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looks safer than the sealed comb system, 
and it is this : It is only too true that 
many apiarists are slow in recognizing 
foul brood, and it is quite |>ossible that 
often in selecting healthy colonies to feed 
up to secure the full combs, that the said 
colonies do not prove to be entirely free 
from foul brood, and of course the col
onies that receive the full combs later c n 
will simply be “botched.” This is no idle 
fancy, for bee-kee|>ers have confessed to 
having done this very thing. On the 
other hand, with the foundation plan, 
when the diseased honey, is used up, there 
is no |>ossible source of infection, as sugar 
syrup and foundation constitute the raw 
material. Now as to the time for starv
ing. There is no law saying you cannot 
leave them longer than two days if neces* 
sary, but the conditions at the time of 
year when this treatment is carried out is 
so different to that of a honey season, 
that 1 really think that two days then is 
us efficacious as four during the honey 
season. At the latter period, when the 
honey is coming in freely, and there is 
abundance of brood in the hive, it always 
seems to me that the bees seem to fill 
themselves more fully than is the case 
when shaking is done after the honey 
flow. Then, again, often considerable 
honey is shaken out on the bottom-boards 
and in addition, some honey is nearly 
always coming in from the fields at the 
time of treatment. After all is said and 
done, I am of the opinion that we should 
not recommend any kind of fall treatment 
except under very exceptional conditions, 
for the simple reason that but compara
tively few bee-keepers will be thorough 
enough in their methods to make a suc
cess of the job. I want to say yet that 
my personal experience, as intimated in 
March issue, has Wen very limited in this 
matter of fall treatment, for the reason 
that I only Had foul brood in the apiary 
for the two seasons, and of course I do 
not feel like introducing the disease again 
simply for experimental purposes. But 
say, friend Chalmers. I really do not

understand the source of infection uf 
those big swarms from the foul colonies. 
Without any compunctions, 1 freely give 
my opinion that the infection came hue 
super combs or some other source outside 
of the hives. From my earliest recoller- 
lions of friend McEvoy's visits in our 
locality, I recall, among other teachings, 
the following : “A first swarm issuing 
during a honey flow rarely carries the 
disease, while a second swarm nearly si 
ways will be foul.” Have nearly always 
found this to be the case, and as a ink 
colonies hived on foundation will W found 
to be all right. If this is not the common 
experience of others, will have to explain 
it by the word (much overworked! 
“locality.”

In conclusion, would say that what I 
wrote on the foul brood treatment for the 
March issue was done under protest, at 
the Editor will affirm. However, have no 
apologies to offer, us it has Wen the 
means of bringing out such a splendid, 
useful contribution from friend Chalmers 
—a contribution unbiased, full of candor 
and common-sense.

[You are all right, Byer. You liavi 
no need to apologize to any one. As foil 
the C.B.J., it will accept no protest ,| 
We simply cannot do without you even 
month. We would have been grievous); 
hurt if you had not turned up tin 
month. Our friend Chalmers has some 
thing to say and knows how to say itj 
He is making good.—Ed.l

FOUL BROOD QUESTION
[By J. Alpaugh]
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