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An Erroneous Deduction.
Figures will prove anything, is a familiar epi
gram, of which a Iiresh example has been fur-
nished in a press bulletin on the subject of whey-
Branch

Fither

butter experiments, issued by the Dairy
of the Ontario Department ol Agriculture
that, or an error has been made in the calcula-
tions. Last week  we published this article,
which contained refercence as follows to the feed
ing value of whey fat

““ From experiments carried on by I'rof. Geo
E. Dbay, in Guelph, in 1907, it was found that
1,000 pounds of whey, as it comes Iresh from the
vats, is worth, when fed to hogs, about 12} cents
more than 1,000 pounds of whey from which the
fat has been separated.”

Inasmuch as I'rof. Dean had previously com
puted the feeding value ol skimmed and  unskim

med whey (as indicated by Prof. Day’'s experi
ments) at 13.1 cents and 18.2 cents per cwt
makinge o diference of 4.8 cents per ewt.,, or IR
cents per thousand pounds ol whey, we were as
tonished to find the figures placed at only 12}
cents in this oflicial deliverance Immediately,
therefore, upon receipt of the article, we wrote
the Director of Daivy  Instruction, at Toronto,
asking him whether 1t was not the 1908 experi

ments that were referved to, and anquiring  how

such a low value for whey 1ot had been  deduced
from them W quote from our letter as ol
lows

Paking as a basis the 1908 experiments, we
find, according to data supplicd by Prof. Dean,
in his paper read before the Fastern Live stock

and Poultry Show, and by P'rol. Day in a letter

to “he IFarmer s Vdvocate,’ dated January
12th, 1909, that, to produce 100 pounds ol gain
with ordinary whey and meal, 1t took 269 ))1)!][]11
of teal and 717 pounds ol whey In the case ol
the separated whey croup. it took 207 pounds ol
meal andd 770 pounds o whey; while, in the check
croup it required B0 poneds of meal to produce
LOc ponmnds, of gain

UONow, aeeordime to thn we fivure that 1,000

pound ot oordn ' ye vl DY 5D [,‘,H”d\ of

ol separated whey saved

meal, while 1,000 pounds it
a difference ol 43.%

171.8 pounds of meal, or

pounds. Ii meal i worth 1 cent a po‘md-1 t()}(]’)‘g
would mean a difference of 43.7 cents per =&,
nskimmed

pounds in the value of skimmed versus u
whey.”’

Copies of this letier were sent to Professors
Day and Dean. At (he date of this writing we
have heard only from Professors Day and Dean.
we were correct in  as-

They both assure us that
were conducted last

suming that the experiments
and also ¢that our conclusions, printed
sound, as based upon this

one experiment, though Drof. Day, whose letter
as ‘“ The Farmer s

vear,
above, are perfectly

appears elsewhere, points out,
Advocate 7 did in a recent issue, that further ex-
periments are called for to revise or establish the
While fairly well satisfied with the
unskimmed

conclusions.
relative showing of skimmed versus
whey, he feels that, for some reason or other, too
higch a value was indicated for both classes of

We are disposed to agree with him in
this : it is even possible that the press bulletin
issued has not underestimated the feeding value
of whey-fat, though we incline to think it has.
Be that as it may, it is perfectly clear that if the
1908 experiments are to be accepted as the basis,
the feeding value of the fat in 1,000 pounds of
whey is nearer half a dollar than a York shilling.

whey.

Feeding Value of Patrons’ Whey.

Incidentally, Prof. Day’s article draws atten-
tion to the fact that the results of an experi-
ment in which a perishable by-product like whey
is fed in first-class condition, and regularly, in
small quantities, should be accepted with quali-
fication in their bearing ujjon commercial opera-
tions. There is a measure of force in this argu-
ment, though it seems to us overmuch is made
of the wastage likely to he entailed in ordinary
feeding practice Whey is discussed as though
it were purchased in bulk by a feeder, who had
to incur the expense of hauling, etc. As a matter
of fact. the whey in Canadian cheese factories is
commonly returned to the patrons in reasonably
recular quantities, and without any particular ex-
pense for hauling. True, it is usually sour and
minus much of its fat, but these deficicncies are
being overcome by pasteurization

\s for our claim that good sweet whey s
worth at least 10 cents per cwt., we fail to see
but that this is well within the marvk. As be-
tween the value indicated by the “50 A O experi-
ments and the figure we named, there is quite a
wide latitude for contingencies, We are, strongly
of the opinion that the feeding value of dairy

hy-products has  been commonly underestimated,

and consider that they shoueld he appraised  at

what they are worth a ubhstitutes for meal,

makine due allowance for waste, irregularity of

supply, and condition in which dehhvered

Over Three Millions Wasted.

In moving a resolution in the Iouse of Comn
nmons, proposing that a petition be presented  to
the King. praying that the British North America
\et should be so amended as to provide for the
abolition of the Dominion Senate, oA [.an
caster, M. P’

tative hody on

stated that in ten years that vege
Parliament  Hill had cost  the
country three and a quarter millions of dollars
It exercised no legislative functions, he declared,
all it did bheing to divorce people

M Lancaster’s  resolution may not  accom
plish its final purpose just now, but some day 1t
will \s we have previously observed, " the ex
i<tence of a4 non-elective hody like the Senate is
travesty on the idea of responsible government
It s admittedly an expensive nuisance as it
and no one has yet suceested an acceeptable plan
for its reformation I3y and by the consensus ol
arrive  at the

opanion will lovical conclusion

aholition

Educates and Inspires.

