
phorio .old doe. not Ie«,roat of 27^1ZZ '^'''''^^''S crop.. Pho..

•fter which it i. bat .lowly ml a^i:^, *tr puHt.
"°'"'^""'*' *" **"« «'"'

Roth.'^J.^^/pelteri^^^^^^^^^^^ brought out in the
WM grown for . gmit many yiL„ in .u1Jei.lT?K '^"'°'°.! "•""°°' *^*«7
manure., andalw without aVmM„^Twn?bL.fffl?°'»%'°''u '''*'• ^•"«'«»'
po«J to notice two of theM plot. P?ot Iwll • *"*?°' '°' *•»« P'«"«°' PU'
year., and produced . crop of barley evelvZ. 55"?'!?'^ "r*°°'«d '«>' 'o>ty
fourteen ton. of f.myard manuro LrS iV^„ ^^°V ''**'"*^ *' **>« «••»« o'
wwn with barley each year AtS-'^n/onif-^ ^T f°'

'''^^^^y ^e*" "nd wa.
part.. One part received^armylSi^tu*" T"^' P'°'

'
''•« d'^**"* '"*° '^^

year. more. wWle the other parf^eTvXn In "T ~**. '^ ^"'^"^ '«>' '^^^^y
twenty year., and barley was'^Bowr^virrlLroSh i°^ ^t^ '*"""« *»»« ""^^
two period, of twenty year, each a^d the i!i„u.

^"*^' ^'"* "". therefore,
yield of ^„ on the^^ntiruo^r; ^nm.^^^ JtZti^S"^; '^**« '"""«•
to 1871) wa. twenty buahel. ner acr« Ti.« a„ • ,??* twenty years (1862
manured plot during the ^1'^',^";,,t> Z'Xr't 'f""

'^"^ continuou.ly
fiecond twenty year. n87 ™to iJon !? " ^^^ ''°^«'« P«' *cre. For the
unmanured plot^^ 13i b^uehel. Lr^l" ^''y ^'^^^^'o^^^^ continuous^
no manure Suring the Lond tweVlTai, !«' P»'* <>' P'o^ 2 which received
per acre; while on the part of pTot 2 whinh wl ?"«' ^'^'"^ ''• 30} bushel,
the average yield was'49 hn&'^rlcJ^'S'lZ^'Z^^^
influence of the first twenty vMr. Af «.„ •' ^ !' '"" ^ "een that the
years, producing an avemge^crCf LTZI^ "'*°^''

°"f **>« ^«"°d twentj
the plot which*received n*rZure di^na t^^^^^^^
influence end there, for the e^perentwsSSn^^^^^^^^ ^°^ '*'*' *»>«

five years. 1892 to 1896 inclusivrtbervTr^vTJH?*'"^*"** **"""« '''^^^^^
manured plot wa. lU bushels dJanrMk^ 7«eld from the continuously un-
received flrmyard maiure&Ss^to 1871^^^^^^^^

on the part of plot 1 which had
age yield during the same five y^frl HSDo ;„ ,'^^^^^^^^ *»» ver-
Therefore, af(er twenty-five rearwit^iouf,iJ„?^^ w 'o'*^

*'"^''«'" P«' -^^'^'

marked advantage over the cSuosrLranu^^^^^^^^ '"5"°"'" '° '^'^ »
tell how much longer the influence of hat ^enty 1«^V °° °°' ''^ '°'«-

yard manure will be traceable. To be .ure if ?he I^Aa ""?""« ''i^^ '»rm.
application of farmyard manure th« r«a„lf!' ,!

'*°^,*>»<^ received but a single
the example just given^T"eVtt^^rllTaTe\?lirT ? ?'.'•"«'

'"'

manure, which is one of its remarkable "Xl^^^^^

^«'^':^i'::Li's;7.^^^^ -tt.) of the .on.
a. wa. previously explained%lw iipro3the^w^^^^^^ ""PP'^'"* P^***' '^
make, clay soil, more open in tex3 I!nl

^»*e'-hoiding power of soils, and
favorable for the development of pknt rrtr^KT''^' '^"^ -''°8«^»»" "<>'«
have been brought to a Lh state Sf nrrJwt *'l*

''^'^ ^^^'^ ^'•'^»» «»°<i«
with humus; and it i«»Tll known fLuwZr ^/ "T'^ ""PP'y''»« *»»««»

difficult to manage, were much mo°o eaJiW^rEJ '^"^ «»1« ^Wch are now .0
when the land winew, the exolILn"':;!^^.''!^!^^ P^ better crop,
or ouuivttiion and cropninff hav« n,4»nZili. T ^". ^ *°® '*<^^ that yeara
manure, therefore, whSKcS^ th" t^pofyX' ^

°' **"""\*" '^« «°" ^
care and attention than it fre^tly JeJeYvwf

" " ''''''**^ °'""»''^ °>°^
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