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are incluceci in staple products),

$2.762,941 ; animal products, $5,39-
439. The hiay crop is quite largely
dependent upon the dairy interest,
and the animal products arc so largcly
dependent upon the dairy as to be
alnost a part of it. The veal pro-
duct is certainly a dairy product, and
most of the veal of .the State is

growvn on the skini-milk of our
dairies.

If the killing of tuberculous ani-
mais is to go on without compensa-
tion to the owners, this most inpor-
tant industry must rapidly dccrease,
carrying along with this decrease a
still greater decrease in the value of
much of the farming property of the
State. The fine dairy baris that dot
the farms of the State will become
valuelss and the pastures wvill be
allowed to grow up to brush. The
State can ill afford a decrease in its
agriculture and its agricultural popu-
lation. If the figlt against tubercu-
losis is for the public good, the public
should make part, at least, of the
sacrifice deemed necessary. Espe-
cially is this proper il viewý, of the fact
that many cases of tuberculosis in
human subjects do not terminate
fatally and many apparently recover.
I quote from " Tuberculosis in Rela-
tion to Animal Industry and Public
Health," by Dr. James Law. " Dr.
Biggs tells us . . . that in the
Charity Hospital of the city [New
York], 30 per cent. of ail deaths show
old lesions of tuberculosis now be-
coming stationary. Fie quotes a
Vienna hospitai pathologist to the
effect that lie flnds similar old sta-
tionary lesions in 85 per cent. of all
post nortem examinations. This
leaves but 15 per cent. w11ho have not

suffered from tuberculosis." It is not
too iuch to claim that a like propor-
tion of bovines slightly affected with
tuberculosis would never be a pparen t-
ly injureci by it. Such cases should
be paid for in full, if sacrificed for
the public good. But it would be
difficult for the officials to discrimi-
nate in the matter of allowance for
cattle killed ; and so it vould pro-
bably bc better to fix upon a portion
of the value of the animal in health as
the amount that should bc paid to
the owner of an animal condemnied to
destruction because in fectec with
tuberculosis. I believe the owners of
neat cattle as a class arc unwilling to
bear all the burden. They believe
that if the public takes arbitrary

possession of their property and
dcstroys it, that an equitable portion
of its value should be returned to
then. In view of all that we know
of tuberculosis, it cannot be deter-
mined what an equitable proportion
is, and the manner inust bc decided
by granting an arbitrary part of the
original value.

The value of the animal con-
demned is but a part of the loss to the
owner. lis business is broken into ;.
his herd is discredited; his customers
are afraid of his product ; and if per-
manertî fLture immunity is to be
gained by him, he must be to a large-
expense in disinfecting his barns and
stables. This disinfecting is out of his
line, but is as necessary to the public
health as the slaughter of infected
animals. The State should see that
it is properly done; and it could be
done cheaper and more certainly by
agents of the State than by the
numerous private owners.. Why
should not the State provide for this


