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Mi. G. M. Doolittle, an authority up­
on subjects pertaining to hee-hiecding, 
comes out squarely upon this subject; 
indeed I can not better expiess my views 
upon the subject than by quoting a lew 
paragraphs front his book “Scientific 
Queen Rearing," a work that has com­
pletely revolutionized queen rearing 
methods. Among other things he says, 
“Now I am not prepared to say how, 
or wherein, the drones are changed by 
the mating of the queen ; but this 1 do 
know, that drones are contaminated to 
a certain extent by the mating of a 
queen of one blood, with a drone of an­
other blood. Anyone can prove this, for 
in four generations, by mating the queen 
each time to these pure ( 7) drones, a 
bee can be produced that no one can 
tell from a hybrid. That tins contam­
ination does not show in the first cross, 
ii the reason, 1 believe, that the theory 
has been accepted by nearly all, as the 
truth."
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“Worker bees and drones do not show 
s little variation of purity, as much as 
does the queen, hence if we would know 
ol the stock which we have we must 
rear queens from them. Failing to dm 
this we often deride that we have pure 
drones for bleeding purposes, because 
these same drones look all right." After 
going into detail at considerable length 
to explain how the impurity of drones 
from a mismated queen can be proven, 
the author ends his remarks with the 
following sentences. “Let no one be 

longer deceived about pure drones from 
i mismated queen ; for if such drones are 
allowed to fly in your yard, you cannot 
expect any satisfactory degree of purity 
from queens reared therein. I have heen 
forced to this conclusion by many care­
fully conducted experiments as already 
described."

These are the words of U. M. Doolit­
tle, of Borodino, N.Y., than whom, there 
is no better authority upon subjects per 
taining to queen rearing, and 1 believe 
Mr. Alley, entertained like views upon 
this same subject. Mr. Mel. I’ritchard, 
is well known as superintendent of the 
queen-reuring department of the A. 1. 
Root Co, and is consisersd one of the 
best informed queen-breeders in the 
United States. When at Medina, not 
long since, 1 asked for an expression of 
his views upon this ubjer t and he un­
hesitatingly replied to the effect that he 
would not allow drones from a mismated 
queen to fly in his yard. 1 believe that 
a misconception of the power and scope 
of the law of parthenogenesis is respon­
sible lo a great extent for the fact that 
so little progress has lieen made along 
the line of establishing fixed character­
istics in bees. It should be apparent to 
the thinking bee-breeder that a judicious 
system of line breeding will have a ten­
dency to remedy this difficulty. It is 
a deplorable fact that the bee-keeping 
literature of this country is sadly at 
fault for accepting the statement of 
German scientists concerning a matter 
that can he so easily discredited.

In conclusion, let no man delude him­
self with the idea that he can establish 
uniform traies in liees, without a recog 
nition of the law of parthenogenesis, at 
its true power and scope ; for it is a 
scientific impossibility to establish a pure 
strain of hees by breeding to drones from 
a mismated queen.

Birmingham, Ohio.
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By Samuel Simmins.

What is wrong with American and 
Canadian bee-keeping? With a look of 
astonishment, the reader will at the first 
glance reply “Nothing! Nothing! Why


