
Fiflli year—Rr«iii, ^fcili-d down 10 ti> li lln rdl dovi'r jxt .k-TO. Tbii eluver it

allowed to gruw all fall, niimiiro up|iliotl iluring the winter and itu« wlmlo niii<« ')f clo»er

nnd inantirp tiiniotl down in Miiy for corn «t root*. Thia rotation, while iiat yielding

qiiiio a* lartfp ii pr>|M>i'iiiin nf foruao ih rotuli.m ' C r rntation ' I),' ha» tliu a<lvanti>(c«

of nlluwiii); tin" fiirttu-r to gruw rnoro Krain, and »o providing for alnioDt all liii feoda

on the hiinu> I'lirni. It it .« rDfution that can bo aafj^ly rucomtiiondod to any furmer

intiTontrd in dairy inff or liwf product ion in i»ii«tcrn Ciinndii.

tiolation ' ' in of •it yrur»' durulii;n, iiml might Ih< nt varioun fornui. Tho form

(tivpn alwive:

—

Firnt year—liood crop; aecond year—grain; th.rd year—grain; fourth year—

hiiy ; filth year -hay or pasfur.;; »ixth your- pasture, i* prohuhly not the h«»t arrnn«e-

nienti of cr"!". but it in the rotation mo'tt coniiiionly followed in muny partu if

Canada. It l.us the disndvantjiKP of trying to grow two Kriin iTopa in iiPcc«nion.

Were it niodifie<l to read: First year—hoed crop; nocond yenr -grain; third jenr—

hay; fourth year—liay; fifth year-pasture ; Mxth year- grain, it would be likely to

prove more satisfactory, both a« a rotation for producing lar^o (niantiti<r» of forage and

as n rotation for keeping the f -i in good cuuclitioii.

Some Beuona (or Adoption of a Rotttion.

Any one of the«o rotations carefully followed an<' '.he cultural operationt connected

therewith iwrforined at the right time and in the right way would be sure to incieaHO

tremendously the crop production of any given farm, and at the same time inerep.ie

but slightly, if at all. the cost of production. In nddit!(5n to the iii'Tea<ed TCtums and

lower cc3t of production per unit of crop, the following advantaged might be anticipated

from the introiiuetion of a rotation into the fnrminc operations of the averaao eastern

Canada farmer:

—

1. The eo^t of fenoini on farui* where live stock are kept "uld be n ierially

reduced, since it would be necesssary to fence off only three, fou five fields instead

of fifteen or twenty as ia very oomnonly the ease. Far uers of . se do not alwaya

fence off each small field, still, where fields are not f.^nivi, t'.- disadvantage of being

unable to pasture any given area when conditions weri: .uch as to invite such treat-

ment, and the trouble of driving cattle f =« unfeuou ii-M? to reach other fields,

would more than make up for the extra cr * -curretl in •e construction of suitable

fenec'f. The introduction of a rotation including a few properly fenced fields would

do away with all trouble in this respt-ct.

2. All cultural operations of one kind would be in one fioM. thus lowering the coat

bv reducing the travelling necessary from one small plot to another. All com or hoed

crops would be together, all grain crops in one group, and all Im crops it. anotlc.-r,

hence much time would be saved, and so cost of production lowered.

3. Larger inachiiiery oould be used. Where fields are few they are snre to be

larger, and larger fields can always be handled more eheaply with large machinery.

4. Every field would receive its fair proportion of barnyard manure, and receive

this manure at regular intervals. In this way every part of the farm would be kept

in t;ood tilth, and the whole farm kept up to its high .<t producing possibilities. Aj

operations are usually conducted on farms where no rotation is practised, certain fieMs


