
C'OW-TKSriNC II

Wliilf tlic improvcmciit in llcnl Nn. 2 was not m) (jr.'nt. partly

on account of its hcint-' a niucli Ix-ttcr herd to licfjiii willi, yet it inii^t

he rcnardcd as (|iiitc substantial, since tlie increase in tlie aveiafje yield

per cow was. ai)proxiinately. .')()0 jjounds of milk and 21 poutuls of fat.

It will be noticed that in each herd there is a decrease in its size.

This is due to weeding otit uni)rotital)le cows and lieinn unalile, on account

of the scarcity of K'><»<1 cows, to fully replace them until sufficient time

elapses to rear youiiK stock to take their place.

Does the forenoinn table not furnish convincing i)roof of the ailvan-

taftes to he derived from cow-testiiifi work?
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V'lil- 4—A Maiiitultiniiu whoM' produrtioii fnr:i Vi'ar u:i- 17. IJit iwniiitl- ul milk iiihI .'ilij

pounds of huttrr-fiii.

TABLK HI.

Comparison of the two best with the two poorest cows in a

typical Manitoba herd.
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