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INTRODUCTION TO NEW AND ENLARGED EDITION, 

——F OS 

Sir John Bennet Lawes kindly consented to write a Chapter 
for the new edition of this work. The Deacon, the Doctor, the 

Squire, Charlie and myself all felt flattered and somewhat 
bashful at finding ourselves in such distinguished company. I 
need not say that this new Chapter from the pen of the most 
eminent English agricultural investigator is worthy of a very 
careful study. I have read it again and again, and each 

time with great and renewed interest. I could wish there was 
more of it. But to the intelligent and well-informed reader 

this Chapter will be valued not merely for what it contains, but 
for what it omits. A man who knew less would write more. 
Sir John goes straight to the mark, and we have here his 
mature views on one of the most important questions in 
agricultural science and practice. 

Sir John describes a tract of poor land, and tells us that the 
cheapest method of improving and enriching it is, to keep a 
large breeding flock of sheep, and feed them American cotton- 

seed cake. We are pleased to find that this is in accordance 
with the general teaching of our ‘‘ Taiks,” as given in this book 
several years ago. 

When this work was first published, some of my friends 
expressed surprise that I did not recommend the more extended 
use of artificial manures. One thing is certain, since that time 
the use of superphosphate has been greatly on the increase. 
And it seems clear that its use must be profitable. Where I 
live, in Western New York, it is sown quite generally on winter 
wheat, and also on barley and oats in the spring. On corn and 
potatoes, its use is not so common. Whether this is because 
its application to these crops is not so easy, or because it does 
not produce so marked an increase in the yield per acre, Iam 
unable to say. 

Our winter wheat is sown here the first, second, or (rarely) 
the third week in September. We sow from one and a half to 
two and a quarter bushels per acre. It is almost invariably 
sown with a drill. The drill has a fertilizer attachment that 
distributes the superphosphate at the same time the wheat is 

(VII) 
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sown. The superphosphate is not mixed with the wheat, but 
it drops into the same tubes with the wheat, and is sown with 
it in the same drill mark. In this way, the superphosphate is 
deposited where the roots of the young plants can immediately 
find it. For barley and oats the same method is adopted. 

It will be seen that the cost of sowing superphosphate on 
these crops is merely nominal. But for corn and potatoes, 
when planted in hills, the superphosphate must be dropped in 
the hill by hand, and, as we are almost always hurried at that 
season of the year, we are impatient at anything which will 
delay planting even for a day. The boys want to go fishing ! 

This is, undoubtedly, one reason why superphosphate is not 
used so generally with us for corn as for wheat, barley, and 

oats. Another reason may be, that one hundred pounds of corn 
will not sell for anything like as much as one hundred pounds 

of wheat, barley, and oats. 
We are now buying a very good superphosphate, made from 

Carolina rock phosphate, for about one and a half cents per 
pound, We usually drill in about two hundred pounds per acre 
at acost of three dollars. Now, if this gives us an increase of five 

bushels of wheat per acre, worth six dollars, we think it pays. 
It often does far better than this. Last year the wheat crop 
of Western New York was the best in a third of a century, 
which is as far hack as I have had anything to do with farming 

here. Fiom all I can learn, it is doubtful if the wheat crop of 
Western New York has ever averaged a larger yield per acre 

since the land was first cultivated after the removal of the 
original forest. Something of this is due to better methods of 
cultivation and tillage, and something, doubtless, to the 

general use of superphosphate, but much more to the favor- 
able season. 

The present year our wheat crop turned out exceedingly poor. 
Hundreds of acres of wheat were plowed up, and the land re- 

sown, and hundreds more would have been plowed up had it 
not been for the fact that the land was seeded with timothy 
grass at the time of sowing the wheat, and with clover in the 

spring. We do not like to lose our grass and clover. 
Dry weather in the autumn was the real cause of the poor 

yield of wheat this year. True, we had a very trying winter, 
and a still more trying spring, followed by dry, cold weather. 
The season was very backward. We were not able to sow any- 
thing in the fields before the first of May, and our wheat 
ought to have been ready to harvest in July. On the first 
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of May, many of our wheat-fields, especially on clay land, 
looked as bare as a naked fallow. 

There was here and there, a good field of wheat. As arule, it 
was on naturally moist land,or after a good summer-fallow,sown 

early. I know of but one exception. A neighboring nursery 
firm had a very promising field of wheat, which was sown late. 
But their land is rich and unusually well worked. It is, in fact, 

- in the very highest condition, and, though sown late, the young 
plants were enabled to make a good strong growth in the 
autumn. 

In such a dry season, the great point is, to get the seed to 
germinate, and to furnish sufficient moisture and food to enable 
the young plants to make a strong, vigorous growth of roots in 
the autumn. I do not say that two hundred pounds of super- 
phosphate per acre, drilled in with the seed, will always accom- 
plish this object. But it is undoubtedly a great help. It does 
not furnish the nitrogen which the wheat requires, but if it will 
stimulate the production of roots in the early autumn, the 
plants will be much more likely to find a sufficient supply of 
nitrogen in the soil than plants with fewer and smaller roots. 

In a season like the past, therefore, an application of two 
hundred pounds of superphosphate per acre, costing three dol- 
lars, instead of giving an increase of five or six bushels per 
acre, may give us an increase of fifteen or twenty bushels per 
acre. That is to say, owing to the dry weather in the autumn, 
followed by severe weather in the winter, the weak plants on 
the unmanured land may either be killed out altogether, or 
injured to such an extent that the crop is hardly worth har- 

vesting, while the wheat where the phosphate was sown may 
give us almost an average crop. 

Sir John B. Lawes has somewhere compared the owner of 
land to the owner of acoal mine. The owner of the coal digs 
it and gets it fo market in the best way he can. The farmer’s 
coal mine consists of plant food, and the object of the farmer 
is to get this food into such plants, or such parts of plants, as 

his customers require. It is hardly worth while for the owner 
of the coal mine to trouble his head about the exhaustion of 
the supply of coal. His true plan is to dig it as economi- - 
cally as he can, and get it into market. There is a good deal 
of coal in the world, and there is a good deal of plant food in 
the earth. As long as the plant food lies dormant in the soil, 
it is of no value toman. The object of the farmer is to con- 
vert it into products which man and animals require. 
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Mining for coal is a very simple matter, but how best to get 
the greatest quantity of plant food out of the soil, with the least 
waste and the greatest profit, is a much more complex and 
difficult task. Plant food consists of a dozen or more different 
substances. We have talked about them in the pages of this 
book, and all I wish to say here is that some of them are much 
more abundant, and more readily obtained, than others. The 
three substances most difficult to get at are: nitric acid, phos- .- 

phoric acid and potash. All these substances are in the soil, 

but some soils contain much more than others, and their rela- 
tive proportion varies considerably. The substance which is of 

_ the greatest importance, is nitric acid. Asa rule, the fertility 
of asoilisin proportion to the amount of nitric acid which 
becomes available for the use of plants during the growing 
season. Many of our soils contain large quantities of nitrogen, 

united with carbon, but the plants do not take it up in this 
form. It has to be converted into nitric acid. Nitric acid con- 
sists of seven pounds of nitrogen and twenty pounds of 
oxygen. It is produced by the combustion of nitrogen. Since 
these ‘“Talks” were published, several important facts have been 

discovered in regard to how plants take up nitrogen, and es- 
pecially in regard to how organic nitrogen is converted into 

nitric acid. It is brought about through the action of a minute 
fungoid plant. There are several things necessary for the 
growth of this plant. We must have some nitrogenous sub- 
stance, a moderate degree of heat, say from seventy to one 
hundred and twenty degrees, a moderate amount of moisture, 

and plenty of oxygen. Shade is also favorable. If too hot or 
too cold, or too wet or too dry, the growth of the plant is 
checked, and the formation of nitric acid suspended. The 
presence of lime, or of some alkali, is also necessary for the 
growth of this fungus and the production of nitric acid. The 
nitric acid unites with the lime, and forms nitrate of lime, or 

with soda to form nitrate of soda, ov with potash to form 
nitrate of potash, or salt-petre. A water-logged soil, by exclud- 
ing the oxygen, destroys this plant, hence one of the advan- 
tages of underdraining. I have said that shade is favorable to 
the growth of this fungus, and this fact explains and confirms 
the common idea that shade is manure. 

The great object of agriculture is to convert the nitrogen of 

our soils, or of green crops plowed under, or of manure, into 

nitric acid, and then to convert this nitric acid into profitable 
products with as little loss as possible. Nitrogen, or rather 
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nitric acid, is the most costly ingredient in plant food, and un- 
fortunately it is very easily washed out of the soil and lost. 
Perhaps it is absolutely impossible to entirely prevent all loss 
from leaching; but it is certainly well worth our while to under- 
stand the subject, and to know exactly what we are doing. In 
a new country, where land is cheap, it may be more profitable 
to raise as large crops as possible without any regard to the 
loss of nitric acid. But this condition of things does not last 
long, and it very soon becomes desirable to adopt less wasteful 
processes. 

In Lawes and Gilbert’s experiments, there is a great loss of 
nitric acid from drainage. In no case has as much nitrogen 
been obtained in the increased crop as was applied in the ma- 
nure. There is always a loss and probably always will be. But 
we should do all we can to make the loss as small as_ possible, 
consistent with the production of profitable crops. 

There are many ways of lessening this loss of nitrie acid. Our 
farmers sow superphosphate with their wheat in the autumn, 
and this stimulates, we think, the growth of roots, which 

ramify in all directions through the soil. This increased 
growth of root brings the plant in contact with a 
larger feeding surface, and enables it to take up more nitric 
acid from its solution in the soil. Sch is also the case during 
the winter and early spring, when a good deal of water per- 
meates through the soil. The application of superphosphate, 
unquestionably in many cases, prevents much loss of nitric acid. 
It does this by giving us a much greater growth of wheat. 

I was at Rothamsted in 1879, and witnessed the injurious 
effect of an excessive rainfall, in washing out of the soil 
nitrate of soda and salts of ammonia, which were sown with 

the wheat in the autumn. It was an exceedingly wet season, 
and the loss of nitrates on all the different plots was very great. 
But where the nitrates or salts of ammonia were sown in the 
spring, while the crops were growing, the loss was not nearly 
so great as when sown in the autumn. 

The sight of that wheat field impressed me, as nothing else 
could, with the importance of guarding against the loss of 
available nitrogen from leaching, and it has changed my prac- 
tice in two or three important respects. I realize, as never be- 
fore, the importance of applying manure to crops, rather than 
to the land. I mean by this, that the object of applying ma- 
nure is, not simply to make land rich, but to make crops grow. 

Manure is a costly and valuable article, and we want to convert 
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it into plants, with as little delay as possible, which will, di- 
rectly or indirectly, bring in some money. 

Our climate is very different from that of England. As a 
rule, we seldom have enough rain, from the time corn is planted 
until it is harvested, to more than saturate the ground on our 

upland soils. This year is an exception. On Sunday night, 
May 20, 1888, we had a northeast storm which continued three 

days. During these three days, from three to five inches of 
rain fell, and for the first time in many years, at this season, my 

underdrains discharged water to their full capacity. Had 
nitrate of soda been sown on bare land previous to this rain, 

much of it would, doubtless. have been lost by leaching. This, 
however, is an exceptional case. My underdrains usually do 
not commeuce to discharge water before the tirst of December, 
or continue later than the first of May. To guard against loss 
of nitrogen by leaching, therefore, we should aim to keep rich 
land occupied by some crop, during the winter and early 
spring, and the earlier the crop is sown in the. autumn or late 
summer, the better, so that the roots will the more completely 
fill the ground and take up all the available nitrogen within 
their reach. Ihave said that this idea had modified my own 
practice. I grow a considerable quantity of garden vegetables, 
principally for seed. It is necessary to make the land very 
rich. The planI have adopted to guard against the loss of 
nitrogen is this: As soonas the land is cleared of any crop, 
after it is too late to sow turnips, I sow it with rye at the rate 
of one and a half to two bushels per acre. On this rich land, 

especially on the moist low land, the rye makes a great 
growth during our warm autumn weather. The rye checks 
the growth of weeds, and furnishes a considerable amount of 
succulent food for sheep, during the autumn or in the spring. 
If not needed for food, it can be turned under in the spring for 

manure. It unquestionably prevents the loss of considerable 
nitric acid from leaching during the winter and early spring. 
Buckwheat, or millet, is sometimes sown on such land for 

plowing under as manure, but as these crops are killed out by 
the winter, they cannot prevent the loss of nitric acid during 
the winter and spring months. It is only on unusually rich 
land that such precautions are particularly necessary. It has 
been thought that these experiments of Lawes and Gilbert 
afford a strong argument against the use of summer-fallows. 

I do not think so. A summer-fallow, in this country, is usu- 
ally a piece of land which has been seeded down one, two, and 
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sometimes three years, with red clover. The land is plowed in 
May or June, and occasionally in July, and is afterwards sown 
to winter wheat in September. The treatment of the summer- 
fallow varies in different localities and on different farms. 
Sometimes the land is only plowed once. The clover, or sod, 

is plowed under deep and well, and the after-treatment con- 
sists in keeping the surface soil free from weeds, by the fre- 
quent use of the harrow, roller, cultivator or gang-plow. In 
other cases, especially on heavy clay land, the first plowing is 
done early in the spring, and when the sod is_ sufficiently 
rotted, the land is cross-plowed, and afterwards made tine and 
mellow by the use of the roller, harrow, and cultivator. Just 

before sowing the wheat, many good, old-fashioned farmers, 
plow the land again. But in this section, a summer-fallow, 
plowed two or three times during the summer, is becoming 
more and more rare every year. 

Those farmers who summer-fallow at all, as arule, plow their 
land but once, and content themselves with mere surface culti- 

vation afterwards. It is undoubtedly true, also, that summer 

fallows of all kinds are by no means as common as formerly. 
This fact may be considered an argument against the use of 

summer-fallowing; but it is not conclusive in my mind. Patient 
waiting is not a characteristic of the age. We are inclined to 
take risks. We prefer to sow our land to oats, or barley, and 

run the chance of getting a good wheat crop after it, rather 

than to spend several months in cleaning and mellowing the 
land, simply to grow one crop of wheat. 

It has always seemed to me entirely unnecessary to urge 

farmers not to summer-fallow. We all naturally prefer to see 
the land occupied by a good paying crop, rather than to spend 
time, money, and labor, in preparing it to produce acrop twelve 
or fifteen months afterwards. Yet some of the agricultural edi- 

tors and many of the agricultural writers, seem to take delight 
in deriding the old-fashioned summer-fallow. The fact that 

Lawes and Gilbert in England find that, when land contains 
considerable nitric acid, the water which percolates through 
the soil to the underdrains beneath, contains more nitrate of 

lime when the land is not occupied by a crop, than when the 
roots of growing plants fill the soil, is deemed positive proof 
that summer-fallowing is a wasteful practice. 

If we summer-fallowed for a spring crop, as I have some- 
times done, it is quite probable that there would be a loss of 
nitrogen. But, as I have said before, it is very seldom that any 
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water passes through the soil from the time we commence the 
summer-fallow until the wheat is sown in the autumn, or for 

many weeks afterwards. The nitrogen, which is converted 
into nitric acid by the agency of a good summer-fallow, is no 
more liable to be washed out of the soil after the field is sown 
to wheat in the autumn, than if we applied the nitrogen in the 
form of some readily available manure. 

I still believe in summer fallows. IfI had my life to live 
over again, I would certainly summer-fallow more than I have 
done. I have been an agricultural writer for one-third of a 
century, and have persistently advocated the more extended 
use of the summer-fallow. I have nothing to take back, unless 

it is what I have said in reference to ‘‘ fall-fallowing.” Possibly 
this practice may result in loss, though I do not think so. 
A good summer-fallow, on rather heavy clay land, if the con- 

ditions are otherwise favorable, is pretty sure to give us a good 

crop of wheat, and a good crop of clover and grass afterwards. 
Of course, a farmer who has nice, clean sandy soil, will not 

think of summer-fallowing it. Such soils are easily worked, 
and itis not a diffcult matter to keep them clean without 

summer-fallowing. Such soils, however, seldom contain a 
large store of unavailable plant food, and instead of summer- 
fallowing, we had better manure. On such soils artificial ma- 
nures are often very profitable, though barn-yard manure, or 
the droppings of animals feeding on the land, should be the 
prime basis of all attempts to maintain, or increase, the pro- 

ductiveness of such soils. 
Since this book was first published, I do not know of any new 

facts in regard to the important question of, how best to 
manage and apply our barn-yard manure, so as to make it more 
immediately active and available. It is unquestionably true, 
that the same amount of nitrogen in barn-yard manure, will 
not produce so great an effect as its theoretical value would in- 
dicate. There can be no doubt, however, that the better we 

feed our animals, and the more carefully we save the liquids, 
the more valuable and active will be the manure. 

The conversion of the inert nitrogen of manures and soils, 
into nitric acid, as already stated, is now known to be produced 
by a minute fungus. I hope it will be found that we can intro- 
duce this bacterium into our manure piles, in such a way as to 
greatly aid the conversion of inert nitrogen into nitrates. 
Experiments have been made, and are still continued, at 

Woburn, under the auspices of the Royal Agricultural Society 
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of England, to ascertain, among other things, whether manure 
from sheep receiving an allowance of cotton-seed cake is any 
richer than that from sheep, otherwise fed alike, but having, 

instead of cotton-seed cake, the same amount of corn meal. We 
know that such manure contains more nitrogen, and other 
plant food, than that from the corn meal. But the experiments 
so far, though they have been continued for several years, do 
not show any striking superiority of the manure from cotton- 

geed cake over that from corn meal. Isaw the wheat on these 

differently manured plots in 1879. Dr. Voelcker and Dr. Gil- 
bert, told me that, one of two plots was dressed with the cot- 

ton-seed manure, and the other with the corn meal manure, 
and they wanted me to say which was the most promising 
crop. I believe the oneI said was the better, was the cotton- 
seed plot. But the difference was very slight. The truth is 
that such experiments must be continued for many years before 
they will prove anytiing. AsI said before, we know that the 
manure from the cotton-seed cake is richer in nitrogen than 
that from the corn meal; but we also know that this nitrogen 
will not produce so great an effect, as a much smaller amount 
of nitrogen in salts of ammonia, or nitrate of soda. 

In going over these experiments, I was struck with the 
healthy and vigorous appearance of one of the plots of wheat, 
and asked how it was manured. Dr. Vcelcker called out, 

‘clover, Mr. Harris, clover.” In England, as in America, it 

requires very little observation and experience to convince any 
one of the value of clover. After what I have said, and what 

the Deacon, the Doctor, Charley and the Squire have said, in 

the pages of this book, I hope no one will think that I do not 
appreciate the great value of red clover as a means of enrich- 
ing our land. Dr. Voelcker evidently thought I was skeptical 

on this point. Iam not. I have great faith in the benefits to 
be derived from the growth of clover. But I do not think it 
originates fertility ; it does not get nitrogen from the atmos- 
phere. Or at any rate, we have no evidence of it. The facts 
are all the other way. We have discussed this question at 
considerable length in the pages of this book, and it is 
not necessary to say more on the subject. I would, however, 
particularly urge farmers, especially those who are using phos- 
phates freely, to grow as much clover as possible, and feed it 
out on the farm, or plow it under for manure. 

The question is frequently asked, whether the use of phos- 
phates will ultimately impoverish our farms. It may, or it may 
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not. It depends on our general management. Theoretically, 
the use of a manure furnishing only one element of plant food, 
if it increases the growth of crops which are sold from the 
farm, must have a tendency to impoverish the land of the other 

elements of plant food. In other words, the use of superphos- 
phate furnishing only, or principally, phosphoric acid, lime and 
sulphuric acid, must have a tendency to impoverish the soil of 

nitrogen and potash. Practically, however, it need do nothing 
of the kind. If the land is well cultivated, and if our low, 
rich, alluvial portions of the farm are drained, and if the hay, 
grass, clover, straw and fodder crops are retained, the more 

phosphates we use, the richer and more productive will the 

farm become. And I think itis a fact, that the farmers who 

use the most phosphates, are the very men who take the great- 
est pains to drain their land, cultivate it thoroughly, and make 

the most manure. It follows, therefore, that the use of phos- 
phates is a national benefit. 
Some of our railroad managers take this view of the subject. 

They carry superphosphate at alow rate, knowing that ils use 
will increase the freight the other way. In other words, they 
bring a ton of superphosphate from the seaboard, knowing that 
its use will give them many tons of freight of produce, from 

the interior to the seaboard. It is not an uncommon thing for 
two hundred pounds of superphosphate, to give an increase of 
five tons of turnips per acre. Or,so to speak, the railroad that 

brings one ton of superphosphate from the seaboard, might, as 
the result of its use, have fifty tons of freight to carry back 
again. This is perhaps an exceptionably favorable instance, 
but it illustrates the principle. Years ago, before the abolition 

of tolls on the English turnpike roads, carriages loaded with 
lime, and all other substances intended for manure, were 
allowed to gofree. And our railroads will find it to their in- 

terest to transport manures of all kinds, at a merely nominal 

rate. 
Many people will be surprised at the recommendation of Sir 

John B. Lawes, not to waste time and money in cleaning poor 
land, before seeding it down to grass. He thinks that if the 

land is made rich, the superior grasses overgrow the bad 
grasses and weeds. I have no doubt he is right in this, though 
the principle may be pushed to an extreme. Our climate, in 
this country, is so favorable for killing weeds, that the plow 
and the cultivator will probably be a more economical means 

of making our land clean, than the liberal use of expensive 
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manures. It depends, doubtless, on the land and on circum- 
stances. It is well to know that manure on grass land, will so 
increase the growth of the good grasses, as to smother the 

weeds. Near my house was a piece of land that I wanted to 
makeintoalawn. I sowed it with grass seed, but the weeds 

smothered it out. I plowed it, and hoed it, and re-seeded it, 

but still the weeds grew. Mallows came up by the thousand, 
with other weeds too numerous to mention. It was an eye- 
sore. We mowed the weeds, but almost despaired of ever 
making a decent bitof grass land out of it. It so happened 

that, one year, we placed the chicken coops on this miserable 
weedy spot. The hens and chickens were kept there for several 
weeks. The feed and the droppings made it look more un- 
sightly than ever, but the next spring, as if by magic, the 
weeds were gone and the land was covered with dark green 

luxuriant grass. 
In regard to the use of potash as a manure, we have still 

much to learn. It would seem that our grain crops will use 
soda, if they cannot get potash. They much prefer the potash, 

and will grow much more luxuriantly where, in the soil or ma- 

nure, in addition to the other elements of plant food, potash is 

abundant. But the increased growth caused. by the potash, is 
principally, if not entirely, straw, or leaves and stem. Nature 
makes a great effort to propagate the species. A plant of wheat 

or barley, will produce seed if this is possible, even at the ex- 

pense of the other parts of the plant. 
For grain crops, grown for seed, therefore, it would seem to 

be entirely unprofitable to use potash as a manure. If the soil 
contains the other elements of plant food, the addition of 
potash may give us a much more luxuriant growth of leaves 

and stem, but no more grain or seed. For hay, or grass or fod- 

der crops, the case is very different, and potash may often be 

used on these crops to great advantage. 

I am inclined to think that considerable nitrate of soda will 

yet be used in this country for manure. I donot suppose it will 

pay as a rule, on wheat, corn and other standard grain crops. 

But the gardener, seed grower, and nurseryman, will find out 

how to use it with great profit. Our nurserymen say that they 
cannot use artificial manures with any advantage. It is un- 
doubtedly true that adressing of superphosphate, sown on a 

block of nursery trees, will do little good. It never reaches the 
roots of the plants. Superphosphate can not be washed down 
deep into the soil. Nitrate of soda is readily carried down, as 
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deep as the water sinks. For trees, therefore, it would seem 
desirable to apply the superhosphate before they are planted, 

and plow it under. And the sgme is true of potash; but 
nitrate of soda would be better applied as a top-dressing every 
year, early in the spring. ; 

The most discouraging fact, in Lawes’ and Gilbert’s experi- 
ments, is the great loss of nitrogen. It would seem that, on an 

average, during the last forty years, about one-half the ni- 
trogen is washed out of the soil, or otherwise lost. I can not 
but hope and believe that, at any rate in this country, there is 

no such loss in practical agriculture. In Lawes’ and Gilbert’s 
experiments on wheat, this grain is grown year after year, on 

the same land. Forty annual crops have been removed. No 
clover is sown with the wheat, and great pains are taken to 
keep the land clean. The crop is hoed while growing, and the 
weeds are pulled out by hand. The best wheat season during 

the forty years, was the year 1863. The poorest, that of 1879; 

and it so happened, that after an absence of thirty years, I was 
at Rothamsted during this poor year of 1879. The first thing 
that struck me, in looking at the experimental wheat, was the 
ragged appearance of the crop. My own wheat crop was being 

cut the day I left home, July 15. Several men and boys were 
pulling weeds out of the experimental wheat, two weeks later. 
Had the weeds been suffered to grow, Sir John Bennet Lawes 

tells us, there would be less loss of nitrogen. The loss of ni- 

trogen in 1863, was about twenty-four pounds per acre, and in 

1879 fifty pounds per acre—the amount of available nitrogen, 
applied in each year, being eighty-seven pounds per acre. As I 

said before, the wheat in 1879 had to me a ragged look. It was 

thin on the ground. There were not plants enough to take up 
and evaporate the large amount of water which fell during the 
wet season. Such a condition of things rarely occurs in this 

country. We sow timothy with our winter wheat, in the 

autumn, and red clover in the spring. After the wheat is 
harvested, we frequently have a heavy growth of clover in the 

autumn. In such circumstances I believe there would be com- 
paratively little loss of nitrogen. 

In the summer-fallow experiments, which have now been 
continued for twenty-seven years, there has been a great loss of 
nitrogen. Thesame remarks apply to this case. No one ever 

advocates summer-fallowing land every other year, and sow- 
ing nothing but wheat. When we summer-fallow a piece of 
land for wheat, we seed it down with grass and clover. 
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There is, as a rule, very little loss of nitrogen by drainage while 
the wheat is growing on the ground, but after the wheat is cut, 
the grass and clover are pretty sure to take up all the available 
nitrogen within the range of their roots. This summer-fallow 
experiment, instead of affording an argument against the use 
of summer-fallowing, is an argument in its favor. The sum- 
mer-fallow, by exposing the soil to the decomposing influences 
of the atmosphere, converts more or less of the inert nitro- 
genous organic matter into ammonia and nitric acid. This is 
precisely what a farmer wants. It is just what the wheat crop 
needs. But we must be very careful, when we render the ni- 
trogen soluble, to have some plant ready to take it up, and not 
let it be washed out of the soil during the winter and early 

spring. 
We have much poor land in the United States, and an im- 

mense area of good land. The poor land will be used to grow 
timber, or be improved by converting more or less of it, gradu- 
ally, into pasture, and stocking it with sheep and cattle. The 
main point is, to feed the sheep or cattle with some rich nitro- 
genous food, such as cotton-seed cake, malt-sprouts, bran, 
shorts, mill-feed, refuse beans, or bean-meal made from beans 

injured by the weevil, or bug. In short, the owner of such 
land must buy such food as will furnish the most nutriment 
and make the richest manure at the least cost—taking both of 
these objects into consideration. He will also buy more or less 
artificial manures, to be used for the production of fodder 
crops, such as corn, millet, Hungarian grass, etc. And, as soon 

as a portion of the land can be made rich enough, he will grow 
more or less mangel wurzels, sugar beets, turnips, and other 
root crops. Superphosphate will be found admirably adapted for 
this purpose, and two, three, or four hundred pounds of cheap 
potash salts, per acre, can frequently be used on fodder crops, 
in connection with two or three hundred pounds of superphos- 
phate, with considerable profit. The whole subject is well 
worthy of careful study. Never in the history of the world 
has there been a grander opportunity for the application of 

science to the improvement of agriculture than now. 
On the richer lands, the aim of the farmer will be to convert 

the plant food lying dormant in the soil into profitable crops. 
The main point is good tillage. In many cases weeds now run 
away with half our crops and all our profits. The weeds which 
spring up after the grain crops are harvested, are not an un- 
mixed evil. They retain the nitrogen and other plant food, and 
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when turned under make manure fcr the succeeding crops. 
But weeds among the growing crop are evil, and only an evil. 
Thorough plowing is the remedy, accompanied by drainage 
where needed. : 
We have an immense number of farms on which there are 

both good and poor land. In such cases we must adopt a com- 
bined system. We must grow large crops on the rich land and 
use them, at least in part, to make manure for the poorer por- 
tions of the farm. Drainage and good tillage will convert 

much of our low, alluvial lands into a perfect mine of wealth. 
And much of our high, rolling land consists of strong loam, 
abounding in plant food. Such land requires little more than 
thorough tillage, with perhaps two hundred pounds of super- 
phosphate per acre, to enable it to produce good grain crops. 

After all is said and done, farming is a business that requires 
not merely science, but industry, economy, and common sense. 
The real basis of success is faith, accompanied with good works, 
I cannot illustrate this better than by alluding to one of my 
neighbors, a strong, healthy, intelligent, cbserving and enter- 
prising German, who commenced life as a farm laborer, and is 
to-day worth at least one hundred thousand dollars, that he 
has made, not by the advance of suburban property, but by 
farming, pure and simple. He first rented a farm, and then 
bought it, and in a few years he bought another farm adjoin- 
ing the first one, and would to-day buy another if he found one 
that suited him. He has faith in farming. Some people think 

he ‘‘runs his land,” and, in fact, such is the case. He keeps 
good teams, and good plows, and good harrows, and good 
rollers, and good cultivators, and good grade Shorthorn cows. 

He acts as though he believed, as Sir John B. Lawes says, that 
“the soil is a mine,” out of which he digs money He runs 
his land for all it is worth. He raises wheat, barley, oats, corn, 

potatoes, and hay, and when he can get a good price for his 
timothy hay, he draws it to market and sells it. Thorough til- 
lage is the basis of his success. He is now using phosphates 
for wheat, and will probably increase his herd of cows and 
make more manure. He has great faith in manure, but acts 
as though he had still greater faith in good plowing, early 
sowing, and thorough cultivation. 
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The Printers have got our “Talks on Manures” in type; and 
the publishers want a Preface. 

The Deacon is busy hoeing his corn; the Doctor is gone to Rice 
Lake, fishing; Charley is cultivating mangels; the Squire is hay- 
ing, and I am here alone, with a pencil in hand and a sheet of 

blank paper before me. I would far rather be at work. In fact, 
I have only just come in from the field. 
Now, what shall I say? It will do no good to apologize for the 

deficiencies of the book. If the critics condescend to notice it at 

all, nothing I can say will propitiate their favor, or moderate their 
censure. They are an independent set of fellows! I know them 
well. I am an old editor myself, and nothing would please me 

better than to sit down and write a slashing criticism of these 
“Talks on Manures.” 
But I am denied that pleasure. The critics have the floor. 
All I will say here, is, that the book is what it pretends to be. 

Some people seem to think that the “ Deacon” is a fictitious char- 
acter. Nothing of the kind. He is one of the oldest farmers in 
town, and lives on the farm next to me. I have the very highest 
respect for him. I have tried to report him fully and correctly. 
Of my own share in the conversations I will say little, and of the 
Doctor’s nothing. My own views are honestly given. I hold my- 
self responsible for them. I may contradict in one chapter what I 
have asserted in another. And so, probably, has the Deacon. I 
do not know whether this is or is not the case. I know very well 
that on many questions ‘‘ much can be said on both sides ”—and 
very likely the Deacon is sometimes on the south side of the fence 
and I on the north side; and in the next chapter you may find the 
Deacon on the north side, and where would you have me go, ex- 
cept to the south side? We cannot see both sides of the fence, if 
both of us walk on the same side! 

I fear some will be disappointed at not finding a particular sub- 
ject discussed. 

Thave talkec about those things which occupy my own thoughts. 
XXI . 
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There are some things not worth thinking about. There are others 
beyond my reach. 

I have said nothing about manures for cotton or for the sugar- 
cane—not because I feel no interest in the matter, but because I 

have had no experience in the cultivation of these important crops. 
I might have told what the crops contain, and could have given 
minute directions for furnishing in manure the exact quantity of 

plant-food which the crops remove from the soil. But I have no 

faith in such asystem of farming. The few cotton-planters I have 

had the pleasure of seeing were men of education and rare ability. 
I cannot undertake to offer them advice. But I presume they will 
find that, if they desire to increase the growth of the cotton-plant, 
in nine cases out of ten they can do it, provided the soil is properly 
worked, by supplying a manure containing available nitrogen, 
phosphoric acid, and potash. But the proper proportion of these 

ingredients of plant-food must be ascertained by experiment, and 
not from a mere analysis of the cotton-plant. 

I have much faith in artificial manures. They will do great 
things for American agriculture—directly, and indirectly. Their 
general use will lead to a higher system of farming—to better cul- 
tivation, more root and fodder crops, improved stock, higher feed- 

ing, and richer manure. But it has been no part of my object to 

unduly extol the virtues of commercial manures. That may be left 

to the manufacturers. 

My sympathy is with the farmer, and especially with the farmer 

of moderate means, who finds that improved farming calls for 
more and more capital. I would like to encourage such a man. 
And so, in point of fact, would the Deacon, though he often talks 

as though a man who tries to improve his farm will certainly come 

to poverty. Such men as the Deacon are useful neighbors 1f their 
doubts, and head-shakings, and shoulder-shruggings lead a young 
and enthusiastic farmer to put more energy, industry, and economy 
into his business. It is well to listen to the Deacon—to hear all his 
objections, and then to keep a sharp look-out for the dangers and 
difficulties, and go-ahead. 
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FARMING AS A BUSINESS. 

“ Farming is a poor business,” said the Deacon. “ Take the corn 
crop. Thirty bushels per acre is a fair average, worth, at 75 cents 
per bushel, $22.50. If we reckon that, for eack bushel of corn, we 
get 100 lbs. of stalks, this would be a ton and a half per acre, worth 
at $5 per ton $7.50.” 

Total receipts per acre for corn Crop..........00.. wisp samen $30 00 
Expenses.—Preparing the land for the crop.............. $5 00 

Planting, ald seed F722. oot ex as voces eee 1 50 
Cultivating, three times, twice in a row both 
RAS aio icttramcyaic 4, sisi de eichais\ apelslorcpigh ania uiolalorehe 5 00 

TGC Uh Wheels. eins Ser cvldes died sd teieeee oe 3 00 

Garting ab Ene COI... .. {hes rdaslenevusse cues 1 50 
Husking and drawing in the corn............ 4 00 
Drawing in the stalks, etc..............e0e 1 00 

Shelling, and drawing to market.... ........ 2 00 
Potal cost. Of SHG CHOP sas. scictre vows siewoveress unewewowe ae — $23 00 

DEORE DOU BETO a eal ic ctNis dice Coen kniedeewe Pre ea $7 00 

‘‘ And from this,” said the Deacon, “ we have to deduct interest 
on land and taxes. I tell you, farming is a poor business.” 

“Yes,” I replied, “poor farming is a very poor business. But 
good farming, if we have good prices, is as good a business as I 
want, and withal as pleasant. A good farmer raises 75 bushels 

(9) 
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of corn per acre, instead of 30. He would get for his crop, 
BEIGUIAITIS. AGUS ane cas K.oaivcc oer ss .sjo ne 0.6 6s saya eee $75 00 
Expenses.—Preparing land for the crop............-0--0 $0 00 

(Plante Ang SCCGi ya. 2. . haem os oe om einen oe 1 50 

CCEA RETO coh Sae o teet at oo os easing Renee 5 00 
PLQQUINE As aio oacae eas ove alsa ie }s vee saree ere meeiete 3 00 

Cutting up the corns. iste ses seww cee aes 1 50 
Husking and drawing. cases s.\sies vee hs cin <i 10 00 

Drawing. in the:stalks.:.'....\ca skye eset 3 00 
MEMS SbC. . <isteiain we cin'eisie sla eae cieieteens sate 6 00 

———,_ pao 

PEG fit per nerd. coors csucae wee eeeces wees oie CY Ce $40 00 

Take another case, which actually occurred in this neighborhood. - 
The Judge is a good farmer, and particularly successful in raising 
potatoes and selling them at a good price to hotels and private 
families. He cultivates very thoroughly, plants in hills, and puts 
a handful of ashes, plaster, and hen-manure, on the hill. 

In 1873, his crop of Peachblows was at the rate of 208 bushels 
per acre. Of these, 200 bushels were sold at 60 cents per bushel. 

There were 8 bushels of small potatoes, worth say 124 cents per 

bushel, to feed out to stock. | 

Mr. Sloe, who lives on an adjoining farm, had three acres of 
Peachblow potatoes the same year. The yield was 100 bushels per 
acre—of which 25 bushels were not large enough for market, he 
got 50 cents per bushel for the others. 

The account of the two crops stands as follows: 

Expenses Per Acre: Mr. Sloe Judge. 

Plowing, harrowing, rolling, marking, plant- 
ANS ANC (COMETIINE 5.).50/0/s\s.cinle steve wise ramos $ 8 00 $ 8 00 

PORE Cie hice 5 20s e508 halen locale siole wba 1s Gin sleae ysis oom 5 00; 5 00 
Hocine, cultivating, ete. So. eo oeve see hse 7 00} 1000 
Dis rion ht ee Aas Mist c atlod wae Raa ems 10 00; 10 00 

30 00; 33 00 
Receipts Per Acre: 

Mos DESWES, (@iGQUC. oascce sc acs esa hai melee en 37 50 
ap (Gilbane rE aes PE 312, 

40 62 
S00 tushels 1@ ‘GC? cs .00 ss awd cele ne watercweee 120 00 

Sethe (OERRC se icad see piee eae ee 1 00 

. 121 09 

PEGHDEN BCKC@ os a. - tie el cose eee $10 62) $98 00 

Since then, Mr. Sloe has been making and using more manure, 

and the year before last (1875) his crop of potatoes averaged over 
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200 bushels per acre, and on the sandy knolls, where more manure 
was applied, the yield was at least 250 bushels per acre. 

