
marhinen. Durinjf December each milking from each individua! c<*w

wa> weighed, and sampled for tettini;. The composite sample made

up of the individual daily samples, w.is tested at the end of the month,

and the pounds of milk fat were obtained by multiplyinjf the pmmds
of milk (fivcn by each cow by her test and dividing by loo, c.p., cow No.

15 ga\e 053 pounds of milk during December. Her composite test was

.V4, and q'sj multiplied by 3.4 divided by 100 equal .V.36 pounds fat.

DurinfT January each cow'ti milk was weijjhcd morninjr nnd cvrniiij;

and samples were taken for t^-stin^; every seven days. Tin- pounds of

milk and milk fat were calculated I on tluM- wrijrhts and tests, hence

are not so accurate as for December.

Tiihle Shtm<inf: (Knipurisou of Yields ol \tilk (hk/ Milk Fat for Deceniher,

iifn<i (hand milkitifr) and Januury, njtUt (tmiihine niilkiuf;).

LIhi. Milk. I'er<fnt. Fsl.

No. of Cow.

•06.
Jan. '06.

16 ' 962 808

21 900 •727

28 461 406
88 1,037 763

44 473 418
M 1,707 1,608

66 427 41«
66 642 481
67 713 572
70 618 475

78 681 648
98 402 4UH
97 508 456
98 329 27H
03 431 380

Vec. Jan.
'06. '06

3.4
3.8
4.5
H,8

Incri'ni'f t < ) or flfcnmi'i'

II MIL I- f
(— Mif iiiiU'liiiUMi»iii|>ar-

''*• •'""'•'«>•
e<i with emiiiliiiilkintt lor

OIK' iioiiith.

I.. .i.r I .,w l-l* of '»offuti Lb*.
Dec. (tt. Jan. (Hi.

,,,j,^ in milk, milk (at.

6.4

:5.7

3.0
3.8
4.7
4.0 I

O.i

4.0
4.3
3.6
5.7 i

4.1!

4.0
4.7
4.7
3..-I

31'. »»
34.L'(>

2<).74

39.40
17.02
M.86
10.22
22. >2
23! 52
27.07
22.07
14.87
2:1.13

15.40
15. «4

24.24
27. «2
1ft. 08
30. i

2

14.21
55.70
iH.«i4

20.70
2(t.5»

•.•7.07

23.01
16 12
21. 3h
12.83
13.30

TotaJH anil
j

Averages. .(9,976 8,626 3.90 3.07 3K9.JW 342.76

144

173
55

284
55
itm
II

50
141

43
33
1

48
56
51

13.57

0.4
.INI

0.2
0.2
(1.2

0.1
0.2
0.2
0.3
0.3
0.4
OS

1

.00

0.2

0.07

8.12
« 68
0.66
0.28
2.81

9.70
0.42
1.46
2.03
0.90
0.94
1.26
1.76
2.62
2.64

-47.22

From the preceding: table we learn that these fifteen cow.s pave 1,351

pounds less milk in January, 1906, than they did in December, 1905. The

percentages of fat were fairly constant, thouph the tendency was for a

slightly higher average test for January (.^.97) as compared with De-

cember (3.90). The pounds of .ilk fat, however, decreased 47.22 pounds

in January as compared with December. If we allow an increase of one-

sixth on the tat for cal'-ulating the bu 'er, th.^ decrease in butter on the


