i

226 .

THE CANADIAN LIVE STOCK AND FARM JOURNAL.,

fune

po e ———————————— e

the facts brought to light through the Seeretary of
Agriculture, Mr [ C. Rusk, in the repost of the
United States Burean of Industry.  Questions ad
dressed to thousands of breeders, most of them care
ful observers who have had long evperience inthe
live stock business, clicited veplies which show that
the yickd of milh by the ofispring of native ar unim
proved cons coupled with purely bred Ludls of dairy
breeds s from 25 to 100 per cent. greater than that
from unimproved or common native stock.  The
general avaage increase uf yidld of stk resultig
from the wse of such bulls on native cows, has been
for the whole country 55.94 per cent. The yield of
butter is increased by the sawe canse 69 78 per cent.
It is to be remembered that these figures have been
the outcome of wide and careful mquiry amungst
all the farmers of the Union, and we may err on the
side of wafety in saying that the improving value of
pure-lred lulls has been cqually as high with us, for
our herds of pure-bred stuck will compare favorably |
with those of our southern neighbors.  Materialize |
those ligures still further,and it will be found that the!
offspring from a common cow giving 2000 Ibs. per
year (which 1s not making her very common, for lhcl
average is below that,) and a pure-bred dairy bull
should give over 3100 1bs. of milk per year s that the

favored as compared to the other, evidently pointing
to some imperfection of digestion.  Because of the
differences in this respeet, and  hecruse digestive
qualities are as casily transnssible as any other, itis
easily possibile to bring together a herd which waill
give a very much larger return on a given amount of
fuud thau will Lo obtained from anuthier hierd onan
equal amount of the same. Tt as alvs easly possble
to breed such 4 herd from a small beginning, but to
do this requires time.

Why thet, we ash, are vt faeiers conteuted with
ammals whuse performance 15 far nfenor to that of
others, which cost them quite as much to keep? They
shuuld grieve over the loss of one-fourth or one-third
of their eamimgs, and justly so, but many fail to see
that the loss 15 just as real when they gne fuod to
animals that will give one-fourth or one-third less of a
return for i1, than would be obtained from other
ammals of the same breed.

This tram of diought arose in our mind as we gazed
upon a Holstein cow in the excellent herd of Smith
Brothers, of the Credit Valley Stock Farm, at
Churchnitle, Ont., which had made a sulk record in
188q, of 10,607 ths. luttng the low price of one
cent per pound on this milk, we have the return of
$10£.07 from this cow for the food fed to her. Now

offspring of a common cow yickling 150 lbs. of butter , any farmer hnows that the food given thns cow did
per year, and a pure-bred butter bull should give fully | not cost anything ke that sum, as she was given the
250 Ibs. of butter per year. These tignres will be con- & same Lind of ration as that given to other anunals of
sidered too low by those who have given most ' the herd, that i~ in the winter a miaed ration of cut
thought and attention to this question. No fnnncr'ihny, straw, pulped turnips. and a quantity of bran
can make a mistahe i carefully chovsing and econo- and meal, and i the time of god pasture only grass.
mically purchasing a pure-bred dairy Lull 10 improve This con had also produced a calf worth $130, hut
his herd for dairy purposes. The strength of the "this is a factor which is bat a side issue in our argu-
testimony of esperience is only equalled by that of "ipent, although of much imponance in jtsell.  But
observation in favor of this practice. j allow that this cow 15 one of the best in the herd, and
i divide her mitk product by 1wo, we have still over
5000 pounds of railk, which is easily attained in any
dairy herd as an average, by any farmer who gives
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The Most Profitable Dairy Cow. ;

The most profitable dary cow does nut belung to attention tu carcful selection amd breeding.  Now
any one breed,at least it has never been demonstrated 1 5000 pounds per -""“E"" n Sl'l" a lfmg way m advance
that she daes.  Over and over again it has heen | of the average of attainment in dairy cows: why then
claimed by breeders in many lands that the partcslar Fdhoutd the farmers remam content with a cow that
breeds which they handle are the most profitable, but | will give but 3000 o 4000 pounds of nulk per
as yet, the clanns put forth in this direction have not ‘-“f‘“““' when they might just as well have cons that
been sufficiently well supported by evidence to lead to “will give 5900 ths. to 6000 1bs, on an u.]lml quantity
anything like a consensus of opumon. At one e I"f f"0('1 LA\ ""f' lh.c I'afmu:r sets out sceking mprove
in the show-rings, an animal of ene of the dury ment in the direction indicated, he should wit fail to
breeds will carry off the patw for performance ia the remember, that although he may commence his herd
production of milk and butter, and at another tine 1t un 4 cummon ‘ﬁ.mm!auon .hc cannut npruve apon
is borne away by an animal of some other breed “thewr good qualities in their progeny, or even retain
This tends to prove that indwviduality in breeds is a them, but by the use ‘_’f a pure-bred bull of the rig.lll
more potent factor even than breed itself.  The sygms- W1 for ”“"".“ male '_"f"“' e capable of transmit
ficance of this fact cannot weil be over-estimated by ! lmvg goad dairy qualities in the progeny of a good
hose engaged i the production of dary products. dairy cow of comumn breeding, than the cow 1s her-
That it is casily possible to find a Holstein or an ! >elb ) .