“‘ Nevertheless,” said the Deacon, “I do not believe in ‘high 
-farming.’ It will not pay.” 

“Possibly not,” I replied. “It depends on circumstances; and 

these we will talk about presently. High farming aims to get 
large crops every year. Good farming produces equally large crops 
per acre, but not so many of them. This is what I am trying to 
do on my own farm. Iam aiming to get 35 bushels of wheat per 

acre, 80 bushels of shelled corn, 50 bushels of barley, 90 bushels of 
oats, 300 bushels of potatoes, and 1,200 bushels of mangel-wurzel 

per acre, on the average. I can see no way of paying high wages 

except by raising large crops per acre. But if I get these large 
crops it does not necessarily follow that I am practising ‘high 
farming.’ ” ; 

To illustrate: Suppose I should succeed in getting such crops 
by adopting the following plan. I have a farm of nearly 300 acres, 
one quarter of it being low, alluvial land, too wet for cultivation, 
but when drained excellent for pasturing cows or for timothy 
meadows. I drain this land, and after it is drained I dam up some 

of the streams that flow into it or through it, and irrigate wherever 
I can make the water flow. So much for the low land. 

The upland portion of the farm, containing say 200 acres, ex- 
clusive of fences, roads, buildings, garden, etc., is a naturally fertile 
loam, as good as the average wheat land of Western New York. 
But it is, or was, badly “run down.” It had been what people call 
“worked to death;” although, in point of fact, it had not been 
half-worked. Some said it was “ wheated to death,” others that it 
had been “ oated to death,” others that it had been “ grassed to 
death,” and one man said to me, ‘‘ That field has had sheep on it 
until they have gnawed every particle of vegetable matter out of 
the soil, and it will not now produce enough to pasture a flock of 
geese.” And he was not far from right—notwithstanding the fact 
that sheep are thought to be, and are, the best animals to enrich 

land. But Jet me say, in passing, that I have since raised on that 
same field 50 bushels of barley per acre, 33 bushels of Diehl wheat, 
a great crop of clover, and last year, on a part of it, over 1,000 

bushels of mangel-wurzel per acre. 
But this isa digression. Let us carry out the illustration. What 

does this upland portion of the farm need? It needs underdrain- 
ing, thorough cultivation, and plenty of manure. If I had plenty 
of manure, I could adopt high farming. But where am I to get 
plenty of manure for 200 acres of land? “ Make it,’ says the 
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Deacon. Very good; but what shall I make it of ? “ Make it out 
of your straw and stalks and hay.” So I do, but all the straw and 
stalks and hay raised on the farm when I bought it would not 
make as much manure as “ high farming” requires for five acres 
of land. And is this not true of half the farms in the United 
States today ? What then, shall we do? 
The best thing to do, theoretically, is this: Any land that is pro- 

ducing a fair crop of grass or clover, let it lie. Pasture it or mow 
it for hay. If you have a field of clayey or stiff loamy land, break 

it up in the fall, and summer-fallow it the next year, and sow it to 
wheat and seed it down with clover. Let it lie two or three years 
in clover. Then break it up in July or August, “fall-fallow ”’ it, 

and sow it with barley the next spring, and seed it down again 

with clover. ‘ 
Sandy or light land, that it will not pay to summer-fallow, 

should have all the manure you can make, and be plowed and 

planted with corn. Cultivate thoroughly, and either seed it down 

with the corn in August, or sow it to barley or oats next spring, 
and seed it down with clover. I say, theoretically this is the best 
plan to adopt. But practically it may not be so, because it may be 

absolutely necessary that we should raise something that we can 
sell at once, and get money to live upon or pay interest and taxes. 
But the gentlemen who so strenuously advocate high farming, are 
not perhaps often troubled with considerations of this kind. Meet- 
ing them, therefore, on their own ground, I contend that in my 

case “high farming” would not be as profitable as the plan hinted 
at above. 
The rich alluvial low land is to be pastured or mown; the upland 

to be broken up only when necessary, and when it is plowed to be 

plowed well and worked thoroughly, and got back again into 
clover as soon as possible. The hay and pasture from the low 

land, and the clover and straw and stalks from the upland, would 
enable us to keep a good many cows and sheep, with more or less 
pigs, and there would be a big pile of manure in the yard every 
spring. And when this is once obtained, you can get along much 

more pleasantly and profitably. 

“ But,” I may be asked, “ when you have got this pile of manure 
can not you adopt high farming?” No. My manure pile would 

contain say: 60 tons of clover-hay ; 20 tons wheat-straw; 25 tons 

oat, barley, and pea-straw; 40 tons meadow-hay; 20 tons corn- 

stalks ; 20 tons corn, oats, and other grain; 120 tons mangel-wurzel 

and turnips. 
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This would give me about 500 tons of well-rotted manure. I 
should want 200 tons of this for the mangels and turnips, and the 

3800 tons I should want to top-dress 20 acres of grass land intended 
for corn and potatoes the next year. My pile of manure, there- 

fore, is all used up on 25 to 30 acres of land. In other words, I use 
the unsold produce of 10 acres to manure one. Is this “high 
farming?” I think in my circumstances it is good farming, but it 
is not high farming. It gives me large crops per acre, but I have 
comparatively few acres in crops that are sold from the farm. 

“High farming,” if the term is to have any definite meaning at 
all, should only be used to express the idea of a farm so managed 
that the soil is rich enough to produce maximum crops every year. 
If you adopt the system of rotation quite general in this section— 
say, Ist year, corn on sod; 2d, barley or oats; 3d, wheat; 4th, 

clover for hay and afterwards for seed; 5th, timothy and clover 
for hay ; and then the 6th year plowed up for corn again—it would 
be necessary to make the land rich enough to produce say 100 
bushels shelled corn, 50 bushels of barley, 40 bushels of wheat, 3 
tons clover-hay, and 5 bushels of clover-seed, and 3 tons clover and 
timothy-hay per acre. This would be moderate high farming. If 
we introduced lucern, Italian rye-grass, corn-fodder, and mangel- 
wurzel into the rotation, we should need still richer land to produce 

@ maximum growth of these crops. In other words, we should 
need more manure. 

The point I am endeavoring to get at, is this: Where you want 
a farm to be self-supporting—where you depend solely on the pro- 
duce of the farm to supply manure—it is a sheer impossibility to 
adopt high farming on the whole of your land. I want to raise just 
as large crops per acre as the high farmers, but there is no way of 
doing this, unless we go outside the farm for manure, without 

* raising a smaller area of such crops as are sold from the farm. 

I do not wish any one to suppose that I am opposed to high farm- 
ing. There is occasionally a farm where it may be practised with 
advantage, but it seems perfectly clear to my mind that as long as 
there is such an unlimited supply of land, and such a limited sup- 
ply of fertilizers, most of us will find it more profitable to develop 
the latent stores of plant-food lying dormant in the soil rather than 
to buy manures, And it is certain that you can not adopt high 

farming without either buying manure directly, or buying food to 

feed to animals that shall make manure on the farm. 
And you must recollect that high farming requires an increased 
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supply of labor, and hired help is a luxury almost as costly as 
artificial fertilizers. 

We have heard superficial thinkers object to agricultural papers 
on the ground that they were urging farmers to improve their land 

and produce larger crops, “ while,” say they, “ we are producing so 
much already that it will not sell for as much as it costs to produce 
it.”’ My plan of improved agriculture does not necessarily imply 
the production of any more wheat or of any more grain of any 

kind that we sell than we raise at present. I would simply raise 
it on fewer acres, and thus lessen the expense for seed, cultivation, 

harvesting, etc. I would raise 30 bushels of wheat per acre every 
third year, instead of 10 bushels every year. 

If we summer-fallowed and plowed under clover in order to pro- 
duce the 30 bushels of wheat once in three years, instead of 10 
bushels every year, no more produce of any kind would be raised. 
But my plan does not contemplate such a result. On my own 
farm I seldom summer-fallow, and never plow under clover. I 
think I can enrich the farm nearly as much by feeding the clover 
to animals and returning the manure to the land. The animals do 
not take out more than from five to ten per cent of the more valu- 

able elements of plant-food from the clover. And so my plan, 
while it produces as much and no more grain to sell, adds greatly 
to the fertility of the land, and gives an increased production of 
beef, mutton, wool, butter, cheese, and pork. 

“But what is a man to do who is poor and has poor land ?” If 
he has good health, is industrious, economical, and is possessed of 
a fair share of good common sense, he need have no doubt as to 
being able to renovate his farm and improve his own fortune. 

Faith in good farming is the first requisite. If this is weak, it 
will be strengthened by exercise. If you have not faith, act as 

though you had. 
Work hard, but do not bea drudge. A few hours’ vigorous labor 

will accomplish a great deal, and encourage you to continued effort. 
Be prompt, systematic, cheerful, and enthusiastic. Go to bed early 
and get up when you wake. But take sleep enough. A man had 
better be in bed than at the tavern or grocery. Let not friends, 
even, keep you up late ; ‘‘ manners is manners, but still your elth’s 
your elth.” 

“But what has this to do with good farming?” More than 

chemistry and all the science of the schools. Agriculture is an art 
and must be followed as such. Science will help—help enormously 
—but it will never enable us to dispense with industry. Chemistry 
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throws great light on the art of cooking, but a farmer’s wife will 
roast a turkey better than a Liebig. 

When Mr. James O. Sheldon, of Geneva, N. Y., bought his farm, 

his entire crop of hay the first year was 76 loads. He kept stock, 
and bought more or less grain and bran, and in eleven years from 
that time bis farm produced 480 loads of hay, afforded pasture for 

his large herd of Shorthorn cattle, and produced quite as much 

grain as when he first took it. 

Except in the neighborhood of large cities, “high farming” may 
not pay, owing to the fact that we have somuch land, But whether 

this is so or not, there can be no doubt that the only profitable 
system of farming is to raise large crops on such land as we culti- 
vate. High farming gives us large crops, and many of them. At 

present, while we have so much land in proportion to population, 

we must, perhaps, be content with large crops of grain, and few of 

them. We must adopt the slower but less expensive means of 
enriching our land from natural sources, rather than the quicker, 
more artificial, and costly means adopted by many farmers in 

England, and by market gardeners, seed-growers, and nurserymen 
in this country. Labor is so high that we can not afford to raise a 
small crop. If we sow but half the number of acres, and double 
the yield, we should quadruple our profits. I have made up my 
mind to let the land lie in clover three years, instead of two. This 
will lessen the number of acres under cultivation, and enable us to 

bestow more care in plowing and cleaning it. And the land will 

be richer, and produce better crops. The atmosphere is capable 
of supplying a certain quantity of ammonia to the soil in rains and 
dews every year, and by giving the wheat crop a three years sup- 
ply instead of two years, we gain so much. Plaster the clover, 
top-dress it in the fall, if you have the manure, and stimulate its 

growth in every way possible, and consume all the clover on the 

land, or in the barn-yard. Do not sell a single ton; let not a weed 
grow, and the land will certainly improve. 

The first object should be to destroy weeds. I do not know how 
it is in other sections, but with us the majority of farms are com- 
pletely overrun with weeds. They are eating out the life of the 
land, and if something is not done to destroy them, even exorbitant- 
ly high prices can not make farming profitable. A farmer yester- 
day was contending that it did not pay to summer-fallow. He 
has taken a run-down farm, and a year ago last spring he plowed 
up ten acres of a field, and sowed it to barley and oats. The re- 

mainder of the field he summer-fallowed, plowing it four times, 
and rolling and harrowing thoroughly after each plowing. After 
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the barley and oats were off, he plowed the land once, harrowed it, 
and sowed Mediterranean wheat. On the summer-fallow he 
drilled in Dieh] wheat. He has just threshed, and got 22 bushels 
per acre of Mediterranean wheat ,after the spring crop, at one 
plowing, and 26 bushels per acre of Diehl wheat on the summer- 
fallow. This, he said, would not pay, as it cost him $20 per acre 
to summer-fallow, and he lost the use of the land for one season. 

Now this may be all true, and yet it is no argument against sum- 
mer-fallowing. Waitafew years. Farming is slow work. Mr. 
George Geddes remarked to me, when I told him I was trying to 
renovate a run-down farm, “you will find it the work of your 
life.” We ought not to expect a big crop on poor, run-down land, 
simply by plowing it three or four times in as many months. Time 
is required for the chemical changes to take place in the soil. But 

watch the effect on the clover for the next two years, and when 
the land is plowed again, see if it is not in far better condition than 

the part not summer-fallowed. I should expect the clover on the 
summer-fallow to be fully one-third better in quantity, and of bet- 

ter quality than on the other part, and this extra quantity of clover 
will make an extra quantity of good manure, and thus we have the 
means of going on with the work of improving the farm. 

“Yes,” said the Doctor, “and there will also be more clover- 
roots in the soil.” 

“‘ But I can not afford to wait for clover, and summer-fallowing,” 

writes an intelligent New York gentleman, a dear lover of good 
stock, who has bought an exhausted New England farm, “I must 
have a portion of it producing good crops right off.” Very well. 
A farmer with plenty of money can do wonders in a short time. 
Set a gang of ditchers to work, and put in underdrains where most 
needed. Have teams and plows enough to do the work rapidly. 
As soon as the land is drained and plowed, put on a heavy roller. 
Then sow 500 Ibs. of Peruvian guano per acre broadcast, or its 
equivalent in some other fertilizer. Follow with a Shares’ harrow. 

This will mellow the surface and cover the guano without dis- 
turbing the sod. Follow with a forty-toothed harrow, and roll 
again, if needed, working the land until there is three or four 
inches of fine, mellow surface soil. Then mark off the land in 

rows as straight as an arrow, and plant corn. Cultivate thoroughly, 
and kill every weed. If the ditchers can not get through until it 
is too late to plant corn, drill in beans on the last drained part of 

the field. 
Another good crop to. raise on a stock farm is corn-fodder. 

This can be drilled in from time to time as the land can be got 
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ready. Put on half a ton of guano per acre and harrow in, and 
then mark off the rows three feet apart, and drill in four bushels 

of corn per acre. Cultivate thoroughly, and expect a great crop. 
By the last of July, the Ayrshire cows will take kindly to the suc- 
culent corn-fodder, and with three or four quarts of meal a day, 
it will enable each of them to make 10 lbs. of butter a week. 

For the pigs, sow a few acres of peas. These will do well on 

sod-land, sown early or late, or a part early and a part late, as 
most convenient. Sow broadcast and harrow in, 500 Ibs. of Pe- 
ruvian guano per acre and 200 lbs. of gypsum. Drill in three 
bushels of peas per acre, or sow broadcast, and cover them with a 

Shares’ harrow. Commence to feed the crop green as soon as the 
pods are formed, and continue to feed out the crop, threshed or 
unthreshed, until the middle of November. Up to this time the 
bugs do comparatively little damage. The pigs will thrive won- 
derfully on this crop, and make the richest and best of manure. 

I have little faith in any attempt to raise root crops on land not 

previously well prepared. But as it is necessary to have some 
mangel-wurzel and Swede turnips for the Ayrshire cows and 
long-wool sheep next winter and spring, select the cleanest and 

richest land that can be found that was under cultivation last 

season. If fall plowed, the chances of success will be doubled. 
Plow the land two or three times, and cultivate, harrow, and roll 
until it is as mellow as a garden. Sow 400 lbs. of Peruvian guano 

and 300 Ibs. of good superphosphate per acre broadcast, and har- 

row them in. Ridge up the land into ridges 23 to 3 ft. apart, with 

a double mould-board plow. Roll down the ridges with a light 

roller, and drill in the seed. Sow the mangel-wurzel in May—the 

earlier the better—and the Swedes as soon afterwards as the land 

can be thoroughly prepared. Better delay until June rather than 

sow on rough land. 

The first point on such a farm will be to attend to the grass land. 

This affords the most hopeful chance of getting gooc returns the 

first year. But no time is to be lost. Sow 500 Ibs. of Peruvian 

guano per acre on all the grass land and on the clover, with 200 

Ibs. of gypsum in addition on the latter. If this is sown early 

enough, so that the spring rains dissolve it and wash it into the 

soil, great crops of grass may be expected. 

“But will it pay?” My friend in New York is a very energetic 

and successful business man, and he has a real love for farming, 

and I have no sort of doubt that, taking the New York business 

and the farm together, they will afford a very handsome profit. 

Furthermore, I have no doubt that if, after he has drained it, he 
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would cover the whole farm with 500 lbs. of Peruvian guano per 
acre, or its equivalent, it would pay him better than any other 
agricultural operation he is likely to engage in. By the time it 
was on the land the cost would amount to about $20 per acre. If 

he sells no more grass or hay from the farm than he would sell if 
he did not use the guano, this $20 may very properly be added to 
the permanent capital invested in the farm. And in this aspect of 
the case, I have no hesitation in saying it will pay a high rate of 
interest. His bill for labor will be as much in one case as in the 

other; and if he uses the guano he will probably double his crops. 
His grass lands will carry twenty cows instead of ten, and if he 

raises the corn-fodder and roots, he can probably keep thirty cows 

better than he could otherwise keep a dozen; and, having io keep 

a herdsman in either case, the cost of labor will not be much in- 
creased. ‘ But you think it will not pay?” It will probably not 

pay him. I do not think fis business would pay me if I lived on 

my farm, and went to New York only once or twice a week. If 
there is one business above all others that requires constant atten- 

tion, it is farming—and especially stock-farming. But my friend 
is right in saying that he cannot afford to wait to enrich his land 
by clover and summer-fallowing. His land costs too much; he 

has a large barn and everything requisite to keep a large stock of 
cattle and sheep. The interest on farm and buildings, and the 

money expended in labor, would run on while the dormant matter 
in the soil was slowly becoming available under the influence of 
good tillage. The large barn must be filled at once, and the only 

way to do this is to apply manure with an unsparing hand. If he 
lived on the farm, I should have no doubt that, by adopting this 

course, and by keeping improved stock, and feeding liberally, he 

could make money. Perhaps he can find a man who will success- 
fully manage the farm under his direction, but the probabilities 
are that his present profit and pleasure will come from the grat: 
ification of his early love for country life. 
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WHAT IS MANURE? 

.“ What is the good of asking such a question as that ?” said the 
Deacon ; “ we all know what manure is.” 

‘““ Well, then,” I replied, ‘“ tell us what it is?” 
“ Tt is anything that will make crops grow better and bigger,” re- 

plied the Deacon. 

“That is not a bad definition,” said I; “ but let us see if it is a 

true one. You have two rows of cabbage in the garden, and you 
water one row, and the plants grow bigger and better. Is water 

manure ? You cover a plant with a hand-glass, and it grows big- 
ger and better. Is a hand-glass manure? You shelter a few 
plants, and they grow bigger and better. Is shelter manure ? 
‘You put some pure sand round a few plants, and they grow big- 
ger and better. Is pure sand manure? I think we shall have to 
reject the Deacon’s definition.” 

Let us hear what the Doctor has to say on the subject. 
“Manure,” replied the Doctor, “is the food of plants.” 

“That is a better definition,” said I; “but this is really not 
answering the question. You say manure is plant-food. But 
what is plant-food ?” 

“ Plant-food,”’ said the Doctor, “is composed of twelve ele- 

ments, and, possibly, sometimes one or two more, which we need 
not here talk about. Four of these elements are gases, oxygen, 
hydrogen, carbon, and nitrogen. When a plant or animal is 
burnt, these gases are driven off. The ashes which remain are 
composed of potash, soda, lime, and magnesia; sulphuric acid, 
phosphoric acid, chlorine, and silica. In other words, the ‘ food 

of plants’ is composed of four organic, or gaseous elements, and 
eight inorganic, or mineral elements, of which four have acid and 
four alkaline properties.” 
“Thank you, Doctor,” said the Deacon, “Iam glad to know 

what manure is. It is the food of plants, and the food of plants 
is composed of four gases, four acid and four alkaline elements. 
I seem to know all about it. All I have wanted to make my land 
rich was plenty of manure, and now I shall know where to get 
it—oxygen, hydrogen, carbon, and nitrogen; these four atmos- 
pheric elements. Then potash, soda, magnesia, and lime. I 
know what these four are. Then sulphur, phosphorous, silica 
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(sand,) and chlorine (salt). I shall soon have rich land and big 
crops.” 

Charley, who has recently come home from college, where he 
has been studying chemistry, looked at the Deacon, and was evi- 
dently puzzled to understand him. Turning to the Doctor, Char- 
ley asked modestly if what the Doctor had said in regard to the 
composition of plant-food could not be said of the composition of 
all our animals and plants. 

“Certainly,” replied the Doctor, “all our agricultural plants 

and all our animals, man included, are composed of these twelve 

elements, oxygen, hydrogen, carbon, and nitrogen; phosphorus, 

sulphur, silica, chlorine, potash, soda, magnesia, and lime.” 

Charley said something about lime, potash, and soda, not being 

“elements ;” and something about silica and chlorine not being 
‘found in animals. 

“Yes,” said I, “ and he has left out ¢ron, which is an important 

constituent of all our farm crops and animals.” Neither the Doc- 

tor nor the Deacon heard our remarks. The Deacon, who loves 

an argument, exclaimed: “I thought I knew all about it. You 
told us that manure was the food of plants, and that the food of 
plants was composed of the above twelve elements; and now you 

tell us that man and beast, fruit and flower, grain and grass, root, 

stem, and branch, all are composed or made up of these same 

dozen elements. If I ask you what bread is made of, you say it 
is composed of the dozen elements aforesaid. If I ask what wheat- 
straw is made of, you answer, the dozen. If I ask what a thistle is 
made of, you say the dozen. There are a good many milk-weeds 
in my strawberry patch, and Iam glad to know that the milk-weed 
and the strawberry are both composed of the same dozen elements. 

Manure is the food of plants, and the food of plants is composed 
of the above dozen elements, and every plant and animal that we 

eat is also composed of these same dozen elements, and so I sup- 
pose there is no difference between an onion and an omelet, or 

between bread and milk, or between mangel-wurzel and manure.” 
‘‘The difference,” replied the Doctor, “is one of proportion. 

Mangels and manure are both composed of the same elements. In - 
fact, mangels make good manure, and good manure makes good 
mangels.” 

The Deacon and the Doctor sat down to a game of backgam- 
mon, and Charley and I continued the conversation more seriously. 
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Chae Eh Be PEP: 

SOMETHING ABOUT PLANT-FOOD. 

““The Doctor is in the main correct,” said 1; ‘‘ but he does not 
fully answer the question,.‘ What is manure ?’ Tosay that manure 

is plant-food, does not cover the whole ground. All soils on which 
plants grow, contain more or less plant-food. A plant can not 
create an atom of potash. It can not get it from the atmosphere. 
We find potash in the plant, and we know that it got it from the 
soil, and we are certain, therefore, that the soil contains potash. 
And so of all the other mineral elements of plants. A soil that 

will produce a thistle, or a pig-weed, contains plant-fouod. And so 
the definition of the Doctor is defective, inasmuch as it makes no 

distinction between soil and manure. Both contain plant-food.” 
“What is your definition of manure?” asked Charley; “it 

would seem as though we all knew what manure was. We have 
got a great heap of it in the yard, and it is fermenting nicely.” 

“Yes,” I replied, ‘“‘ we are making more manure on the farm this 
winter than ever before. Two hundred pigs, 120 large sheep, 8 
horses, 11 cows, and a hundred head of poultry make considerable 
manure ; and it isa good deal of work to clean out the pens, pile the 
manure, draw it to the field, and apply it to the crops. We ought 
to know something about it; but we might work among manure 
all our lives, and not know what manure is. At any rate, we 
might not be able to define it accurately. I will, however, try my 
hand at a definition. 

“Let us assume that we have a field that is free from stagnant 
water at all seasons of the year; that the soil is clean, mellow, 
and well worked seven inches deep, and in good order for putting 
inacrop. What the coming ‘season’ will be we know not. It 
may be what we call a hot, dry summer, or it may be cool and 
moist, or it may be partly one and partly the other. The ‘season’ 
is a great element of uncertainty in all our farming calculations ; 
but we know that we shall have a season of some kind. We have 
the promise of seed-time and harvest, and we have never known 
the promise to fail us. Crops, however, vary very much, accord- 
ing to the season; and it is necessary to bear this fact in mind. 
Let us say that the sun and heat, and rain and dews, or what we 
call ‘ the season,’ is capable of producing 50 bushels of wheat per 
acre, but that the soil I have described above, does not produce 
over 20 bushels per acre. There is no mechanical defect in the 

. Soil. The seed is good, it is put in properly, and at the right time, 
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and in the best manner. No weeds choke the wheat plants or rob 
them of their food; but that field does not produce as much wheat 

by 30 bushels per acre as the season is capable of producing. 
Why? The answer is evident. Because the wheat plants do not 
find food enough in the soil. Now, anything that will furnish 
this food, anything that will cause that field to produce what the 
climate or season is capable of producing, is manure. A gardener 
may increase his crops by artificial heat, or by an increased supply 
of water, but this is not manure. The effect is due to improved 
climatic conditions. It has nothing to do with the question of 
manure. We often read in the agricultural papers about ‘ shade 

as manure.’ We might just as well talk about sunlight as ‘ ma- 
nure.’ The effects observed should be referred to modifications of 
the climate or season; and so in regard to mulching. A good 
mulch may often produce a larger increase of growth than an ap- 
plication of manure. But mulch, proper, is not manure.- It is 
climate. It checks evaporation of moisture from the soil. We 

might as well speak of rain as manure as to call a mulch manure. 
In fact, an ordinary shower in summer is little more than a mulch. 
It does not reach the roots of plants; and yet we see the effect 

of the shower immediately in the increased vigor of the plants. 
They are full of sap, and the drooping leaves look refreshed. We 
say the rain has revived them, and so it has; but probably not a 
particle of the rain has entered into the circulation of the plant. 

The rain checked evaporation from the soil and from the leaves, 

A cool night refreshes the plants, and fills the leaves with sap, pre- 
cisely in the same way. All these fertilizing effects, however, 
belong to climate. It is inaccurate to associate either mulching, 
sunshine, shade, heat, dews, or rain, with the question of manure, 

though the effect may in certain circumstances be precisely the 
same.” 

Charley evidently thought I was wandering from the point. “ You 
think, then,” said he, “ manure is plant-food that the soil needs?” 

“Yes,” said I, ‘‘that is a very good definition—very good, 
indeed, though not absolutely accurate, because manure is manure, 
whether a particular soil needs it or not.” Unobserved by us, the 
Deacon and the Doctor had been listening to our talk.—‘‘I would 
like,” said the Deacon, “ to hear you give a better definition than 
Charley has given.”—‘ Manure,” said I, “is anything containing 
an element or elements of plant-food, which, if the soil needed it, 
would, if supplied in sufficient quantity, and in an available con- 

dition, produce, according to soil, season, climate, and variety, a 
maximum crop.” 
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Carel Ky BEV. 

NATURAL MANURE. 

We often hear about “natural” manure. I do not like the 
term, though I believe it originated with me. It is not accurate; 
not definite enough. 

“I do not know what you mean by natural manure,” said the 
Deacon, “ unless it is the droppings of animals.” —“ To distinguish 
them, I suppose,” said the Doctor, “from artificial manures, such 
as superphosphate, sulphate of ammonia, and nitrate of soda.”— 
“No; that is not how I used the term. A few years ago, we 
used to hear much in regard to the ‘exhaustion of soils.’ I 
thought this phrase conveyed a wrong idea. When new land 
produces large crops, and when, after a few years, the crops get 
less and less, we were told that the farmers were exhausting their 
land. I said, no; the farmers are not exhausting the sodl ; they 

are merely exhausting the accumulated plant-food in the soil. In 
other words, they are using up the natural manure. 

“Take my own farm. Fifty years ago, it was covered with a 
heavy growth of maple, beech, black walnut, oak, and other trees. 

These trees had shed annual crops of leaves for centuries. The 

leaves rot on the ground; the trees also, age after age. These 
leaves and other organic matter form what I have called natural 
manure. When the land is cleared up and plowed, this natural 
manure decays more rapidly than when the land lies undisturbed ; 
precisely as a manure-pile will ferment and decay more rapidly if 
turned occasionally, and exposed to the air. The plowing and 

cultivating renders this natural manure more readily available. 
The leaves decompose, and furnish food for the growing crop.” 

EXHAUSTION OF THE SOIL. 

“You think, then,” said the Doctor, “ that when a piece of land 
is cleared of the forest, harrowed, and sown to wheat; plowed 

and planted to corn, and the process repeated again and again, 

until the land no longer yields profitable crops, that it is the 
‘natural manure,’ and not the soil, that is exhausted ?” 

“T think the sot, at any rate, is not exhausted, and I can easily 
conceive of a case where even the natural manure is very far from 

being all used up.” 
“ Why, then,” asked the Deacon, “is the land so poor that it 

will scarcely support a sheep to the acre?” 
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“Simply because the natural manure and other plant-food 
which the soil contains is not in an available condition. It lies 
dead and inert. It is not soluble, and the roots of the plants can- 

not get enough of it to enable them to thrive; and in addition to 
this, you will find as a matter of fact that these poor ‘ exhausted ’ 
farms are infested with weeds, which rob the growing crops of a 

large part of the scanty supply of available plant-food.” 

‘‘But these weeds,” said the Deacon, “are not removed from 
the farm. They rot on the land; nothing is lost.” 

“True,” said I, “ but they, nevertheless, rob the growing crops 

of available plant-food. The annual supply of plant-food, instead 
of being used to grow useful plants, is used to grow weeds.”’ 

“T understand that,” said the Deacon, “but if the weeds are 
left on the land, and the useful plants are sold, the farmer who 

keeps his land clean would exhaust his land faster than the care- 

less farmer who lets his land lie until it is overrun with thistles, 
briars, and pig-weed. You agricultural writers, who are con- 

stantly urging us to farm better and grow larger crops, seem to 
overlook this point. As you know, I do not take much stock in 
chemical theories as applied to agriculture, but as you do, here is 
a little extract I cut from an agricultural paper, that seems to 

prove that the better you work your land, and the larger crops 
you raise, the sooner you exhaust your land.” 

The Deacon put on his spectacles, drew his chair nearer the 
lamp on the table, and read the following: 

“There is, on an average, about one-fourth of a pound of potash 
to every one hundred pounds of soil, and about one-eighth of a 
pound of phosphoric acid, and one-sixteenth of a pound of sul- 
phuric acid. If the potatoes and the tops are continually removed 
from the soil, it will soon exhaust the potash. If the wheat and 

straw are removed, it will soon exhaust the phosphate of lime ; 
if corn and the stalks, it will soon exhaust the sulphuric acid. 

Unless there is a rotation, or the material the plant requires is 
supplied from abroad, your crops will soon run out, though the 

soil will continue rich for other plants.” 
“That extract,” said I, “carries one back twenty-five years. 

We used to have article after article in this strain. We were told 
that ‘always taking meal out of the tub soon comes to the bot- 
tom, and always taking potash and phosphoric acid from the soil 
will soon exhaust the supply. But, practically, there is really little 
danger of our exhausting the land. It does not pay. The farm- 
er’s resources will be exhausted long before he can exhaust his 
farm.” 
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“ Assuming,” said the Doctor, who is fond of an argument, 
“that the above statement is true, let us look at the facts. An 

acre of soil, 12 inches deep, would weigh about 1,600 tons; and if, 

as the writer quoted by the Deacon states, the soil contains 4 ozs. 
of potash in every 100 lbs. of soil, it follows that an acre of soil, 
12 inches deep, contains 8,000 lbs. of potash. Now, potatoes con- 
tain about 20 per cent of dry matter, and this dry matter con- 
tains, say, 4 per cent of ash, half of which is potash. It follows, 
therefore, that 250 bushels of potatoes contain about 60 lbs. of 
potash. If we reckon that the tops contain 20 lbs. more, or 80 

Ibs. in all, it follows that the acre of soil contains potash enough 
to grow an annual crop of 250 bushels of potatoes per acre for one 
hundred years.” 

“T know farmers,” said Charley, ‘‘ who do not get over 50 
bushels of potatoes per acre, and in that case the potash would 
last five hundred years, as the weeds grown with the crop are left 

on the land, and do not, according to the Deacon, exhaust the 

soil.” 
“Good for you, Charley,” said the Doctor. “ Now let us see 

about the phosphoric acid, of which the soil, according to the 
above statement, contains only half as much as it contains of pot- 

ash, or 4,000 Ibs. per acre. 
“ A crop of wheat of 80 bushels per acre,” continued the Doc- 

tor, “ contains in the grain about 26 lbs. of ash, and we will say 
that half of this ash is phosphoric acid, or 13 lbs. Allowing that 
the straw, chaff, etc., contain 7 Ibs. more, we remove from the soil 
in a crop of wheat of 30 bushels per acre, 20 lbs. of phosphoric 

acid, and so, according to the above estimate, an acre of soil con- 
tains phosphoric acid to produce annually a crop of wheat and 
straw of 30 bushels per acre for two hundred years. 
“The writer of the paragraph quoted by the Deacon,” continued 

the Doctor, “selected the crops and elements best suited to his 
purpose, and yet, according to his own estimate, there is sufficient 

potash and phosphoric acid in the first 12 inches of the soil to 

enable us to raise unusually large crops until the next Centennial 
in 1976. 

“But let us take another view of the subject,” continued the 
Doctor. “No intelligent farmer removes all the potatoes and 
tops, all the wheat, straw, and chaff, or all the corn and stalks from 
his farm. According to Dr. Salisbury, a crop of corn of 75 bush- 
els per acre removes from the soil 600 Ibs. of ash, but the grain 

contains only 46 lbs. The other 554 Ibs. is contained in the stalks, 
etc., all of which are usually retained on the farm. It follows 

2 
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from this, that when only the grain is sold off the farm, it takes 
more than thirteen crops to remove as much mineral matter from 
the soil as is contained in the whole of one crop. Again, the ash 
of the grain contains less than 38-per cent of sulphuric acid, so 

that the 46 lbs. of ash, in 75 bushels of corn, contains less than 14 

Ibs. of sulphuric acid, and thus, if an acre of soil contains 2,000 

Ibs. of sulphuric acid, we have sufficient for an annual crop of 75 
bushels per acre for fifteen hundred years! 

‘“As I said before,” continued the Doctor, “ intelligent farmers 
seldom sell their straw, and they frequently purchase and consume 
on the farm nearly as much bran, shorts, etc., as is sent to market 
with the grain they sell. In the ‘ Natural History of New York,’ 
it is stated that an acre of wheat in Western New York, of 30 
bushels per acre, including straw, chaff, etc., removes from the 
soil 144 lbs. of mineral matter. Genesee wheat usually yields 
about 80 per cent. of flour. This flour contains only 0.7 per cent 

of mineral matter, while fine middlings contain 4 per cent; coarse 

middlings, 54 per cent; shorts, 8 per cent, and bran 8} per cent 
of mineral matter or ash. It follows from this, that out of the 144 
Ibs. of mineral matter in the crop of wheat, less than 10 Ibs. is 
contained in the flour. The remaining 134 lbs. is found in the 
straw, chaff, bran, shorts, etc., which a good farmer is almost sure 

to feed out on his farm. But even if the farmer feeds out none of 

his wheat-bran, but sells it all with his wheat, the 80 bushels of 
wheat remove from the soil only 26 lbs. of mineral matter; and it 
would take more than five crops to remove as much mineral mat- 
ter as one crop of wheat and straw contains. Allowing that half 
the ash of wheat is phosphoric acid, 30 bushels remove only 13 
lbs. from the soil, and if the soil contains 4,000 Ibs., it will take 
three hundred and seven crops, of 30 bushels each, to exhaust it.” 

“That is to say,” said Charley, “if all the straw and chaff is re- 
tained on the farm, and is returned to the land without loss of 

phosphoric acid.” 
“Yes,” said the Doctor, “and if all the bran and shorts, etc., 

were retained on the farm, it would take cight hundred crops to 
exhaust the soil of phosphoric acid; and it is admitted that of all 
the elements of plant-food, phosphoric acid is the one first to be 
exhausted from the soil.” 

I have sold some timothy hay this winter, and propose to do so 
whenever the price suits. But some of my neighbors, who do 

not hesitate to sell their own hay, think I ought not to do so, 
because I “ write for the papers”! It ought to satisfy them to 
know that I bring back 80 cwt. of bran for every ton of hay I 
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sell. My rule is to sell nothing but wieat, barley, beans, potatoes, 
clover-seed, apples, wool, mutton, beef, pork, and butter. Every- 

thing else is consumed on the farm—corn, peas, oats, mustard, 

rape, mangels, clover, straw, stalks, etc. Let us make a rough 
estimate of how much is sold and how much retained on a hun- 
dred-acre farm, leaving out the potatoes, beans, and live-stock. 

We have say: 

Sold. 
iS 2eres wheat, @ 40 bushels per aere.. i... sc ecccetcas cls ve duns 18 tons. 
5 * barley, @ 50 - Bei LESLIE, Saree hecielc Gite tne aPetere ols Gales 

15 ‘** cloverseed,4 ‘“ COON Sea tcicthta dk avsiene ek tints feds ae he Oa 1# ton. 

