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THE DVAL-PURPOSE COW. dual-purpose cow. Al of those letters to the
DAiRYMAN which spoke of large milk yields sim-

No. 1. ply confirmed what I had conceded from the first.

Eo. Hoard's Dairyman:-During the entire And yet they were made te do duty sgainst me
discussion of this question in the Dairyman since not only by the writerp, but by the editor of the
my first article sent to the Breeder's Gazette was DÂTRYMAN. They irere printed under the head-
reprinted in its columns, nothing has surprised ing " Fa'its veret&s Theory.
me so much as the complete misapprehension of The question at issue lias reference to the exis-
my position with reference to the sane as expressed tence cf the dual-purpose 00W and the place that
by the writers who have seen fit to criticise my shah be assigned to ler on the fai. The DÀINY-
views. And most of all have I been surprised mAN says she la mot, that she is a myth. My con-

that the editor of the Dairyman bas fallen inte toe tenticu is that she is, and that she is nt a myth.
same mistake. I feel grateful, therefore, for the The PAIRYMAN clainis that she is a delusion and a
space now accorded to me, -to enable me to put anare, and that therefore ne place euld be se-
myself right with the readers of this excellent corded te lier on the faim. My contention is,
paper. that she is not a delusion and a snare, and that

Read those criticisms carefully from first to last, aie bas an important mission to fulfihi on many

and you will notice that they are all based upon fais lu this country. If I have mistated the
the idea that I am the enemy of dairying and position cf the DÂiRYMAN on tis question, I hope
dairymen, because of mX advocacy of the dual- the editor mli correct me. I iant te be fair.
purpose cow. No viev could be more unfounded. And just liere I may say that this question wiii
I took particular pains to state my exact position have te be feugît eut, and within tbe uext few
on this point in the papers sent to the Gazette. years. It wili not le settled by the DÂIRÂs
Again and again have I put myself on record as saying that there la no auch an existence as the
being in favor of the straight dairyman having a dual-purpese cow, nor by my claiming that the
dairy cow and no other, and of his improving ber opposite la true. It miii be feugît eut on as mer-
to the groatest possible extent. No man in the its in the experiment stations and on the faims.
United States rejoices more than I do in the prog- Men ray ram ridicule on the head of the writer
ress dairying bas made during recent years, in the because cf bis views on tus qfestien, tili they are
improvement that bas been made in the dairy cow, wearied, but tiat wiii net settie the question. Like
and in the magnificient work that Hoard's Dairy- the scul cf old John Brown, il vili stili go mai-
man has done in this direction during recent years. ding on toward settiement.
It is my conviction that if this republic were to The lime bas core when there must be definite
ereet a monument te, ex-Govencr Hoard, gîea, teacbing on this question in oui colleges. The
high, and ccstly, after bis translation te tie better breeds cf live stock muat nees be classified ere
land, it vould not tben bave csucelled tie debt teaching by te he sufficiently specifie. As the

rhich it cres iim. la tbere anything in tbe view question appears te the riter, cattie muet be cla-

thus expressed liaI shows ili ivili te, dsiîying or sified as beef and dairy; or as beef, dual-purpese
dairymen? I want te le fair. I hcpe ail thTse and dairy. If the fqru1 classificaticn is correct, the

bo bave criticized me eau in the siglit tf God and second nust t e incorrect and vice verso. In my

man sy tie samse. b bock on "The Study of Breedsm I have adoped
The aioke cf baILle, tierefore, bas arisen from the hree-fold classification, and m0 firmly an I

a part cf the field aîound mhicb there thould have convincel that ths vie is the correct ene, aIth

been ne figbting. There is ne difference cf view I am glad te have thus put myseif on record. This

betieen dairymen and the riter as to the mission' bock bas been intredced as a text bock sho sever-

of tic straigh dairy cor. The question is not wil]l a cof the foremost of the agricultural coleges. Ti

the dairy cciv give more milk than the dual-l professershta use it are going t aocept or reject
purpese ccv. Lie classification. I lA one cf those questions

Ail the answera to Lhe re juest cf the editer fer that must be ettled, and in the net distant future.
facta as b milk yielda bave been based cn fui The next decade will tell pretty uertaiuly ANether

assumptien. I bave ail along conceded that thel Hoard ia righ t and Sha la u rog, or ex i ether

straiglit dairy cw weuld give more rilk than the f Shawilal rigt and rd l wrbng. And ta the-


