their mothers ; how to induce lazy or
2 §11ky bees to work,” etc., ete. For myself
E igive it up, with the exception of the lazi-
- s8ss and the sulks which I sometimes deal
with a3 | would with the able-bodied trsmp
. “gho is able to work but not willing, viz. :
zithdraw the *‘grub” and starve him to it.
fa the case of the hees, when I find them
#laying that game I take away their stores
- z_éxd say “'work or starve.”

“Next was a paper by Mr. F. A. Gemmell,
o Stratford, on the ‘“‘Difficulties Experi-
& eiced in Marketing Comb honey.” Only a
£ fortion of this_paper was devoted to the
- &bject in hand; and the substance of that
g friion was that the principal difficulty at
P jesent experienced in marketing comb
+§ Quey is the indisposition to handle it on
;3;9 ﬁart of dealers, which has bean produced
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has been supplied to dealers than by pro-
ducers, causing them so much trouble and
annoyance with it as to deter them alto-
gether from handling comb honey.

This is no doubt true, but it is equally
true that this sloven work is not traceable
to members ef this.Association, or yeaders
of bee journals. but, for the most part, to
the ‘‘one horse” bee-keepers, who neither
read journals nor use modern appliances.

Once in a while, however. we must locate
the dereliction at home among ourselves.
1 have seen the last fall, supers of sections
with propolis stuck fast in the supers, so
that the grocer or customer not knowing
just how to get them out, often break them
in so doing. These sections were not, of
course, produced by an old box hive bee-
keeper, and any bee-keeper of raodern meth-
ods, who takes his honey to market in that
shape, ought to be read out of the fratern-
ity. The few suggestions of the essay on
marketing comeb honey were good.

The next paper was & report by Prof, F.
T. Shutr, the chemist of the Experimental
Farm, at Ottawa, upon ‘'Experiments with
Foundation,” read by Prof. Fletcher, and
commented upon by him. The gist of the
report way be summed up as follows: *“The
weight of the wax produced by the bees is
inversely proportional to the amount of
wax su%piied as foundation.” In other
words, the more foundation you supply the
bees, of the whole quantity needed, the less
of ¢ourse, the bees will bave to secrete and
supply themselves. It does not follow,
howaever, that it would be wise to supply
the bues **all the wax pecessary for the con-
struction of the comb.” “The production
of the wax by the bees is a normal function,
and its entire cessation might possibly
affect the honey yield or lead to a derange-
ment of the general health of the bees,” so
says the experimenter. It seems to me,
however, that there is & slight misappre-
hension here on his part. He appears o
assume that it would be possible to give
the bees all the wax they require. This is,
I think, quite impossible. We might, it is
true, give them all they require; thas is,
place it as best we could at their dis-
posal, but it would not bs **available” to
them. They would not take of it all they
actually need. Some, more or less, they
wonld secrete themselves. The other, and
more important, point of the report is:
*That a dark or desply-colored foundation
gives a dark and upsightly ‘fish-bone’ in
the resulting comb, materially affecting
its palatability and injuring the sale.”

The morai of this is to use nothing in
your sections but the very lightest and
nicest foundation. But I would go one