AAPULUMD Ele caine cs crac fit ae siwacndiw a eka cele’ wal gaieve Palins’ stators 1a 254 tons. 

Retained on the farm. 

iS aeres corn, @'S0) bushels: per Acre .ccj.5 csc ites encineeses eds 333 tons. 
Aorta alia che GtNT 0 Octo. 4 cst els avce aie oles aia ore, bislain, ainda anil aie ciare A0i-f 8 
RON Eas AT IE UP SOTA ae aw sie sri Cosace\s Gare cid ak celle sis sisters Bus 6 ees 

10 ‘ oats and peas, equal 80 bushels of oats...... ......... 1a 
ER AEGED ON ere ats. cs psa alata seta sree wien & eis\ora Wau yore eine ue. 
15 acres wheat-straw.........-ess00 a annye » Rinwne aie eames ao. 58 
EP re PASM SEALY cree c cleie Was orci o/cide Rate eiw'ste eialcin es atula arate ele: alates pole 

ASLO VCE SECU! BUEGIWY scia¥.- Novae sc wtae ain wom ards tye diawe ole! alene Sidistn lage acm saue nO a? 
15 acres pasture and meadow, equal 40 tons hay.............. 40 =§ 

by f* jominstard. equal 10 toms: Day... <..%,s<i0ica% aisies o0,<'e-sideiem eye 1) ga 
Behe ir PAO GeO MeL LP OMS. WANG isc sje homered A6e oe aiv ayer eon ales a 
5 ‘* wmangels, 25 tons per acre, equal to 3 tons dry........ 15 °° 

PGBAV GS PROT UO eect ciated ciax. wei wien ok Wee cintale vs Gerw oaleroie’ sive earn ee 

Total retained onthe Farm cc vicinal dswios said ad «veces 252% tons. 

It would take a good many years to exhaust any ordinary soil 
‘by such a course of cropping. Except, perhaps, the sandy knolls, 

I think there is not an acre on my farm that would be exhausted 
in ten thousand years, and as some portions of the low alluvial 

soil will grow crops without manure, there will be an opportunity 

to give the poor, sandy knolls more than their share of plant-food. 
In this way, notwithstanding the fact that we sell produce and 
bring nothing back, I believe the whole farm will gradually 
increase in productiveness. The plant-food annually rendered 
available from the decomposition and disintegration of the inert 
organic and mineral matter in the soil, will be more than equal to 
that exported from the farm. If the soil becomes deficient in any- 
thing, it is likely that it will be in phosphates, and a little super- 
phosphate or bone-dust might at any rate be profitably used on 
the rape, mustard, and turnips. 

The point in good farming is to develop from the latent stores 
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in the soil, and to accumulate enough available plant-food for the 
production of the largest possible yield of those crops which we 
sell. In other words, we want enough available plant-food in the 

soil to grow 40 bushels of wheat and 50 bushels of barley. 1 think 
the farmer who raises 10 tons for every ton he sells, will soon 
reach this point, and when once reached, it is a comparatively 
easy matter to maintain this degree of fertility. 

WHY OUR CROPS ARE SO POOR. 

“Tf the soil is so rich in plant-food,” said the Deacon, “I again 
ask, why are our crops so poor?” 

The Deacon said this very quietly. He did not seem to know 
that he had asked one of the most important questions in the 
whole range of agricultural science. It is a fact that a soil may 
contain enough plant-food to produce a thousand large crops, and 
yet the crops we obtain from it may be so poor as hardly to pay 

the cost of cultivation. The plant-food is there, but the plants 
cannot get at it. It is not in an available condition; it is not sol- 
uble. A case is quoted by Prof. Johnson, where a soil was an- 
alyzed, and found to contain to the depth of one foot 4,652 lbs. of 
nitrogen per acre, but only 63 Ibs. of this was in an available con- 

dition. And this is equally true of phosphoric acid, potash, and 

other elements of plant-food. No matter how much plant-food 
there may be in the soil, the only portion that is of any immediate 

value is the small amount that is annually available for the growth 
of crops. 

HOW TO GET LARGER CROPS. 

“T am tired of so much talk about plant-food,” said the Deacon; 

“ what we want to know is how to make our land produce larger 
crops of wheat, corn, oats, barley, potatoes, clover, and grass.” 

This is precisely what I am trying to show. On my own farm, 
the three leading objects are (1) to get the land drained, (2) to make 
it clean and mellow, and (8) to get available nitrogen for the cereal 
crops. “ter the first two objects are accomplished, the measure 
of productiveness will be determined by the amount of available 
nitrogen in the soil. How to get available nitrogen, therefore, is 

my chief and ultimate object in all the operations on the farm, 
and it is here that science can help me. I know how to get nitro- 
gen, but I want to get it in the cheapest way, and then to be sure 

that I do not waste it. 
There is one fact fully established by repeated experiment and 

general experience—that 80 lbs. of available nitrogen per acre, 



SWAMP-MUCK OR PEAT AS MANURE. 29 

applied in manure, will almost invariably give us a greatly in- 
creased yield of grain crops. I should expect, on my farm, that 
on land which, without manure, would give me 15 bushels of wheat 
per acre, such a dressing of manure would give me, in a favorable 
season, 35 or 40 bushels per acre, with a proportional increase of 
straw ; and, in addition to this, there would be considerable nitro- 
gen left for the following crop of clover. Is it not worth while 
making an earnest effort to get this 80 lbs. of available nitrogen ? 
Ihave on my farm many acres of low, mucky land, bordering 

on the creek, that probably contain several thousand pounds of 
nitrogen per acre. So long as the land is surcharged with water, 
this nitrogen, and other plant-food, lies dormant. But drain it, 
and let in the air, and the oxygen decomposes the organic matter, 
and ammonia and nitric acid are produced. In other words, we 
get available nitrogen and other plant-food, and the land becomes 
capable of producing large crops of corn and grass; and the crops 
obtained from this low, rich land, will make manure for the poorer, 
upland portions of the farm. 

Chis Ayer ie Woy oe. 

SWAMP-MUCK OR PEAT AS MANURE. 

“Tt would pay you,” said the Deacon, “to draw out 200 or 300 
loads of muck from the swamp every year, and compost it with 
your manure.” 

This may or may not be the case. It depends on the composi- 
tion of the muck, and how much labor it takes to handle it. 
“What you should do,” said the Doctor, “is to commence at 

the creek, and straighten it. Take a gang of men, and be with 
them with yourself, or get a good foreman to direct operations. 
Commence at a, and straighten the creek to 4, and from 0 to ¢ (see 
map on next page). Throw all the rich, black muck in a heap by 
itself, separate from the sand. You, or your foreman, must be 
there, or you will not get this done. A good ditcher will throw out 
a great mass of this loose muck and sand in a day; and you want 
him to dig, not think. You must do the thinking, and tell him 
which is muck, and which is only sand and dirt. When thrown 
up, this muck, in our dry, hot climate, will, in the course of a few 
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months, part with a large amount of water, and it can then be drawn 
to the barns and stables, and used for bedding, or for composting 

with manure. Orif you do not want to draw it to the barn, get 
some refuse lime from the lime-kiln, and mix it with the muck 
after it has been thrown up a few weeks, and is partially dry. 

Turn over the heap, and put a few bushels of lime to every cord 
of the muck, mixing the lime and muck together, leaving the heap 
in a compact form, and in good shape, to shed the rain. 

“When you have straightened, and cleaned out, and deepened 
the creek,’ continued the Doctor, ‘commence at 2 on the new 

creek, and cut a ditch through the swamp to y. Throw the muck 

on one side, and the sand on the other. This will give you some 

MAP OF CREEK. 

goou, rich muck, and at the same time drain yourswamp. Then 
cut some wnder-drains from y towards the higher land at w, v, and 
h,and from f toa. These will drain your land, and set free the 

inert plant-food, and such crops of timothy as you will get from 

this swamp will astonish the natives, and your bill for medical at- 
tendance and quinine will sink to zero.” 

The Doctor is right. There is money and health in the plan. 
Prof. S. W. Johnson, as chemist to the Conn. State Ag. Society, 

made accurate analyses of 33 samples of peat and muck sent him 

by gentlemen from different parts of the State. The amount of 
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potential ammonia in the chemically dry peat was found to vary 
from 0.58 in the poorest, to 4.06 per cent in the richest samples. 

In other words, one deposit of muck may contain seven times as 
much nitrogen as another, and it would be well before spending 
much money in drawing out muck for manure to send a sample of 
it to some good chemist. A bed of swamp-muck, easily acces- 
sibie, and containing 8 per cent of nitrogen, would be a mine of 
wealth to any farmer. One ton of such muck, dry, would contain 

more nitrogen than 7 tons of straw. 
“Tt would be capital stuff,’ said the Deacon, “to put in your 

pig-pens io absorb the urine. It would make rich manure.” 
“That is so,” said I, “and the weak point in my pig-breeding is 

the want of sufficient straw. Pigs use up more bedding than any 
other animals. I have over 200 pigs, and I could use a ton of dry 
muck to each pig every winter to great advantage. The pens 
would be drier, the pigs healthier, and the manure richer.” 

The Doctor here interrupted us. “I see,” said he, ‘‘that the 
average amount of ammonia in the 33 samples of dry peat analyzed 

by Professor Johnson is 2.07 per cent. Thad no idea that muck was 
sorich. Barn-yard manure, or the manure from the horse stables in 
the cities, contains only half a per cent (0.5) of ammonia, and it is 
an unusually rich manure that contains one per cent. Weare safe 

in saying that a ton of dry muck, on the average, contains at least 
twice as much potential ammonia as the average of our best and 

richest stable-manure.” 

Orit Ai ee ers 

WHAT IS POTENTIAL AMMONIA ? 

“ You say,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ that dry muck contains twice as 
much ‘ potential ammonia’ as manure?’’ 

“Yes,” said the Doctor, “it contains three or four times as 

much as the half-rotted straw and stalks you call manure.” 
“But what do you mean,” asked the Deacon, “by ‘ potential 

ammonia?’”’ 
“Tt isa term,” said the Doctor, “ we used to hear much more fre- 

quently than we do now. Ammonia is composed of 14 lbs. of 
nitrogen and 3 Ibs. of hydrogen; and if, on analysis,a guano or 
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other manure was found to contain, in whatever form, 7 per cent 

of nitrogen, the chemist reported that he found in it 84 per cent 

of ‘potential’ ammonia. Dried blood contains no ammonia, but 
if it contained 14 per cent of nitrogen, the chemist would he justi- 
fied in saying it contained 17 per cent of potential ammonia, from 
the fact that the dried blood, by fermentation, is capable of yield- 
ing this amount of ammonia. We say a ton of common horse- 
manure contains 10 or 12 lbs. of potential ammonia. If perfectly 
fresh, it may not contain a particle of ammonia; but it contains 
nitrogen enough to produce, by fermentation, 10 or 12 Ibs. of am- 

monia. And when it is said that dry swamp-muck contains, on 

the average, 2.07 per cent of potential ammonia, it simply means 

that it contains nitrogen enough to produce this amount of am- 
monia. In point of fact, I suppose muck, when dug fresh from 

the swamp, contains no ammonia. Ammonia is quite soluble in 

water, and if there was any ammonia in the swamp-muck, it 
would soon be washed out. The nitrogen, or ‘ potential ammonia,’ 

in the muck exists in an inert, insoluble form, and before the 
muck will yield up this nitrogen to plants, it is necessary, in some 

way, to ferment or decompose it. But this is a point we will 

discuss at a future meeting.” 

C.F APT Eon a aa 

TILLAGE IS MANURE. 

“The Doctor has been invited to deliver a lecture on manure 
before our local Farmers’ Club. “ The etymological meaning of 
the word manure,” he said, “is hand labor, from main, hand, and 

ouvrer, to work. To manure the land originally meant to culti- 
vate it, to hoe, to dig, to plow, to harrow, or stir it in any way so 

as to expose its particles to the oxygen of the atmosphere, and 

thus render its latent elements assimilable by plants. 
“When our first parent,” he continued, “ was sent forth from 

the Garden of Eden to till the ground from whence he was taken, 
he probably did not know that the means necessary to kill the 
thorns and thistles enhanced the productiveness of the soil, yet 

such was undoubtedly the case. 
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“ The farmer for centuries was simply a ‘tiller of the ground.’ 
Guano, though formed, according to some eminent authorities, 
long ages before the creation of man, was not then known. The 
coprolites lay undisturbed in countless numbers in the lias, the 

greensand, and the Suffolk crag. Charleston phosphates were 
unknown. Superphosphate, sulphate of ammonia, nitrate of soda, 

and kainit were not dreamed of. Nothing was said about the 
mineral manure theory, or the exhaustion of the soil. There were 
no frauds in artificial fertilizers; no Experiment Stations. The 
earth, fresh from the hands of its Creator, needed only to be 

‘tickled with a hoe to laugh with a harvest.’ Nothing was said 
about the value of the manure obtained from the consumption of 

a ton of oil-cake, or malt-combs, or bran, or clover-hay. For 

many centuries, the hoe, the spade, and the rake constituted 
Adam’s whole stock in trade. 
‘At length,” continued the Doctor, ‘‘a great discovery was 

made. A Roman farmer—probably a prominent Granger—stum- 

bled on a mighty truth. Manuring the land—that is, hoeing and 
cultivating it—increased its fertility. This was well known—had 
been known for ages, and acted upon; but this Roman farmer, 

Stercutius, who was a close observer, discovered that the droppings 

of animals had the same effect as hoeing. No wonder these idol- 

atrous people voted him a god. They thought there would be no 

more old-fashioned manuring ; no more hoeing. 
“ Of course they were mistaken,” continued the Doctor, ‘‘ our 

arable land will always need plowing and cultivating to kill 
weeds. Manure, in the sense in which we now use the term, is 
only a partial substitute for tillage, and tillage is only a partial 

substitute for manure; but it is well to bear in mind that the 

words mean the same thing, and the effects of both are, to a cer- 
tain extent, identical. Tillage is manure, and manure is tillage.” 



34 TALKS ON MANURES. 

Clr As Pi ai: Vel aia 

SUMMER-FALLOWING. 

This is not the place to discuss the merits, or demerits, of fallow- 
ing. But an intelligent Ohio farmer writes me :—‘‘I see that you 
recommend fallow plowing, what are your reasons? Granting 

that the ¢mmediate result is an increased crop, is not the land im- 
poverished ? Will not the thorough cultivation of corn, or pota- 
toes, answer as well?” And a distinguished farmer, of this State, 
in a recent communication expressed the same idea—that summer- 

fallowing would soon impoverish the land. Butif this is the case, 
the fault is not in the practice of summer-fallowing, but in growing 
too many grain crops, and selling them, instead of consuming them 
on the farm. Take two fields; summer-fallow one, and sow it to 

wheat. Plant the other to corn,and sow wheat after it in the fall. 

You get, say 35 bushels of wheat per acre from the summer-fallow. 
From the other field you get, say, 30 bushels of shelled corn per 
acre, and 10 bushels of wheat afterwards. Now, where a farmer 
is in the habit of selling all his wheat, and consuming all his corn 
on the farm, it is evident that the practice of summer-fallowing 

will impoverish the soil more rapidly than the system of growing 
corn followed by wheat—and for the simple reason that more 
wheat is sold from the farm. If no more grain is sold in one case 
than in the other, the summer-fallowing will not impoverish the 
soil any more than corn growing. 
My idea of fallowing is this:—The soil and the atmosphere 

furnish, on good, well cultivated land, plant-food sufficient, say, for 

15 bushels of wheat per acre, every year. It will be sometimes 

_more, and sometimes less, according to the season and the character 
of the soil, but on good, strong limestone land this may be taken 
as about the average. To grow wheat every year in crops of 15 

‘bushels per acre, would impoverish the soil just as much as to 

summer-fallow and get 30 bushels of wheat every other year. It 
is the same thing in either case. But in summer-fallowing, we 
clean the land, and the profits from a crop of 80 bushels per acre 
every other year, are much more than from two crops of 15 bush- 

‘els every year. You know that Mr. Lawes has a field of about 
thirteen acres that he sows with wheat every year. On the plot 

that receives no manure of any kind, the crop, for twenty years, 

averaged 16} bushels per acre. It is plowed twice every year, and 
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the wheat is hand-hoed in the spring to keep it clean. A few years 
ago, in a field adjoining this experimental wheat field, and that is 
of the same character of land, he made the following experiment. 
The land, after wheat, was fallowed, and then sown to wheat ; 
then fallowed the next year, and again sown to wheat, and the next 
year it was sown to wheat after wheat. The following is the re- 
sult compared with the yield of the continuously unmanured plot 
in the experimental field that is sown to wheat every year: 

a eee A MNO aa scars sins 'npsiieinsi'n\e are ds cates hore ae ere, aod She No crop. 

No. 2—Wheat after wheat........ 15 bushels 3 eS Bt mak 
2. YEAR—No. 1—Wheat after fallow....... 37 oc — 

No. 2—Wheat after wheat....... 13 ch Aa sla f 

3. YEAR—No. 1—Fallow after wheat..........0..cc0eccceececes No crop. 
No. 2—Wheat after wheat........ 15 bushels 3% pecks per acre. 

4, YEAR—No. 1—Wheat after fallow....... 42 "he ymematns SE 5 

No. 2—Wheat after wheat........ Sheet AE Oe Se - 
5. YEAR—No. 1—Wheat after wheat........17 in-car * fe a 

No. 2—Wheat after wheat........17 c-_ on 

Taking the first four years, we have a total yield from the plot 
sown every year of 66 bushels 2} pecks, and from the two crops 
alternately fallowed, a total yicld of 79 bushels. The next year, 
when wheat was sown after wheat on the land previously fallowed, 
the yield was almost identical with the yield from the plot that has 
grown wheat after wheat for so many years. 

So far, these results do not indicate any exhaustion from the 
practice of fallowing. On the other hand, they tend to show that 
we can get more wheat by sowing it every other year, than by 

cropping it every year in succession. The reason for this may be 
found in the fact that in a fallow the land is more frequently ex- 
posed to the atmosphere by repeated plowings and harrowings; and 

it should be borne in mind that the effect of stirring the land is not 

necessarily in proportion to the total amount of stirring, but is 
according to the number of times that fresh particles of soil are 
exposed to the atmosphere. Two plowings and two harrowings 
in one week, will not do as much good as two plowings and two 
harrowings, at different times in the course of three or four months. 

It is for this reason that I object, theoretically, to sowing wheat 

after barley. We often plow the barley stubble twice, and spend 
considerable labor in getting the land into good condition; but it 
is generally all done in the course of ten days or two weeks. We 
do not get any adequate benefit for this labor. We can kill weeds 
readily at this season, (August), but the stirring of the soil does 

not develope the latent plant-food to the extent it would if the 
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work was not necessarily done in such a limited period. I say 

theoretically, for in point of fact 1 do sow wheat after barley. Ido 

so because it is very convenient, and because it is more immediately 

profitable. I am satisfied, however, that in the end it would be 

more profitable to seed down the barley with clover. 

We must raise larger crops; and to do this we must raise them 

less frequently. This is the key-note of the coming improved 

system of American agriculture, in all sections where good land is 

worth less than one hundred dollars per acre. In the neighborhood 

of large cities, and wherever land commands a high price, we must 

keep our farms in a high state of fertility by the purchase of 

manures or cattle foods. Those of us in the interior, where we 

can not buy manure, must raise fewer grain crops, and more clover. 

We must aim to raise 40 bushels of wheat, 50 bushels of barley, 80 
bushels of oats, and 100 bushels of shelled corn, and 5 bushels of 

clover-seed per acre. That this can be done on good, well-drained 

land, from the unaided resources of the farm, I have no doubt. It 
may give us no more grain to sell than at present, but it will enable 

us to produce much more mutton, wool, beef, cheese, butter, and 

pork, than at present. 

“ But, then, will there be a demand for the meat, wool, etc.?” 

The present indications are highly favorable. But we must aim 
to raise gcod meat. The low-priced beef and mutton sold in our 

markets are as unprofitable to the consumer as they are to the pro- 
ducer. We must feed higher, and to do this to advantage we must 
have improved stock. There is no profit in farming without good 
tillage, larger crops, improved stock, and higher feeding. The de- 
tails will be modified by circumstances, but the principles are the 

same wherever agri-culture is practised. 
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HOW TO RESTORE A WORN-OUT FARM. 

I have never yet seen a “ worn-out”. or “ exhausted farm.” J 
know many farms that are “run down.” I bought just such a 
farm a dozen or more years ago, and I have been trying hard, ever 

since, to bring it up to a profitable standard of productiveness—and 

am still trying, and expect to have to keep on trying so long as I 
keep on farming. The truth is, there never was a farm so rich, 
that the farmer did not wish it was richer. 

I have succeeded in making the larger part of my farm much 
more productive than it ever was before, since it was cleared from 

the original forest. But it is far from being as rich as I want it. 
The truth is, God sent us into this world to work, and He has 
given us plenty to do, if we will only do it. At any rate, this is 
true of farming. He has not given us land ready to our hand. 
The man who first ckeared up my farm, had no easy task. He 

fairly earned all the good crops he ever got from it. I have never 
begrudged him one particle of the “natural manure” he took out 
of the land, in the form of wheat, corn, oats, and hay. On the 
dry, sandy knolls, he probably got out a good portion of this 
natural manure, but on the wetter and heavier portions of the farm, 
he probably did not get out one-hundredth part of the natural 
manure which the land contained. 
Now, when such a farm came into my possession, what was I to 

do with it ? 

“Tell us what you did,” said the Doctor, “and then, perhaps, 
we can tell you-what you ought to have done, and what you ought 
to have left undone.” ; 

“T made many mistakes.” 
“Amen,” said the Deacon; “I am glad to hear you acknowl- 

edge it.” 

“Well,” said the Doctor, “‘it is better to make mistakes in trying 
to do something, than to hug our self-esteem, and fold our hands 
in indolence. . It has been said that critics are men who have failed 

in their undertakings. But I rather think the most disagreeable, 
and self-satisfied critics, are men who have never done anything, 

or tried to do anything, themselves.” 
The Deacon, who, though something of an old fogy, is a good 

deal of a man, and possessed of good common sense, and much ex- 
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perience, took these remarks kindly. “ Well,” said he to me, “T 

must say that your farm has certainly improved, but you did things 

so differently from what we expected, that we could not see what 
you were driving at.” 

‘*T can tell you what I have been aiming atallalong. 1st. To 
drain the wet portions of the arable land. 2d. To kill weeds, and 
make theesoil meHow and clean. 3d. To make more manare,” 
“You have also bought some bone-dust, superphosphate, and 

other artificial manures.” 

“True; and if I had had more money I would have bought 
more manure. It would have paid well. I could have made my 

land as rich as it is now in half the time.” 
I had to depend principally on the natural resources of ihe land. 

I got out of the soil all I could, and kept as much of it as possible 

on the farm. One of the mistakes I made was, in breaking up too 

much land, and putting in too much wheat, barley, oats, peas, and 
corn. It would have been better for my pocket, though possibly 

not so good for the farm, if I had left more of the land in grass, 
and also, if I had summer-fallowed more, and sown less barley and 

oats, and planted less corn. id 

“T do not see how plowing up the grass land,” said the Deacon, 
**could possibly be any better for the farm. You agricultural 

writers are always telling us that we plow too much land, and do 
not raise grass and clover enough.” 
“What I meant by saying that it would have been better for my 

pocket, though possibly not so good for the farm, if I had not 
plowed so much land, may need explanation. The land had been 
only half cultivated, and was very foul. The grass and clover 
fields did not give more than half a crop of hay, and the hay was 
poor in quality, and much of it half thistles, and other weeds. I 
plowed this land, planted it to corn, and cultivated it thoroughly. 
But the labor of keeping the corn clean was costly, and absorbed a 
very large slice of the profits. But the corn yielded a far larger 
‘produce per acre than I should have got had the land lain in grass. 
And as all this produce was consumed on the farm, we made more 
manure than if we had plowed less land.” 

I have great faith in the benefits of thorough tillage—or, in other 
words, of breaking up, pulverizing, and exposing the soil to the 

decomposing action of the atmosphere. I look upon a good, strong 
soil as a kind of storehouse of plant-food. But it is not an easy 
matter to render this plant-food soluble. If it were any less solu- 
ble than it is, it would have all leached out of the land centuries 

ago. Turning over, and fining a manure-heap, if other conditions 
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are favorable, cause rapid fermentation with the formation of car- 
bonate of ammonia, and other soluble salts. Many of our soils, to 

the depth of eight or ten inches, contain enough nitrogenous mat: 

ter in an acre to produce two or three thousand pounds of ammonia. 

By stirring tke soil, and exposing it to the atmosphere, a small 
portion of this nitrogen becomes annually available, and is taken 
up by the growing crops. And it is so with the other cleme ts of 
plant-food. Stirring the soil, then, is the basis of agriculture. It 
has been said that we must return to the soil as much plant-food 
as we take from it. If this were true, nothing could be sold from 
the farm. What we should aim to do, is to develop as much as 
possible of the plant-food that lies latent in the soil, and not to sell 
in the form of crops, cheese, wool, or animals, any more of this 
plant-food than we annually develop from the soil. In this way 
the “condition” of the soil would remain the same. If we sell 
less than we develop, the condition of the soil will improve. 

By “condition,” I mean the amount of available plant-food in the 
soil. Nearly all our farms are poorer in plant-food to-day than 
when first cleared of the original forest, or than they were ten, 
fifteen, or twenty years later. In other words, the plants and 
animals that have been sold from the farm, have carried off a con- 

siderable amount of plant-food. We have taken far more nitro- 

gen, phosphoric acid, potash, etc., out of the soil, than we have 

returned to it in the shape of manure. Consequently, the soil must 
contain less and less of plant-food every year. And yet, while this 
is a self-evident fact, it is, nevertheless, true that many of these 
self-same farms are more productive now than when first cleared, 
or at any rate more productive than they were twenty-five or thirty 
years ago. 
Sometime ago, the Deacon and I visited the farm of Mr. Dewey, 

of Monroe Co.,N. Y. He isagood farmer. He does not practice 
“high farming” in the sense in which I use that term. Hisisa 
good example of what I term slow farming. He raises large crops, 
but comparatively few of them. On his farm of 300 acres, he 
raises 40 acres of wheat, 17 acres of Indian corn, and 23 acres of 
oats, barley, potatoes, roots, etc. In other words, he has 80 acres 

in crops, and 220 acres in grass—not permanent grass. He lets it 
lie in grass five, six, seven, or eight years, as he deems best, and 
then breaks it up, and plants it to corn. The land he intends to 
plant to corn next year, has been in grass for seven years. He 

will put pretty much all his manure on this land. After corn, it 
will be sown to oats, or barley; then sown to wheat, and seeded 
down again. It will then lie in grass three, four, five, six, or seven 
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- years, until he needs it again for corn, etc. This is “slow farm- 
ing,” but it is also good farming—that is to say, it gives large 

yields per acre, and a good return for the labor expended. 
The soil of this farm is richer to-day in available plant-food than 

when first cleared. It produces larger crops per acre. 
Mr. D. called our attention to a fact that establishes this point. 

An old fence that had occupied the ground for many years was 
removed some years since, and the two fields thrown into one, 

fivery time this field is in crops, it is easy to see where the old 
fence was, by the short straw and poor growth on this strip, as 

compared with the land on each side which had been cultivated 
for years. 

This is precisely the result that I should have expected. If Mr. 
D. was a poor farmer—if he cropped his land frequently, did not 
more than half-cultivate it, sold everything he raised, and drew 
back no manure—I think the old fence-strip would have given the 
best crops. 

The strip of land on which the old fence stood in Mr. Dewey’s 
field, contained more plant-food than the soil on either side of it. 
But it was not available. It was not developed. It was latent, 
inert, insoluble, crude, and undecomposed. It was so much dead 
capital. The land on either side which had been cultivated for 
years, produced better crops. Why? Simply because the stirring 
of the soil had developed more plant-food than had been removed 
by the crops. If the stirring of the soil developed 100 lbs. of plant- 
food a year, and only 75 Ibs. were carried off in the crops—25 Ibs. 
being left on the land in the form of roots, stubble, etc.—the land, 
at the expiration of 40 years, would contain, provided none of it 
was lost, 1,000 lbs. more available plant-food than the uncultivated 
strip. On the other hand, the latter would contain 3,000 lbs. more 
actual plant-food per acre than the land which had been cultivated 
—but it is in an unavailable condition. It is dead capital. 

I do not know that I make myself understood, though I would 
like to do sc, because I am sure there is no point in scientific farm- 
ing of greater importance. Mr. Geddes calls grass the “ pivotal 

crop” of American agriculture. He deserves our thanks for the 
word and the idea connected with it. But I am inclined to think 
the pivot on which our agriculture stands and rotates, lies deeper 

than this. The grass crop creates nothing—developes nothing. 

The untilled and unmanured grass lands of Herkimer’ County, in 
this State, are no richer to-day than they were 50 years ago. The 
pastures of Cheshire, England, except those that have been top- 
dressed with bones, or other manures, are no more productive than 
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they were centuries back. Grass alone will not make rich land. 
It is a good “savings bank.” It gathers up and saves plant-food 
from running to waste. It pays a good interest, and is a capital 
institution. But the real source of fertility must be looked for in 
the stores of plant-food lying dormant in the soil. ‘Tillage, under- 
draining, and thorough cultivation, are the means by which we 
develop and render this plant-food available. Grass, clover, peas, 
or any other crop consumed on the farm, merely affords us the 
means of saving this plant-food and making it pay a good interest. 

CHAPTER xX. 

HOW TO MAKE MANURE. 

If we have the necessary materials, it is not a difficult matter to 
make manure; in fact, the manure will make itself. We some- 
times need to hasten the process, and to see that none of the. fer- 
tilizing matter runs to waste. This is about all that we can do. 
We cannot create an atom of plant-food. It is ready formed to 
our hands; but we must know where to look for it, and how to 
get it in the easiest, cheapest, and best way, and how to save and 
use it. The science of manure-making is a profound study. It is 
intimately connected with nearly every branch of agriculture. 

If weeds grow and decay on the land, they make manure. If 
we grow acrop of buckwheat, or spurry, or mustard, or rape, or 
clover, and mow it, and let it lie on the land, it makes manure; or 

if we plow it under, it forms manure; or if, after it is mown, we 

rake up the green crop, and put it into a heap, it will ferment, 
heat will be produced by the slow combustion of a portion of the 

carbonaceous and nitrogenous matter, and the result will be a mass 
of material, which we should all recognize as “manure.” If, in- 
stead of putting the crop into a heap and letting it ferment, we 
feed it to animals, the digestible carbonaceous and nitrogenous 
matter will be consumed to produce animal heat and to sustain 

the vital functions, and the refuse, or the solid and liquid drop- . 

pings of the animals, will be manure. 
If the crop rots on the ground, nothing is added to it. If it fer- 

ments, and gives out heat, in a heap, nothing is added to it. If it 
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is passed through an animal, and produces heat, nothing is added 
to it. 

I have heard people say a farmer could not make manure unless 
he kept animals. We might with as much truth say a farmer 

cannot make ashes unless he keeps stoves; and it would be just 

as sensible to take a lot of stoves into the woods to make ashes, as 

it is to keep a lot of animals merely to make manure. You can 

make the ashes by throwing the wood into a pile, and burning it; 

and you can make the manure by throwing the material out of 

which the manure is to be made into a pile, and letting it ferment. 

On a farm where neither food nor manure of any kind is pur- 
chased, the only way to make manure is to get it out of the land. 

“ From the land and from the atmosphere,” remarked the Doc- 

tor. “ Plants get a large portion of the material of which they are 

composed from the atmosphere.” 
“Yes,” I replied, “ but it is principally carbonaceous matter, 

which is of little or no value as manure. A small amount of am- 

monia and nitric acid are also brought to the soil by rains and 
dews, and a freshly-stirred soil may also sometimes absorb more 

or less ammonia from the atmosphere; but while this is true, so 

far as making manure is concerned, we must look to the plant- 
food existing in the soil itself. 

“Take such a farm as Mr. Dewey’s, that we have already 
referred to. No manure or food has been purchased ; or at any 

rate, not one-tenth as much as has been sold, and yet the farm is 

more productive to-day than when it was first cleared of the forest. 
He has developed the manure from the stores of latent plant-food 
previously existing in the soil: and this is the way farmers gen- 
erally make manure.” 
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THE VALUE OF MANURE DEPENDS ON THE FOOD— 

NOT ON THE ANIMAL. 

“Tf” said I, “you should put a ton of cut straw in a heap, wet it, 
and let it rot down into manure; and should place in another heap 
a ton of cut corn-fodder, and in another heap a ton of cut clover- 

hay, wet them, and let them also rot down into manure; and in 

another heap a ton of pulped-turnips, and in another heap a ton 

of corn-meal, and in another heap a ton of bran, and in another a 

ton of malt-sprouts, and let them be mixed with water, and so 

treated that they will ferment without loss of ammonia or other 

valuable plant-food, I think no one will say that all these different 

heaps of manure will have the same value. And if not, why not?” 

“ Because,” said Charley, “the ton of straw does not contain as 

much valuable plant-food as the ton of corn-fodder, nor the ton of 

corn-fodder as much as the ton of clover-hay.” 
“ Now then,” said I, “instead of putting a ton of straw in one 

heap to rot, and a ton of corn-fodder in another heap, and a ton of 
clover in another heap, we feed the ton of straw to a cow, and the 
ton of corn-fodder to another cow, and the ton of clover to another 

cow, and save ail the solid and liquid excrements, will the manure 
made from the ton of straw be worth as much as the manure made 

from the ton of corn-fodder or clover-hay ?” 
“No,” said Charley.—“ Certainly not,” said the Doctor.—“ I am 

not so sure about it,” said the Deacon ; “I think you will get more 
manure from the corn-fodder than from the straw or clover-hay.” 

“ We are not talking about bulk,” said the Doctor, “ but value.” 
‘“‘ Suppose, Deacon,” said he, “ you were to shut up a lot of your 
Brahma hens, and feed them a ton of corn-meal, and should also 
feed a ton of corn-meal made into slops to a lot of pigs, and should 
save all the liquid and solid excrements from the pigs, and all the 

manure from the hens, which would be worth the most ?”—“ The 

hen-manure, of course,” said the Deacon, who has great faith in 

this kind of “ guano,” as he calls it. 
“ And yet,” said the Doctor, “ you would probably not get more 

than half a ton of manure from the hens, while the liquid and 
solid excrements from the pigs, if the corn-meal was made into a 

thin slop, would weigh two or three tons.” 
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“* More, too,” said the Deacon, “ the way you feed your store 
pigs.” 

“Very well; and yet you say that the half ton of hen-manure 
made from a ton of corn is worth more than the two or three tons 

of pig-manure made from aton of corn. You do not seem to 
think, after all, that mere bulk or weight adds anything to the 
value of the manure. Why then should you say that the manure 
from a ton of corn-fodder is worth more than from a ton of straw, 
because it is more bulky ?” 

“You, yourself,” said the Deacon, “also say the manure from 

the ton of corn-fodder is worth more than from the ton of 
straw.” —‘‘ True,” said I “but not because it is more bulky. It is 
worth more because the ton of corn-fodder contains a greater 

quantity of valuable plant-food than the ton of straw. The clover 
is still richer in this valuable plant-food, and the manure is much 

more valuable ; in fact, the manure from the ton of clover is worth 

as much as the manure from the ton of straw and the ton of corn- 
fodder together.” 

“T would like to see you prove that,” said the Deacon, “for if 
it is true, I will sell no more clover-hay. I can’t get as much for 
clover-hay in the market as I can for rye-straw.” 

“T will not attempt to prove it at present,” said the Doctor; 

“but the evidence is so strong and so conclusive that no rational 
man, who will study the subject, can fail to be thoroughly con- 
vinced of its truth.” 
“The value of manure,” said I, “‘ does not depend on the quan- 

tity of water which it contains, or on the quantity of sand, or 
silica, or on the amount of woody fibre or carbonaceous matter. 
These things add little or nothing to its fertilizing value, except in 
rare cases; and the sulphuric acid and lime are worth no more 

than the same quantity of sulphate of lime or gypsum, and the 

chlorine and soda are probably worth no more than so much com- 
mon salt. The real chemical value of the manure, other things 
being equal, is in proportion to the nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and 
potash, that the manure contains, 
“And the quantity of nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash 

found in the manure is determined, other things being equal, by 

the quantity of the nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash contained 
in the food consumed by the animals making the manure.” 
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FOODS WHICH MAKE RICH MANURE. 

The amount of nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, contained 
in different foods, has been accurately determined by many able 

and reliable chemists. 
The following table was prepared by Dr. J. B. Lawes, of Roth- 

amsted, England, and was first published in this country in the 
“Genesee Farmer,” for May, 1860. Since then, it has been re- 
peatedly published in nearly all the leading agricultural journals 
of the world, and has given rise to much discussion. The follow- 
ing is the table, with some recent additions: 
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26. Mangel-wurzel.......... 12.5 1.00 0.09 0.25 0.25 US ys 
27. Swedish turnips......... 11.0 .68 0.13 0.18 0.22 91 
28. Common turnips........ 8.0 .68 0.11 0.29 0.18 86 
AG MPOTLOGNs cee kee hee 24.0 1.00 0.32 0.48 0.35 1.50 
302 @Rrrotse i asck vo ve wes 13.5 .70 0.13 0.23 0.20 .80 
Bl. SPACRIDD 4. war sioniss's 5 hous 15.0 1.00 0.42 0.36 0.22 1.14 

* The manure from a ton of undecorticated cotton-seed cake is worth $15.74; 
that from a ton of cottun-seed, after being ground and sifted, is worth $13.25. 
The grinding and sifting, in Mr. Lawes’ experiments, removed about 8 percent 
of husk and cotton. Cotton-seed, so treated, proved to be a very rich and 
economical food. + Middlings, Canielle. ¢ Shipstuff. 
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Of all vegetable substances used for food, it will be seen that 
decorticated cotton-seed cake is the richest in nitrogen, phos- 
phoric acid, and potash, and consequently makes the richest and 

most valuable manure. According to Mr. Lawes’ estimate, the 
manure from a ton of decorticated cotton-seed cake is worth $27.86 
in gold. 

