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ACCORDING—to B;Umted States

Department of Agriculture,” the-
population of the United States has

increased by 24,000000 people i the

last 15 years, and the fiumber of beef
animals has decreased 6,000,000, and
sheep 10,000,000, wh’lc hugs have 1p-
_creased 11000000 :

TheNatlonﬂDth‘yShow e

THOSE who joined the “party” made
up by the Southern Raifroad agri-
cultural officials and attended the
National Dau'y Show at-Springfield,
Mass., as well as all others who at-
tended from the South, must have
been well pleased with their trip.

It was the greatést dairy show evér
held in this country. In point of at-
tendance, facilities for housmg exhib-
its and the quality and-numbers of
exhibits, the show was the best ever
held, but in point of management,
transportation and in the housing of
the people, the most charitable state-
ment that can be made is,-that these
were not satisfactory. Springfield is
too small a town for sucha gathering
and such a show. Hotel accomoda-
tions are entirely’inadequate and the
attempt to house the visitors in pri-

vate houses could not have been han-

dled much worse, notwitfistanding
the boasted efficiency  of the “wise
men of the East.”

The transportation to and from the
Fair Grounds was entlrely inadequate
and woefully slow.  And at the
grounds, although thé buildings were
large and splendidly arranged, the

management of the crowds was so

inefficient and crude -that not only
was it impossible for those seated in
the coliseum to see the cattle in the
rings, but the judge was unable to get
room from the crowds that closed in
on him, to properly sift and line up
the winners for careful inspection.

It is a pity that such a splendid
institution as the National Dairy
Show cannot obtain adequate perma-
nent quarters in some central city
which can furnish accommodations
commensurite with its magnitudc
and importance. No progressive dai-
ryman interested in learning more of
dairy cattle and dairy equipment and
methods can afford to miss this great
annual dairy show.

The South has given an invitation
to the managers of the dalry show to
bring it South. The show is getting
larger and better every year, and be-
fore it is brought South we should be
certain that we have facilities for
properly handling it. Atlanta is prob-
ably best equipped of any of our
Southern _cities for handling thls
show, but it will be well for those
umrcstcd to, consider carefully if
there is any place in the South Dbetter
¢quipped than was Springfield. Unless
We can house and handle the erowds
better than did Springfield, Mass,, we

'mi tEetter not try to bring tbe show
Ull

Farm Conditions
. M the Use

O\L obstacle to the use of more,

larger and better farm implements

in the South has been thl:phck of
1mm power on the farms—not only is
¢ number on farms too small in pro-
il“ftllrm to rural population, but the
ufl'l'“ 't or power per animal is also de-
”M"‘ In the South Central states
Hmfs"’ only .46 horse or mule on the
whil, per capita of rural population,
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in the North Central states thqrc is
only 122 rural populahon to each
farm horse of mule. ~_ -
Consequently, the farm wo:ker of
the South uses more light one-horse
and less efficient impléments than the

_farm worker of the North Central

states. The result is that the average
Southern farm worker cultivates less”
acres than his Northern competitor,
In fact, there 4re in the North Central
states 18.5 acres of improved farm
land per capita of rural population,
while in the South Central states

there are only 7.5 acres of improved |

land per capita of rural population. It
may also be of interest to.note that
while the agricultural worker of the

North Central states must cultivate 3

22.5 acres of improved land per horse
or mule, and the farm worker of the

. South Central states only has to._culti-

vate 16.1 acres per horse or mule, and
that while the Northern worker culti-
vates nearly 2.5 times as much land on
an average, he is able to do so because
of a larger use of farm implements
and machinery. In the South Central
states there is used $14.26 worth of
farm implements per capita df rural
population, whilein the North Central
states they use $38.78 worth of farm
implements and machinery per capita
of rural poulation. But, if we state
the investment in implements in terms
of value per acre, the difference is
‘slight, because of the small number of
acres cultivated per worker in the
South,  The value of the implements
and machinery per acre of improved
farm lands in the South Central states
is $l90, while in the North Cen’tral
states it is $2.09 per acre.

__But the value of the products from
an acre in the South Central states is
greater than the value of the products
from an acre in_ the North Central
sta.tes, and hence our returns per acre
cultivated are high, but there are not
enough acres cultivated per capita of
rural population—moré farm power—
horses, mules and tractors—and more
and larger implements are essential to
the solution of farm economic prob-
lems in the South,

JOHNSON GRASS FOR HAY

The Plant Is an Excellent Hay Crop,
but a Rather Dangerous Pest to In-
troduce Where It Is Not Already
Growing

READER wishes us to say some-

thing in defense of Johnson grass
as a hay plant, and give the digestible
nutrients in the different kinds of
hays.