Ihe Farmer's Advocate
rural home, as it educates and inspires its readers
with scientiti which we, as farmers,
would take @ hifetinge: to know from experience,

should be in every
Kknowledee

and possibly never learn
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Sandy Fraser on Woman’s Rights,
Editor ‘* The Farmer's Advocate '’ :

Its mony a lang day since 1 did ye the honor
o’ contributin’ tae yer columns, an’ yc¢ wouldng’
be hearin’ frae me the noo gin I hadna’ somethjp’
o’ muckle importance tae say to a number o’ the
readers o’ yer journal. I dinna’ ken exactly hog
mony o’ them wad mak’ a suitable text for
sermon, but be they mony or few, I want tae tak’
a rap at the farmers o’ this country, wha, I'm
afraid, are no sae muckle better than their aulg
fathers were before them, in spite of all the gude
advice they hae’ been getlin’ frae lawyers an’
ministers, to say naething o’ mysel’,

And noo, what I'm wantin’ tae talk aboot tae
ye hard-hearted auld farmers is just this: Hoo
are yve an’ yer auld wumman gettin' alang the
day ? Are ye still makin’ her pull wi’ ye on an
even whitfletree, or hae’ ye given her an inch or
twa o’ the advantage, as ye will aye be daein’ for
the wee pony ? I'm muckle afeart that wi’ mony
o’ ye the pony gets mair than its fair share o’
attention.

Noo, ma brither farmers, I juist want tae pit
the case before ve, fairly an’ squarely, an’ tell ye
some things I hae’ scen, an’ mair things I hae’
thought, an’ a few o’ the mony things I wad
hae’ liked to hae  said relative tae this subject,
o’ the life oor daughters, wives an’ mithers lead
on the farm. The wear an’ tear, an’ the hurry
an’ worry will no’ be lang in startin’ up once
mair, which is anither reason for ma wantin’ tae
pit in this last word at the present time. The
question is, ‘“ Is oor life on the farm lived in the
way best calculated tae give an all-round develop-
ment tae oor daughters an’ wives, an’ is it mak-
in' them happy an’ contented in their hame ?”
If it’s a case of wark frae daylicht Lill lang after
dark, every day in the year, and na thocht for
onvthing else but that an’ siller, we’'re affi the
track. 1 kenned o’ an auld farmer wha used tae
keep the lantern, a’ ready lit, beside his bed, so
that he could grab it an’ rin as sune as the clock
struck three in the mornin’. The puir auld fel-
low is deid the noo, an’ those wha pretend tae
ken say that he didna’ tak’ ony o’ his siller awa’
wi’ him. Anither man o’ my acquaintance used
tae rin frae the field tae the hoose when the auld
wumman wad blaw the horn for dinner, an’ them
rin back tae his wark again wi' a piece o’ bread
in his hand, so not to wasle ony time. I could
ave ken his rinnin’ tae dinncr, but rinnin’  back
tae his wark again beat me.

Noo, if these men had only killed themselves,
the case wad be no’ sae bad, but, like every other
mon on the wrong road, they made a lot mair
cae the same w'v. Wives an’ dochters a’ had to
keep up tae the pace set by the auld mon, an’ it
turned oot tae he a ‘“ pace that killed ' the auld
fellow  himself, onyway

Maist o' the time, though, its the wumman o’
the hoose that gaes under first, she havin' tae
wark inside maist o' the time, an’ gettin’ no
change frae dav to dav, but ayve washin’ the same
dishes in the same dishpan, and sweepin’ the same
floor wi’ the same broom, an’ forty-seven hundred
ither things, till at last she can dae na mair, an’
her auld man has tae spend in doctor’s bills a’
that he saved by no’ gettin® a hired girl for his
wife Sometimes she maks' oot tae dee and get
awa’' frae a’ her trouble, an’ then he has tae gae
tac a2’ the worry an’ expense o gntlin' anither
ane

I once heard a  minister sayv frae the pulpit

that ““ A" that bothered farmers when their wives
died was that they hadna’ onvone tae dae their
vark an’ wait on them hand an’ foot.” This

mayv bhe true or no’, bhut 1 wad like tae ken, for
imstance. why its ave the wumman that waits on
the man, an’ never the other way aroond ? The
only time 1 ken that a mon waits on his wife i8
when she pits on his collar an’ necktie, an’ gets
ready tae eane tae the kirk, an' he goes
oot an’ sits in the bugeyv an’ yells at her tae
waitin a man

him o
come alane That's the kind o
s

Bat, onvwav an whatever, ma friends, yve ken

as weel as 1 odae mysel’. there's something wrang
in the hame life o' the averace Canadian farmer,
an’ it ve dinna’ ken juist what it is, 'l tell ye.
Ye eapect too much frae ver wumman folks in the
wav o' wark. and ve dinna’ show them eneuch ap-
Dreciation for ol they oo 1 hae seen wimmin
keepin® hoose wi‘oot o win” maching or a wash-
T omachine, an’ o wit nacthipe hut an auld cracked
Steve ta cook the dinner on. an’ dacin’ 1t weel,
hut  neven roword o' praise or “;»]n"m‘mliun did
theyv oot Trac the time they were marrit till they
wient tae their cerave 11 that sort o' life does
na’ tak’ the ambitior oot o' ony wununan. OF
soend her tae the » Vi she's a lang I,i,.,q- abhove
the ording

\nither thi that is heing done by turning
the farm inta o laove ranch is tae gie the voung
lnesics 0 oor countrie <ic a horror o' the life that
they will nad mam farmer if there is onvthing
el in pants that  fhin can  eet. an’ wha can
Hhlame them 2 Thev ken what their mithers cam’

throuch Sa for the sake o' the rising generas
tion o' the tillers o the =oil let us gie our
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