Rape-cake comes next. Twenty-five to thirty years ago, rape- 
cake, ground as fine as corn-meal, was used quite extensively on 
many of the light-land farms of England as a manure for turnips, 
and not unfrequently as a manure for wheat. Mr. Lawes used it 

for many years in his experiments on turnips and on wheat. 
Of late years, however, it has been fed to sheep and cattle. In 

other words, it has been used, not as formerly, for manure alone, 

but for food first, and manure afterwards. The oil and other car- 

bonaceous matter which the cake contains is of little value for 

manure, while it is of great value as food. The animals take out 
this carbonaceous matter, and leave nearly all the nitrogen, phos- 

phoric acid, and potash in the manure. Farmers who had found 
it profitable to use on wheat and turnips for manure alone, found 
it still more profitable to use it first for food, and then for manure 
afterwards. Mr. Lawes, it will be seen, estimates the manure pro- 
duced from the consumption of a ton of rape-cake at $21.01. 

Linseed-oil cake comes next. Pure linseed-cake is exceedingly 
valuable, both for food and manure. It is a favorite food with 
all cattle and sheep breeders and feeders. It has a wonderful 
effect in improving the appearance of cattle and sheep. An Eng- 
lish farmer thinks he cannot get along without ‘‘cake” for his 
calves, lambs, cattle, and sheep. In this country, it is not so ex- 

tensively used, except by the breeders of improved stock. It is so 
popular in England that the price is fully up to its intrinsic value, _ 

and not unfrequently other foods, in proportion to the nutritive 
and manurial value, can be bought cheaper. This fact shows the 
value of a good reputation. Linseed-cake, however, is often adul- 

terated, and farmers need to be cautious who they deal with. 
When pure, it will be seen that the manure made by the consump- 

tion of a ton of linseed-cake is worth $19.72. 

Malt-dust stands next on the list. This article is known by dif- 
ferent names. In England, it is often called “ malt-combs ;” here 
it is known as “ malt-sprouts,” or “ malt-roots.” In making barley 
into malt, the barley is soaked in water, and afterwards kept in a 
warm room until it germinates, and throws out sprouts and roots. 

Tt is then dried, and before the malt is used, these dried sprouts 

and roots are sifted out, and are sold for cattle-food. They weigh 
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from 22 to 25 lbs. per bushel of 40 quarts. They are frequently 
mixed at the breweries with the “ grains,” and are sold to milkmen 
at the same price—-from 12 to 15 cents per bushel. Where their 

value is not known, they can, doubtless, be sometimes obtained at 
a mere nominal price. Milkmen, I believe, prefer the “ grains” to 
the malt-dust. The latter, however, is a good food for sheep. It 
has one advantage over brewer’s “ grains.” The latter contain 76 
per cent of water, while the malt-dust contains only 6 per cent of 

water. We can afford, therefore, to transport malt-dust to a 

greater distance than the grains. We do not want to carry water 
many miles. There is another advantage: brewer’s grains soon 
ferment, and become sour; while the malt-dust, being dry, will 

keep for any length of time. It will be seen that Mr. Lawes esti- 
mates the value of the manure left from the consumption of a ton 
of malt-dust at $18.21. 

Tares or vetches, lentils, linseed or flaxseed, beans, wheat, bran, 
middlings, fine mill-feed, undecorticated cotton-seed cake, peas, 

and cotton-seed, stand next on the list. The value of these for 

manure ranging from $13.25 to $16.75 per ton. 

Then comes Clover-hay. Mr. Lawes estimates the value of the 
manure from the consumption of a ton of clover-hay at $9.64. 
This is from early cut clover-hay. 
When clover is allowed to grow until it is nearly out of flower, 

the hay would not contain so much nitrogen, and would not be 
worth quite so much per ton for manure. When mixed with 
timothy or other grasses, or with weeds, it would not be so valu- 
able. The above estimate is for the average quality of good pure 
English clover-hay. Our best farmers raise clover equally as 
good; but I have seen much clover-hay that certainly would not 
come up to this standard. Still, even our common clover-hay 

makes rich manure. In Wolfl’s Table, given in the appendix, it 
will be seen that clover-hay contains only 1.97 per cent of nitro- 
gen and 5.7 per cent of ash. Mr. Lawes’ clover contains more 
nitrogen and ash. ‘This means richer land and a less mature con- 

dition of the crop. 
The cereal grains, wheat, barley, oats,and Indian corn, stand 

next on the list, being worth from $6.32 to $7.70 per ton for 
manure. 

“‘ Meadow-hay,” which in the table is estimated as worth $6.43 
per ton for manure, is the hay from permanent meadows. It is a 

quite different article from the “ English Meadow-hay” of New 
England. It is, in fact, the perfection of hay. The meadows are fre- 
quently top-dressed with composted manure or artificial fertilizers, 
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and the hay is composed of a number of the best grasses, cut early 
and carefully cured. It will be noticed, however, that even this 
choice meadow-hay is not as valuable for manure as clover-hay. 

English bean-straw is estimated as worth $3.87 per ton for 
manure. The English “ horse bean,’ which is the kind here 

alluded to, has a very stiff, coarse long straw, and looks as though 
it was much inferior as fodder, to the straw of our ordinary white 
beans. See Wolff’s table in the appendix. 

Pea-straw is estimated at $3.74 per ton. When the peas are not al- 

lowed to grow until dead ripe, and when the straw is carefully cured, 
it makes capital food for sheep. Taking the grain and straw 

together, it will be seen that peas are an unusually valuable crop to 

grow for the purpose of making rich manure. 

The straw of oats, wheat, and barley, is worth from $2.25 to $2.90 

per ton. Barley straw being the poorest for manure, and oat straw 
the richest. 

Potatoes are worth $1.50 per ton, or nearly 5 cents a bushel for 

manure. 

The manurial value of roots varies from 80 cents a ton for 

carrots, to $1.07 for mangel-wurzel, and $1.14 for parsnips. 

I am very anxious that there should be no misapprehension as 
to the meaning of these figures. I am sure they are well worth 
the careful study of every intelligent farmer. Mr. Lawes has been 
engaged in making experiments for over thirty years. There is no 
man more competent to speak with authority on such a subject. 

The figures showing the money value of the manure made from 
the different foods, are based on the amount of nitrogen, phos- 

phoric acid, and potash, which they contain. Mr. Lawes has been 

buying and using artificial manures for many years, and is quite 
competent to form a correct conclusion as to the cheapest sources 

of obtaining nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash. He has cer- 

tainly not overestimated their cost. They can not be bought at 
lower rates, either in England or America. But of course it does 
not follow from this that these manures are worth to the farmer 

the price charged for them; that is a matter depending on many 

conditions. All that can be said is, that if you are going to buy 

commercial manures, you will have to pay at least as much for the 

nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, as the price fixed upon by 
Mr. Lawes. And you should recollect that there are other in- 
gredients in the manure obtained from the food of animals, which 
are not estimated as of any value in the table. For instance, there 
is a large amount of carbonaceous matter in the manure of animals, 
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which, for some crops, is not without value, but which is not here 

taken into account. 
Viewed from a farmer’s stand-point, the table of money values 

must be taken only in a comparative sense. It is not claimed that 
the manure from a ton of wheat-straw is worth $2.68. This may, 
or may not, be the case. But ¢f the manure from a ton of wheat- 
straw is worth $2.68, then the manure from a ton of pea-straw is 

worth $3.74, and the manure from a ton of corn-meal is worth 

$6.65, and the manure from a ton of clover-hay is worth $9.64, 
and the manure from a ton of wheat-bran is worth $14.59. Jf the 

manure from a ton of corn meal is not worth $6.65, then the 

manure from a ton of bran is not worth $14.59. If the manure 

from the ton of corn is worth mere than $6.65, then the manure 

from a ton of bran is worth more than $14.59. There need be no 

doubt on this point. 
Settle in your own mind what the manure from a ton of any one 

of the foods mentioned is worth on your farm, and you can easily 
calculate what the manure is worth from all the others. If you 
say that the manure from a ton of wheat-straw is worth $1.34, then 

the manure from a ton of Indian corn is worth $3.33, and the 

manure from a ton of bran is worth $7.30, and the manure from a 

ton of clover-hay is worth $4.82. 
In this section, however, few good farmers are willing to sell 

straw, though they can get from $8.00 to $10.00 per ton for it. 
They think it must be consumed on the farm, or used for bedding, 
or their land will run down. I do not say they are wrong, but I 
do say, that if a ton of straw is worth $2.68 for manure alone, then 
a ton of clover-hay is worth $9.64 for manure alone. This may 
be accepted as a general truth, and one which a farmer can act 
upon. And so, too, in regard to the value of corn-meal, bran, and 

all the other articles given in the table. 

There is another point of great importance which should be men- 
tioned in this connection. The nitrogen in the better class of 
foods is worth more for manure than the nitrogen in straw, corn- 
stalks, and other coarse fodder. Nearly all the nitrogen in grain, 
and other rich foods, is digested by the animals, and is voided in 
solution in the urine. In other words, the nitrogen in the manure 
is in an active and available condition. On the other hand, only 
about half the nitrogen in the coarse fodders and straw is digesti- 
ble. The other half passes off in a crude and comparatively un- 
available condition, in the solid excrement. In estimating the value 

of the manure from a ton of food, these facts should be remembered. 

3 
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I have said that if the manure from a ton of straw is worth $2.68, 
the manure from a ton of corn is worth $6.65; but I will not reverse 

the proposition, and say that if the manure from a ton of corn is 

worth $6.65, the manure from a ton of straw is worth $2.68, The 

manure from the grain is nearly all in an available condition, while 
that from the straw is not. A pound of nitrogen in rich manure 
is worth more than a pound of nitrogen in poor manure. This is 
another reason why we should try to make rich manure. 

CoE oe a ate ll, 

HORSE MANURE AND FARM-YARD MANURE. 

The manure from horses is generally considered richer and better 

than that from cows. This is not always the case, though it is 
probably so as arule. There are three principal reasons for this. 

1st. The horse is usually fed more grain and hay than the cow. 
In other words, the food of the horse is usually richer in the val- 
uable elements of plant-food than the ordinary food of the cow. 
2d. The milk of the cow abstracts considerable nitrogen, phos- 
phoric acid, etc., from the food, and to this extent there is less of 
these valuable substances in the excrements. 3d. The excrements 

of the cow contain much more water than those of the horse. And 

consequently a ton of cow-dung, other things being equal, would 

not contain as much actual manure as a ton of horse-dung. 
Boussingauit, who is eminently trustworthy, gives us the follow- 

ing interesting facts : 
A horse consumed in 24 hours, 20 lbs. of hay, 6 lbs. of oats, and 

43 lbs. of water, and voided during the same period, 8 lbs. 7 ozs. 
of urine, and 88 lbs. 2 ozs. of solid excrements. 

The solid excrements contained 234 Ibs. of water, and the urine 

2 lbs. 6 ozs. of water. 
According to this, a horse, eating 20 Ibs. of hay, and 6 Ibs. of oats, 

per day, voids in a year nearly seven tons of solid excrements, and 

1,255 Ibs. of urine. 
It would seem that there must have been some ieee in col- 

lecting the urine, or what was probably the case, that some of it 

must have been absorbed by the dung; for 34 pints of urine per 

day is certainly much less than is usually voided by a horse. 
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Stockard gives the amount of urine voided by a horse ina year 
at 3,000 lbs. ; a cow, 8,000 lbs.; sheep, 380 lbs.; pig, 1,200 lbs. 

Dr. Velcker, at the Royal Agricultural College, at Cirencester, 
England, made some valuable investigations in regard to the com- 
position of farm-yard manure, and the changes which take place 
during fermentation. 

The manure was composed of horse, cow, and pig-dung, mixed 

with the straw used for bedding in the stalls, pig-pens, sheds, etc. 

On the 3d of November, 1854, a sample of what Dr. Veelcker 

calls “ Fresh Long Dung,” was taken from the “manure-pit” for 
analysis. It had lain in the pit or heap about 14 days. 

The following is the result of the analysis: 

FRESH FARM-YARD MANURE. 

HALF A TON, OR 1,000 LBs. 

BV aeeO e ss Aiok costes wilds eee ae. 3 eh 661.7 Ibs. 
OR ANIG IRIERE Ss 2 ssi or sniso ware 9.cle aieieled ooh jas’ whe 282.4 * 
Ash eree@eoeoeeeoe ee ee ee eevee esee @eenweeseeseteeeeeeene 55.9 «e 

1,000.0 lbs. 
NULTOPON, we <0 a0: éeumrimiay waleuiblewotala res cans 6.43 ** 

“ Before you go any farther,” said the Deacon, “let me under- 
stand what these figures mean ? Do you mean that a ton of 

manure contains only 12% lbs. of nitrogen, and 111 Ibs. of ash, and 
that all the rest is carbonaceous matter and water, of little or no 
value ” ?—‘‘ That is it precisely, Deacon,” said I, “and further- 

more, a large part of the ash has very little fertilizing value, as 
will be seen from the following: 

DETAILED COMPOSITION OF THE ASH OF FRESH BARN-YARD MANURE. 

Mlapion mined: SCs se tic tt op Pate ee ane eeeloaet 21.59 
Insoluble silicious matter (sand)........ Steen ae 10.04 
PHOsplAte. OL MC cows sais cies Dd asewsices neawaiee 5.35 
Oxide of iron, alumina, with phosphate............ 8.47 
Containing phospheric acid... 2.60: sccccececes 3.18 
MG is nate ON as, OE Stes Bere ote we awead oe ee 21.31 
BEAR PN hier son oe. nie eal he aicds a aw the dre <a 2.76 
ESM a olen ct oaicn ts we var efee woes waleunein fctoe code, wa 12.04 
BOO occ sd sire Pah swede e oe Shek EUGe ootlnn ole e's 1.30 
Chloride of sod’. oi oe fea ta vd Seteduleeae’ vss) O54 
POM UMPCs BEM ae ialas Woes teas tices ios om ak ek cane 1.49 
Carbonic acid and loss..... rein ey Ee ee 15.11 

100.00 

Nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, are the most valuable in- 
gredients in manure. It will be seen that a ton of fresh barn-yard 
manure, of probably good average quality, contains: 

UO As ach enteiiels voce aid iastbies oa <isaawesesinas 12% Ibs. 
POMNOEIC APU Var. aaucina iis ie Vance awnsinchoee 62 ‘* 
eae tiieeciads Giduicse: 404% at aed tek cisee'k 6 133 “ 
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I do not say that these are the only ingredients of any value in 
a ton of manure. Nearly all the other ingredients are indispen- 

sable to the growth of plants, and if we should use manures con- 
taining nothing but nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, the 

time would come when the crops would fail, from lack of a 

sufficient quantity of, perhaps, magnesia, or lime, sulphuric acid, or 

soluble silica, or iron. But it is not necessary to make provision 

for such a contingency. It. would be a very exceptional case. 
Farmers who depend mainly on barn-yard manure, or on plowing 
under green crops for keeping up the fertility of the land, may 

safely calculate that the value of the manure is in proportion to 

the amount of nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, it contains. 

We draw out a ton of fresh manure and spread it on the land, 
therefore, in order to furnish the growing crops with 123 lbs. of 

nitrogen, 64 lbs. of phosphoric acid, and 13} lbs. of potash. 
Less than 33 lbs. in all ! 
We cannot dispense with farm-yard manure. We can seldom 

buy nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, as cheaply as we can 
get them in home-made manures. But we should clearly under- 
stand the fact that we draw out 2,000 lbs. of matter in order to 

get 33 lbs. of these fertilizing ingredients. We should try to 
make richer manure. A ton of manure containing 60 lbs. of 
nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, costs no more to draw out 

and spread, than a ton containing only 30 lbs., and it would be 
worth nearly or quite double the money. 
How to make richer manure we will not discuss at this time. It 

is a.question of food. But it is worth while to enquire if we can 
not take such manure as we have, and reduce its weight and bulk 
without losing any of its nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash. 

CEL? ANSP OT SEs oye Seales 

FERMENTING MANURE. 

Dr. Velcker placed 2,838 lbs. of fresh mixed manure in a heap 
Noy. 3, 1854, and the next spring, April 30, it weighed 2,026 lbs., 
a shrinkage in weight of 28.6 per cent. In other words 100 tons 

of such manure would be reduced to less than 714 tons. 

The heap was weighed again, August 23d, and contained 1,994 
Ibs. It was again weighed Nov. 15, and contained 1,974 lbs. 



FERMENTING MANURE. 53 

The following table shows the composition of the heap when 
first put up, and also at the three subsequent periods: 

TABLE SHOWING COMPOSITION OF THE WHOLE HEAP ; FRESH FARM-YARD MANURE 
(NO. I.) EXPOSED—EXPRESSED IN LBS. 

= eee eee ee 

qu . en RN April 30.) Aug. 23, | Nov. 15, 
3, 1854. 1855. 1855. 1855. 

Weight of manure in Ibs..... . ....| 2,888 2,026 1,994 1,974 

Amt. of water in the manure........ 1,877.9 1,336.1 1,505.3 1,466 5 
Amt. of dry matter in the manure.... 960.1 689.9 488.7 507.5 

Consisting of— 
Soluble organic matter............ 40.38 86.51 58.83 54.04 
Soluble mineral matter..... ...... 43.71 57.88 39.16 36.89 
Insoluble organic matter..... ae er (31.07 389.%4 243.22 214.92 
Insoluble mineral matter.......... ( 114.94 15 CC 147.49 201.65 

960.1 | 6999 | 4837 | 507.5 
Containine nitroven...... 0.2.2. 3.35 4,22 6.07 3.76 38.65 
gia) 10, AMMONIA. 6.52. s-ssneoe- = 5.12 7.37 4.56 4.36 
Containine Mitroven’. 3.0%. 5.0.00 o06 14.01 12.07 9.38 9.38 
Hqual tO AMMONIA 2.5... <,.:., ci0.<50<150% 0 17.02 14.65 11.40 11.39 

Total amount of nitrogen in manure. 18.23 18.14 13.14 13.03 
Higqual toammonia........ seca.es «: 22.14 22.02 15.96 15.75 

The manure contains ammonia in 
EECCIRUALC crate ei ag etree Ae oui aeete .96 to .20 Al 

The manure contains ammonia in 
form of salts, easily decomposed by 
RHO CISIIMIEN sto. cey te cieaeiems «os oe 2.49 inal 5 .80 

Total amount of organic matters... 801.45 476.25 802.05 268.96 
Total amount of mineral matters... 158.15 213.65 186.65 238.54 

“Tt will be remarked,” says Dr. Veelcker, “ that in the first ex- 

perimental period, the fermentation of the dung, as might have 

been expected, proceeded most rapidly, but that, notwithstanding, 
very little nitrogen was dissipated in the form of volatile ammonia ; 
and that on the whole, the joss which the manure sustained was 

inconsiderable when compared with the enormous waste to which 
it was subject in the subsequent warmer and more rainy seasons of 
the year. Thus we find at the end of April very nearly the same 
amount of nitrogen which is contained in the fresh; whereas, at 

the end of August, 27.9 per cent of the total nitrogen, or nearly 
one-third of the nitrogen in the manure, has been wasted in one 
way or the other. 

“Tt is worthy of observation,” continues Dr. Veelcker, “ that, 
during a well-regulated fermentation of dung, the loss in 
intrinsically valuable constituents is inconsiderable, and that in 
such a preparatory process the efficacy of the manure becomes greatly 

enhanced. For certain purposes fresh dung can never take the 
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place of well-rotted dung. * * The farmer will, therefore, al- 
ways be compelled to submit a portion of home-made dung to 

fermentation, and will find satisfaction in knowing that this pro- 
cess, when well regulated, is not attended with any serious de- 
preciation of the value of the manure. In the foregoing analyses 
he will find the direct proof that as long as heavy showers of rain 
are excluded from manure-heaps, or the manure is kept in water- 

proof pits, the most valuable fertilizing matters are preserved.” 

This experiment of Dr. Voelcker proves conclusively that manure 
can be kept in a rapid state of fermentation for six months during 

winter, with little loss of nitrogen or other fertilizing matter. 
During fermentation a portion of the insoluble matter of the 

dung becomes soluble, and if the manure is then kept in a heap 
exposed to rain, there is a great loss of fertilizing matter. This is 
precisely what we should expect. We ferment manure to make it 

more readily available as plant-food, and when we have attained 

our object, the manure should be applied to the land. We keep 

winter apples in the cellar until they get ripe. As soon as they are 
ripe, they should be eaten, or they will rapidly decay. Thisis well 
understood. And it should be equally well known that manure, 
after it has been fermenting in a heap for six months, cannot safely 

be kept for another six months exposed to the weather. 

The following table shows the composition of 100 Ibs. of the 
farm-yard manure, at different periods of the year : 

COMPOSITION OF 100 LBS. OF FRESH FARM-YARD MANURE (NO. I.) EXPOSED IN 

NATURAL STATE, AT DIFFERENT PERIODS OF THE YEAR. 

Ve Feb. 14,| Apr. 30,| Aug. 28, Nov. 15, 
3. 1854 1855. 1855. 1855. 1855. 

IVA eT Satin oa aibese mens sruptcire ts he oi tects 66.1% 69.83 65.95 5.49 | 4.29 
Soluble organic matter............ 2.48 3.86 4,2% 2.95 2.74 
Soluble inorganic matter... ...... 1.54 2.9% 2.86 1.9% | 1.8% 
Insoluble organic matter.........- 25.76 | 18.44] 19.23] 12.20] 10.89 
Insoluble mineral matter.......... 4.05 4.90 4.69 4.39 (ie 10.21 

100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 
Containing nitrogen....... Py mete .149 OY 80 19 18 
Bigual to ammonia... Soc sens cscs 181 32 36 23 21 
Containing nitrogen............... -494 4% -59 4% AG 
Equal to RNINGWIN 24 cee Sse, be kee 099 -bT {at 62 5% 
Total amount of nitrogen.......... .643 14 .89 .66 .65 
Equal to ammonia................. 780 89 1.07 85 8 
Ammonia in a free state........... .034 .019 .008 .010 .006 
Ammonia in form of salts easily de- 
composed by quicklime.......... .088 .064 .085 .038 .041 

Total amt. of organic matter...... 28.24 29.30 23.50 15.15 13.63 
Total amt. of mineral substances... 5.59 4.87 10.55 9.36 12.08 

It will be seen that two-thirds of the fresh manure is water. 

After fermenting in an exposed heap for six months, it still con- 
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tains about the same percentage of water. When kept in the heap 

until August, the percentage of water is much greater. Of four 

tons of such manure, three tons are water. 

Of Nitrogen, the most valuable ingredient of the manure, the 

fresh dung, contained 0.64 per cent ; after fermenting six months, it 

contained 0.89 per cent. Six months later, it contained 0.65 per 

cent, or about the same amount as the fresh manure. * 

Of mineral matter, or ash, this fresh farm-yard manure con- 

tained 5.59 per cent; of which 1.54 was soluble in water, and 4.05 

insoluble. After fermenting in the heap for six months, the ma- 

nure contained 10.55 per cent of ash, of which 2.86 was soluble, 

and 7.69 insoluble. Six months later, the soluble ash had de- 

creased to 1.97 per cent. 

The following table shows the composition of the manure, at 

different periods, in the dry state. In other words, supposing all 

the water to be removed from the manure, its composition would 

be as follows: 

COMPOSITION OF FRESH FARM- YARD MANURE (NO. I.) EXPOSED, CALCULATED DRY. 

When put| Feb. | April Aug. Nov.’ 
up, Nov.) 14, 30, 23, 1b: 
3, 1854. | 1855. | 1855. | 1855. | 1855. 

———— TE ie - —-—=— 

Soluble organic matter........... aera 7.33 | 12.79 | 12.54 | 12.04 | 10.65 

Soluble inorganic matter............... 4,55 9.84| 8.39 | 8.03 | %.27 

Insoluble organic matter. ............6- 6.15 | 61.12 | 56.49 | 49.77 | 42.35 

Insoluble mineral matter....... bd emteiohe 11.97 | 16.25 | 22.58 | 30.16 | 39.73 

100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 | 100.00 

Containing nitrogeN............seeee-- 44 91 .88 ite 12 

Equal to ammonia....... ...+--+++---: 53 1.10 1.06 93 .88 

Containing nitrogen...........2eeeeee 1.46 | 1.55 1.75 1.92.) 1.85 

Equal to ammonia..............--.-++++ ay ir 1.88 | .2.12 2.33 | 2.24 

Total amount of nitrogen.............. 1.90 2.46 | 2.63 2.69 | 2.57 

Equal to ammonia..............-++-+++ 2.30 2.98 | 3.18 3.26 3.12 

ATmmOniAiN [reeistale.. so... sce. rce « .10 062 .023 041 .023 

Ammonia in form of salts easily decom- 
posed by quicklime..............-..:. 26 212 .249 154 159 

Total amount of organic matter....... 83.48 | 73.91 | 69.03 | 61.81 | 53.00 

Total amount of mineral substances ..| 16.52 | 26.09 | 30.97 | 38.19 | 47.00 

“ A comparison of these different analyses,” says Dr. Veelcker, 
“ noints out clearly the changes which fresh farm-yard manure un- 
dergoes on keeping in a heap, exposed to the influence of the 
weather during a period of twelve months and twelve days. 

“1, It will be perceived that the proportion of organic matter 
steadily diminishes from month to month, until the original per- 
centage of organic matter in the dry manure, amounting to 83.48 

per cent, becomes reduced to 53 per cent. 

“2 On the other hand, the total percentage of mineral matter 

tises as steadily as that of the organic matter falls. 
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‘© 3. It will be seen that the loss in organic matter affects the 
percentage of insoluble organic matters more than the percentage 

of soluble organic substances. 

‘‘4. The percentage of soluble organic matters, indeed, increased 

considerably during the first experimental period ; it rose, namely, 

from 7.33 per cent to 12.79 percent. Examined again on the 30th 
of April, very nearly the same percentage of soluble organic matter, 
as on February the 14th, was found. The August analysis shows 
but a slight decrease in the percentage of soluble organic matters, 
while there is a decrease of 2 per cent of soluble organic matters 
when the November analysis is compared with the February an- 

alysis. 

“5. The soluble mineral matters in this manure rise or fall in 
the different experimental periods in the same order as the soluble 

organic matters. Thus, in February, 9.84 per cent of soluble 
mineral matters were found, whilst the manure contained only 4.55 
per cent, when put up into a heap in November, 1854. Gradually, 

however, the proportion of soluble mineral matters again dimin- 

ished, and became reduced to 7.27 per cent, on the examination of 

the manure in November, 1855. 

“¢. A similar regularity will be observed in the percentage of 
nitrogen contained in the soluble organic matters. 

“In the insoluble organic matters, the percentage of nitrogen 
regularly increased from November, 1854, up to the 23d of Au- 
gust, notwithstanding the rapid diminution of the percentage of 
insoluble organic matter. For the last experimental period, the 

percentage of nitrogen in the insoluble matter is nearly the same 

as on August 23d. 

“8 With respect to the total percentage of nitrogen in the fresh 

manure, examined at different periods of the year, it will be seen 

that the February manure contains about one-half per cent more 

of nitrogen than the manure in a perfectly fresh state. On the 

30th of April, the percentage of nitrogen again slightly increased ; 

on August 23d, it remained stationary, and had sunk but very lit- 

tle when last examined on the 15th of November, 1855. 

“ This series of analyses thus shows that fresh farm-yard manure 

rapidly becomes more soluble in water, but that this desirable 

change is realized at the expense of a large proportion of organic 

matters. It likewise proves, in an unmistakable manner, that 

there is no advantage in keeping farm-yard manure for too long a 
period ; for, after February, neither the percentage of soluble or- 

ganic, nor that of soluble mineral matter, has become greater, 
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and the percentage of nitrogen in the manure of April and August 
is only a very little higher than in February.” 

‘‘ Before you go any further,” said the Deacon, ‘answer me 
this question : Suppose I take five tons of farm-yard manure, and put 
it in a heap on the 3d of November, tell me, Ist, what that heap 

will contain when first made; 2d, what the heap will contain 
April 30th ; and, 3d, what the heap will contain August 23d.” 

Here is the table: 

CONTENTS OF A HEAP OF MANURE AT DIFFERENT PERIODS, EXPOSED TO RAIN, ETC. 

When put 
we ov.| April 30. | Aug. 23. | Nov. 15. 

Total weight of manure in heap...... 10,000 7,138 7,025 6.954 
Water in the heapof manure.. ..... 6,617 4,707 5.304 5,167 
Dotaloreanic matter. on. 2. cas al = ae 2,824 1,678 1,064 947 
Total inorganic matter............... 559 753 657 840 
Potal witrogenin heap... 2... 6.5... 0s. 64.3 63.9 46.3 46.0 
Total soluble organic matter......... 248 305 207 190 
Total insoluble organic matter....... 2,576 1,373 857 @57 
Soluble mineral matter... ........... 154 204 BSP er" 130 
Insoluble mineral matter. ............ 405 549 519 710 
Nitrogen in soluble matter........... 14.9 21.4 ing 12.9 
Nitrogen in insoluble matter......... 49.4 42.5 03.1 33.1 

The Deacon put on his spectacles and studied the above table 
carefully for some time. “That tells the whole story,” said he, 
“you put five tons of fresh manure in a heap, it ferments and gets 
warm, and nearly one ton of water is driven off by the heat.” 

“Yes,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ you see that over half a ton (1,146 Ibs.) 
of dry organic matter has been slowly burnt up in the heap; giv- 

ing out as much heat as half a ton of coal burnt in a stove. But 
this is not all. The manure is cooked, and steamed, and softened 
by the process. The organic matter burnt up is of no value. 
There is little or no loss of nitrogen. The heap contained 64.3 Ibs. 

of nitrogen when put up, and 63.9 lbs. after fermenting six months. 
And it is evident that the manure is in a much more active and 

available condition than if it had been applied to the land in the 
fresh state. There was 14.9 Ibs. of nitrogen in a soluble condition 
in the fresh manure, and 21.4 lbs. in the fermented manure. And 

what is equally important, you will notice that there is 154 lbs. of 
soluble ash in the heap of fresh manure, and 204 lbs. in the heap 

of fermented manure. In other words, 50 lbs. of the insoluble 

mineral matter had, by the fermentation of the manure, been ren- 
dered soluble, and consequently immediately available as plant- 
food. This is a very important fact.” 

The Doctor is right. There is clearly a great advantage in fer- 
menting manure, provided it is done in such a manner as to pre- 
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vent loss. We have not only less manure to draw out and spread, 
but the plant-food which it contains, is more soluble and active. 

The table we have given shows that there is little or no loss of 
valuable constituents, even when manure is fermented in the open 
air and exposed to ordinary rain and snows during an English 
winter. But it also shows that when the manure has heen fer- 
mented for six months, and is then turned and left exposed to the ~~ 
rain of spring and summer, the loss is very considerable. 

The five tons (10,000 lbs.,) of fresh manure placed in a heap on 
the 3d of November, are reduced to 7,188 lbs. by the 30th of April. 
Of this 4,707 lbs. is water. By the 28d of August, the heap is re- 
duced to 7,025 Ibs., of which 5,304 lbs. is water. There is nearly 

600 lbs. more water in the heap in August than in April. 

Of total nitrogen in the heap, there is 64.3 lbs. in the fresh 
manure, 63.9 lbs. in April, and only 46.3 lbs.in August. This is a 
great loss, and there is no compensating gain. 

We have seen that, when five tons of manure is fermented for six 

months, in winter, the nitrogen in the soluble organic matter is 

increased from 14.9 Ibs. to 21.4 lbs. This is a decided advantage. 
But when the manure is kept for another six months, this soluble 
nitrogen is decreased from 21.4 Ibs. to 13.2 lbs. We lose over 8 
Ibs. of the most active and available nitrogen. 

And the same remarks will apply to the valuable soluble mineral 
matter. In the five tons of fresh manure there is 154 lbs. of soluble 
mineral matter. By fermenting the heap six months, we get 204 
Ibs., but by keeping the manure six months longer, the soluble 
mineral matter is reduced to 188 lbs. We lose 66 lbs. of valu- 
able soluble mineral matter. 
By fermenting manure for six months in winter, we greatly im- 

prove its condition; by keeping it six months longer, we lose 
largely of the very best and most active parts of the manure. 
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CHAPTER XV. 

KEEPING MANURE UNDER COVER. 

Dr. Veelcker, at the same time he made the experiments alluded 
to in the preceding chapter, placed another heap of manure under 

cover, in a shed, It was the same kind of manure, and was treated 

precisely as the other—the only difference being that one heap was 
exposed to the rain, and the other not. The following table gives 

the results of the weighings of the heap at different times, and also 
the percentage of loss: 

MANURE FERMENTED UNDER COVER IN SHED. 

TABLE SHOWING THE ACTUAL WEIGHINGS, AND PERCENTAGE OF LOSS IN WEIGHT, 

OF EXPERIMENTAL HEAP (NO. Il.) FRESH FARM-YARD MANURE UNDER 

SHED, AT DIFFERENT PERIODS OF THE YEAR. 

Weight | Loss in Percen. 
of  jorégénal age of 

Manure | weight Tie 
én Lbs. | én Lbs. 

Put up on the 3d of November, 1854................-- 38,258 
Weighed on the 30th of April, 1855, or after a lapse 

Thyra tiy 5 one = gets Eh aes aa ery eee 1,613 | 1,645 50.4 
Weighed on the 23d of August, 1855, or after a lapse 

Gro months and) 2) dayers: aden cas el hc a veen sees 
Weighed on the 15th of November, 1855, or after a 

lapse of 12 monthsand 12 days...............--+-0 1,235 | 2,028 | 62.1 

1,297 | 1,961 | 60.0 

It will be seen that 100 tons of manure, kept in a heap under 
cover for six months, would be reduced to 49.6-10 tons. Whereas, 

when the same manure was fermented for the same length of time 
in the open air, the 100 tons was reduced to only 71.4-10 tons. 
The difference is due principally to the fact that the heap exposed 
contained more water, derived from rain and snow, than the heap 
kept under cover. This, of course, is what we should expect 

Let us look at the results of Dr. Voelcker’s analyses: 
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TABLE SHOWING THE COMPOSITION OF EXPERIMENTAL HEAP (No. Il.) FRESH FARM- 

YARD MANURE UNDER SHED, IN NATURAL STATE AT DIFFERENT 

PERIODS OF THE YEAR. 

When put) rep, 14,| Apr. 80,| Aug. 28,| Nov. 15, 
up, Nov.! 4855, "| 1855. | 1855. | 1855. 
8, 1854. 

WViA DOLE coke corctier cistsiecsecseeinenie at 66.17 67.32 56.89 43.43 41.66 
*Soluble organic matter............ 2.43 2.63 4.63 4,13 5.37 
Soluble inorganic matter........... 1,54 2.12 3.38 3.05 4,43 
t+Insoluble organic matter.... ..... 25 76 20.46 | 25.43 | 26.01 27.69 
Insoluble mineral matter........... 4.05 GAT 9.67 | 23.38 | 20.85 

100.00 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 

*Containinge nitrogen... <..2<. ns 56 149 malye 20 26 .42 
Equal to ammonia.............. : 181 -20 32 ol 451 
tContaining nitrogen......... .. oe 494 58 $2 1.01 1.09 
Equal toammonia............ Sane 599 70 iota 1.23 1.31 
Total amount of nitrogen.......... 648 25 1.19 1.27 135i! 
Hgual-torammoniayasge cease oe -780 .90 1.48 1.54 1.82 
Ammonia in free state............. 034 022 055 015 .019 
Ammonia in form of salts easily de- 
composed by quicklime.......... .088 054 101 103 146 

Total amount of oryanic matter....| 28.24 23.09 80.06 30.14 | 33.06 
Total amount of mineral substance.. 5.59 9.59 13.05 26.43 25.28 

TABLE SHOWING THE COMPOSITION OF EXPERIMENTAL HEAP (NO. II.) FRESH FARM- 

YARD MANURE UNDER SHED, CALCULATED DRY, AT DIFFERENT 

PERIODS OF THE YEAR. 

