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Table i. .Value of substitutes for bran in Poison baht.

Brnru, SauBrn vertu Sawdut d Bran
Percet. IIt ihN~e Pet -ut. IId ntith~ereet~ aw~ Braitai 

branb.î hai]~218 +27j 86.1+ j 8 2.6 72287-4

ht is thug evident that bran 18 noticeabîY superior to sawdustalone and even the combination ol sawdust and bran, but theselahoratory experiments in connection with the field experiments
at Johnson and Akron, Indiana, show that sawdust does have
some value and c ibe recommendeJ where ht is impossible or e)difficult to obta ibran but where it is used, a second applicationwill probably e necessary and a combination with some branwhich wilI r, ent the mixture from scattering into too fine par-ticles and ing quickly, is preferable.

Three kinds of sawdust were used: viz., old hardwooi (oakamnd hickory), new hardwood (hickory) and pine. The pine saw-dlust seemed to have a decided repellant effect and should not beused as a iller for the poison bait. In comparing new and oldhardwocyi sawdust we found a larger percentage killed wherthe new was used, but our comparaiv~ est with these materials'Ire nlJt sufficient to draw satisfactory conclusios The new hard.woodi (hickory) was used in aIl experiments in comtparison withbtran.
The most important data obtained was a comparison betweenhParis green and other arsenicals. In the total number of experi.nients where Paris green was used, 16 in number. we killed 75.8%rthile calcium arsenate in 5 experiments killed 70%; sodium..îrsenite in 4 experiments killed 80.8%; lead arsenate in 3 experi.tinents, 85.8; arsenous acid (white arsenic) in 2 experiments, gave20.8l', and crude arsenous acid, a by-product of copper refinerieswhich contained 88% of arsenous oxid, killed in 14 experiments14.4 1 It might be stated that these materials %.'ere used 1 lb.I40 of filler, excepting in one experiment with crude arsenoug('a(l and one experiment with arsenous acid wbere it was used1- 2.5, and in aIl three experiments with lead arsenate where it