In the issue of The Progressive
Farmer for November 20, 1915 we
reported the results of an experi-
ment made by Director Lloyd at the
Mtsslsmppt Experiment Station, com-
paring the feeding values of Johnson
grass, timothy, lespedeza, alfalfa and
Bermuda grass hays for feeding
mules, In this test they ranked as
follows:

1.. Alfalfa,

2. Lespedeza,

3. Johnson grass,

4. Timothy,

5. Bermuda.

The digestible nutrients in a given
amount or weight of hay is not an
entirely accurate index of its feeding
value, although a pretty good indica-
tion. The quality of the hay, and
Kence the palatability, and the waste
in feeding are important factors,
Moreover, in giving the dlscstibihty
of hays we must, of course, give the
average of all tests and the larger
m number of these tests the more
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tween a good grade of Johnson zrm
and a poor grade of ti y there is
a. very conmderable erence ‘in

vnlue, wherm there- is little- differ-

- ence in grades-of the same quality or
in the average of all grades The
_same facts apply to a comparison of

other hays; hence, the average of all

‘tests of the different grass hays

shows that there is not much differ-
ence in their value. The same is also
true to a considerable extent with

regard to the average quahty of dif-

ferent—iegume hays. :
DIGESTIBLE NUTRIENTS_IN_ 100_POUNDS

e Carbohy- | _
Hlp Pro! drates | Wat

Johnson grass .., 2.9 s l.z.ﬁ
llﬂhtml Hl 3.0 Ms.| 42.8 bs.| 1.2 s,
common or Hun- . B
W W 5.0 The,| 46.0 hs.] 1.8 Ibs,
IIOELOD i 5e e 5.0 0 0 s 4.6 be.| 45.9 bs.| 1.2 Is.
Orchard grass ........ 4.7 hs.| 41,1 Ibs }.0 gl.
Vat (tall meadow)| 8.4 Ibs.| 88.4 bs.| 1.2 s
g A pracimm 45 bs.| 381 Ms| 1.7 Ds
Corn stover ..........: ;: 2:4 f.l == _ lggt
Alsike clover .......... 7.6 as is bs, {.1' s,
clover ......:. 0.7 s, 8 bs| 1.0 B4

Sweet clover (White ' R
» Melilotus) ...... veee] 10,0 W] 38.2 Ms.| 0.7 Ds,
L P P 10.6 s,| 80,0 ba.| 0.9 s,
Boy bl J...iveersnen 117 -be.| 80.2 e, 1.2 Ibs,
COWPBR veuvvivransnns 18.1 Ibe.| 38.7 Ibe.| 1.0 Iba,
Lespodezs ....o.viine. 8.6 M| 41.1 Ie.| 1.1 s,
Peanut vines with nuts.| 9.6 lbs.| 80.6 Ibs.| 8.8 s

Peanut vines out

T R | 6.6 Me.| 37.0 Ms.| 8.0 s,
—¥fom 15th mumm“r—m and Feeding,

On lands already seeded to John-
son grass, which are rich and moist
enough to produce a good growth,
the plant may be made a very proﬁt-

.able hay crop. Two and sometimes

three cuttings are obtained-or a crop
of fall-sowed oats may be grown and
one to two cuttings of Johnson grass
hay obtained after the oat crop is
harvested. Johnson grass also grows
well with alfalfa without apparently
injuring the growth of the alfalfa.
The tonnage is mcreased although
the grade of alfalfa hay is lowered.
“The quality of the hay, when the
plants are cut before they become
too large ind coarse,.is good and it is
superior in feeding value and palata-
bility to timothy.

But we cannot advise any man to
sow Johnson grass on a farm where
it is desired to continue the cultiva-
tion of corn, cotton or other row
crops. Good crops of corn and cot=
.ton can be made on Johnson grass
lands, but it costs too much for culti-
vation to keep the Johnson grass in
subjection. If mowed and grazed for
a few years and none of the plants
allowed to make and scatter seed, the
land may then be cultivated in corn
or cotton for one year at little extra
cost, but the next year cultivation
will cost more, and after the second
year the lapd should be mowed and
pastured again for another period of
two or three years.