When pull rep, 14,| Apr. 30,| Aug. 28, | Nov. 15, 
a. asd ol) siltetsta), 1855. 1855. 1855. 
al 

*Soluble organic matter.. ..-..... | 7.33 8.04 | 10.74 7.80 9.20 
Soluble inorganic matter.......... 4.55 6.48 4.84 5.389 7.59 
+Insoluble organic matter......... 76.15 62.60 | 58.99 | 45.97 | 47.46 
Insoluble mineral matter.......... 11.97 22.88 | 22.43 41.34 85.75 

~ 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 

*Containing nitrogen. ............ 44 53 63 46 02 
Equal toammonia... .... spicier ets 53 65 76 56 88 
tContaining nitrogen.............. 1.46 1.7% 2.14 1.78 1.88 
Equal toammonia.. ......... 2... eG 2.14 2.59 2.16 2 20 
Total amount of nitrogen.......... 1.90 2.30 2.7% 2.04 2.60 
Hqual 10 aMiMONIa 3 ssn ecsctes ewe 2.30 2.80 8.35 2.72 3.08 
Ammonia in free state......2...... .10 067 12% 026 .032 
Ammonia in form of salts, easily de- 
composed by quicklime... ...... 26 .165 .234 .182 250 

Total amount of organic matter..... 83.48 70.64 69.73 5B.2¢ || 56.66 
Totalamount of mineral substance .| 16.52 29.36 80271 46.738 | 43.34 

The above analyses are of value to those who buy fresh and fer- 
mented manure. They can form some idea of what they are get- 
ting. If they buy a ton of fresh manure in November, they get 
12% lbs. of nitrogen, and 30% lbs. of soluble mineral matter. If 
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they buy a ton of the same manure that has been kept under cover 
until February, they get, nitrogen, 15 Ibs.; soluble minerals, 424 

Ibs. In April, they get, nitrogen, 23} Ibs.; soluble minerals, 674 
Ibs. In August, they get, nitrogen, 254 lbs. ; soluble minerals, 61 

Ibs. In November, when the manure is over one year old, they 
get, in a ton, nitrogen, 304 lbs. ; soluble minerals, 884 lbs. 
When manure has not been exposed, it is clear that a purchaser 

can afford to pay considerably more for a ton of rotted manure 
than for a ton of fresh manure. But waiving this point for the 
present, let us see how the matter stands with the farmer who 
makes and uses the manure. What does he gain by keeping and 
fermenting the manure under cover ? 

The following table shows the weight and composition of the 
entire heap of manure, kept under cover, at different times: 

TABLE SHOWING COMPOSITION OF ENTIRE EXPERIMENTAL HEAP (No. Il.) FRESH 

FARM-YARD MANURE, UNDER SHED. 

Tn P" Aprit 30,| Aug. 23, | Nov. 15, 
Jeo aes P 55 
5, 1854. 1855. 1855. 1855. 

ce | tbs. | ds. tbs, Ibs. 
Wieih of MANGE. oid ec nd hee ever as | 8.258. | 1,618. | 1,297. 1,235. 

Amount of water in the manure..... ... 2,155. 917.6 563.2 514.5 
MiNGune OF Ory mater. oe oe5ccs cack 1,102. | 695.4 733.8 920.5 
*Consisting of soluble organic matter... 80.77 | 74.68 53.56 66.28 

Soluble mineral matter............ 50.14 54.51 39.55 54.68 
tInsoluble organic matter........, 839.17 410.24 337.32 341.97 
Insoluble mineral matier........., 131.92 155.97 | 303.87 257.57 

1,102. | 6954 | 7338 | 720.5 

SCOUT AIBINS WTOP oo. esos sds cca cu 4.°% 4.38 3.46 5.25 
Equal to ammonia........ JER Cree ee 5.83 BS 4,20 6.37 
+Coniaining niiroren)... 2. 6.5. ss eh se vc 16.08 14.88; 13.08 18.54 
Miqual tor ammonia sos. 5 sles Soon bs 19.52 | 17.46 15.88 16.44 
Total amount of nitrogen in manure.... 20.03 19.26 16.54 18.779 
Mqualtoammonia: . 2.38225. 35.3. ccce +s 25.40 22.%9 20.08 22.81 
The manure contains ammonia in free | } 
SU oe? LCOS... ia mean teheaes feed 1.10 -88 | 19 | 223 

The manure contains ata in es | 
of salts, easily decomposet uick- 
ewes oe Le ee ; pe ice aD ee 2.86 1.62 1.33 | 1.80 

Total amount of organic matter......... | 919.94 | 484.52} 390.88; 408.25 
Total amount of mineral matter......... | 182.06! 210.48 842.92 | 3812.35 

This is the table, as given by Dr. Veelcker. For the sake of 
comparison, we will figure out what the changes would be in a 

heap of five tons (10,000 Ibs.) of manure, when fermented under 
cover, precisely in the same way as we did with the heap fer- 

mented in the open air, exposed to the rain. The following is the 
table : 
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CONTENTS OF A HEAP OF MANURE AT DIFFERENT PERIODS. FERMENTED UNDER 

COVER. 

Hie Air April 30. | Aug. 23. | Nov. 15. 
Ibs. tbs. tbs. Ds. 

Total weight of manure in heap...... 10,000 4,960 4,000 3,790 
Water in the heap of manure........ 6,617 2,822 1737 1,579 
Toul orvanie matter. (25.0675) e2 2,824 1,490 1,205 1,253 
Total inorganic matter... ........... 559 646 1,057 958 
Total nitrogen in heap............... 64.3 59 50.8 57.2 
Total soluble organic matter......... 248 230 165 203.5 
Insoluble organic matter............. 2,576 1,260 1,040 1,049 
Soluble mineral matter.......... .... 154 167 122 168 
Insoluble mineral matter............. 405 479 935 790 
Nitrogen in soluble matter........... 14.9 13.4 10.4 15.9 
Nitrogen in insoluble matter......... 49.4 45.6 40.4 41.3 
Total dry matter in heap............ 3.800 2,088 ~—§ 2,263 2,211 

It will be seen that the heap of manure kept under cover con- 

tained, on the 80th of April, /ess soluble organic matter, less soluble 
mineral matter, /ess soluble nitrogenous matter, and Jess total ni- 
trogen than the heap of manure exposed to the weather. This is 
precisely what I should have expected. The heap of manure in 
the shed probably fermented more rapidly than the heap out of 
doors, and there was not water enough in the manure to retain 
the carbonate of ammonia, or to favor the production of organic 
acids. The heap was too dry. If it could have received enough of 
the liquid from the stables to have kept it moderately moist, the 
result would have been very different. 
We will postpone further consideration of this point at present, 

and look at the results of another of Dr. Veelcker’s interesting 
experiments. 

Dr. Veelcker wished to ascertain the effect of three common 
methods of managing manure: 

ist. Keeping it in afeap in the open air in the barn-yard, or 
field. 

2d. Keeping it in a heap under cover in a shed. 

ad. Keeping it spread out over the barn-yard. 

“You say these are common methods of managing manure,” 
remarked the Deacon, “ but I never knew any one in this country 
take the trouble to spread manure over the yard.” 

“‘ Perhaps not,” I replied, ‘‘ but you have known a good many 

farmers who adopt this very method of keeping their manure. 

They do not spread it—but they let it lie spread out over the 

yards, just wherever it happens to be.” 
Let us see what the effect of this treatment is on the composi- 

tion and value of the manure. 

We have examined the effect of keeping manure in a heap in 
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the open air, and also of keeping it in a heap under cover. Now 
let us see how these methods compare with the practice of leav- 
ing it exposed to the rains, spread out in the yard. 

On the 3rd of November, 1854, Dr. Voelcker weighed out 1,652 

lbs. of manure similar to that used in the preceding experiments, 

and spread it out in the yard. It was weighed April 30, and again 
August 23, and November 10. 

The following table gives the actual weight of the manure at 
the different periods, also the actual amount of the water, organic 
matter, ash, nitrogen, etc. : 

TABLE SHOWING THE WEIGHT AND COMPOSITION OF ENTIRE MASS OF EXPERI- 

MENTAL MANURE (NO. III.), FRESH FARM-YARD MANURE, SPREAD IN OPEN 

YARD AT DIFFERENT PERIODS OF THE YEAR. IN NATURAL STATE, 

When prt! anril 30,| Aug. 23, | Nov. 15, up, Nov.| = ~ "4854 1855. 1855. 1855. 

tbs. tbs. Ibs. bs. 
Weight of manure... ...... eesivnne 1,652. 1,429. 1,012. — | 950. 

Amount of water in the manure......... 1,093. 1,148. 709.3 | 622.8 
AmonntoLdrymatier...ca..-..0se5c 559. 285.5 802.7 | 327.2 
*Consisting of soluble organic matter... 40.97 16.55 | 4.96 | 3.95 

Soluble mineral matter............ 25,43 14.41 6.47 5.52 
tInsoluble organic matter......... 425.67 163.79 | 106.81) 94.45 
Insoluble mineral matter.......... 66.93 90.75 184.46 | 223.28 

559.00 | 285.50 302.70 | 327.20 

*Containing nitrogen............. 5 ialche's 3.28 1.19 -60 32 
HMGualstolAMMONIAL cose ses ss eka ce see 8.98 | 1.44 ti3 89 
TCOntINING NUTOPER. 6.35 2.6.6. cee sees 6.21 6.51 8.54 | 3.56 
Gua Pe AMMONIA, 0.55. et caw cee bo 7.54 | 7.90 4.29 | 4.25 
Total amount of nitrogen in manure.... 9.49 | 7.70 4.14 3.88 
Matus (O-ARUMONIAK nc. cee: Seceee cee 6 11.52 9.34 5.02 4.64 
The manure contains ammonia in free | 

(SRIEN Shaped Srp editor Hen) rp ain Dee ae Be aan 14 13 .0055 
The manure contains ammonia in form | : 
of salts, easily decomposed by quick- 
[PT ee eee Serene Paes trae Seana ice 1.45 62 | .55 28 

Total amount of organic matter......... 466.64 100.34; 111.77 | 98.40 
Total amount of mineral matter......... 92.36 105.16: 190.93 | 228.80 

“One moment,” said the Deacon. “These tables are a little 
confusing. The table you have just given shows the actual weight 
of the manure in the heap, and what it contained at different 

periods.” —“ Yes,” said I, “and the table following shows what 
100 lbs, of. this manure, spread out in the yard, contained at the 
different dates mentioned. It shows how greatly manure deterio- 
rates by being exposed to rain, spread out on the surface of the 
yard. The table merits careful study.” 
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TABLE SHOWING COMPOSITION OF EXPERIMENTAL HEAP (NO. III.), FRESH FARM- 

YARD MANURE, SPREAD IN OPEN YARD, AT DIFFERENT PERIODS 

OF THE YEAR. IN NATURAL STATE, 

When put yt Nn Apri _30,| Aug. 23, | Nev. 15, 
MP OU re igip, 1855. 1855, 
3, 1854. 

Wiener setesi nei csersislacictets sits ciesieletisieisiera monte 66.17 80.02 70.09 65.56 
*Soluble organic matter................- 2.48 1.16 -49 42 
Soluble inor rganic MaAtbersw. ses sce se 1.54 1.01 .64 Ray 
+insoluble organic matter. .............. 25.76 11.46 10.56 9.94 
Insoluble mineral matter.... ............ 4.05 6.35 18.22 23.51 

100.00 100.00 100.00 | 100.00 

*Containing nitrogen: <i.0....6. acess 149 08 .06 .03 
Hqual to: ammonia, i. 3 .[toe sc csigaciae teats 181 U9 07 .036 
tContaining MEHTO@eN. 5 fo ncn. es een (eee 494. -45 3 86 
HIQual toyamM Mona yee cm atia.ccte etic sciee 599 54 .42 46 
Total amount of nitrogen............... .643 55 41 39 
Hgnalstojanmimonias ome. assests coe ce ek 780 63 | 49 .496 
Ammonia-an-free-state)scisec. esa a2) oes .084 | 010 .012 .0006 
Ammonia in form of salts, easily decom-| 

posed by quicklime .c0.0 02.55 .eecees es O88 045 .051 030 
Total amount of organic matter..... .... 28.24 es 62 11.05 10.36 
Total amount of mineral substance...... 5.59 86 18.86 24.08 

The following table shows the composition of the manure, cal- 

culated dry : 

TABLE SHOWING COMPOSITION OF EXPERIMENTAL HEAP (No. TII.), FRESH FARM- 

YARD MANURE, SPREAD IN OPEN YARD, AT DIFFERENT PERIODS 

OF THE YEAR. CALCULATED DRY. 

When put April 30,| Aug. 23, | Nov. 15, 
3 ig5t, || 1855. | 1855, | 1855. 

*Soluble organic matter ............-.-. | 7.88 5.80 1.64 eel 
Soluble inorganic matter................ 4.55 5.05 2.14 1.69 
+Insoluble organic matter. ............. 76.15 57.387 35.80 28.86 
Insoluble mineral MALICE otoseee ce etees 11.97 31.78 60.92 68.24 

100.00 100.00 100.00 | 100.00 

*Containing nitrogen............ .+++++- 4 42 2 10 
QUAL TO SAMIMIVO NTA + erte eras lerel osvetsleret so oletere 53 51 224 12 
Containing NItrOPeN... 5... 2< ohs.Gjyeurs e.wiee 1.46 2.28 ilailled 1.09 
Kqual to DUTIES. eke nie Meee ee AG 2.76 1.41 1.32 
Total amount of nitrogen............... 1.90 2.70 1.387 pe he) 
Hgual te aAMMONI oc oc2 «cceses wien ee 2.30 3.27 1.65 1.44 
Ammoniasin'free states. 2. --222 ease 10 .05 .040 .0017 
Ammonia in form of salts, easily decom- 

WUSEOIDY QUICKIME sec hen sate cee 26 225 ailal 087 
Total amount of organic matter. oie | 83548 63.17 36.94 80.07 
Total amount of mineral substance ..... 16.52 86.83 63.06 69.93 

Ihave made out the following table, showing what would be 
the changes in a heap of 5 tons (10,000 Ibs.) of manure, spread out 

in the yard, so that we can readily see the effect of this method of 
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management as compared with the other two methods of keeping 
the manure in compact heaps, one exposed, the other under cover. 

The following is the table: 

CONTENTS OF THE MASS OF MANURE, SPREAD OUT IN FARM-YARD, AND EXPOSED 

TO RAIN, ETC. 

When sprea . Oe, Noo 3. | April 80. | Aug. 23. | Nov. 15. 

; tbs. ibs. tbs. ibs. 
Total weight of manure.......... 10,000 8,650 6,130 5,750 
Water in the manure.............. 6,617 6,922 4,297 3,771 
Total organic matter........ 2.0... 2,824 1,092 677 595 
Total inorganic matter............ 559 636 1,155 1,384 
Total nitrogen in manure.......... 64.3 45.9 25 22.4 
Total soluble organic matter...... 248 100 30 24 
Insoluble organic matter.......... 2,576 992 647 571 
Soluble mineral matter ........... 154 87 39 33 
Insoluble mineral matter.......... 405 549 1,116 1,351 
Nitrogen in soluble matter........ 14.9 6.9 3.6 13% 
Nitrogen in insoluble matter...... 49.4 39 21.4 20.7 

It is not necessary to make many remarks on this table. The 
facts speak for themselves. It will be seen that there is consid- 
erable loss even by letting the manure lie spread out until spring ; 
but, serious as this loss is, it is small compared to the loss sus- 

tained by allowing the manure to lie exposed in the yard during 
the summer. 

In the five tons of fresh manure, we have, November 8, 64.3 
Ibs. of nitrogen; April 30, we have 46 lbs. ; August 23, only 25 
Ibs. This is a great loss of the most valuable constituent of the 
manure. Of soluble mineral matter, the next most valuable ingre- 
dient, we have in the five tons of fresh manure, November 3, 154 
Ibs.; April 30, 87 lbs. ; and August 238, only 39 lbs. Of soluble 
nitrogen, the most active and valuable part of the manure, we 
have, November 38, nearly 15 lbs.; April 30, not quite 7 lbs.; 

August 23, 34 Ibs. ; and November 15, not quite 1% lbs. 

Dr. Veelcker made still another experiment. He took 1,613 
Ibs. of well-rotted dung (mixed manure from horses, cows, and 
pigs,) and kept it in a heap, exposed to the weather, from Decem- 
ber 5 to April 30, August 23, and November 15, weighing it and 
analyzing it at these different dates. I think it is not necessary to 
give the results in detail. From the 5th of December to the 30th 
of April, there was no Joss of nitrogen in the heap, and compar- 

atively little loss of soluble mineral matters ; but from April 30 to 
August 23, there was considerable loss in both these valuable in- 
gredients, which were washed out of the heap by rain. 
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Dr. Voelcker draws the following conclusions from his experi- 
ments: 

‘‘Having described at length my experiments with farm-yard 
manure,” he says, “it may not be amiss to state briefly the more 
prominent and practically interesting points which have been 
developed in the course of this investigation. 1 would, therefore, 
observe : 

“1. Perfectly fresh farm-yard manure contains but a small pro- 
portion of free ammonia. 

“2. The nitrogen in fresh dung exists principally in the state of 
insoluble nitrogenized matters. 

“3. The soluble organic and mineral constituents of dung are 
much more valuable fertilizers than the insoluble. Particular 
care, therefore, should be bestowed upon the preservation of the 

liquid excrements of animals, and for the same reason the manure 

should be kept in perfectly water-proof pits of sufficient capacity 
to render the setting up of dung-heaps in the corner of fields, as 
much as it is possible, unnecessary. 

‘*4. Farm-yard manure, even in quite a fresh state, contains 
phosphate of lime, which is much more soluble than has hitherto 

been suspected. 

“5. The urine of the horse, cow, and pig, does not contain any 

appreciable quantity of phosphate of lime, whilst the drainings of 
dung-heaps contain considerable quantities of this valuable fer- 
tilizer. The drainings of dung-heaps, partly for this reason, are 
more valuable than the urine of our domestic animals, and, there- 

fore, ought to be prevented by all available means from running 
to waste. 

“6. The most effectual means of preventing loss in fertilizing 
matters is to cart the manure directly on the field whenever cir- 
cumstances allow this to be done. 

“7. On all soils with a moderate proportion of clay, no fear 
need to be entertained of valuable fertilizing substances becoming 
wasted if the manure cannot be plowed in at once. Fresh, and 
even well-rotten, dung contains very little free ammonia; and 
since active fermentation, and with it the further evolution of 
free ammonia, is stopped by spreading out the manure on the 

field, valuable volatile manuring matters can not escape into the 

air by adopting this plan. 

“As all soils with a moderate proportion of clay possess in a 
remarkable degree the power of absorbing and retaining manuring 
matters, none of the saline and soluble organic constituents are 
wasted even by a heavy fall of rain. It may, indeed, be questioned 



KEEPING MANURE UNDER COVER. 67 

whether it is more advisable to plow in the manure at once, or 
to let it lie for some time on the surface, and to give the rain full 

opportunity to wash it into the soil. 
“Tt appears to me a matter of the greatest importance to regulate 

the application of manure to our fields, so that its constituents 

may become properly diluted and uniformly distributed amongst 

a large mass of soil. By plowing in the manure at once, it ap- 

pears to me, this desirable end can not be reached so perfectly as 
by allowing the rain to wash in gradually the manure evenly 
spread on the surface of the field. 

“ By adopting such a course, in case practical experience should 

confirm my theoretical reasoning, the objection could no longer be 
maintained that the land is not ready for carting manure upon it. 

T am inclined to recommend, as a general rule: Cart the manure 

on the field,-spread it at once, and wait for a favorable opportu- 

nity to plow it in. In the case of clay soils, I have no hesitation 

to say the manure may be spread even six months before it is 

plowed in, without losing any appreciable quantity in manuring 

matter. 

“T am perfectly aware, that on stiff clay land, farm-yard ma 

nure, more especially long dung, when plowed in before the 

frost sets in, exercises a most beneficial action by keeping the 

soil loose, and admitting the free access of frost, which pulverizes 

the land, and would, therefore, by no means recommend to leave 

the manure spread on the surface without plowing it in. All I 

wish to enforce is, that when no other choice is left but either to 

set up the manure in a heap in a corner of the field, or to spread 

it on the field, without plowing it in directly, to adopt the latter 

plan. In the case of very light sandy soils, it may perhaps not 

be advisable to spread out the manure along time before it is 

plowed in, since such soils do not possess the power of retaining 

manuring matters in any marked degree. On light sandy soils, I 

would suggest to manure with well-fermented dung, shortly before 

the crop intended to be grown is sown. 

“8, Well-rotten dung contains, likewise, little free ammonia, 

but a very much larger proportion of soluble organic and saline 

mineral matters than fresh manure. 
“9 Rotten dung is richer in nitrogen than fresh. 

“10. Weight for weight, rotten dung is more valuable than 

|) 
“41. In the fermentation of dung, a very considerable propor- 

tion of the organic matters in fresh manure is dissipated into the 

air in the form of carbonic acid and other gases. 
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“12. Properly regulated, however, the fermentation of dung is 
not attended with any great loss of nitrogen, nor of saline mineral 
matters. 

“13. During the fermentation of dung, ulmic, humic, and other 

organic acids are formed, as well as gypsum, which fix the am- 

monia generated in the decomposition of the nitrogenized con- 
stituents of dung. 

“14, During the fermentation of dung, the phosphate of lime 
which it contains is rendered more soluble than in fresh manure. 

“€15. In the interior and heated portions of manure-heaps, am- 

monia is given off; but, on passing into the external and cold lay- 
ers of dung-heaps, the free ammonia is retained in the heap. 

“146. Ammonia is not given off from the surface of well-com- 
pressed dung-heaps, but on turning manure-heaps, it is wasted in 
appreciable quantities. Dung-heaps, for this reason, should not 

“be turned more frequently than absolutely necessary. 

‘17. No advantage appears to result from carrying on the fer. 
mentation of dung too far, but every disadvantage. 

“18. Farm-yard manure becomes deteriorated in value, when 

kept in heaps exposed to the weather, the more the longer it is 
kept. 

“19. The loss in manuring matters, which is incurred in keep- 

ing manure-heaps exposed to the weather, is not so much due to 
the volatilization of ammonia as to the removal of ammoniacal 
salts, soluble nitrogenized organic matters, and valuable mineral 
matters, by the rain which falls in the period during which the 

manure is kept. 
20. If rain is excluded from dung-heaps, or little rain falls at 

a time, the loss in ammonia is trifling, and no saline matters, of 
course, are removed; but, if much rain falls, especially if it de- 

scends in heavy showers upon the dung-heap, a serious loss in 

ammonia, soluble organic matter, phosphate of lime, and salts of 
potash is incurred, and the manure becomes rapidly deteriorated 
in value, whilst at the same time it is diminished in weight. 

“21. Well-rotten dung is more readily affected by the deteriorat- 
ing influence of rain than fresh manure. 

“22. Practically speaking, all the essentially valuable manuring 
constituents are preserved by keeping farm-yard manure under 
cover. 

“23. If the animals have been supplied with plenty of litter, 

fresh dung contains an insufficient quantity of water to induce an 
active fermentation. In this case, fresh dung can not be properly 
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fermented under cover, except water or liquid manure is pumped 
over the heap from time to time. 

“ Where much straw is used in the manufacture of dung, and 
no provision is made to supply the manure in the pit at any time 
with the requisite amount of moisture, it may not be advisable to 
put up aroof over the dung-pit. On the other hand, on farms 
where there is a deficiency of straw, so that the moisture of the 

excrements of our domestic animals is barely absorbed by the lit- 
ter, the advantage of erecting a roof over the dung-pit will be 

found very great. 
“24 The worst method of making manure is to produce it by 

animals kept in open yards, since a large proportion of valuable 
fertilizing matters is wasted in a short time; and after a lapse of 
twelve months, at least two-thirds of the substance of the manure 

is wasted, and only one-third, inferior in quality to an equal 
weight of fresh dung, is left behind. 

“95. The most rational plan of keeping manure in heaps ap- 
pears to me that adopted by Mr. Lawrence, of Cirencester, and 

described by him at length in Morton’s ‘ Cyclopedia of Agricul- 
ture,’ under the head of ‘ Manure.’ ”’ 

GEL Ae Pi Re hee Nes 

AN ENGLISH PLAN OF KEEPING MANURE. 

“T would like to know,” said the Deacon, “ how Mr. Lawrence 
manages his manure, oe as his method has received such 
high commendation.” 

Charley got the second volume of “Morton’s Cyclopedia of Agri- 
culture,” from the book shelves, and turned to the article on 
* Manure.” He found that Mr. Lawrence adopted the “ Box 

System” of feeding cattle, and used cut or chaffed straw for bedding. 
And Mr. Lawrence claims that by this plan “ manure will have 
been made under the most perfect conditions.” And “ when the 
boxes are full at those periods of the year at which manure is re- 
quired for the succeeding crops, it will be most advantageously dis- 

posed of by being transferred at once to the land, and covered in.” 
“Good, said the Deacon, “I think he is right there.” Charley 

continued, and read as follows : 
“But there will be accumulations of manure requiring removal 
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from the homestead at other seasons, at which it cannot be so ap- 
plied, and when it must be stored for future use. The following 
has been found an effectual and economical mode of accomplish- 
ing this; more particularly when cut litter is used, it saves the cost 
of repeated turnings, and effectually prevents the decomposition 
and waste of the most active and volatile principle. 

“ Some three or more spots are selected according to the size of 
the farm, in convenient positions for access to the land under till- 
age, and by the side of the farm roads The sites fixed on are 

then excavated about two feet under the surrounding surface. In 
the bottom is laid some three or four inches of earth to absorb any 
moisture, on which the manure is emptied from the carts. Thisis 
evenly spread, and well trodden as the heap is forming. As soon 
as this is about a foot above the ground level, to allow for sinking, 
the heap is gradually gathered in, until it is completed in the form 
of an ordinary steep roof, slightly rounded at the top by the final 
treading. In the course of building this up, about a bushel of salt, 
to two cart-loads of dung is sprinkled amongst it. The base laid 
out at any one time should not exceed that required by the manure 
ready for the complete formation of the heap as far as it goes; and 
within a day or two after such portion is built up, and it has 
settled into shape, a thin coat of earth in a moist state is plastered 

entirely over the surface. Under these conditions decomposition 
does not take place, in consequence of the exclusion of the air; or 

at any rate to so limited an extent, that the ammonia is absorbed 
by the earth, for there is not a trace of it perceptible about the 
heap; though, when put together without such covering, this is 
perceptible enough to leeward at a hundred yards’ distance. 

‘“* When heaps thus formed are resorted to in the autumn, either 
for the young seeds, or for plowing in on the stubbles after prepar- 
ing for the succeeding root crop, the manure will be found un- 

diminished in quantity and unimpaired in quality; in fact, simply 

consolidated. Decomposition then proceeds within the soil, where 
all its results are appropriated, and rendered available for the suc- 

ceeding cereal.as well as the root crop. 
“It would be inconvenient to plaster the heap, were the ridge, 

when settled, above six or seven feet from the ground level; the 
base may be formed about ten to twelve feet wide, and the ridge 

about nine feet from the base, which settles down to about seven 
feet; this may be extended to any length as further supplies of 
manure require removal. One man is sufficient to form the heap, 

and it is expedient to employ-the same man for this service, who 

goon gets into the way of performing the work neatly and quickly. 
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It has been asked where a farmer is to get the earth to cover his 
heaps—it may be answered, keep your roads scraped when they 

get muddy on the surface during rainy weather—in itself good 
economy—and leave this in small heaps beyond the margin of 
your roads. This, in the course of the year, will be found an 

ample provision for the purpose, for it is unnecessary to lay on a 
coat more than one or two inches in thickness, which should be 

done when in a moist state. At any rate, there will always be 
found an accumulation on headlands that may be drawn upon if 
need be. 

“Farmers who have not been in the habit of bestowing care on 
the manufacture and subsequent preservation of their manure, and 

watching results, have no conception of the importance of this. 

A barrowful of such manure as has been described, would pro- 
duce a greater weight of roots and corn, than that so graphically 
described by the most talented and accomplished of our agricul- 
tural authors—as the contents of ‘neighbour Drychaff’s dung- 
cart, that creaking hearse, that is carrying to the field the dead 
body whose spirit has departed.’ } 

“There is a source of valuable and extremely useful manure on 
every farm, of which very few farmers avail themselves—the gath- 
ering together in one spot of all combustible waste and rubbish, the 
clippings of hedges, scouring of ditches, grassy accumulation on 

the sides of roads and fences, etc., combined with a good deal of 
earth. If these are carted at leisure times into a Jarge circle, or in 
two rows, to supply the fire kindled in the center, in a spot which 

is frequented by the laborers on the farm, with a three-pronged 
fork and a shovel attendant, and each passer-by is encouraged to 
add to the pile whenever he sees the smoke passing away so freely 
as to indicate rapid combustion, a very large quantity of valuable 
ashes are collected between March and October. In the latter 
month the fire should be allowed to go out; the ashes are then 

thrown into a long ridge, as high as they will stand, and thatched 
while dry. This will be found an invaluable store in April, May, 
and June, capable of supplying from twenty to forty bushels of 
ashes per acre, according to the care and industry of the collector, 

to drill with the seeds of the root crop.” 
The Deacon got sleepy before Charley finished reading. ‘‘ We 

can not afford to be at so much trouble in this country,” he said, 
and took up his hat and left. 

The Deacon is not altogether wrong. Our climate is very dif- 
ferent from that of England, and it is seldom that farmers need 
to draw out manure, and pile it in the field, except in winter, and 
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then it is not necessary, I think, either to dig a pit or to cover the 
heap. Those who draw manure from the city in summer, may 
probably adopt some of Mr. Lawrence’s suggestions with ad- 
vantage. * 

The plan of collecting rubbish, brush, old wood, and sods, and 
converting them into ashes or charcoal, is one which we could 
often adopt with decided advantage. Our premises would be 
cleaner, and we should have less fungus to speck and crack our 
apples and pears, and, in addition, we should have a quantity of 
ashes or burnt earth, that is not only a manure itself, but is spe- | 
cially useful to mix with moist superphosphate and other artificial 

manures, to make them dry enough and bulky enough to be easily 
and evenly distributed by the drill. Artificial manures, so mixed 
with these ashes, or dry, charred earth, are less likely to injure the 
seed than when sown with the seed in the drill-rows, unmixed 

with some such material. Sifted coal ashes are also very useful 
for this purpose. 

COE APD BR vee he 

SOLUBLE PHOSPHATES IN FARM-YARD MANURE. 

There is one thing in these experiments of Dr. Veelcker’s which 
deserves special attention, and that is the comparatively large 
amount of soluble phosphate of lime in the ash of farm-yard ma- 

nure. I do not think the fact is generally known. In estimating 
the value of animal manures, as compared with artificial manures, it 

is usually assumed that the phosphates in the former are insoluble, 

and, therefore, of less value than the soluble phosphates in super- 

phosphate of lime and other artificial manures. 

Dr. Veelcker found in the ash of fresh farm-yard manure, phos- 

phoric acid equal to 12.23 per cent of phosphate of lime, and of 
this 5.85 was soluble phosphate of lime. 

In the ash of well-rotted manure, he found phosphoric acid 
equal to 12.11 per cent of phosphate of lime, and of this, 4.75 was 
soluble phosphate of lime. 

“That is, indeed, an important fact,’ said the Doctor, “but I 

thought Professor Veelcker claimed that ‘ during the fermentation 
of dung, the phosphate of lime which it contains is rendered more 
soluble than in fresh manure.’”’ 
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‘‘ He did say so,” I replied, “ and it may be true, but the above 

figures do not seem to prove it. When he wrote the sentence you 
have quoted, he probably had reference to the fact that he found 
more soluble phosphate of lime in rotted manure than in fresh 
manure. Thus, he found in 5 tons of fresh and & tons of rotted 
manure, the following ingredients: 
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“Tt will be seen from the above figures that rotted manure con- 

tains more soluble phosphate of lime than fresh manure. 

“ But it does not follow from this fact that any of the insoluble 
phosphates in fresh manure have been rendered soluble during the 
fermentation of the manure. 

“There are more insoluble phosphates in the rotted manure than 
in the fresh, but we do not conclude from this fact that any of 
the phosphates have been rendered insoluble during the process of 
fermentation—neither are we warranted in concluding that any of 
them have been rendered soluble, simply because we find more 

soluble phosphates in the rotted manure.” 
“ Very true,” said the Doctor, “but it has been shown that i 

the heap of manure, during fermentation, there was an actual tn- 

erease of soluble mineral matter during the first six months, and, 
to say the least, it is highly probable that some of this increase of 
soluble mineral matter contained more or less soluble phosphates, 
and perhaps Dr. Veelcker had some facts to show that such was 

the case, although he may not have published them. At any 
rate, he evidently thinks that the phosphates in manure are ren- 

dered more soiuble by fermentation.” 
“Perhaps,” said I, “ we can not do better than to let the matter 

rest in that form. JI am merely anxious not to draw definite con- 
clusions from the facts which the facts do not positively prove. I 
am strongly in favor of fermenting manure, and should be glad to 
have it shown that fermentation does actually convert insoluble 

phosphates into a soluble form.” 
There is one thing, however, that these experiments clearly 

prove, and that is, that there is a far larger quantity of soludbve 

4 
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phosphates in manure than is generally supposed. Of the total 
phosphoric acid in the fresh manure, 43 per cent is in a soluble 
condition ; and in the rotted manure, 40 per cent is soluble. 

This is an important fact, and one which is generally over- 
looked. It enhances the value of farm-yard or stable manure, as 
compared with artificial manures. But of this we may have more 
to say when we come to that part of the subject. I want to make 

one remark. I think there can be little doubt that the proportion 
of soluble phosphates is greater in rich manure, made from grain- 

fed animals, than in poor manure made principally from straw. 

In other words, of 100 lbs. of total phosphoric acid, more of it 

would be in a soluble condition in the rich than in the poor ma- 
nure. 

Cer a ok ae 

HOW THE DEACON MAKES MANURE. 

“T think,” said the Deacon, “ you are talking too much about 
the science of manure making. Science is all well enough, but 
practice is better.” 

‘“‘That depends,” said I, “‘on the practice. Suppose you tell 
us how you manage your manure.” 

“ Well,” said the Deacon, “I do not know much about plant- 
food, and nitrogen, and phosphoric acid, but I think manure is a 

good thing, and the more you have of it the better. I do not be- 
lieve in your practice of spreading manure on the land and letting 
it lie exposed to the sun and winds. I want to draw it out in the 

spring and plow it under for corn. I think this long, coarse 
manure loosens the soil and makes it light, and warm, and porous. 

And then my plan saves labor. More than half of my manute is 
handled but once. It is madein the yard and sheds, and lies there 
until it is drawn to the field in the spring. The manure from the 
cow and horse stables, and from the pig-pens, is thrown into the 
yard, and nothing is done to it except to level it down occasionally. 

In proportion to the stock kept, I think I make twice as much 
manure as you do.” 

“Yes,” said I, “twice as much zn bulk, but one load of my 
manure is worth four loads of your long, coarse manure, composed 
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principally of corn-stalks, straw, and water. I think you are wise 
in not spending much time in piling and working over such 
manure.” 

The Deacon and I have a standing quarrel about manure. We 
differ on all points. He is a good man, but not what we call a good 
farmer. He cleared up his farm from the original forest, and he 
has always been content to receive what his land would give him. 
If he gets good crops, well, if not, his expenses are moderate, and 
he manages to make both ends meet. I tell him he could double 
his crops, and quadruple his profits, by better farming—but though 

he cannot disprove the facts, he is unwilling to make any change 
in his system of farming. And so he continues to make just as 
much manure as the crops he is obliged to feed out leave in his 
yards, and nomore. He does not, in fact, make any manure. He 
takes what comes, and gets it on to his land with as little labor as 
possible. 

It is no use arguing with such aman. And it certainly will not 
do to contend that his method of managing manure is all wrong. 
His error is in making such poor manure. But with such poor 
stuff as he has in his yard, I believe he is right to get rid . it with 
the least expense possible. 

I presume, too, that the Deacon is not altogether wrong in regard 
to the good mechanical effects of manure on undrained and indif- 
ferently cultivated land. I have no doubt that he bases his opinion 
on experience. The good effects of such manure as he makes 
must be largely due to its mechanical action—it can do little 
towards supplying the more important and valuable elements of 
plant-food. 

I commend the Deacon’s system of managing manure to all such 
as make a similar article. But I think there is a more excellent 
way. Feed the stock better, make richer manure, and then it will 
pay to bestow a little labor in taking care of it. 
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HOW JOHN JOHNSTON MANAGES HIS MANURE. 

One of the oldest and most successful farmers, in the State of 
New York, is John Johnston, of Geneva. He has a farm on the 
borders of Seneca Lake. It is high, rolling land, but needed under 
draining. This has been thoroughly done—and done with great 
profit and advantage. The soil is a heavy clay loam. Mr. John- 
ston has been in the habit of summer-fallowing largely for wheat, 
generally plowing three, and sometimes four times. He has been 

a very successful wheat-grower, almost invariably obtaining large 
crops of wheat, both of grain and straw. The straw he feeds to 
sheep in winter, putting more straw in the racks than the sheep 

can eat up clean, and using what they leave for bedding. The 
sheep run in yards enclosed with tight board fences, and have 
sheds under the barn to lie in at pleasure. 

Although the soil is rather heavy for Indian corn, Mr. Johnston 
succeeds in growing large crops of this great American cereal. 
Corn and stalks are both fed out on the farm. Mr. J. has not yet 
practised cutting up his straw ard stalks into chaff. 

The land is admirably adapted to the growth of red clover, and 
great crops of clover and timothy-hay are raised, and fed out on 
the farm. Gypsum, or plaster, is sown quite freely on the clover 

in the spring. Comparatively few roots are raised—not to exceed. 
an acre—and these only quite recently. The main crops are winter 
wheat, spring barley, Indian corn, clover, and timothy-hay, and 
clover-seed. 

The materials for making manure, then, are wheat and barley 
straw, Indian corn, corn-stalks, clover, and timothy-hay. These 
are all raised on the farm. But Mr. Johnston has for many years 
purchased linseed-oil cake, to feed to his sheep and cattle. 

