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sulit of feed. To sibatiate lieli a

helijt, we Iniait n,.cds rely ilîxînI the

n'ork of the sciel,«tiltc mail, the illva'ti-

gator îîho has spent 1ouig Yearil Kev.
(.rninig conditions so as to final ont ecý

aetly what thi. aetîial facts are. lin a

reccuit work 0') piablished by (oril

lîuuviirsity, tho colicllnsion la drawuî

tha) liberal teeding and hitherto poorly

ted eows leuivcac the q1nality - pîer-

cnlqt. of fat-lin miJk only toc the extent

ot 1/1 of 1' . Fonur cowa iii vvry por

condition andl poor suirroundlinWs were

aclecteal, anoli a t.ent covering tour yearx

wau mnade, the first of whieb wui car-

rical on at their former barn. Testa

were made and accurte records were

kept. Subsequently, the cows were re-

unoved to the U7niversity stables andl

ted LiheraUly tor two) years while t.hp
test was running. At thbe end of the

third year the cowe were returneal to,

their forina quartera and the taMt was

aouitinueal for another year. Sucb a

flnding, which verifles previona experi-

mental work, and aloo the contention

of Our presuit day c0w men, ought to

have nmre waight, anmd Rhould do a
great deal ko relieve the farmner of the

doubt that in a et -hen ha maya: " Well
my corws ought tai test bettar; tbey 'ra

gatting botter feed now."
2. lIud Affaita tbé Qumtit Of lIW

Proued
Th&t the parcentage of fat doms not

increala materially with libaral faed

ing, however, doms net prove that it La

net a gcod policy to'feed weUl. Thi
real prool of the question in fon

wben othar factors are onsidered. li

the smre werk referred ko aboya, re
suita show thut liberail faading in
craaaed the total yield -of milk, an'
with it et fat, by 50%, and alto thas
the saine incresse, waa produci
eSeomieali. In faet, every tonde
knows wefl that ha in well repaid fo

lil)ci.al fîeL:'Tiia ia quite eaffily

iiiiîlcratoyi wticn w« consider that
htody lif muais he maintained in the

eow. aid a certain portion of the tefed

î,cî1iuîw innst be litilized to that end.

A% cow that in béing ted barely a livinig

rationi thiri, in usmng aUl to gstain 111e.

Witat extra sue eonsunîsin la onverted
iiîto iik if she in the proper type ot

lairy cow. or pîîtting it in Other

%mords. the maintenance factor is pra<,-

tically conotant; and the amenait ot

niilk produeed and wîth it the amonnt

of fat. i@ wholly dependeit upon the

extra given. or the amolut Of feed col'
iaic ab<ove maintenance. Miasouri

Aguilculturai Experimental Station (2)

reporta tha:-
(.0w No. 1-On a milk ration con.

aiîlmed 8Mi C2. ot food per dey; On a

lnltenanice ration, eonsume-d 4783 C.
of food per day; and therefore haal

avaiLable for mik productiOn 3448 C.
ot food per day.

On1 the other bandl:
Cow No. 2--On a milk ration, conl

biinîed 14614 C. of food per dlay; on il

mnaintanance ration, coumed 5535 (t

of food per day; and likawiae hsad

avtouable for milk produetion 9079 C.

of fond per day.
or Cow NO. 2 hadl 2.68 timon as.

mueh food available for milk produe

tion as Cow No. 1. lu actuel fat pro-

duction, 0ow No. 2 produoed 2.77

*times as muei as No. 1, which agrreci

e avorably witii the ratio obtained bý

the food value ..bOVO-M&intananc'
1 comparison. Deduotlng OOit of main±e"
i ance, eiter cow produced milk il

-economioSlly as the other; but No.

-produced M522 lbg. of mflk compare i

1 to 3188 lb.. for No. 1, and là, therv

t fore, a mueh mors desîrable cow. It i

à therefore, quite clear that the amon14

r of fat produced in a widel;y variable

r factor ana me that in contzÊolled We a
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