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by the farmers for their pro~-

,pnund wIII cast 415. m wmml
map & Iive weight price of seven.and
8 half nentn, without allowing any-
thing cost -of slanghtering. A
gﬁo&hoxwﬂldrmﬂpar cent, or
- one weighing 200 pounds will give
2 carcasg weighing 160 pounds,

"~ Matthews, “Retail Butcher,” says
the retail butcher ahpuld count on a
nroﬂt of 25 cent, or $3.75 on such 8
hog. This ;lmuld make it necessary
to sell the meat for $18.75, and this
same ‘authority gives the following
pehedule of cuts and prices mry
'bring tkat ammmt ;

za ;mmdl hams at 1le. . e
24 ‘pounds shoulders at tz%c

3 'lnl ‘what ‘the vonsumers hawe. 16 pounds bacon bellles at 17c

mmm At may be well to
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: gttenﬂon to some of the pointas .

piped in this inquiry. When the hog
m gells hig Tive hogs for seven or
13 mts A*nmnd and ﬁmn ‘Bees

8§ pounGE Ton B THC. ... v ivanannnsere™ ,z (¥4
2 pounds back fat at 1lc 2.42
<8 pounds leaf lard at LEJAG bt
10 pounds head at Tc
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12 pounds trimmings at 10c
pounds speare ribs at 12e
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' Whem one considers the ahrinkngn

. in ‘weight .in curing meat; the loss

from apoilage which even the packers

i Sometimes have, and the cost of the

?& Ihég.

“work, it 18 not" diffieult to see why
- hams and ‘bacon sell for two to three
and sometimes nearly four times the

price per pound thathpaldior tbe'

Jive hag. .
‘We suggest that our reader secure

Joda s the Tollowing bulletins on this sub-

a m‘uéh lﬂg‘hﬂr price 1n order to en-
§ ":fih,lon,l‘bptcher to eame out
r." Our reader says he had 24
mds of waste in the skin and bones
© shoulders and hams of one hog.
is probably “impossible for the

per who makes sEusage or shaugh-

fere and rtetafls his fresh pork to
avold such waste. The packer can
% © the ‘pones, blood and -other
, because he’
;"*ﬁle!ﬂt mumber of hogs to Justify
" the expense of machinery or equip-

S it ‘required. to utilize these pro-

L ; but the farmer and

'_ bu,tcher cannat do 80, This
16 to such am extent that some
‘the economy of the farmeér try-

', 'Mm ‘his own meat. Tact,
mhMy ruwngte for
ho fuct that so mauny hog raisers pre-

 sell their hogs'

tten UW “cure and mar-
'}.M products. When, however, &
ar m t&ﬁtethotmuhle to

.nﬁt. either fresh

kills 2

-dlfve rather-than

ject if he can do so:

" Farmers’ Bulletin No. 183—“Meat
an the Farm: Butchering, Curing and
‘Keeping. Department. of Agricultura,
 Washington, D, C.

Qircular No. 4—Curing Meat on
the Farm. North ‘Carolina Experi-
ment Station, Raleigh, N. C.

Bulletin No. 166—Curing Meat en
the Parm, Alabama Experiment Sta-
tion, Auburn. A.la

“ Hinnies ™ It is Not Advisable to]
AR.-EA.DEB asks: “Can mules be
raised successfully from jennets?"
The term “mule’” is generally used
to designate the amnimal having &
iumuauitlsban.d a mare as its
dam. It is technically carréct to call
the animal produced by crogsing the
jennet and the stallion a “mule,” be-
cause any animal produced by cross-.
ing ‘animals of different .species is a
“mule,” or hybrid; but the produce
of a staltion and a jennet is generally
callod & “Enay
The hinny is anmny muller
than thn mule; and lacks smopthness
and finish. It is adapted to lght
‘work and will withstand mardships or
abuse, but on the whole is less de-
in every way than the mule
by the jack amd the mare.

TEE b
Bouth at present, and, as stated, there .
v‘!_ll“ba less need for it in the future,

ntages in bresding the tlmw, a8
~with breeding the mule,
at muy matl to some.
mm & good mare Yor pro-
Tes ‘is two to three times
f a jennet, and the jennet
kant for one-half the Teed cost
pt“kaentn: a mare. It 18 also true
that stallions are more numerous
than Jacks, and those suitable Tor
producing hinnies proba cost less
than good jacks. But, on’ the other
hand, the mare may he made to earn
her keep by doing farm work, while
it is net practicable to ebtain mh
service from the jennet. .

The hinny is, ‘at best, a low-priced
er chéap animal, and profits seldom
‘‘eome from producing such. The beat
profits usually come from preducing
high-priced animals and, while it
colta mere te preduce a mule from
a 1,400-pound mare and a jack, than
it does from a stallion and a jennet, ¢
the value of the former is so much
greater that it is doubtful if the rais~

ing of hinmies should be advised.