This last fact musi not be overlooked. Mr. J. commenced to 
feed oil-cake when its value was little known here, and when he 

bought it for, I think, seven or eight dollars a ton. He continued 

to use it even when he had to pay fifty dollars per ton. Mr. J. 
has great faith in manure—and it isa faith resting on good evidence 
and long experience. If he had not fed out so much oil-cake and 
clover-hay, he would not have found his manure so valuable. 
“How much oil-cake does he use?” asked the Deacon. 
** He gives his sheep, on the average, about 1 1b. each per day.” 

~ ee 
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If he feeds out a ton of clover-hay, two tons of straw, (for feed and 
bedding,) and one ton of oil-cake, the manure obtained from this 

quantity of food and litter, would be worth, according to Mr. 
Lawes’ table, given on page 45, $34.72. 

On the other hand, if he fed out one ton of corn, one ton of 
_ clover-hay, and two tons of straw, for feed and bedding, the manure 
would be worth $21.65. 

If he fed one ton of corn, and three tons of straw, the manure 
would be worth only $14.69. 

He would get as much manure from the three tons of straw and 
one ton of corn, as from the two tons of straw, one ton of clover- 
hay, and one ton of oil-cake, while, as before said, the manure in 

the one case would be worth $14.69, and in the other $34.72. 

In other words, a load of the good manure would be worth, when 

spread out on the land in the field or garden, more than two loads 
of the straw and corn manure. 

To get the same amount of nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and 
potash, you have to spend more than twice the labor in cleaning 
out the stables or yards, more than twice the labor of throwing 
or wheeling it to the manure pile, more than twice the labor of 
turning the manure in the pile, more than twice the labor of 
loading it on the carts or wagons, more than twice the labor of 
drawing it to the field, more than twice the labor of unloading it 
into heaps, and more than twice the labor of spreading it in the 
one case than in the other, and, after all, twenty tons of this poor 

manure would not produce as good an effect the first season as ten 

tons of the richer manure. 

“Why so”? asked the Deacon. 
“Simply because the poor manure is not so active as the richer 

manure. It will not decompose so readily. Its nitrogen, phos- 

phoric acid, and potash, are not so available. The twenty tons, 

may, in the long run, do as much good as the ten tons, but I very 

much doubt it. At any rate, I would greatly prefer the ten tons 

of the good manure to twenty tons of the poor—even when spread 

out on the land, ready to plow under. What the difference would 

be in the value of the manure ¢n the yard, you can figure for your- 

self. It would depend on the cost of handling, drawing, and 

spreading the extra ten tons.” 

The Deacon estimates the cost of loading, drawing, unloading, 

and spreading, at fifty cents a ton. This is probably not far out of 

the way, though much depends on the distance the manure has to 

be drawn, and also on the condition of the manure, etc. 
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The four tons of feed and bedding will make, at a rough estimate, 
about ten tons of manure. 

This ten tons of straw and corn manure, according to Mr. Lawes’ 

estimate, is worth, in the field, $14.69. And if it costs fifty centsa 

load to get it on the land its value, cn the yard, would be $9.69— 
or nearly ninety-seven cents a ton. 

The ten tons of good manure, according to the same estimate, is 

worth, in the field, $34.72, and, consequently, would be worth, in 

the yard, $29.72. In other words, a ton of poor manure is worth, 
in the yard, ninety-seven cents a ton, and the good manure $2.97. 

And so in describing John Johnston’s method of managing 
manure, this fact must be borne in mind. It might not pay the 
Deacon to spend much labor on manure worth only ninety-seven 
cents a ton, while it might pay John Johnston to bestow some con- 

siderable time and labor on manure worth $2.97 per ton. 

“ But is it really worth this sum?” asked the Deacon. 

“Tn reply to that,” said I, “all I claim is that the figures are com- 
parative. If your manure, made as above described, is worth 
ninety-seven cents a ton in the yard, thew John Johnston’s manure, 
made as stated, is certainly worth, at least, $2.97 per ton in the 
yard.” 

Of this there can be no doubt. 

“Tf you think,” I continued, “ your manure, so made, is worth 
only half as much as Mr. Lawes’ estimate; in other words, if your 
ten tons of manure, instead of being worth $14.69 in the field, is 
worth only $7.85; then John Johnston’s ten tons of manure, 
instead of being worth $34.72 in the field, is worth only $17.36.” 

“That looks a little more reasonable,” said the Deacon, “ John 
Johnston’s manure, instead of being worth $2.97 per ton in the yard, 
is worth only $1 48 per ton, and mine, instead of being worth ninety- 

seven cents a ton, is worth forty-eight and a half cents a ton.” 

The Deacon sat for a few minutes looking at these figures. 
‘They do not seem so extravagantly high as I thought them at 
first,” he said, “and if you will reduce the figures in Mr. Lawes’ 
table one-haif all through, it will be much nearer the truth. I 
think my manure is worth forty-eight and a half cents a ton in the 
yard, and if your figures are correct, I suppose I must admit that 
John Johnston’s manure is worth $1.48 per ton in the yard.” 

I was very glad to get such an admission from the Deacon. He 
did not see that he had made a mistake in the figures, and so I got 
him to go over the calculation again, 
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“You take a pencil, Deacon,” said I, “and write down the 
figures : 

Manure fron a Tower Oll-Gake 2). .s. 0d a0 deb bccdcs $19.72 

Manure from a ton of clover-hay..........ece.e.. 9.64 

Manure from two tons of straw........cccececces 5.386 

$34.72 

“This would make about ten tons of manure. We have agreed 
to reduce the estimate one-half, and consequently we have $17.36 
as the value of the ten tons of manure.” 

‘This is John Johnston’s manure. It is worth $1.73 per ton in 
the field. 

‘It costs, we have estimated, 50 cents a ton to handle the manure, 
and consequently it is worth in the yard $1.23 per ton.” 

“ This is less than we made it before,” said the Deacon. 

“ Never mind that,” said I, “‘the figures are correct. Now write 
down what your manure is worth : 

MBIT arOne Li TOUbOE CORN: 25 cc ca cleuvsawee lu@ees $6.65 

Manure’from 8: tons: Of. straw... ccc eos vecscccvecas 8.04. 

$14.69 

“This will make about ten tons of manure. In this case, as in the 
other, we are to reduce the estimate one-half. Consequently, we 

have $7.35 as the value of this ten tons of manure in the field, or 

734 cents a ton. It costs, we have estimated, 50 cents a ton to 
handle the manure, and, therefore, it is worth in the yard, 234 cents 
a ton.” 

“John Johnston’s manure is worth in the yard, $1.23 per ton. 
The Deacon’s manure is worth in the yard, 234 cents per ton.” 

“ There 1s some mistake,” exclaimed the Deacon, “ you said, at 
first, that one load of John Johnston’s manure was worth as much 
as two of my loads. Now you make one load of his manure worth 
more than five loads of my manure. This is absurd.” 

“Not at all, Deacon,” said I, ‘“‘you made the figures yourself. 
You thought Mr. Lawes’ estimate too high. You reduced it one- 
half. The figures are correct, and you must accept the conclusion. 
If John Johnston’s manure is only worth $1.23 per ton in the yard, 
yours, made from 1 ton of corn and 38 tons of straw, is only 
worth 233 cents per ton.” 
“And now, Deacon,” I continued, “ while you have a pencil in 

your hand, I want you to make one more calculation. Assuming 
that Mr. Lawes’ estimate is too high, and we reduce it one-half, 
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figure up whet manure is worth when made from straw alone. 
You take 4 tons of wheat straw, feed out part,and use part for 

bedding. It will give you about 10 tons of manure. And this 10 
tons cost you 50 cents a ton to load, draw out, and spread. Now 
figure : 
“Four tons of straw is worth, for manure, according to Mr. 

Lawes’ table, $2.68 per ton. We have agreed to reduce the figures 
one-half, and so the 

10 tons of manure from the 4 tons of straw is worth. ..$5.36 

Drawing out 10 tons of manure at 50 cents............ 5.00 

Value of 10 tons of straw-manure in yard...........-.. $0.36 

“In other words, if John Johnston’s manure is worth only $1.23 

per ton in the yard, the straw-made manure is worth only a, little 
over 34 cents a ton in the yard.” 

“That is too absurd,” said the Deacon. 
“Very well,” I replied, ‘‘ for once [am glad to agree with you. 

But if this is absurd, then it follows that Mr. Lawes’ estimate of 

the value of certain foods for manure is not so extravagant, as you 
supposed—which is precisely what I wished to prove.” 

“You have not told us how Mr. Johnston manages his manure,” 
said the Deacon. 
“There is nothing very remarkable about it,” I replied. ‘‘ There 

are many farmers in this neighborhood who adopt the same 
method. I think, however, John Jobnston was the first to recom- 

mend it, and subjected himself to some criticism from some of the 

so-called scientific writers at the time. 
“‘ His general plan is to leave the manure in the yards, basements, 

and shes, under the sheep, until spring. He usually sells his fat 
sheep in March. As soon as the sheep are removed, the manure is 

either thrown up into loose heaps in the yard, or drawn directly 
to the field, where it is to be used, and made into a heap there. 
The manure is not spread on the land until the autumn. It re- 
mains in the heaps or piles all summer, being usually turned once, 

and sometimes twice. The manure becomes thoroughly rotted.” 

Mr. Johnston, like the Deacon, applies his manure to the corn 
crop. But the Deacon draws out his fresh green manure in the 
spring, on sod-land, and plows it under. Mr. Johnston, on the 

other hand, keeps his manure in a heap through the summer, 
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spreads it on the sod in September, or the first week in October. 
Here it lies until next spring. The grass and clover grow up 
through manure, and the grass and manure are turned under next 
spring, and the land planted to corn. 

Mr. Johnston is thoroughly convinced that he gets far more 
benefit from the manure when applied on the surface, and left ex- 
posed for several months, than if he plowed it under at once. 

I like to write and talk about John Johnston. I like to visit 
him. He is so delightfully enthusiastic, believes so thoroughly in 
good farming, and has been so eminently successful, that a day 
spent in his company can not fail to encourage any farmer to re- 
newed efforts in improving his soil. ‘‘ You must drain,” he wrote 
to me; “when I first commenced farming, I never made any 
money until I began to underdrain.” But it is not underdraining 
alone that is the cause of his eminent success. When he bought 
his farm, “‘ near Geneva,” over fifty years ago, there was a pile of 
manure in the yard that had lain there year after year, until it was, 
as he said, “as black as my hat.” The former owner regarded it 
as a nuisance, and a few months before young Johnston bought 
the farm, had given some darkies a cow on condition that they 
would draw out this manure. They drew out six loads, took the 
cow—and that was the last seen of them. Johnston drew out this 
manure, raised a good crop of wheat, and that gave him a start. 
He says he has been asked a great many times to what he owes his 
success as a farmer, and he has replied that he could not tell 
whether it was “dung or credit.” It was probably neither. It 
was the man—his intelligence, industry, and good common sense. 

That heap of black mould was merely an instrument in his hands 
that he could turn to good account. 

His first crop of wheat gave him “ credit,’ and this also he used 
toadvantage. He believed that good farming would pay, and it 
was this faith in a genercus soil that made him willing to spend 
the money obtained from the first crop of wheat in enriching the 
land, and to avail himself of his credit. Had he lacked this faith— 

had he hoarded every sixpence he could have ground out of the 
soil, who would have ever heard of John Johnston? He has 
been liberal with his crops and his animals, and has ever found 
them grateful. This is the real lesson which his life teaches. 

He once wrote me he had something to show me. He did not 
tell me what it was, and when I got there, he took me to a field of 

grass that was to be mown for hay, The field had been in winter 
wheat the year before. At the time of sowing the wheat, the 
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whole field was seeded down with timothy. No clover was sown 
either then or in the spring; but after the wheat was sown, he put 
on a slight dressing of manure on two portions of the field that 
he thought were poor. He told the man to spread it out of the 

wagon just as thin as he could distribute it evenly over the land. 

It was a very light manuring, but the manure was rich, and thor- 
oughly rotted. I do not recollect whether the effect of the manure 
was particularly noticed on the wheat; but on the grass, the fol- 

lowing spring, the effect was sufficiently striking. Those two por- 
tions of the field where the manure was spread were covered with 
a splendid crop of red clover. You could see the exact line, in both 

cases, where the manure reached. It looked quite curious. No 
clover-seed was sown, and yet there was as fine a crop of clover 
as one could desire. 

On looking into the matter more closely, we found that there 
was more or less clover all over the field, but where the manure 
was not used, it could hardly be seen. The plants were small, 

and the timothy hid them from view. But where the manure 
was used, these plants of clover had been stimulated in their 
growth until they covered the ground. The leaves were broad 
and vigorous, while in the other case they were small, and almost 

dried up. This is probably the right explanation. The manure 
did not “bring in the clover ;” it simply increased the growth of 
that already in the soil. It shows the value of manure for grass. 

This is what Mr. Johnston wanted to show me. “I. might have 
written and told you, but you would not have got a, clear idea of 
the matter.” This is true. One had to see the great luxuriance of 
that piece of clover to fully appreciate the effect of the manure. 
Mr. J. said the manure on that grass was worth $30 an acre—that 
is, on the three crops of grass, before the field is again plowed. I 
have no doubt that this is true, and that the future crops on the 

land will also be benefited—not directly from the manure, per- 
haps, but from the clover-roots in the soil. And if the field were 
pastured, the effect on future crops would be very decided. 
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OCH ASE Ee Ris XX. 

MY OWN PLAN OF MANAGING MANURE. 

One of the charms and the advantages of agriculture is that a 
farmer must think for himself. He should study principles, and 
apply them in practice, as best suits his circumstances. 
My own method of managing manure gives me many of the 

advantages claimed for the Deacon’s method, and John Johnston’s, 
also. 
_ “T do not understand what you mean,” said the Deacon; “my 

method differs essentially from that of John Johnston.” 
“True,” I replied, “‘ you use your winter-made manure in the 

spring; while Mr. Johnston piles his, and gets it thoroughly fer- 
mented; but to do this, he has to keep it until the autumn, and it 

does not benefit his corn-crop before the next summer. He loses 

the use of his manure for a year.” 
I think my method secures both these advantages. I get my 

winter-made manure fermented and in good condition, and yet 
have it ready for spring crops. 

In the first place, | should remark that my usual plan is to cut 
up all the fodder for horses, cows, and sheep. For horses, I some- 
times use long straw for bedding, but, as a rule, I prefer to run 

everything through a feed-cutter. We dojot steam the food, and 
we let the cows and sheep have a liberal supply of cut corn-stalks 

and straw, and what they do not eat is thrown out of the mangers 
and racks, and used for bedding. 

I should state, too, that I keep a good many pigs, seldom having 
less than 50 breeding sows. My pigs are mostly sold at from two 
to-four months old, but we probably average 150 head the year 

round. A good deal of my manure, therefore, comes from the 
pig-pens, and from two basement cellars, where my store hogs 
sleep in winter. 

In addition to the pigs, we have on the farm from 150 to 200 
Cotswold and grade sheep; 10 cows, and 8 horses. These are our 
manure makers. 

The raw material from which the manure is manufactured con- 
sists of wheat, barley, rye, and oat-straw, corn-stalks, corn-fodder, 
clover and timothy-hay, clover seed-hay, bean-straw, pea-straw, 
potato-tops, mangel-wurzel, turnips, rape, and mustard. These 

are all raised on the farm; and, in addition to the home-grown 
oats, peas, and corn, we buy and feed out considerable quantities 
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of bran, shorts, fine-middlings, malt-combs, corn-meal, and a little 
oil-cake. I sell wheat, rye, barley, and clover-seed, apples, and 
potatoes, and sometimes cabbages and turnips. Probably, on the 

average, for each $100 I receive from the sale of these crops, I 
purchase $25 worth of bran, malt-combs, corn-meal, and other 

feed for animals. My farm is now rapidly increasing in fertility 

and productiveness. The crops, on the average, are certainly at 

least double what they were when I bought the farm thirteen 
years ago; and much of this increase has taken place during the 
last five or six years, and I expect to see still greater improvement 
year by year. 

“Never mind all that,” said the Deacon; “we all know that 
manure will enrich land, and I will concede that your farm has 
greatly improved, and can not ne but improve if you continue 
to make and use as much manure.’ 

“IT expect to make more and more manure every year,” said I. 
“The larger the crops, the more manure we can make; and the 
more manure we make, the larger the crops.” 

The real point of difference between my plan of managing ma- 
nure, and the plan adopted by the Deacon, is essentially this: I 
aim to keep all my manure in a compact pile, where it will slowly 
ferment all winter. The Deacon throws his horse-manure into a 
heap, just outside the.stable door, and the cow-manure into an- 

other heap, and the pig-manure into another heap. These heaps 
are more or less scattered, and are exposed to the rain, and snow, 
and frost. The horse-manure is quite likely to ferment too rap- 
idly, and if in a large heap, and the weather is warm, it not 

unlikely “ fire-fangs” in the center of the heap. On the other 
hand, the cow-manure lies cold and dead, and during the winter 
freezes into solid lumps. 

I wheel or cart all my manure into one central heap. The main 
object is to keep it as compact as possible. There are two advan- 

tages in this: 1st, the manure is less exposed to the ram, and 

(2d), when freezing weather sets in, only a few inches of the ex- 

ternal portion of the heap is frozen. I have practised this plan 

for several years, and can keep my heap of manure slowly fer- 

menting during the whole winter. 
But in order to ensure this result, it is necessary to begin mak- 

ing the heap before winter sets in. The plan is this: 
Having selected the spot in the yard most convenient for mak- 

ing the heap, collect all the manure that can be found in the sheep- 
bale 

“— 



MY OWN PLAN OF MANAGING MANURE. 85 

yards, sheds, cow and horse stables, pig-pens, and hen-house, to- 
gether with leaves, weeds, and refuse from the garden, and wheel 
or cart it to the intended heap. If you set a farm-man to do the 
work, tell him you want to make a hot-bed about five feet high, six 
feet wide, and six feet long. I do not think I have ever seen a 
farm where enough material could not be found, say in November, 
to make such a heap. And this is all that is needed. If the ma- 

nure is rich, if it is obtained from animals eating clover-hay, bran, 
grain, or other food rich in nitrogen, it will soon ferment. But if 
the manure is poor, consisting largely of straw, it will be very de- 

sirable to make it richer by mixing with it bone-dust, blood, hen- 

droppings, woollen rags, chamber-lye, and animal matter of any 
kind that you can find. 
The richer you can make the manure, the more readily will it 

ferment. A good plan is to take the horse or sheep manure, a 

few weeks previous, and use it for bedding the pigs. It will 
absorb the liquid of the pigs, and make rich manure, which will 

soon ferment when placed in a heap. 

If the manure in the heap is too dry, it is a good plan, when you 
are killing hogs, to throw on to the manure all the warm water, 
hair, blood, intestines, etc. You may think I am making too 
much of such a simple matter, but I have had letters from farmers 

who have tried this plan of managing manure, and they say that 

they can not keep it from freezing. One reason for this is, that 
they do not start the heap early enough, and do not take pains to 

get the manure into an active fermentation befcre winter sets in. 
Much depends on this. In starting a fire, you take pains to get a 
little fine, dry wood, that will burn readily, and when the fire is 
fairly going, put on larger sticks, and presently you have such a 
fire that you can burn wood, coal, stubble, sods, or anything you 
wish. And so it is with a manure-heap. Get the fire, or fermen- - 

tation, or, more strictly speaking, putrefaction fairly started, and 
there will be little trouble, if the heap is large enough, and fresh 

material is added from time to time, of continuing the fermenta- 
tion all winter. 

Another point to be observed, and especially in cold weather, is 
to keep the sides of the heap straight, and the top level. You 

must expose the manure in the heap as little as possible to frost 
and cold winds. The rule should be to spread every wheel-har- 
rowful of manure as soon as it is put on the heap. If left un- 
spread on top of the heap, it will freeze; and if afterwards cov- 

ered with other manure, it will require considerable heat to melt 
it, and thus reduce the temperature of the whole heap. 
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It is far less work to manage a heap of manure in this way than 
may be supposed from my description of the plan. The truth is, 
I find, in point of fact, that it is no¢ an easy thing to manage ma- 

nure in this way; and I fear not one farmer in ten will succeed 

the first winter he undertakes it, unless he gives it his personal 

attention. It is well worth trying, however, because if your heap 

should freeze up, it will be, at any rate, in no worse condition 

than if managed in the ordinary way; and if you do succeed, 

even in part, you will have manure in good condition for im- 

mediate use in the spring. 
ee 

As I have said before, I keep a good many pigs. Now pigs, if 
fed on slops, void a large quantity of liquid manure, and it is not 
always easy to furnish straw enough to absorb it. When straw 
and stalks are cut into chaff, they will absorb much more liquid 
than when used whole. For this reascn we usually cut all our 
straw and stalks. We also use the litter from the horse-stable for 

bedding the store hogs, and also sometimes, when comparatively 
dry, we use the refuse sheep bedding for the same purpose. 
Where the sheep barn is contiguous to the pig-pens, and when the 

sheep bedding can be thrown at once into the pig-pens or cellar, 
it is well to use bedding freely for the sheep and lambs, and re- 
move it frequently, throwing it into the pig-pens. I do not want 
my sheep to be compelled to eat up the straw and corn-stalks too 

close. I want them to pick out what they like, and then throw 
away what they leave in the troughs for bedding. Sometimes we 
take out a five-bushel basketful of these direct from the troughs, 
for bedding young pigs, or sows and pigs in the pens, but as a 
rule, we use them first for bedding the sheep, and then afterwards 
use the sheep bedding in the fattening or store pig-pens. 

‘““And sometimes,” remarked the Deacon, “ you use a little long 

straw for your young pigs to sleep on, so that they can bury 
themselves in the straw and keep warm.” 

“ True,’ I replied, “and it is not a bad plan, but we are not 

now talking about the management of pigs, but how we treat our 
manure, and how we manage to have it ferment all winter.” 
A good deal of our pig-manure is, to borrow a phrase from the 

pomologists, “ double-worked.” It is horse or sheep-manure, 
used for bedding pigs and cows. It is saturated with urine, and is 
much richer in nitrogenous material than ordinary manure, and 
consequently will ferment or putrify much morerapidly. Usually 
pig-manure is considered “cold,” or sluggish, but this double- 
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worked pig-manure will ferment even more rapidly than sheep or 

horse-manure alone. 

Unmixed cow-manure is heavy and cold, and when kept in a 

heap by itself out of doors, is almost certain to freeze up solid dur- 

ing the winter. 

We usually wheel out our cow-dung every day, and spread on 

the manure heap. 

This is one of the things that needs attention. There will be 

a constant tendency to put all the cow-dung together, instead of 

mixing it with the lighter and more active manure from the horses, 

sheep, and pigs. Spread it out and cover it with some of the more 

strawy manure, which is not so liable to freeze. 

Should it so happen—as will most likely be the case—that on 

looking at your heap some morning when the thermometer is 

below zero, you find that several wheel-barrowfuls of manure that 

were put on the heap the day before, were not spread, and are now 

crusted over with ice, it will be well to break up the barrowfuls, 

even if necessary to use a crowbar, and place the frozen lumps of 

manure on the outside of the heap, rather than to let them lie in the 

center of the pile. Your aim should be always to keep the center 

of the heap warm and in a state of fermentation. You do not 

want the fire to go out, and it will not go out if the heap is prop- 

erly managed, even should all the sides and top be crusted over 

with a layer of frozen manure. 

During very severe weather, and when the top is frozen, it is a good 

plan, when you are about to wheel some fresh manure on to the 

heap, to remove a portion of the frozen crust on top of the heap, 

near the center, and make a hole for the fresh manure, which 
should be spread and covered up. 

When the heap is high enough, say five feet, we commence an- 

other heap alongside. In doing this, our plan is to clean out some 
of the sheep-sheds or pig-pens, where the manure has accumulated 
for some time. This gives us much more than the daily supply. 
Place this manure on the outside of the new heap, and then take a 
quantity of hot, fermenting, manure from the middle of the old 
heap, and throw it into the center of the new heap, and then cover 

it up with the fresh manure. I would put in eight or ten bushels, 
or as much as will warm up the center of the new heap, and start 
fermentation. The colder the weather, the more of this hot 

manure should you take from the old heap—the more the better. 
Fresh manure should be added to the old heap to fill up the hole 

made by the removal of the hot manure. 
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‘“You draw out a great many loads of manure during the 
winter,” said the Deacon, “and pile it in the field, and I have al- 

ways thought it a good plan, as you do the work when there is 
little else to do, and when the ground is frozen.” 

Yes, this is an improvement on my old plan. I formerly used 
to turn over the heap of manure in the barn-yard in March, or ag 
soon as fermentation had ceased. 

The object of turning the heap is (1st,) to mix the manure and 
make it of uniform quality; (2d,) to break the lumps and make the 
manure fine; and (3d,) to lighten up the manure and make it 

loose, thus letting in the air and inducing a second fermentation. 
It is a good plan, and well repays for the labor. In doing the 
work, build up the end and sides of the new heap straight, 

and keep the top flat. Have an eye on the man doing the work, 

and see that he breaks up the manure and mixes it thoroughly, 

and that he goes to the bottom of the heap. 

My new plan that the Deacon alludes to, is, instead of turning 

the heap in the yard, to draw the manure from the heap in the 

yard, and pile it up in another heap in the field where it is to be 
used. This has all the effects of turning, and at the same time 
saves a good deal of team-work in the spring. 

The location of the manure-heap in the 
field deserves some consideration. If the 

manure is to be used for root-crops or po- 

tatoes, and if the land is to be ridged, and 
the manure put in the ridges, then it will 
be desirable to put the heap on the head- 

land, or, better still, to make two heaps, 

one on the headland top of the field, and 
the other on the headland at the bottom of 

the field,as shown in the annexed engraving. 

We draw the manure with a cart, the 

horse walking between two of the ridges 
(D), and the wheels of the cart going in C 
and KE. The manure is pulled out at the 

back end of the cart into small heaps, 

about five paces apart. 

chs “That is what I object to with you 
ar B Manure Heaps ;¢@, agricultural writers,” said the Doctor; “you 

DE, Ridges, 22 ft. apart. gay ‘about five paces,’ and sometimes ‘ about 
five paces would mean 4 yards, and sometimes 6 yards; and if you 
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put 10 tons of manure per acre in the one case, you would put 15 
tons in the other—which makes quite a difference in the dose.” 

The Doctor is right. Let us figure a little. If your cart holds 
20 bushels, and if the manure weighs 75 lbs. to the bushel, and 

you wish to put on 10 tons of manure per acre, or 1,500 bushels, 

or 13} cart-loads, then, as there are 43,560 square feet in an acre, 

you want a bushel of manure to 29 square feet, or say a space 2 

yards long, by nearly 5 feet wide. 
Now, as our ridges are 24 feet apart, and as our usual plan is 

to manure 5 ridges at a time, or 124 feet wide, a load of 20 

bushels of manure will go over a space 464 feet long, nearly, or 

say 154 yards; and so, a load would make 38 heaps, 154 feet apart, 

and there would be 63 bushels in each heap. 

If the manure is to be spread on the surface of the land, there is 

no necessity for placing the heap on the headland. You can make 

the heap or heaps.—‘‘ Where most convenient,” broke in the Dea- 
con.—‘‘ No, not by any means,” I replied; “for if that was the 

rule, the men would certainly put the heap just where it happened 
to be the least trouble for them to draw and throw off the loads.” 

The aim should be to put the heap just where it will require 

the least labor to draw the manure on to the land in the spring. 
On what we call “rolling,” or hilly land, I would put the heap 

on the highest land, so that in the spring the horses would be 
going down hill with the full carts or wagons. Of course, it 
would be very unwise to adopt this plan if the manure was not 

RODS, o; 

Si Qi 
<10.RODS(— 7p} RODS, 40 RODS 7p 10 ROD: 

gi a 
oi ei 
o: =H 

gl! 4 
< 

Field, 40x20 Rods, showing Position of two Heaps of Manure, a, a. 

drawn from the yards until spring, when the land was soft; 

but I am now speaking of drawing out the manure in the winter, 

when there is sleighing, or when the ground is frozen. No farm- 
er will object to a little extra labor for the teams in the winter, if 
it will save work and time in the spring. 
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If the land is level, then the heap or heaps should be placed 
where the least distance will have to be traveled in drawing the 
manure from the heap to the land. If there is only one heap, the 
best point would be in the center of the field. If two heaps, and 

the field is longer than it is broad, say 20 rods wide, and 40 rods 

long, then the heaps should be made as shown on the previous 

page. 
If the field is square, say 40 x 40 rods, and we can have four 

heaps of manure, then, other things being equal, the best points 

for the heaps are shown in the annexed figure : 

Field, 40x40 Rods, showing Position of four Heaps of Manure, a. a, a, @ 

Having determined where to make the heaps, the next question 
is in regard to size. We make one about 8 feet wide and 6 feet 
high, the length being determined by the quantity of the manure 
we have to draw. In cold weather, it is well to finish the heap 
each day as far as you go, so that the sloping side at the end of the 
heap will not be frozen during the night. Build up the sides 
square, so that the top of the heap shall be as broad as the bottom. 
You will have to see that this is done, for the average farm- 
man, if left to himself, will certainly narrow up the heap like the 
roof of a house. The reason he does this is that he throws the 

manure from the load into the center of the heap, and he can not 
build up the sides straight and square without getting on to the 
heap occasionally, and placing a layer round the outsides. He 
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should be instructed, too, to break up the lumps, and mix the ma- 
oure, working it over until it is loose and fine. If there are any 
frozen masses of manure, place them on the east or south outside, 
and not in the middle of the heap. 

If there is any manure in the sheds, or basements, or cellars, or 
pig-pens, clean it out, and draw it at once to the pile in the field, 
and mix it with the manure you are drawing from the heap in 
the yard. 

We generally draw with two teams and three wagons. We 
have one man to fill the wagon in the yard, and two men to drive 
and upload. When the man comes back from the field, he places 
his empty wagon by the side of the heap in the yard, and takes 
off the horses and puts them to the loaded wagon, and drives to 

the heap in the field. If we have men and teams enough, we 
draw with three teams and three wagons. In this case, we put a 
reliable man at the heap, who helps the driver to unload, and sees 

that the heap is built properly. The driver helps the man in the 

yard to load up. In the former plan, we have two teams and three 
men; in the latter case, we have three teams and five men, and as 
we have two men loading and unloading, instead of one, we ought 

to draw out double the quantity of manure in a day. If the 
weather is cold and windy, we put the blankets on the horses un- 

der the harness, so that they will not be chilled while standing at 
the heap in the yard or field. They will trot back lively with the 
empty wagon or sleigh, and the work will proceed briskly, and 
the manure be less exposed to the cold. 

oe 

“ You do not,” said the Doctor, “‘ draw the manure on to the heap 
with a cart, and dump it, as I have seen it done in England?” 

I did so a few years ago, and might do so again if I was piling 
manure in the spring, to be kept over summer for use in the fall. 

The compression caused by drawing the cart over the manure, has 
a tendency to exclude the air and thus retard fermentation. In 

_ the winter there is certainly no necessity for resorting to any 
means for checking fermentation. In the spring or summer it may 
be well to compress the heap a little, but not more, I think, than 

can be done by the trampling of the workman in spreading the 
manure on the heap. 

“You donot,” said the Doctor, “ adopt the old-fashioned English 
plan of keeping your manure in a basin in the barn-yard, and yet 
Ishould think it has some advantages.” 



92 TALKS ON MANURES. 

“T practised it here,” said I, “for some years. I plowed and 
scraped a large hole or basin in the yard four or five feet deep, with 
a gradual slope at one end for convenience in drawing out the 
loads—the other sides being much steeper. I also made a tank at 
the bottom to hold the drainage, and had a pump in it to pump 
the liquid back on to the heap in dry weather. We threw or 
wheeled the manure from the stables and pig-pens into this basin, 

but I did not like the plan, for two reasons: (1,) the manure being 

spread over so large a surface froze during winter, and (2,) during 
the spring there was so much water in the basin that it checked 
fermentation.” . 
Now, instead of spreading it all over the basin, we commenced a 

small heap on one of the sloping sides of the basin; with a horse 

and cart we drew to this heap, just as winter set in, every bit of 

manure that could be found on the premises, and everything that 

would make manure. When got all together, it made a heap seven 
or eight feet wide, twenty feet long, and three or four feet high. 
We then laid planks on the heap, and every day, as the pig-pens, 

cow and horse stables were cleaned out, the manure was wheeled 

on to the heap and shaken out ana spread about. The heap soon 

commenced to ferment, and when the cold weather set in, although 

the sides and some parts of the top froze a little, the inside kept 
quite warm. Little chimneys were formed in the heap, where the 

heat and steam escaped. Other parts of the heap would be covered 
with a thin crust of frozen manure. By taking a few forkfuls of 
the latter, and placing them on the top of the ‘‘chimneys,” they 
checked the escape of steam, and had a tendency to distribute the 
heat to other parts of the heap. In this way the fermentation be- 
came more general throughout all the mass, and not so violent at 
any one spot. 

“But why be at all this trouble ?”—For several reasons. First. 
It saves labor in the end. Two hours’ work, in winter, will save 

three hours’ work in the spring. And three hours’ work in the 
spring is worth more than four hours’ work in the winter. So 
that we save half the expense of handling the manure. 2d. When 
manure is allowed to lie scattered about overa large surface, it is 
liable to have much of its value washed out by therain. Inacom- 

pact heap of this kind, the rain or snow that falls on it is not more 

than the manure needs to keep it moist enough for fermentation. 

38d. There is as much fascination in this fermenting heap of 

manure as there is in having money ina savings bank. One is 
continually trying to add to it. Many a cart-load or wheel-barrow- 
ful of material will be deposited that would otherwise be allowed 
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to run to waste. 4th. The manure, if turned over in February or 
March, will be in capital order for applying to root crops; or if 

your hay and straw contains weed-seeds, the manure will be in 
good condition to spread as a top-dressing on grass-land early in 

the spring. This, I think, is better than keeping it in the yards 

all summer, and then drawing it out on the grass land in Septem- 
er. You gain six months’ or a year’s time. You get a splendid 

growth of rich grass, and the red-root seeds will germinate next 
September just as well as if the manure was drawn out at that 
time. If the manure is drawn out early in the spring, and spread 

out immediately, and then harrowed two or three times witha 
Thomas’ smoothing-harrow, there is no danger of its imparting a 
rank flavor to the grass. I know from repeated trials that when 
part of a pasture is top-dressed, cows and sheep will keep it much 

more closely cropped down than the part which has not been 

manured. ‘The idea to the contrary originated from not spread- 

ing the manure evenly. 
“But why ferment the manure at all? Why not draw it out 

fresh from the yards? Does fermentation increase the amount of 
plant-food in the manure ?”—No. But it renders the plant-food 
in the manure more immediately available. It makes it more 

soluble. We ferment manure for the same reason that we de- 

compose bone-dust or mineral phosphates with sulphuric acid, and 

convert them into superphosphate, or for the same reason that we 

grind our corn and cook the meal. These processes add nothing 
to the amount of plant-food in the bones or the nutriment in the 

corn. They only increase its availability. So in fermenting 
manure. When the liquid and solid excrements from well-fed 

animals, with the straw necessary to absorb the liquid, are placed 
in a heap, fermentation sets in and soon effects very important 

changes in the nature and composition of the materials. The in- 
soluble woody fibre of the straw is decomposed and converted into 
humic and ulmic acids. These are insoluble; and when manure 
consists almost wholly of straw or corn stalks, there would be 
little gained by fermenting it. But when there is a good propor- 

tion of manure from well fed animals in the heap, carbonate of 

ammonia is formed from the nitrogenous compounds in the 
manure, and this ammonia unites with the humic and ulmic acids 
and forms humate and ulmate of ammonia. These ammoniacal 

salts are soluble in water—as the brown color of the drainings of 

a manure heap sufficiently indicates. 
Properly fermented manure, therefore, of good quality, is a 

much more active and immediately useful fertilizer tnan fresh, un- 
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fermented manure. There need be no loss of ammonia from 
evaporation, and the manure is far less bulky, and costs far less 
labor to draw out and spread. ‘The only loss that is likety to 
occur is from leaching, and this must be specially guarded against. 

Cs AS Pil di icc ok kU, 

THE MANAGEMENT OF MANURES.—ConrTInveEp. 

WHY DO WE FERMENT MANURE? 

However much farmers may differ in regard to the advantages 
or disadvantages of fermenting manure, I have never met with 
one who contended that it was good, either in theory or practice, 
to leave manure for months, scattered over a barn-yard, exposed 
to the spring and autumn rains, and to the summer’s sun and 
wind. All admit that, if it is necessary to leave manure in the 
yards, it should be either thrown into a basin, or put into a pile 
or heap, where it will be compact, and not much exposed. 

We did not need the experiments of Dr. Voelcker to convince 

us that there was great waste in leaving manure exposed to the 
leaching action of our heavy rains. We did not know exactly how 
much we lost, but we knew it must be considerable. No one ad- 
vocates the practice of exposing manure, and it is of no use to dis- 
cuss the matter. AJl will admit that it is unwise and wasteful to 
allow manure to lie scattered and exposed over the barn-yards 
any longer than is absolutely necessary. 
We should either draw it directly to the field and use it, or we 

should make it into a compact heap, where it will not receive 

more rain than is needed to keep it moist. ° 

One reason for piling manure, therefore, is to preserve it from 

loss, until we wish to use it on the land. 