Aynshire purely bred that wiil give a return in dairy | Belaw a given return in milk fhvrc i~.lo».in the
products at least one-half greater than anether annual | keep of a cow. _““ are much mistahen if Ehl\ loss
of the same breed, tahing an equal amount of the fl"c‘ not occur in 4 greater or less degree in every
same kind of food, has heen demonstrated over and ' Istance where the mille retorn s under 3000 Ibe
over again.  We must look for the explanation in the ! \'t\r :lncs this T |-nclud(- the labor n.f feeding and
difference in the powers of digestion, or more particu- I. “"““.‘“g' Tl“f profits v ust thegefore increase pro-
larly, n the difference m the powers of assiiation portivnately with the awan e m the retarn beyond

possessed by the two anunals, The one assimilates | the astual cost of production, hence those who obtain

for the production of milk of a certan quality, the, the h.lghtsl averages fl’Oll‘l their !xcr(ls of dairy cows |
other assimilates for the production of both meat and kept in a normal way, will certainh mahe the most

oy . . - . wmoney.
milk, and a third fails to assimilate <uccessfully for 3 . oo

cither purpusc. In the last weationed instance, there . Thedvowng s <cle ted ag A sauusple from aumbers of letters
is cvidently incomplete digestion of the food, and ! weare recciving every week®

consequently » waste.  We find anllustration of tlus - Mr. J- 1. Leamen, Charlottctonn. PLb. L. wntes  ** Have
in the different cficcts obtamed from food in the been o subsimber w0 yan paper tar several monthy, and am

famil O i t b aore and mon pleased with each <iceading aumber,  Thean
: U 1Y at t arg
human  family. ne man will cat a much {arger g auon alrcady gasied i stuch teading alone more than com-

quantity than another, and yet will be lean andill | enates for she subscrprion poice.

* Poultry.

The Feeding of Fowls,

[sevont 1 ark.]

The number of meals to be given fowls per day will
depend upon a variety of circumstances.  When con-
tincel in small'runs they should receive three feeds per
day, which seems 1o he the proper thing in feeding
any hind of live stock, unless in the, first stages of
growth.

\When a farmer’s fow)s can have free access to the
barnyard, in the short days of winter two feeds may
suffice, but only on the condition that they are able to

find a considerable portion of food in the steaw or lite
i ter, or in the apartments where other animals are fed.
FOrdinarily they do not have access to those apart-
! ments, as it is not consistent with & proper condition
of cleanliness to have it thus.  But when animals are
hept in groups in pens, as in the case of sheep or
swinig, it may be no har to allow the hens to go in
at will and pich up what nught otherwise be wasted.
\When the fowls roam about on the fann, at certain
seacons they will get along admirably on one meal 2
day, as in time of grain drawing, but ordinarily they
should have two all through the summer.  But when
~onfinedinafowlhouse, they.of course,shonld get foodas
frequently as those hept in close quarters in the heant
of acity.  Something, too, will depend on the num-
ber kept.  When this is large they will require feed
ing three times a day, tven when at libernty.

The morming meal should be given carly, that is,
when the fowls leave the roost, or at least soon after.
This will depend upon the season and the nature of
the place of confinement.  They, of course, leave the
roost much earlier in summer than in winter, and
therefore should be fed carlier in the latter scason.
\When confined they naturally look for food when they
begin to stir, and they certainly require it after the
fast of the long night.  When not confined they hang
about until feeding tune comes without going far
1 away, whereas if food had been gaven soon after they

leave the perch, they would feel at liberty to go
i abroad and gather other supplies such as they re-
| quire.

The time for giving the noon meal need not vary
throughout the year, as during that portion of the sea-
{ son when they leave the perch early they return to
:lhc same with correspoading lateness 3 that is, the
, carlier they leave the perch in the morning, because
1 of the soon approach of the hght,the later they return to
11t m the evening because of its tardy departure.

! The time of the evening meal will therefore L
i later in the long days, and should be given but ashort
| time before the fowls gro to roost.

It may seem superfluous to add that regularity in
! feeding shoulidl be observed with much care, but it is
! never amiss to say this to persons who feed when it s
i matter of ¢ mventence to themselves, rather than at
taset tme. 11 they would but think of the discom-
t fort they themselves feel when they have to wait for a
i meal beyond the usuat time, they will have some idea
of the discomforts felt by their dumb dependants
when so circumstanced.  The ruflled feclings of the
houschold find vent on such occasions on the servants
who may be blameworthy, or on someone else, but
the poor fowls have no powers of utterance with which
to reproach the negligent feeder who has kept them
anvtowsly waiting for the tardy meal. The only pos-
, sible punishment they can give they fail not to adnun-
sister 1n the withholding of profitable returns.