Feeding Value of Corn-and-Cob Meal
READER writes as follows: “Can
1 feed eorn, ground, ¢ob and all,
or corn-and-cob meal, a8 it i ecalled,

‘18 safely -and economiecally in canjunc-

‘tion with bran to horses? I am told
that if I féed cob meal I can do away
with a portion of the hay. 1 have
fed cob meal for years to cows, but
‘have always supposed that #t would
cause digestive disturbamces in horse
es.” Can I feed cob meal profitably as
against corn meal and bran, and if
so, what amoeunt should be fed?"”
There are two distinct problems in-
volved in this inquiry. First, will it
pay to grind the cob and corn togeth-
er for horse feeding; and second, will
the eob meal take the place of wheat
bran? #As to whether it will pay to
grind the cob and corn togethen will
depend ‘on how cheap the power is
and how fine the cobs are ground. 1T
the power is cheap and the cobs,
which are difffcult to gr’md are
gmund fine, there is probably suffi-

cient nutriment in the cobs to make

it advisable to grind them; but ordi-
narily we do not believe it will be
found profitable to grind corn and
cob for horses, unless the grinding
enables us to feed some other feed-
stuff to better advantage. For in-
stance, if by grinding the corn a man
is induced to balance the corn ration
with cottongeed meal it may pay.
When eorn-and-eob meal is fed, it

may very probably be safe to slightly Potash

reduee the hay ration, but since the
cobs only constitute one-fifth of the
weight of corn and cob together, the
amount fed will not justify mueh ve-
duction in the hay. Fer instance, if
15 pounds of cob-and-corn meal is
fed, there will be three pounds of eobs
and  pessibly the hay ratien might
be reduced twe er ibree pounds,
altho the hay must be very poor in-
deed or a reduction in the nutritive
value of the ration will result from
substituting three pounds of ground
corn cobs for three pounds of hay.

It the cohs are ground fairly fine,
there is no danger of digestive trou-
bles in feeding the small quantity of
oohh corpand-cob meal,

‘To the second question, we can
ulowm that corn ¢ob meal will

take the place of wheat bran. IT
hut brs.n were fed for the sole pur-
of ulthg a more bulky ration,

swich in this nutrient. To:

a horse .wheat bm mt.
nish move | . !.ﬁt
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‘wheat bran fyom & ration anid 1
sround corn cphs, slmply tln-_n
more “out of- balames,”” and “um
somgpthing is added to supply pro
the wheat bran or some .lan-n
ahuld ‘be fed. ; :
~In the experience of ‘the wrd =
wheat bran is not a highly satisfags
tory feed for & horse when & falr a %\,
lowanee of hay s used. It is bulky
and hard for the horse to digest. Weg ¥
prefer c¢ottomseed meal, up to B -
pounds & day, for a thousand-pound
horse doing hard work, for tupnmg
the protein necessary to bﬂzncaﬂ'
corn ration, We believe two P
of ecottonseed meal added te m
pounds of corn ag good =as four
pounds af wheat bran added to tlu
same amount of corn. Wheat*h
is usually too high-priced in wiew of
ita feeding value, while cottonseed -
meal is echeap, if judged by the same
correct standard.
Neither wheat bran nor cottomseed =
meal are especially needed ¥ the
horse receives some legume hay af
at least half his roughage, but with-
timethy or other grass hay, more pro~
tein is needed and for the hard work=
ing horse we prefer cottonseed meal
to wheat bran for this purpose. With
timothy or any other grass hay we
would not advigse substituting cob = T

meal for wheat bran and, thereforey
cannot give the amount that slmum---

be fed.
Of a mixture of corn meal 61' corn~

and-cob meal with wheat bran, we i

would advise teedins from one and
a quarter pounds to one and a half
pounds daily for every 100 pounds
weight, if the horse is doing hard
work,
five parts of coyn to one part of cot-
tonseed mezl, by weight, which we
think a cheaper and just as good a
ration, a slightly smaller quantity of
this mixture should do as well. :

Plant Food in a Mixture of Meal, Acid
and Kainit. |

READER wishes to know the per R

cent of the different plant foods

“in a fertilizer made by mixing .one |

ton each of cottonseed meal, 16 per |
cent acid phosphate, and, kainit, AT,

The following will give this infors . =
mation: : '

Materials Used [Nitrogen

Phos. Acil| Potast |

1 ton of cottonseed
meal—8.2 per cent.
nitrogen, 2.5 per
cent, o8. Acid
and 1.5 per cent.

1 fon—18 percent

orie Actd..
1 ton Kainit=12 per
cent. Potash

3 tons~6000 1ba.
Totals

Since we have 60 lmndredwelshbw: J*
of materials, and per cent means so
much in a hundrad if we divide ¥
amounts of plant foods by 60,
have the percent of each in a mixtu:
as follows:

124 +60==2.08 per cent of nltrogen. s-‘ﬁ
8704+ 00==8.16 per cent of phosphorio (dd,
2704+80=04.6 per cent of potash.
As this is generally written, lﬁ'
would be a 2.06—6.16—4.5 ferti
Or sometimes the phosphoric acid
written first and the nitroggn mon&,‘r
and in that case it mtd be te

6.16—2.06—4.5. ~x8

The North Carolina nlpntnnt Statio »
N, €., has recently
a alscnlar on bnf nﬂh and mep
Thia clecular contains s number

of rlul
beef cuttle and shéop barns and
floationa. for -lmﬁ-‘

whme by

g G‘mm&‘iuc.

1f the ration is made up of
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