Johnson grass is an excellent hay
plant, and where it now exists it
should be fully utilized for hay and
pasture. It is probably very much
more profitable to use Johnson grass
lands, that are rich and moist enough
to produce a fair crop, for hay-mak-
ing rather than to try to cultivate
them in corn and cotton.

RICH LAND, FOOD AND FEED
SHOULD BE FIRST

After We Have Looked to These Es-
sentials, We Are Safe in Growing
All the Cotton We Can

NO DOUBT many farmers who were
a

dvised to reduce their cotton
acreage last spring feel that the ad-
vice was not good. With cotton sell-
ing at from 18 to 20 cents a pound and
seed at from $50 to $60 per ton, it is
not difficult for any man to convince
himself that he cannog grow too much
cotton. The writer has never been
_able to find, in his observation of ac-
tual practice, that it is a good plan to
grow cotton to buy corn, hay, meat
and mules to make cotton; but in
theory it is not difficult ta prove on
pmr that it is economy to do so in
ears like this.
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~ feed crops.

and then ﬂf the ;:Btm you -
is not difficult to-prove thtt t
the best crop known to agris
season like this, but cottqn
good crop when the yield s 8
per acre, one year with ano
at average prices, to pay a pt
cost of prodiiction. -
Recently I saw a field thct: :
1878 or 1879, when the experim
started, produced over 70 bushe s
corn per acre, that is now, after g
ing corn every year sitree, producir
only 30.bushels per acre. YRt o
We believe that the facts as writ
in the records and experience of the
last fifty years show plainly that the ,
only correct practice for the cot;bn
farmer is to produce all the cotton he
can after he has taken care of his soil
fertility and his,_ needs in fond md

~ If we grow those crops nccelury

to economically-maintain or build up

soil fertility, in an intelligent crop- o
ping system, and produce the supplies
for the farm, which can be economi- v ;::
cally grown on the farm, there is no .
danger of an over-production of wt;q
ton in the near future. But even tht ¥
man who has advanced m‘i:,\telhgent“- ‘;l,
farm management to the point that

he is convinced it is wise to produce
the corn, hay and meat for the farm,
is likely to forget the matter of mi}
fertility in years such as this. " -

But it is just because of this’ fact. "".---.;
that we have ignored soil fertility, =~
that some men are able to figure ot
on paper that it does not pay to grow
corn to feed to mules., The reduced
soils show this reduction more in the
corn than in the cotton yields, hence
the farther we go in our neglect of
soil fertility the more excuse we find
for planting less corn and more cot-
ton, because cotton is a better poor
land crop than corn. Any man who
is now growing a given number of -
bales of cotton can in five years be -
growing the same number of bales on
two-thirds the number of acres now
used to produce that number of bales,
He can do so without the loss of a°
single bale of cotton during the five
years and the increased fertility will
more than pay .its cost in the other
crops which may be grown on the
acreage released from cotton. . A LT EA

If therefore, a man concludes, for ~ "# {8
instance, that he must have 40 bales i} '
of cotton each year for the next five =
years, if he will give intelligent
thought to soil fertility he can-pro-
duce those 40 bales on less acres than =
at present and produce his feeds on
the, acres released from cotton.

We have always allowed prices like
the present to cause us to lose all
thought of soil fertility, and conse- -
quently our yields are so small that
in bad seasons we are so poor that '
we cannot afford even the seeds re- N
quired to sow legume or soil improve- ]
ment crops. It is simply another case R
of there being no need to patch the: « § '-’ :
roof in fair weather and its being too Bt
disagreeable to do it when it is rain-
ing.

'I‘he wise farmer will, next season,
as in all others, first provide for tak- 1 i
ing care of his sqil fertility and his s
needs for feed and foodstuffs, and RS
then grow all the cotton he can. If
he reverses the order and grows all
the cotton he can and lets the other +
fellow grow his feed crops, and for-
gets that his soil fertility is his stock
in trade and his future safety, he will
in the end find himself poor and with
a poor soil. A poor man with a rich ,
soil may himself get riches, but a
poor man with a poor soil, never.’

The heavy advertiser of & certaln town :
tered the editorial offices obthe dally paper,
dldhmlndd usted tones delfveret
‘hl-nu as follows: 's the matter
this sheet, anyway? That was & m
people made my ad,
soems to h the trouble
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