“ We all admit that,” said the Deacon, “ but is there anything 
actually gained by fermenting it in the heap ?”—In one sense, 
no; but in another, and very important sense, yes. When we 

cook corn-meal for our little pigs, we add nothing to it. We have 
no more meal after it is cooked than before. There are no more 
starch, or oil, or nitrogenous matters in the meal, but we think the 

pigs can digest the food more readily. And so, in fermenting 
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manura, we add nothing to it; there is no more actual nitrogen, 
or phosphoric acid, or potash, or any other ingredient after fer- 

mentation than there was before, but these ingredients are rendered 

more soluble, and can be more rapidly taken up by the plants. In 

this sense, therefore, there is a great gain. 
One thing is certain, we do not,in many cases, get anything 

like as much benefit from our manure as the ingredients it con- 
tains would lead us to expect. 

Mr. Lawes, on his clayey soil at Rothamsted, England, has 
grown over thirty crops of wheat, year after year, on the same 
land. One plot has received 14 tons of barn-yard manure per 

acre every year, and yet the produce from this plot is no larger, 

and, in fact, is frequently much less, than from a few hundred 

pounds of artificial manure containing far less nitrogen. 

For nineteen years, 1852 to 1870, some of the plots have received 
the same manure year after year. The following shows the aver 
age yield for the nineteen years: 

Wheat Straw 
peracre. per acre, 

Plot 5.—Mixed mineral manure, alone.............-- 17 bus. 15 cwt. 
‘¢ 6.—Mixed mineral manure, and 200 lbs. ammo- 

[peter URC ee ge eke A gh ap le aA Ee ARS Ee Ia 27¢ bus. 25 cwt. 
‘¢ %—Mixed mineral manure, and 400 lbs. ammo- 

MIRCHI Rallis (siterip edasevete Mae. tis 36 bus. 36 cwt. 
‘¢ 9,—Mixed mineral manure, and 550 lbs. nitrate 

RES BG cietare cas eieine was Sa wie oa aa wiaresn mentale 37 bus. 41 ewt. 
rOe 2 — Ae LORS TARMI-VALC: QUBE saclay qwacis qe-celeeeee 36 bus. 34 ewt. 

The 14 tons (31,360 lbs.) of farm-yard manure contained about 
8,540 Ibs. organic matter, 868 lbs. mineral matter, and 200 lbs. ni- 
trogen. The 400 lbs. of ammoniacal salts, and the 550 lbs. nitrate 
of soda, each contained 82 lbs. of nitrogen; and it will be seen 
that this 82 lbs. of nitrogen produced as great an effect as the 200 
Ibs. of nitrogen in barn-yard manure. 

Similar experiments have been made on barley, with even more 
striking results. The plot dressed with 3800 Ibs. superphosphate of 
lime, and 200 lbs. ammoniacal salts per acre, produced as large a 
crop as 14 tonsof farm-yard manure. The average yield of barley 
for nineteen crops grown on the same land each year was 48 bus. and 
28 cwt. of straw per acre on both plots. In other words, 41 lbs. of 
nitrogen, in ammoniacal salts, produced as great an effect as 200 

Ibs. of nitrogen in farm-yard manure! During the nineteen years, 
ene plot had received 162,260 lbs. of organic matter, 16,492 Ibs. of 

mineral matter, and 3,800 lbs. of nitrogen; while the other had 

received only 5,700 lbs. mineral matter, and 779 lbs. of nitrogen— 

and yet one has produced as large a crop as the other. 
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Why this difference ? It will not do to say that more nitrogen 
was applied in the farm-yard manure than was needed. Mr. 
Lawes says: “ For some years, an amount of ammonia-salts, con- 

taining 82 lbs. of nitrogen, was applied to one series of plots (on 

barley), but this was found to be too much, the crop generally 
being too heavy and laid. Yet probably about 200 lbs. of nitrogen 
was annually supplied in the dung, but with it there was no over- 
luxuriance, and no more crop, than where 41 lbs. of nitrogen was 
supplied in the form of ammonia or nitric acid.” 

It would seem that there can be but one explanation of these 

accurately-ascertained facts. The nitrogenous matter in the ma- 
nure is not in an available condition. It is in the manure, but the 

plants can not take it up until it is decomposed and rendered sol- 

uble. Dr. Veelcker analyzed “ perfectly fresh horse-dung,” and 

found that of free ammonia there was not more than one pound 

in 15 tons! And yet these 15 tons contained nitrogen enough to 

furnish 140 lbs. of ammonia. 

‘‘ But,” it may be asked, “ will not this fresh manure decompose 
in the soil, and furnish ammonia?” In light, sandy soil, I pre- 
sume it will do so to a considerable extent. We know that clay 
mixed with manure retards fermentation, but sand mixed with 

manure accelerates fermentation. This, at any rate, is the case 

when sand is added in small quantities to a heap of fermenting 
manure. But I do not suppose it would have the same effect when 

a small quantity of manure is mixed with a large amount of sand, 
as is the case when manure is applied to land, and plowed under. 

At any rate, practical farmers, with almost entire unanimity, think 
well-rotted manure is better for sandy land than fresh manure. 

As to how rapidly, or rather how slowly, manure decomposes 
in a rather heavy loamy soil, the above experiments of Mr. Lawes 

afford very conclusive, but at the same time very discouraging 
evidence. During the 19 years, 3,800 lbs. of nitrogen, and 16,492 

Ibs. of mineral matter, in the form of farm-yard manure, were ap- 

plied to an acre of land, and the 19 crops of barley in grain and 
straw removed only 3,724 lbs. of mineral matter, and 1,064 lbs. of 
nitrogen. The soil now contains, unless it has drained away, 

1,736 lbs. more nitrogen per acre than it did when the experiments 
commenced. And yet 41 lbs. of nitrogen in an available condition 
is sufficient to produce a good large crop of barley, and 82 lbs. per 

acre furnished more than the plants could organize. 

‘‘ Those are very interesting experiments,” said the Doctor, “and 
show why it is that our farmers can afford to pay a higher price 
for nitrogen and phosphoric acid in superphosphate, and other ar- 
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tificial manures, than for the same amount of nitrogen and phos- 
phoric acid in stable-manure.” 

We will not discuss this point at present. What I want to as- 
certain is, whether we can not find some method of making our 
farm-yard manure more readily available. Piling it up, and let- 
ting it ferment, is one method of doing this, though I think other 
methods will yet be discovered. Possibly it will be found that 
spreading well-rotted manure on the surface of the land will be 
one of the most practical and simplest methods of accomplishing 
this object. 

““We pile the manure, therefore,” said Charley, “ first, because 

we do not wish it to lie exposed to the rain in the yards, 
and, second, because fermenting it in the heap renders it more 
soluble, and otherwise more available for the crops, when applied 
to the land.” 

That is it exactly, and another reason for piling manure is, that 

the fermentation greatly reduces its bulk, and we have less labor 

to perform in drawing it out and spreading it. Ellwanger & 
Barry, who draw several thousand loads of stable-manure every 
year, and pile it up to ferment, tell me that it takes three loads of 

fresi manure to make one load of rotted manure. This, of course, 

has reference to buik, and not weight. Three tons of fresh barn-yard 

manure, according to the experiments of Dr. Veelcker, will make 

about two tons when well rotted. Even this is a great saving of 
labor, and the rotted manure can be more easily spread, and mixed 
more thoroughly with the soil—a point of great importance. 

‘¢ Another reason for fermenting manure,” said the Squire, “is 
the destruction of weed-seeds.” 

“That is true,” said I, “ and a very important reason; but I try 

not to think about this method of killing weed-seeds. It isa great 
deal better to kill the weeds. There can be no doubt that a fer- 
menting manure-heap will kill many of the weed-seeds, but enough 
will usually escape to re-seed the land.” 

It is fortunate, however, that the best means to kill weed-seeds 
in the manure, are also the best for rendering the manure most 
efficient. I was talking to John Johnston on this subject a few 
days ago. He told me how he piled manure in his yards. 

“T commence,” he said, ‘‘ where the heap is intended to be, and 

throw the manure on one side, until the bare ground is reached.” 
“ What is the use of that ?” I asked. 

“Tf you do not do so,” he replied, “there will be some portion of 

5 
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- the manure under the heap that will be so compact that it wil] not 
ferment, and the weed-seeds will not be killed.” 

“You think,” said I, “ that weed-seeds can be killed in this way?” 

‘‘] know they can,” he replied,” but the heap must be carefully 

made, so that it will ferment evenly, and when the pile is turned, 

the bottom and sides should be thrown into the center of the heap.”’ 

LOSS OF AMMONIA BY FERMENTING MANURE, 

If you throw a quantity of fresh horse-manure into a loose heap, 
fermentation preceeds with great rapidity. Much heat is produced, 

and if the manure is under cover, or tkere is not rain enough to 

keep the heap moist, the manure will “ fire-fang”’ and a large pro- 
portion of the carbonate of ammonia produced by the fermentation 
will escape into the atmosphere and be lost. 

As I have said before, we use our horse-manure for bedding the 
store and fattening pigs. We throw the manure every morning 

and evening, when the stable is cleaned out, into an empty stall 

near the door of the stable, and there it remains until wanted to 

bed the pigs. We find it is necessary to remove it frequently, 
especially in the summer, as fermentation soon sets in, and the 
escape of the ammonia is detected by its well known pungent 
smell. Throw this manure into the pig-cellar and let the pigs 
trample it down, and there is no longer any escape of ammonia. 
At any rate, I have never perceived any. Litmus paper will detect 
ammonia in an atmosphere containing only one seventy-five 
thousandth part of it; and, as Prof. S$. W. Johnson once remarked, 
“Tt is certain that a healthy nose is not far inferior in delicacy to 
litmus paper.” I feel sure that no ammonia escapes from this 
horse-manure after it is trampled down by the pigs, although it 

contains an additional quantity of ‘ potential ammonia” from the 
liquid and solid droppings of these animals. 

Water has a strong aitraction for ammonia. One galion of ice- 
cold water will absorb 1,150 gallons of ammonia. 

If the manure, therefore, is moderately moist, the ammonia is 

not likely to escape. Furthermore, as Dr. Veelcker has shown us, 

during the fermentation of the manure in a heap, ulmic and humic, 

crenic and aprocrenic acids are produced, and these unite with 
the ammonia and “fix” it—in other words, they change it from 
a volatile gas into a non-volatile salt. 

If the heap of manure, therefore, is moist enough and large 

enough, all the evidence goes to show, that there is little or no 

loss of ammonia. If the centre of the heap gets so hot and so dry 
that the ammonia is not retained, there is still no necessity for loss, 
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The sides of the heap are cool and moist, and will retain the car- 
bonate of ammonia, the acids mentioned also coming into play. 

The ammonia is much more likely to escape from the top of the 
heap than from the sides. The heat and steam form little chim- 
neys, and when a fermenting manure-heap is covered with snow, 
these little chimneys are readily seen. If you think the manure is 
fermenting too rapidly, and that the ammonia is escaping, trample 
the manure down firmly about the chimneys, thus closing them up, 
and if need be, or if convenient, throw more manure on top, or 
throw on a few pailfuls of water. 

It is a good plan, too, where convenient, to cover the heap with 
soil. Isometimes do this when piling manure in the field, not 
from fear of losing ammonia, but in order to retain moisture in 
the heap. With proper precautions, I think we may safely dismiss 
the idea of any serious loss of ammonia from fermenting manure. 

THE WASTE OF MANURE FROM LEACHING. 

As we have endeavored to show, there is little danger of losing 
ammonia by keeping and fermenting manure. But this is not the 
only question to be considered. We have seen that in 10,000 Ibs. 
of fresh farm-yard manure, there is about 64 lbs. of nitrogen. Of 
this, about 15 lbs. are soluble, and 49 Ibs. insoluble. Of mineral 
matter, we have in this quantity of manure, 559 lbs., of which 154 
Ibs. are soluble in water, and 405 lbs. insoluble. If we had a heap 
of five tons of fermenting manure in a stable, the escape of half an 
ounce of carbonate of ammonia would make a tremendous smell, 
and we should at once use means to check the escape of this pre- 
cious substance. But it will be seen that we have in this five tons 
of fresh manure, nitrogenous matter, capable of forming over 
180 lbs. of carbonate of ammonia, over 42 lbs. of which is in a 
soluble condition. This may be leached day after day, slowly and 
imperceptibly, with no heat, or smell, to attract attention. 
How often do we see manure lying under the eaves of an un- 

spouted shed or barn, where one of our heavy showers will satu- 
rate it in a few minutes, and yet where it will lie for hours, and 
days, and weeks, until it would seem that a large proportion of its 
soluble matter would be washed out of it! The loss is unques- 
tionably very great, and would be greater if it were not for the 
coarse nature of the material, which allows the water to pass 
through it rapidly and without coming in direct contact with only 
the outside portions of the particles of hay, straw, etc., of which 
the manure is largely composed. If the manure was ground up 
very fine, as it would be when prepared for analysis, the loss of 
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soluble matter would be still more serious. Or, if the manure was 
first fermented, so that the particles of matter would be more or 
less decomposed and broken up fine, the rain would wash out a 
large amount of soluble matter, and prove much more injurious 
than if the manure was fresh and unfermented. 

“That is an argument,” said the Deacon, “against your plan of 
piling and fermenting manure.” 

“Not at all,’ I replied; “it is a strong reason for not letting 
manure lie under the eaves of an unspouted building—especially 
good manure, that is made from rich food. The better the manure, 

the more it will lose from bad management. I have never 
recommended any one to pile their manure where it would receive 

from ten to twenty times as much water as would fall on the sur- 
face of the heap.” 

“ But you do recommend piling manure and fermenting it in the 
open air and keeping the top flat, so that it will catch all the rain, 

and I think your heaps must sometimes get pretty well soaked.” 
“Soaking the heap of manure,” I replied, ‘‘ does not wash out 

any of its soluble matter, provided you carry the matter no further 
than the point of saturation. The water may, and doubtless does, 

wash out the soluble matter from some portions of the manure, but 

if the water does not filter through the heap, but is all absorbed by 

the manure, there is no loss. It is when the water passes through 
the heap that it runs away with our soluble nitrogenous and min- 
eral matter, and with any ready formed ammonia it may find in 
the manure.” 

* 
How to keep cows tied up in the barn, and at the same time 

save all the urine, is one of the most difficult problems I have to 
deal with in the management of manure on my farm. The best 
plan I have yet tried is, to throw horse-manure, or sheep-manure, 
back of the cows, where it will receive and absorb the urine. The 

plan works well, but it is a question of labor, and the answer will 
depend on the arrangement of the buildings. If the horses are 
kept near the cows, it will be little trouble to throw the horse- 

litter, every day, under or back of the cows. 
In my own case, my cows are kept in a basement, with a tight 

barn-floor overhead. When this barn-floor is occupied with sheep, 

we keep them well-bedded with straw, and it is an easy matter to 

throw this sciled bedding down to the cow-stable below, where it 
is used to absorb the urine of the cows, and is then wheeled out to 

the manure-heap in the yard. 
At other times, we use dry earth as an absorbent. 
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Farms devoted principally to dairying ought to be richer and 
more productive than farms largely devoted to the production of 
grain. 

Nearly all the produce of the farm is used to feed the cows, and 
little is sold but milk, or cheese, or butter. 

When butter alone is sold, there ought to be no Joss of fertilizing 
matter—as pure butter or oil contains no nitrogen, phosphoric 
acid, or potash. It contains nothing but carbonaceous matter, 
which can be removed from the farm without detriment. 

And even in the case of milk, or cheese, the advantage is all on 
the side of the dairyman, as compared with the grain-grower. A 
dollar’s worth of milk or cheese removes far less nitrogen, phos- 
phoric acid, and potash, than a dollar’s worth of wheat or other 

grain. Five hundred lbs. uf cheese contains about 25 Ibs. of nitro- 
gen, and 20 lbs. of mineral matter. A cow that would make this 
amount of cheese would eat not less than six tons of hay, or its 

equivalent in grass or grain, in a year. And this amount of food, 
supposing it to be half clover and half ordinary meadow-hay, 
would contain 240 Ibs. of nitrogen and 810 lbs. of mineral matter. 
In other words, a cow eats 240 Ibs. of nitrogen, and 25 lbs. are re- 
moved in the cheese, or not quite 10} per cent, and of mineral 

matter not quite 24 per cent is removed. If it takes three acres 
to produce this amount of food, there will be 84 lbs. of nitrogen 
removed by the cheese, per acre, while 30 bushels of wheat would 

remove in the grain 82 lbs. of nitrogen, and 10 to 15 Ibs. in the 
straw. So that a crop of wheat removes from five to six times as 
much nitrogen per acre as a crop of cheese; and the removal of 
mineral matter in cheese is quite insignificant as compared with 

the amount removed in a crop of wheat or corn. If our grain- 
growing farmers can keep up the fertility of their land, as they 
undoubtedly can, the dairymen ought to be making theirs richer 
and more productive every year. 

“ All that is quite true,” said the Doctor, “and yet from what I 
have seen and heard, the farms in the dairy districts, do not, asa 
rule, show any rapid improvement. In fact, we hear it often 
alleged that the soil is becoming exhausted of phosphates, and that 

the quantity and quality of the grass is deteriorating.” 
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“There may be some truth in this,’ said I, ‘‘and yet I will 
hazard the prediction that in no other branch of agriculture shall 
we witness a more decided improvement during the next twenty- 
five years than on farms largely devoted to the dairy. Grain-grow- 
ing farmers, like our friend the Deacon, here, who sells his grain 

and never brings home a load of manure, and rarely buys even a 
ton of bran to feed to stock, and who sells more or less hay, must 
certainly be impoverishing their soils of phosphates much more 

rapidly than the dairyman who consumes nearly all his produce 
on the farm, and sells little except milk, butter, cheese, young 

calves, and old cows.” 

“ Bones had a wonderful effect,” said the Doctor, “on the old 

pastures in the dairy district of Cheshire in England.” 
“ Undoubtedly,” I replied, “and so they will here, and so would 

well-rotted manure. Thereis nothing in this fact to prove that 
dairying specially robs the soil of phosphates. It is not phosphates 

that the dairyman needs so much as richer manure.” 
‘‘ What would you add to the manure to make it richer ?® asked 

the Doctor. 
** Nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash,” I replied. 
“ But how ?” asked the Deacon. 

‘T suppose,” said the Doctor, “ by buying guano and the German 
potash salts.” 
“That would be a good plan,” said 1; “but I would do it by buy- 

ing bran, mill-feed, brewer’s-grains, malt-combs, corn-meal, oil- 

cake, or whatever was best and cheapest in proportion to value. 

Bran or mill-feed can often be bought at a price at which it will pay 
to use it freely for manure. A few tons of bran worked into a 
pile of cow-dung would warm it up and add considerably to its 
value. It would supply the nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, 

in which ordinary manure is deficient. In short, it would convert 

poor manure into rich manure.” 

“Well, well,” exclaimed the Deacon, “ I knew you talked of mix- 
ing dried-blood and bone-dust with your manure, but I did not 
think you would advocate anything quite so extravagant as taking 
good, wholesome bran and spout-feed and throwing it onto your 
manure-pile.” 

“Why, Deacon,” said I, ‘‘ we do it every day. I am putting 
about a ton of spout-feed, malt-combs and corn-meal each week 
into my manure-pile, and that is the reason why it ferments so 

readily even in the winter. It converts my poor manure into good, 

rich, well-decomposed dung, one load of which is worth three loads 
of your long, strawy manure.” 



MANURE ON DAIRY-FARMS. 103 

“Do you not wet it and let it ferment before putting it in the 
pile?” 
‘No, Deacon,” said I, “I feed the bran, malt-combs and corn- 

meal to the cows, pigs, and sheep, and let them do the mixing. 
They work it up fine, moisten it, break up the particles, take out 
the carbonaceous matter, which we do not need for manure, and 
the cows and sheep and horses mix it up thoroughly with the hay, 
straw, and corn-stalks, leaving the whole in just the right con- 
dition to put into a pile to ferment or to apply directly to the land.” 
“Ob! I see,” said the Deacon, “I did not think you used bran 

for manure.” 
“Yes, I do, Deacon,” said I, “ but I use it for food jirst, and this 

is precisely what I would urge you and all others to do. I feel 
sure that our dairymen can well afford to buy more mill-feed, 
corn-meal, oil-cake, etc., and mix it with their cow-dung—or 
rather, let the cows do the mixing.” 

LETTER FROM THE HON. HARRIS LEWIS. 

I wrote to the Hon. Harris Lewis, the well-known dairyman of 
Herkimer Co., N. Y., asking him some qucstions in regard to mak- 
ing and managing manure on dairy farms. The questions will be 
understood from the answers. He writes as follows: 

“ My Friend Harris.—This being the first leisure time I have had 
since the receipt of your last letter, I devote it to answering your 
questions : 

‘1st. I have no manure cellar. 
“I bed my cows with dry basswood sawdust, saving all the 

liquid manure, keeping the cows clean, and the stable odors down 
to a tolerable degree. This bedding breaks up the tenacity of the 
cow-manure, rendering it as easy to pulverize and manage as clear 
horse-manure. I would say it is just lovely to bed cows with dry 
basswood sawdust. This manure, if left ina large pile, will ferment 
and burn like horse-manure in about 10 days. Hence I draw it 
out as made where I desire to use it, leaving it in small heaps, con- 
venient to spread. 

‘“ My pigs and calves are bedded with straw, and this is piled 
and rotted before using. 

“T use most of my manure on grass land, and mangels, some on 
corn and potatoes; but it pays me best, when in proper condition, 
to apply all I do not need for mangels, on meadow and pasture. 

‘Forty loads, or about 18 to 20 cords is a homeeopathic dose for 
an acre, and this quantity, or more, applied once in three years to 
grass land, agrees with it first rate. 
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“The land where I grow mangels gets about this dose every year. 
“T would say that my up-land meadows have been mown twice 

each year for a great many years. 

“T have been using refuse salt fr6m Syracuse, on my mangels, 
at the rate of about six bushels per acre, applied broadcast in two 

applications. My hen-manure is pulverized, and sifted through a 
common coal sieve. The fine I use for dusting the mangels after 
they have been singled out, and the lumps, if any, are used to 
warm up the red peppers. 

“T have sometimes mixed my hen-manure with dry muck, in 
the proportion of one bushel of hen-manure to 10 of muck, and 

received a profit from it too big to tell of, on corn, and on mangels. 
‘‘T have sprinkled the refuse salt on my cow-stable floors some- 

times, but where all the liquid is saved, I think we have salt enough 
for most crops. ¥ 

“T have abandoned the use of plaster on my pastures for the 
reason that milk produced on green-clover is not so good as that 

produced on the grasses proper. I use all the wood ashes I can get, 
on my mangels as a duster, and consider their value greater than 

the burners do who sell them to me for 15 cts. a bushel. I have 

never used much lime, and have not received the expected benefits 

from its use so far. But wood ashes agree with my land as well 
as manure does. The last question you ask, but one, is this: 

‘What is the usual plan of managing manure in the dairy districts ?* 
The usual method is to cut holes in the sides of the stable, about 

every ten feet along the whole length of the barn behind the cows, 
and pitch the manure out through these holes, under the eaves of 

the barn, where it remains until too much in the way, when it is 

drawn out and commonly applied to grass land in lumps as big as 

your head. This practice is getting out of fashion a little now, but 
nearly one-half of all the cow-manure made in Herkimer Co. is 

lost, wasted. 

“Your last question, ‘What improvement would you suggest,’ 

I answer by saying it is of no use to make any to these men, it 

would be wasted like their manure. 

“The market value of manure in this county is 50 cts. per big 
load, or about one dollar per cord.” 

‘‘That is a capital letter,” said the Deacon. “It is right to the 
point, and no nonsense about it.” 
“He must make a good deal of manure,” said the Doctor, 

“to be able to use 40 loads to the acre on his meadows and 



MANURE ON DAIRY-FARMS. 105 

pastures once in three years, and the same quantity every year on 
his field of mangel-wurzel.” 

“That is precisely what I have been contending for,” I replied; 
“the dairymen can make large quantities of manure if they make an 
effort to do it, and their farms ought to be constantly improving. 
Two crops of hay on the same meadow, each year, will enable a 
farmer to keep a large herd of cows, and make a great quantity of 
manure—and when you have once got the manure, there is no dif- 

ficulty in keeping up and increasing the productiveness of the land.” 

HOW TO MAKE MORE AND BETTER MANURE ON DAIRY 

FARMS. 

“You are right,” said the Doctor, ‘‘in saying that there is no dif- 
ficulty in keeping up and increasing the productiveness of our dairy 
farms, when you have once got plenty of manure—but the difficulty 
is to get a good supply of manure to start with.” 

This is true, and it is comparatively slow work to bring up a 

farm, unless you have plenty of capital and can buy all the artificial 
manure you want. By the free use of artificial manures, you could 
make a farm very productive in one or two years. But the slower 
and cheaper method will be the one adopted by most of our young 
and intelligent dairymen. Few of us are born with silver spoons 

in our mouths. We have to earn our money before we can spend it, 
and we are none the worse for the discipline. 

Suppose a young man has a farm of 100 acres, devoted principally 
to dairying. Some of the land lies on a creek or river, while other 
portions are higher and drier. In the spring of the year, a stream 
of water runs through a part of the farm from the adjoining hills 

cown to the creek or river. The farm now supports ten head of 
cows, three horses, half a dozen sheep, and a few pigs. The land is 
worth $75 per acre, but does not pay the interest on half that sum. 
It is getting worse instead of better. Weeds are multiplying, and 
the more valuable grasses are dying out. What is to be done? 

In the first place, let it be distinctly understood that the land is 
not exhausted. As I have before said, the productiveness of a farm 
does not depend so much on the absolute amount of plant-food 
which the soil contains, as on the amount of plant-food which is 
immediately available for the use of the plants. An acre of land 
that produces half a ton of hay, may contain as much plant-food 
as an acre that produces three tons of hay. In the one case the 
plant-food is locked up in such a form that the crops cannot absorb 
it, while in the other it is in an available condition. I have no 
@oubt there are fields on the farm I am alluding to, that contain 
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8,000 lbs. of nitrogen, and an equal amount of phosphoric 
acid, per acre, in the first six inches of the surface soil. This 
is as much nitrogen as is contained in 100 tons of meadow- 

hay, and more phosphoric acid than is contained in 350 tons of 
meadow-hay. These are the two ingredients on which the fertility 
of our farms mainly depend. And yet there are soils containing 
this quantity of plant-food that do not produce more than half 
a ton of hay per acre. 

In some fields, or parts of fields, the land is wet and the plants 
cannot take up the food, even while an abundance of it is within 

reach. The remedy te this case is under-draining. On other 
fields, the plant-food is locked up in insoluble combinations. In 

this case we must plow up the soil, pulverize it, and expose it tothe 

oxygen of the atmosphere. We must treat the soil as my mother 
used to tell me to treat my coffee, when I complained that it was 

not sweet enough. “I put plenty of sugar in,” she said, “and if 
you will stir it up, the coffee will be sweeter.” The sugar lay un- 
dissolved at the bottom of the cup; and so it is with many of our 
soils. There is plenty of plant-food in them, but it needs stirring 
up. They contain, it may be, 3,000 lbs. of nitrogen, and other 
plant-food in still greater proportion, and we are only getting a 
crop that contains 18 lbs. of nitrogen a year, and of this probably 
the rain supplies 9 lbs. Let us stir up the soil and see if 

we cannot set 100 lbs. of this 3,000 lbs. of nitrogen free, and 

get three tons of hay per acre instead of half aton. There are 
men who own a large amount of valuable property in vacant city 

lots, who do not get enough from them to pay their taxes. If they 

would sell half of them, and put buildings on the other half, they 
might soon have a handsome income. And so it is with many 
farmers. They have the elements of 100 tons of hay lying dor- 

ment in every acre of their land, while they are content to receive 
half a ton a year. They have property enough, but it is unproduc 
tive, while they pay high taxes for the privilege of holding it, and 
high wages for the pleasure of boarding two or three hired men. 

We have, say, 3,000 lbs. of nitrogen locked up in each acre 
of our soil, and we get 8 or 10 lbs. every year in rain and 
dew, and yet, practically, all that we want, to make our farms 
highly productive, is 100 Ibs. of nitrogen per acre per annum. 

And furthermore, it should be remembered, that to keep our farms 

rich, after we have once got them rich, it is not necessary to de- 
velope this amount of nitrogen from the soil every year. In the 

case of clover-hay, the entire loss of nitrogen in the animal and in 
the milk would not exceed 15 per cent, so that, when we feed ou® 

SS 
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100 lbs. of nitrogen, we have 85 lbs. left in the manure. We 
want to develope 100 lbs. of nitrogen in the soil, to enable us 
to raise a good crop to start with, and when this is once done, an 
annual development of 15 lbs. per acre in addition to the manure, 
would keep up the productiveness of the soil. Is it not worth 
while, therefore, to make an earnest effort to get started ?—to get 

100 lbs. of nitrogen in the most available condition in the soil ? 
As I said before, this is practically all that is needed to give us 

large crops. This amount of nitrogen represents about twelve tons 
of average barn-yard manure—that is to say, twelve tons contains 

100 lbs. of nitrogen. But in point of fact it is not in an imme- 

diately available condition. It would probably take at least two 
years before all the nitrogen it contains would be given up to the 
plants. We want, therefore, in order to give us a good start, 

24 tons of barn-yard manure on every acre of land. How to 
get this is the great problem which our young dairy farmer has to 

solve. In the grain-growing districts we get it in part by summer- 

fallowing, and I believe the dairyman might often do the same 

thing with advantage. <A thorough summer-fallow would not 
only clean the land, but would render some of the latent plant- 
food available. This will be organized in the next crop, and when 
the dairyman has once got the plant-food, he has decidedly the 
advantage over the grain-growing farmer in his ability to retain it. 
He need not lose over 18 per cent a year of nitrogen, and not one 
per cent of the other elements of plant-food. 

The land lying on the borders of the creek could be greatly 
benefited by cutting surface ditches to let off the water; and later, 
probably it will be found that a few underdrains can be put in to 
advantage. These alluvial soils on the borders of creeks and rivers 
are grand sources of nitrogen and other plant-food. Ido not know 
the fact, but it is quite probable that the meadows which Harris 

Lewis mows twice a year, are on the banks of the river, and are 

perhaps flooded in the spring. But, be this as it may, there is a 
field on the farm I am alluding to, lying on the creek, which now 
produces a bountiful growth of weeds, rushes, and coarse grasses, 
which I am sure could easily be made to produce great crops of 
hay. The creek overflows in the spring, and the water lies on 
some of the lower parts of the field until it is evaporated. A few 
ditches would allow all the water to pass off, and this alone would 

be a great improvement. If the field was flooded in May or June, 
_ and thoroughly cultivated and harrowed, the sod would be suffi- 

ciently rotted to plow again in August. Then a thorough harrow- 
ing, rolling, and cultivating, would make it as mellow as a garden, 
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and it could be seeded down with timothy and other good grasses 

the last of August, or beginning of September, and produce a good 

crop of hay the next year. Or, if thought better, it might be sown 

to rye and seeded down with it. In either case the land would be 

greatly improved, and would be a productive meadow or pasture 

for years to come—or until our young dairyman could afford to 

give it one of Harris Lewis’ “ homeopathic” doses of 40 loads of 

good manure per acre. He would then be able to cut two crops 

of hay a year—and such hay! But we are anticipating. 

That stream which runs through the farm in the spring, and 

then dries up, could be made to irrigate several acres of the land 
adjoining. This would double, or treble, or quadruple, (“ hold on,” 

said the Deacon,) the crops of grass as far as the water reached. 

The Deacon does not seem to credit this statement; but I have 

seen wonderful effects produced by such a plan. 
What I am endeavoring to show, is, that these and similar means 

will give us larger crops of hay and grass, and these in turn will 
enable us to keep more cows, and make more manure, and the 

manure will enable us to grow larger crops on other portions of 

the farm. 
I am aware that many will object to plowing up old grass land, 

and I do not wish to be misunderstood on this point. If a farmer 
has a meadow that will produce two or three tons of hay, or support 
a cow, to the acre, it would be folly to break it up. It is already 

doing all, or nearly all, that can be asked or desired. But suppose 
you have a piece of naturally good land that does not produce a 

ton of hay per acre, or pasture a cow on three acres, if such land 

can be plowed without great difficulty, I would break it up as 

early in the fall as possible, and summer-fallow it thoroughly, and 

seed it down again, heavily, with grass seeds the next August. If 

the land does not need draining, it will not forget this treatment 

for many years, and it will be the farmer’s own fault if it ever runs 

down again. 

In this country, where wages are so high, we must raise large 
crops per acre, or not raise any. Where land is cheap, it may some- 

times pay to compel a cow to travel over three or four acres to get 

her food, but we cannot afford to raise our hay in half ton crops; 
it costs too much to harvest them. High wages, high taxes, and 
high-priced land, necessitate high farming; and by high farming, I 

mean growing large crops every year, and on every portion of the 
farm ; but high wages and low-priced land do not necessarily demand 

high farming. If the land is cheap we can suffer it to lie idle with- 
out much loss. But when we raise crops, whether on high-priced 
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land or on low-priced land, we must raise good crops, or the expense 
of cultivating and harvesting them will eat up all the profits. In 

the dairy districts, I believe land, in proportion to its quality and 
nearness to market, commands a higher price than land in the grain- 
growing districts. Hence it follows that high farming should be 
the aim of the American dairyman. 

I am told that there are farms in the dairy districts of this State 
worth from one hundred to one hundred and fifty dollars per acre, 
on which a cow to four acres for the year is considered a good 
average. Ata meeting of the Little Falls Farmers’ Club, the Hon. 
Josiah Shull, gave a statement of the receipts and expenses of his 

farm of 8iiacres. The farm cost $130 peracre. He kept twenty 
cows, and fatted one for beef. The receipts were as follows: 

Twenty cows yielding 8,337 Ibs. of cheese, at aLout 144 cents 
et GO 05 stk 2B las sin are piereis sine esaiecoe om tre eae «em a> $1,186.33 

eeresne Oi WEEE COW ket gui tis 2 wie’ 0 ode afar lelacale Oyecame) ole iw ale 40 00 
Mea eens Gewese atalino oe ate ie oe Seem nein ne nets etal ae 45.00 

PROMER PEGE NUS) cals <a laterdaenee a oom o eheate simian nee eaibia Ne cee Mae sie Te $1,271.33 

EXPENSES. 

Be Meise TOMER AMG DOALC oe «2 <in's o-aie-s's\<danre Bie 'aeiseleia Sarees earhcle $180.00 
an ben the year) aia, MOATG 02. oie sie /aie ss as. S hls eel daiees,eslaxees, 360.00 
Carting milk and manufacturing cheese............+.scseeeceee 215.00 

er neasinOt idOOl... 2 !can 4. ncn dte ents Si anesa ens een e Rte 755.00 
THE OTHER EXPENSES WERE: 

Mertimers,plaMts, ClO a5 cer. vic 5-30 siete Ste sfigie = 02s 5p esos eee $ 18.00 
Horse-shoeing and other repairs of farming implements, (which 

imortinly pretty Chea), \sivlo....s «ins idane dsalee += vm emwnene 50.00 
Weatand tear of miplemients 0°... < - rane eer es Sk oc eee ee 65.00 
Average repairs of place and. buildings... ici nccse esc cccct ces 175.00 
Average depreciation and interest on stocK.............00.se00- 180.00 
TENTIAL Csyok te dc.iciu siege’ ais jasm 205, < oh olalote en Aa «dt aS arviahean 4.00 
Sesmenhaly,(alsov presty lOW,)). «as -j.00 qsteng tis cages etn wna nce ps 50.00 

$620.00 
PRGtAMPCECIPUS <2 pileie-cu crmanits eieles wend ss $1,271.33. 
TL OPANERMEISES i ccre avene sew ccs baect ean 1,375.00. 

This statement, it is said, the Club considered a very fair estimate. 
Now, here isa farm costing $10,595, the receipts from which, 

saying nothing cbout interest, are less than the expenses. And if 
you add two cents per pound more to the price of the cheese, the 

profit would still be only about $50 per year. The trouble is not 
so much in the low price of cheese, as in the low product per acre. 
I know some grain-growing farmers who have done no better than 
this for a few years past. 

Mr. Shull places the annual depreciation and interest on stock at 
$180, equal to nearly one-seventh of the total receipts of the farm. 

It would pay the wages and board of another man for six months, 
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Can not it be avoided ? Good beef is relatively much higher in 
this State than good cheese. Some of the dairy authorities tell us 
that cheese is the cheapest animal food in the world, while beef is 
the dearest. Why, then, should our dairymen confine their atten- 

tion to the production of the cheapest of farm products, and neg- 

lect almost entirely the production of the dearest? If beef is high 

and cheese low, why not raise more beef ? On low-priced land it 

may be profitable to raise and keep cows solely for the production 

of cheese, and when the cows are no longer profitable for this pur- 

pose, to sacrifice them—to throw them aside as we do a worn-out 
machine. And in similar circumstances we may be able to keep 

sheep solely for their wool, but on high-priced land we can not 

afford to keep sheep merely for their wool. We must adopt a 

higher system of farming and feeding, and keep sheep that will 

give us wool, lambs, and mutton. In parts of South America, 
where land costs nothing, cattle can be kept for their bones, tallow, 

and hides, but where food is costly we must make better use 

of it. A cow is amachine for converting vegetable food into veal, 
butter, theese, and beef. The first cost of the machine, if a good 
one, is considerable—say $100. This machine has to be kept run- 
ning night and day, summer and winter, week days and Sundays. 
If we were running a steam-flouring mill that could never be 
allowed to stop, we should be careful to lay in a good supply of 
coal and also have plenty of grain on hand to grind, so that the 

mill would never have to run empty. No sensible man would 
keep up steam merely to run the mill. He would want to grind 
all the time, and as much as possible; and yet coal is a much 

cheaper source of power than the hay and corn with which we 

run our milk-producing machine. How often is the latter allowed 
torun empty? The machine is running night and day—must run, 
but is it always running to advantage? Do we furnish fuel 
enough to enable it to do full work, or only little more than enough 

to run the machinery ? 
“ What has all this to do with making manure on dairy farms?” 

asked the Deacon; ‘you are wandering from the point.” 
“T hope not; Iam trying to show that good feeding will pay 

better than poor feeding—and better food means better manure.” 
I estimate that it takes from 15 to 18 lbs. of ordinary hay per 

day to run this cow-machine, which we have been talking about, 
even when kept warm and comfortable; and if exposed to cold 

storms, probably not less than 20 lbs. of hay a day, or its 
equivalent, and this merely to keep the machine running, without 

doing any work. It requires this to keep the cow alive, and to pre- 
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vent her losing flesh. If not supplied with the requisite amount 

of food for this purpose, she will take enough fat and flesh from 

her own body to make up the deficiency; and if she cannot get it, 
the machine will stop—in other words, the cow will die. 

