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clear. In one noted case the
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| broken fruit. Tne jury finally
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er reading the literature of the
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subject with great care, I think I
am justified in saying that the bee
has fuller and more complete legal
protection than any other domestic
animal, Why should not this be so,
since even in its wild state, untrained
or directed by men, the bee is led by
its very instinct to labor for the bene-
fit of humanity? Certainly no wild
animal works for men as the bee does,
and no domestic animal accomplishes
so much without direct harness or
guidance.

Invoking the law against bees is
running up against a hard propos-
ition. Laws have been passed against
spraying fruit trees while in bloom.
They are intended to give the bee
legal protection. These aws have
actually led some tough old fellows
to spray at just that time, so as to kill
the bees. The law was a suggestion
of slaughter to them. Some men are
so perverted that they see a wrong
and coddle it as a “personal right.”
These laws have helped the fruit
grower more than they have the bee-
keeper, because they have led the
scientific men to investigate and tell
us why it is a mistake to spray too
early.

It appears to have been settled
that, before the law, bees are to be
considered domestic animals—not
naturally inclined to be offensive. A
fair synopsis of the bee’s legal status
is about as follows:

1. Bees kept by regular bee-keeper
have become absolute property as
domestic animal., and therefore en-
joy legal rights.

2. The bee is not naturally savage.
It is no more likely to commit seri-
ous damage or mischief than dogs,
cats, cows or horses.

3. The law looks with most favor
upon those animals which are most
useful to man. No animal is of more
actual service to man in proportion
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