We have, then, a machine that costs say $100; that will last on 
an average eight years; that requires careful management; that 

must have constant watching, or it will be liable to get out of 
order, and that requires, merely to keep it running, say 20 lbs. 

of hay per day. Now, what do we get in return? If we furnish 

only 20 Ibs. of hay per day we get—-nothing except manure. 
If we furnish 25 lbs. of hay per day, or its equivalent, we get, 
say half a pound of cheese per day. If we furnish 30 lbs. we 
get one pound of cheese per day, or 365 lbs.a year. We may 

not get the one pound of cheese every day in the year; sometimes 
the cow, instead of giving milk, is furnishing food for her embryo 

calf, or storing up fat and flesh; and this fat and flesh will be used 

by and by to produce milk. But it all comes from the food eaten 
by the cow; and is equal to one pound of cheese per day for 30 
Ibs. of hay or its equivalent consumed; 20 lbs. of hay gives 
us nothing; 25 lbs. of hay gives us half a pound of cheese, or 
40 lbs. of cheese from one ton of hay; 380 Ibs. gives us one 
pound, or 663 lbs. of cheese from one ton of hay; 35 lbs. 
gives us 14 lbs., or 85°/; lbs. of cheese to one ton of hay; 40 
lbs. gives us 2 Ibs. of cheese, or 100 lbs. of cheese from one ton 
of hay; 45 lbs. gives us 24 lbs. of cheese, or 111 Ibs. of cheese 
from one ton of hay; 50 lbs. gives us 3 lbs. of cheese, or 120 lbs. of 
cheese from one ton of hay. 

On this basis, one ton of hay, 7n excess of the amount required to 
keep up the animal heat and sustain the vital functions, gives us 200 
lbs. of cheese. The point I wish to illustrate by these figures, 
which are of course hypothetical, is, that it is exceedingly desirable 

to get animals that will eat, digest, and assimilate a large amount of 
food, over and above that required to keep up the heat of the 

body and sustain the vital functions. When a cow eats only 25 
Ibs. of hay a day, it requires one ton of hay to produce 40 
Ibs. of cheese. But if we could induce her to eat, digest, and 
assimilate 50 Ibs. a day, one ton would produce 120 Ibs. of 
cheese. If a cow eats 33 Ibs. of hay per day, or its equivalent 
in grass, it will require four acres of land, with a productive 

capacity equal to 1} tons of hay per acre, to keep her a year. 

Such a cow, according to the figures given above, will produce 
4014 lbs. of cheese a year, or its equivalent in growth A 

farm of 80 acres, on this basis, would support 20 cows, yielding, 



112 TALKS ON MANURES. 

say 8,000 lbs. of cheese. Increase the productive power of the 
farm one half, (I hope the Deacon has not gone to sleep), and keep 
20 cows that will eat half as much again food, and we should then 

get 21,600 Ibs. of cheese. If cheese is worth 15 cents per lb., 
a farm of 80 acres, producing 14 tons of hay, or its equivalent, per 

acre, and supporting 20 cows, would give us a gross return of 

$1,204.50. The same farm so improved as to produce 2} tons of 
hay or its equivalent, per acre—fed to 20 cows capable of eating, 

digesting, and assimilating u%—would give a gross return of $3,240. 
In presenting these figures, 1 hope you will not think me a 

visionary. I do not think it is possible to get a cow to produce 

83 lbs. of cheese a day throughout the whole year. But I do 
think it quite possible to so breed and feed a cow that she will pro- 

duce 3 lbs. of cheese per day, or cts equivalent in veal, flesh, 

or fat. We frequently have cows that produce 3 lbs. of 
cheese a day for several weeks; and a cow can be so fed that she 
will produce 38 lbs. of cheese a day without losing weight. 
And if she can extract this amount of matter out of the food for a 

part of the year, why can not she do so for the whole year? Are the 
powers of digestion weaker in the fall and winter than in spring 
and summer? If not, we unquestionably sustain great loss by 
allowing this digestive power to run to waste. This digestive 
power costs us 20 lbs. of hay a day. We can ill afford to let it 
lie dormant. But the Deacon will tell me that the cows are 
allowed all the food they will eat, winter and summer. Then we 
must, if they have digestive power to spare, endeavor to persaude 

them to eat more. If they eat as much hay or grass as their 
stomachs are capable of holding, we must endeavor to give them 
richer hay or grass. Not one farmer in a thousand seems to appre- 
ciate the advantage of having hay or grass containing a high per- 
centage of nutriment. I have endeavored to show that a cow eat- 
ing six tons of hay, or its equivalent, in a year, would produce 400 

lbs. of cheese, worth $60. While a cow capable of eating, 

digesting, and turning to good account, nine tons of hay, or its 
equivalent, would produce 1,090 Ibs. of cheese, or its equivalent 
in other products, worth $162. 

‘*T am sorry to interrupt the gentleman,” said the Deacon with 
mock gravity. 
“Then pray don’t,” said I; “I will not detain you long, and the 

subject is one which ought to interest you and every other farmer 

who keeps his cows on poor grass in summer, and corn-stalks and 
straw in winter.” 

I was going to say, when the Deacon interrepted me, that the 
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stomach of acow may not allow her to eat nine tons of hay a year, 
but it will allow her to eat six tons; and if these six tons contain 

as much nutriment as the nine tons, what is the real difference in 

its value ? Ordinarily we should probably estimate the one at 
$10 per ton, and the other at $15. But according to the above 

figures, one is worth $10 per ton and the other $27. To get rich 
grass, therefore, should be the aim of the American dairyman. I 
hope the Deacon begins to see what connection this has with a 
large pile of rich manure. 

I de not mean merely a heavy growth of grass, but grass con- 
taining a high percentage of nutriment. Our long winters and 
heavy snows are a great advantage to us in this respect. Our 

grass in the spring, after its long rest, ought to start up like aspara- 
gus, and, under the organizing influence of our clear skies, and 
powerful sun, ought to be exceedingly nutritious. Comparatively 
few farmers, however, live up to their privileges in this respect. 
Our climate is better than our farming, the sun richer than our 

neglected soil. England may be able to produce more grass per 

acre in a year than we can, but we ought to produce richer grass, 
and, consequently, more cheese to acow. And I believe, in fact, 

that such is often the case. The English dairyman has the advan- 
tage of a longer season of growth. We have a shorter season but 
a brighter sun, and if we do not have richer grass it is due-to the 

want of draining, clean culture,and manuring. The object of 
American dairymen should be, not only to obtain more grass per 

acre, but to increase its nutriment in a given bulk. If we could 

increase it one-half, making six tons equal to nine tons, we have 
shown that it is nearly three times as valuable. Whether this can 
be done, I have not now time to consider; but at any rate if your 
land produces as many weeds as do some fields on my farm, not 
to say the Deacon’s, and if the plant-food that these weeds absorb, 

could be organized by nutritious grasses, this alone would do a 
good deal towards accomplishing the object. Whether this can be 
done or not, we want cows that can eat and turn to good account 
as much food per annum as is contained in nine tons of ordinary 
meadow-hay ; and we want this nutriment in a bulk not exceeding 
six tons of hay. Jf possible, we should get this amount of nutri- 
ment in grass or hay. But if we can not do this, we must feed 

enough concentrated food to bring it up to the desired standard. 

“But will it pay?” asked the Deacon; “TI have not much faith 
in buying feed. A farmer ought toraise everything he feeds out.” 
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‘“*As arule, this may be true,” I replied, “‘but there are many 

exceptions. I am trying to show that it will often pay a dairyman 
well to buy feed rich in nitrogen and phosphates, so as to make 
rich manure, and give hima start. After he gets his land rich, 

there is little difficulty in keeping up its productiveness 

“ Now, I have said—and the figures, if anything, are too low—that 
if a cow, eating six tons of hay, or its equivalent, a year, produces 
400 lbs. of cheese, a cow capable of eating, digesting, and turning 

to good account nine tons of hay, or its equivalent, a year, would 
produce 1,090 lbs. of cheese, or its equivalent in other products.” 

I would like to say much more on this subject, but I hope 
enough has been said to show that there is great advantage in 
feeding rich food, even so far as the production of milk or beef is 

concerned ; and if this is the case, then there is no difficulty in 
making rich manure on a dairy-farm. 
And Iam delighted to know that many farmers in the dairy 

districts are purchasing more and more bran and meal every year. 
Taking milk, and beef, and manure all into the account, I feel sure 

that it will be found highly profitable ; but you must have good 
cows—cows that can turn their extra food to good account. 

This is not the place to discuss the merits of the different breeds 

of cows. All I wish to show is, that to make better manure, we 

must use richer food; and to feed this to advantage, we must have 
animals that can turn a large amount of food, over and above the 
amount required to sustain the vital functions, into milk, flesh, etc. 

“You do not think,” said the Deacon, “ that a well-bred cow 
makes any richer manure than a common cow ?” 

Of course not; but to make rich manure, we must feed well; 
and we can not afford to feed well unless we have good animals. 

HOW TO SAVE AND APPLY MANURE ON A DATRY-FARM. 

We can not go into details on this subject. The truth is, there 
are several good methods of saving manure, and which is best de- 
pends entirely on circumstances. The real point is to save the 
urine, and keep the cow-stable clean and sweet. There are three 

prominent methods adopted: 

1st. To throw all the liquid and solid excrements into a manure- 

cellar underneath the cow-stable. In this cellar, dry swamp- 
muck, dry earth, or other absorbent material, is mixed with the 

manure in sufficient quantity to keep down offensive odors. A 
little dry earth or muck is also used in the stable, scattering it 
twice a day in the gutters and under the hind legs of the cows. 
Where this is carried out, it has many and decided advantages, 
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2d. To wheel or throw out the solid parts of the manure, and 
to have a drain for carrying the liquid into a tank, where it can 
be pumped on to the heap of manure in the yard. Where many 
horses or sheep are kept, and only a few cows, this plan can often 
be used to advantage, as the heap of manure in the yard, consist- 
ing of horse-manure, sheep-manure, and a small poriion of cow- 
dung, will be able to absorb all the urine of the cows. 

3d. To use sufficient bedding to absorb all the urine in the sta- 
ble. In my own case, as I have said before, we usually chaff all 
our straw and stalks. The orts are used for bedding, and we also 
use a little dry earth—or, to be more exact, I use it when I attend 
to the matter myself, but have always found more or less trouble 
in getting the work done properly, unless I give it personal atten 
tion. To use “dirt” to keep the stable clean, is.not a popular plan 
in this neighborhood. Where there is an abundance of straw, and 
especially if cut into chaff, the easiest way to keep the stable clean, 
and the cows comfortable, is to use enough of this chaffed straw 
to absorb ali the liquid. Clean out the stable twice a day, and 
wheel the manure directly to the heap, and spread it. 

In regard to the application of manure on a dairy-farm, we have 
seery what Harris Lewis does with his. 1 also wrote to T. L. Har- 
ison, Esq., of St. Lawrence Co., N. Y.; and knowing that he is 
not only a very intelligent farmer and breeder, but also one ot our 
best agricultural writers, 1 asked him if he had written anything 
on the subject of manures. 

“St. Lawrence Uo.,” said the Deacon, “produces capital grass, 
oats, and barley, but is, 1 should think, too far north for winter 
wheat; but what dia Mr. Harison say ?”—Here is his letter: 

“T never wrote anything about manure. Catch me at it!. Nor 
do I know anything about the management of barn-yard manure 
worth telling. My own practice is dictated quite as much by con- 
venience as by considerations of economy.” 

“Good,” said the Deacon; “he writes like a sensible man.” 
‘* My rotation,” he continues, “is such that the bulk of the ma- 

nure made is applied to one crop ; that is, to my hoed crops, corn, 
potatoes, and roots, in the second year. 
“The manure from the stables is thrown or wheeled out under 

the sheds adjoining, and as fast as it becomes so large a quantity 
as to be in the way, or whenever there is an opportunity, ii is 
hauled out to the field, where it is to be used, and put in large 
piles. It is turned once, if possible, in the spring, and then spread 
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“The quantity applied, is, as near as may be, 25 loads per acre; 
but as we use a great deal of straw, we haul out 30 loads, and es- 
timate that in the spring it will be about 25 loads. 

“Tf we have any more (and occasionally we have 100 loads over), 
we pile it near the barn, and turn it once or twice during the sum- 
mer, ard use it as seems most profitable—sometimes to tov-dress 

an old grass-field, that for some reason we prefer not to break for 
another year. Sometimes it goes on a piece of fall wheat, and 

sometimes is kept over fora barley field the following spring, and 
harrowed in just before sowing. 

“T should spread the manure as it comes from the sheds, instead 

of piling it, but the great quantity of snow we usually have, has 

always seemed to be an insuperable obstacle. It is an advantage 
to pile it, and to give it one turning, but, on the other hand, the 

piles made in cold weather freeze throfigh, and they take a pro- 
vokingly long time to thaw out in the spring. I never found ma- 
nure piled out of doors to get too much water from rain. 

“T have given up using gypsum, except a little in the stables, be- 

cause the clover grows too strong without it, and so long as this 
is the case, I do not need gypsum. But I sometimes have a piece 
of oats or barley that stands still, and looks sick, and a dose of 
gypsum helps it very much.” 
“That is a fact worth remembering,” said the Deacon. \ 

‘“¢‘T use some superphospbate,’ continues Mr. Harison, “and 

some ground bones on my turnips. We also use superphosphate 
on oats, barley, and wheat (about 200 Ibs. per acre), and find it 

pays. Last year, our estimate was, on 10 acres of oats, comparing 
with a strip in the middle, left for the purpose, that the 200 lbs. of 

superphosphate increased the crop 15 bushels per acre, and gave a 

gain in quality. It was the ‘‘ Manhattan,” which has about-three per 
cent ammonia, and seven to eight per cent soluble phosphoric acid. 

“My rotation, which I stick to as close as I can, is: 1, oats; 2, 

corn, and potatoes, and roots; 3, barley or spring wheat; 4, 5, and 

6, grass (clover or timothy, with a little mixture occasionally). 
“T am trying to get to 4, fall wheat, but it is mighty risky.” 

“That is a very sensible letter,” said the Deacon; “ but it is evi- 
dent that he raises more grain than I supposed was generally the 
case in the dairy districts; and the fact that his clover is so heavy 
that he does not need plaster, indicates that his land is rich.” 

It merely confirms what I have said all along, and that is, that 

the dairymen, if they will feed their animals liberally, and culti- 
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vate their soil thoroughly, can soon have productive farms. There 
are very few of us in this section who can make mapure enough 
to give all our corn, potatoes, and roots, 25 loads of rotted manure 
per acre, and have some to spare. 

In the spring of 1877, Mr. Harison wrote: “ I have been hauling 
out manure ail winter as fast as made, and putting it on the land. 

At first we spread it; but when deep snows came, we put it in 

small heaps. The field looks as if there had been a grain crop on 
it left uncut.” 

“ That last remark,’’ said the Doctor, “ indicates that the manure 
looks more like straw than well-rotted dung, and is an argument 
in favor of your plan of piling the manure in the yard or field, in- 
stead of spreading it on the land, or putting it in small heaps.” 

Cees Pr eee 
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“I am surprised to find,” said the Deacon, “ that Mr. Harison, 
living as he does in the great grass and dairy district of this State, 
should raise so much grain. He has nearly as large a proportion 
of his land under the plow as some of the best wheat-growers of 
Western New York.” 

This remark of the Deacon is right to the point. The truth is, 
that some of our best wheat-growers are plowing less land, and 
are raising more grass, and keeping more stock; and some of the 
dairymen, though not keeping less stock, are plowing more land. 
The better farmers of both sections are approaching each other. 

At all events, it is certain that the wheat-growers will keep 
more stock. I wrote to the Hon. Geo. Geddes, of Onondaga Co., 
N. Y., well known as a large wheat-grower, and as a life-long ad- 
vocate of keeping up the fertility of our farms by growing clover. 
He replies as follows: 

“T regret that I have not time to give your letter the considera- 
tion it deserves. The subject you have undertaken is truly a dif- 
ficult one. The circumstances of a grain-raiser and a dairyman 
are so unlike, that their views in regard to the treatment of the 
manure produced on the farm would vary as greatly as the lines 
of farming they follow. 
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“The grain-grower has straw in excess; he tries hard to get it 
into such form that he can draw it to his fields, and get it at work, 
at the least cost in labor. So he covers his barn-yards deep with 
straw, after each snow-storm, and géts his cattle, sheep, and horses, 

to trample it under foot ; and he makes his pigs convert all he can 
into such form that it will do to apply it to his pastures, etc., in 
winter or early spring. 

“A load of such manure is large, perhaps, but of no very great 

value, as compared with well-rotted stable-manure from grain-fed 
horses ; but it is as good as much that I have seen drawn from 

city stables, and carried far, to restore the worn-out hay-fields on 
the shores of the North River—in fact, quite like it. 

“The dairyman, generally, has but little straw, and his manure 
is mostly dung of cows, worth much more, per cord, than the 
straw-litter of the grain-growers. 

“The grain-grower will want no sheds for keeping off the rain, 
but, rather, he will desire more water than will fall on an open 
yard. The milkman will wish to protect his cow-dung from all 
rains, or even snows; so he is a great advocate of manure-sheds. 

These two classes of farmers will adopt quite unlike methods of 

applying their manure to crops. 
“T have cited these two classes of farmers, simply to show the 

difficulty of making any universal laws in regard to the treatment 
and use of barn-yard manure. * * * 

“T think you and I are fully agreed in regard to the farm being 

the true source of the manure that is to make the land grow bet- 

ter with use, and still produce crops—perhaps you will go with 

me so far as to say, the greater the crops, the more manure they 

will make—and the more manure, the larger the crops. 

“Now, I object to any special farming, when applied to a whole 

great division of country, such as merely raising grain, or devoted 

entirely to dairying. 
“T saw at Rome, N. Y., these two leading branches of New 

York farming united on the Huntington tract of 1,800 acres, 
Three or four farms (I forget which) had separate and distinct 
management, conducted by different families, but each had a dairy 

combined with the raising of large crops of grain, such as wheat, 
corn, oats, etc. These grain-crops, with suitable areas of meadow 

and pasture, sustained the dairy, and the cows converted much of 
the grain, and all of the forage, into manure. Thus was com- 

bined, to mutual advantage, these two important branches of New 
York farming. Wheat and cheese to sell, and constant improve- 

ment in crops. 
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“Tn our own case, sheep have been combined with grain-raising. 
So we have sold wool, wheat, and barley, and, in all my life, not 

five tons of hay. Clover, you know, has been our great forage- 
crop. We have wintered our sheep mostly on clover-hay, baving 
some timothy mixed with it, that was necessarily cut (to make into 
hay with the medium, or early clover,) when it was but grass. We 
have fed such hay to our cows and horses, and have usually 
worked into manure the corn-stalks of about 20 acres of good 
corn, each winter, and we have worked all the straw into shape to 

apply as manure that we could, spreading it thickly on pastures 
and such other fields as were convenient. Some straw we have 

sold, mostly to paper-makers.” 

“That,” said the Deacon, “is good, old-fashioned farming. 
Plenty of straw for bedding, and good clover and timothy-hay for 
feed, with wool, wheat, and barley to sell. No talk about oil- 
cake, malt-combs, and mangels; nothing about superphosphate, 

guano, or swamp-muck.” 
Mr. Geddes and Mr. Johnston are both representative farmers ; 

both are large wheat-growers; both keep their land clean and 
thoroughly cultivated; both use gypsum freely; both raise large 
crops of clover and timothy ; both keep sheep, and yet they rep- 
resent two entirely different systems of farming. One is the great 
advocate of clover; the other is the great advocate of manure. 

I once wrote to Mr. Geddes, asking his opinion as to the best 

time to plow under clover for wheat. He replied as follows: 
“Plow under the clover when it is at full growth. But your 

question can much better be answered at the end of a long, free 

talk, which can best be had here. I have many times asked you 

to come here, not to see fine farming, for we have none to show, 

but to see land that has been used to test the effects of clover for 

nearly 70 years. On the ground, I could talk to a willing auditor 

long, if not wisely. I am getting tired of being misunderstood, 

and of having my statements doubted when I talk about clover 

as the great renovator of land. You preach agricultural truth, 

and the facts you would gather in this neighborhood are worth 

your knowing, and worth giving to the world. So come here and 

gather some facts about clover. All that I shall try to prove to 

you is, that the fact that clover and plaster are by far the cheapest 

manures that can be had for our lands, has been demonstrated by 

many farmers beyond a doubt—so much cheaper than barn-yard 

manure that the mere loading of and spreading costs more than 
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the plaster and clover. Do not quote me as saying this, but come 
and see the farms hereabouts, and talk with our farmers.” 

See 

Of course I went, and had a capital time. Mr. Geddes has a 
magnificent farm of about 400 acres, some four miles from 

Syracuse. It is in high condition, and is continually improving, 
and this is due to growing large and frequent crops of clover, and 
to good, deep plowing, and clean and thorough culture. 

We drove round among the farmers. “Here is a man,” said 
Mr. G., ““ who run in debt $45 per acre for his farm. He has edu- 

cated his family, paid off his debt, and reports his net profits at 

from $2,000 to $2,500 a year on a farm of 90 acres; and this is 

due to clover. You see he is building a new barn, and that does 
not look as though his land was running down under the system.” 
The next farmer we came to was also putting up a new barn, and 
another farmer was enlarging an old one. “ Now, these farmers 
have never paid a dollar for manure of any kind except plaster, 
and their lands certainly do not deteriorate.” 

From Syracuse, I went to Geneva, to see our old friend John 
Johnston. “Why did you not tell me you were coming ?” he 
said. “I would have met you at the cars. But I am right glad 
to see you. I want to show you my wheat, where I put on 250 

Ibs. of guano per acre last fall. People here don’t know that I 
used it, and you must not mention it. It is grand.” 

I do not know that I ever saw a finer piece of wheat. It was the 

Diehl variety, sown 14th September, at the rate of 14 bushels per 

acre. It was quite thick enough. One breadth of the drill was 
sown at the rate of two bushels peracre. This is earlier. ‘“ But,” 
said Mr. J., “the other will have larger heads, and will yield 
more.” After examining the wheat, we went to look at the piles 
of muck and manure in the barn-yard, and from these to a splen- 
did crop of timothy. ‘‘It will go 22 tons of hay per acre,” said 

Mr. J., “and now look at this adjoining field. It is just as good 
land naturally, and there is merely a fence between, and yet the 

grass and clover are so poor as hardly to be worth cutting.” 

“What makes the difference?” I asked. 
Mr. Johnston, emphatically, “ Manure.” 
The poor field did not belong to him! 
Mr. Johnston’s farm was originally a cold, wet, clayey soil. Mr. 

Geddes’ land dil not need draining, or very little. Of course, land 
that needs draining, is richer after it is drained, than land that is 
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naturally drained. And though Mr. Johnston was always a good 
farmer, yet he says he “ never made money until he commenced to 
drain.” The accumulated fertility in the land could then be made 
available by good tillage, and from that day to this, his land has 
been growing richer and richer. And, in fact, the same is true of 

Mr. Geddes’ farm. It is richer land to-day than when first plowed, 
while there is one field that for seventy years has had no manure 

applied to it, except plaster. How is this to be explained? Mr. 

Geddes would say it was due to clover and plaster. But this does 
not fully satisfy those who claim, (and truly), that “always taking 

out of the meal-tub and never putting in, soon comes to the bot- 
tom.” The clover can add nothing to the land, that it did not get 
from the soil, except organic matter obtained from the atmosphere, 

and the plaster furnishes little or nothing except lime and sulphu- 

ric acid, There are all the other ingredients of plant-food to be 

accounted for—phosphoric acid, potash, soda, magnesia, etc. A 
crop of clover, or corn, or wheat, or barley, or oats, will not come 

to perfection unless every one of these elements is present in the 
soil in an available condition. Mr. Geddes has not furnished a 
single ounce of any onc of them. 
“Where do they come from ?” 
I answer, from the soil ttself. There is probably enough of these 

elements in the soil to last ten thousand years; and if we return to 
the soil all the straw, chaff, and bran, and sell nothing but fine flour, 

meat, butter, etc., there is probably enough to last a million years, 

and you and I need not trouble ourselves with speculations as to 
what will happen after that time. Nearly all our soils are practi- 
cally inexhaustible. But of course these elements are not in an 
available condition. If they were, the rains would wash them all 
into the ocean. They are rendered available by a kind of fermen- 
tation. A manure-heap packed as hard and solid as a rock would 
not decay; but break it up, make it fine, turn it occasionally so as 
to expose it to the atmosphere, and with the proper degree of mois- 

ture and heat it will ferment rapidly, and all its elements will 

soon become available food for plants. Nothing has been created 
by the process. It was all there. We have simply made it availa- 
ble. So it is with the soil. Break it up, make it fine, turn it 
occasionally, expose it to the atmosphere, and the elements it con- 
tains become available. 

I do not think that Mr. Geddes’ land is any better, naturally, 
than yours or mine. We can all raise fair crops by cultivating 

the land thoroughly, and by never allowing a weed to grow. On 
Mr. Lawes’ experimental wheat-field, the plot that has never re- 

6 
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ceived a particle of munure, produces every year an average of 
about 15 bushels per acre. And the whole crop is removed—grain, 
straw, and chaff. Nothing is returned. And that the land is not 
remarkably rich, is evident from“the fact that some of the farms in 
the neighborhood, produce, under the ordinary system of manage- 

ment, but little more wheat, once in four or five years than is 
raised every year on this experimental plot without any manure. 

Why? Because these farmers de not half work their land, and 
the manure they make is little better than rotten straw. Mr. Lawes’ 
wheat-field is plowed twice every year, and when I was there, the 

crop was hand-hoed two or three times in the spring. Nota weed 
is suffered to grow. And this is all there is to it. 
Now, of course, instead of raising 15 bushels of wheat every year, 

it is a good deal better to raise a crop of 80 bushels every other 
year, and still better to raise 45 bushels every third year. And it 
is here that clover comes to our aid. It will enable us to do this 
very thing, ard the land runs no greater risk of exhaustion than 

Mr. Lawes’ unmanured wheat crop. 

Mr. Geddes and I do not differ as much as you suppose. In fact, 
I do not believe that we differ at all. He has for years been an 
earnest advocate for growing clover as a renovating crop. He 
thinks it by far the cheapest manure that can be obtained in this 
section. I agree with him most fully in all these particulars. He 
formed his opinion from experience and observation. I derived 

mine from the Rothamsted experiments. And the more I see of 

practical farming, the more am I satisfied of their truth. Clover 
is, unquestionably, the great renovating crop of American agricul- 

ture. A crop of clover, equal to two tous of hay, when plowed 

under, will furnish more ammonia to the soil than twenty tons of 
straw-made manure, drawn out fresh and wet in the spring, or 

than twelve tons of our ordinary barn-yard manure. No wonder 
Mr. Geddes and other intelligent farmers recommend plowing 
under clover as manure. I differ from them in no respect except 

this: that it is not absolutely essential to plow clover under in the 
green state in order to get its fertilizing effect; but, if made into 
hay, and this hay is fed to animals, and all the manure carefully 

saved, and returned to the land, there need be comparatively little 

loss. The animals will seldom take out more than from five to 
ten per cent of all the nitrogen furnished in the food—and less still 
of mineral matter. I advocate growing all the clover you possibly 
can—so does Mr. Geddes. He says, plow it under for manure. So 
say I—unless you can make more from feeding out the clover-bay, 
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than will pay you for waiting a year, and for cutting and curing 
the clover and drawing back the manure. If you plow it 
under, you are sure of it. There is no loss. In feeding it out, 
you may lose more or less from leaching, and injurious fermenta- 
tion. But, of course, you need not lose anything, except the little 
that is retained in the flesh, or wool, or milk, of the animals. As 
things ave on many farms, it is perhaps best to plow under the 
clover for manure at once. As things ought to be, it is a most 
wasteful practice. If you know how to feed out the hay to advan- 
tage, and take pains to save the manure (and to add to its value by 
feeding oil-cake, bran, etc., with it), it is far better to mow your 
clover, once for hay, and once for seed, than to plow it under. 
Buy oil-cake and bran with the money got from the seed, and 
growing clover-seed will not injure the land. 

I am glad to hear that Mr. Geddes occasionally sells straw. I 
once sold 15 tons of straw to the paper-makers for $150, they 
drawing it themselves, and some of my neighbors criticised me 
severely for doingso. It is not considered an orthodox practice, 
I do not advocate selling straw as a rule; but, if you have more 
than you can use to advantage, and it is bringing a good price, 
sell part of the straw and buy bran, oil-cake, etc., with the money. 
To feed nothing but straw to stock is poor economy ; and to rot 
it down for manure is no better. Straw itself is not worth $3.00 
a ton for manure; and as one ton of straw, spread in an open 
yard to rot, will make, in spring, about four tons of so-called 
manure, and if it costs 50 cents a ton to draw out and spread it, 
the straw, even at this comparatively high estimate of its value, 
nets you, when fed out alone, or rotted down, only $1.00 a ton. 

I had about 30 tons of straw. Fed out alone or rotted down it 
would make 120 tons of manure. After deducting the expense of 
hauling, and spreading, it nets me on the land, $30. Now sell 
half the straw for $150, and buy three tons of oil-cake to feed 
out with the other half, and you would have about seventy tons of 
manure. The manure from the fifteen tons of straw is worth, say 
$45, and from the three tons of oil-cake, $60, or $105. It will 
cost $35 to draw and spread it, and will thus net on the land, $70. 
So far as the manure question is concerned, therefore, it is far 
better to sell half your straw, and buy oil-cake with the money, 
than to feed it out alone—and I think it is also far better for the 
stock. Of course, it would be bett@ for the farm, not to sell any 
of the straw, and to buy six tons of oil-cake to feed out with it; 
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but those of us who are short of capital, must be content to bring 
up our land by slow degrees. 

“Tam ata loss to understand,” wrote Mr. Geddes, “ what you 
mean, when you say that a ton of straw will make, in the spring 

of the year, four tons of so-called manure. If you had said that 
four tons of straw would make one ton of manure, I should have 

thought nothing of it. But how you can turn one ton of straw 
into four tons of anything that anybody will call manure, I do 
not see. In a conversation I had with Hon. Lewis F. Allen, of 

Black Rock, more than a year ago, he told me that he had enquired 
of the man who furnished hay for feeding cattle at the Central 
Yards, in Buffalo, as to the loads of manure he sold, and though I 
can not now say the exact quantity to a ton of hay, I remember 
that it was very little—far less than I had before supposed. Please 
explain this straw-manure matter.” 

Boussingault, the great French chemist-farmer, repeatedly ana- 
lyzed the manure from his barn-yard. “The animals which had 
produced this dung, were 30 horses, 30 oxen, and from 10 to 20 
pigs. The absolute quantity of moisture was ascertained, by first 
drying in the air a considerable weight of dung, and after pound- 

ing, continuing and completing, the drying of a given quantity.” 

No one can doubt the accuracy of the results. The dung made 
in the 

Winter of 1837-8, contained 79.6 per cent uF water. 
73 (a9 1838-9, (a9 le 8 66 cc cc 

Autumn ‘ 1839, . po. aieane td Aa leas 

Fresh solid cow-dung contains, according to the same authority, 

90 per cent of water. 
I have frequently seen manure drawn out in the spring, that 

had not been decomposed at all, and with more or less snow 

among it, and with water dripping from the wagon, while it was 

being loaded. It was, in fact, straw saturated with water, and dis- 
colored by the droppings of animals. Now, how much of such 

manure would a ton of dry straw make? If we should take 20 
Ibs. of straw, trample it down, and from time to time sprinkle it 

with water and snow, until we had got on 80 Ibs., and then put 
on 20 lbs. more straw, and 80 lbs. more water, and keep on until 

we had used up a ton of straw, how much “so-called manure,” 

should we have to draw out ? 4 

20 Ibs. of straw, and 80 lbs. water=100 Ibs. so-called manure. 

2,000 lbs. of straw, and 8,000 Ibs. water=10,000 lbs. so-called manure. 

In other words, we get five tons of such manure from one ton of 
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straw. This is, perhaps, an extreme case, but there can be little 

doubt, that a ton of straw, trampled down by cattle, and sheep, in 
an open barn-yard, exposed to snow and rain, would weigh four 

tons when drawn out wet in the spring. 

Yes, it is quite an argument in favor of manure cellars. I have 
always had a prejudice against them—probably, because the first 
one I saw was badly managed. There is, however, no necessity, 

even in an ordinary open barn-yard, with more or less sheds and 
stables, of having so much water in the manure when drawn out. 

The real point of my remarks, which so surprised Mr. Geddes, 
was this: We have to draw out so much water with our manure, 

under any circumstances, that we should try to have it as rich as 
possible. It is certainly true, that, 7 the manure from a ton of . 
straw is worth $3, that from a ton of clover-hay, is worth $10. 

And it costs no more to draw out and spread the one than the 

other. I have never yet found a farmer who would believe that 
a ton of clover-hay, rotted down in the barn-yard, would make 
three or four tons of manure; but he would readily assent to the 

proposition, that it took four or five tons of green-clover to make a 
ton of hay; and that if these four or five tons of green-clover were 
rotted in the yard, it would make three or four tons of manure. 
And yet, the only difference between the green-clover and the hay, 
is, that the latter has lost some 60 or 70 per cent of water in cur- 

ing. Add that amount of water to the hay, and it will make as 
much manure as the green-clover from which the hay was made. 

GYPSUM AND CLOVER AS MANURE. 

A good farmer came in while we were talking. ‘“ Nothing like 
plaster and clover,” he said, “ for keeping Up a wheat-farm.” And 
you will find this the general opinion of nearly all American 
wheat-growers. It must be accepted as a fact. But the deduc- 
tions drawn from the fact are as various as they are numerous. 

Let us look first at the fact. And, if you like, we will take my 
own farm as an example. About 60 years ago, it was covered with 
the primeval forest. The trees, on the higher and drier land, were 
first cut down, and many of them burnt on the land. Wheat was 
sown among the stumps. The crop varied in different years, from 
10 to 30 bushels per acre. When 30 bushels were grown, the fact 
was remembered. When 10 bushels only were grown, little was said 
about it in after years, until now there is a general impression 
that our wheat crops were formerly much larger per acre than 
now. I doubt it; but we will not discuss the point. One thing is 
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certain, the land would produce good crops of clover; and when 
this clover was plowed under for manure, we got better crops of 

wheat afterwards. This was the rule. Later, we commenced to 

use gypsum as a top-dressing’on clover. The effect was often 
wonderful. Farmers will tell you that they sowed 200 lbs. of 

plaster per acre, on their young clover, in the spring, and it 

doubled the crop, This statement expresses an agricultural, and not 
an arithmetical fact. We do not know that the crop on the plas- 
tered portion was twice as heavy as on the unplastered. We know 
that it was larger, and more luxuriant. There was a greater, and 
more vigorous growth. And this extra growth was caused by the 
small top-dressing of powdered gypsum rock. It was a great fact 
in agriculture. I will call it fact, No. 1. 

Then, when the clover was turned under, we usually got good 
wheat. This is fact, No. 2. On these two facts, hang many of 
our agricultural theories. We may state these facts in many ways. 
Still, it all comes to this: Clover is good for wheat; plaster is good 

for clover. 
There is another fact, which is a matter of general observation 

and remark. You rarely find a good farmer who does not pay 
special attention to his clover-crop. When I was riding with Mr. 
Geddes, among the farmers of Onondaga County, on passing a 
farm where everything looked thrifty—good fences, good build- 

ings, good garden, good stock, and the land clean and in good con- 
dition—I would ask who lived there, or some other question. No 
matter what. The answer was always the same. ‘‘Oh! he is 
another of our clover men.” We will call this fact, No. 3. 

And when, a year afterwards, Mr. Geddes returned my visit, 
and I drove him around among the farmers of Monroe County, he 
found precisely the same state of facts. All our good farmers 
were clover men. Among the good wheat-growers in Michigan, 
you will find the same state of things. 

These are the facts. Let us not quarrel over them, 
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CH A Dee ty. 

THE CHEAPEST MANURE A FARMER CAN USE. 

I do not know who first said, “‘The cheapest manure a farmer 

can use is—clover-seed,”’ but the saying has become part of our 
agricultural literature, and deserves a passing remark. 

Ihave heard good farmers in Western New York say, that if 
they had a field sown with wheat that they were going to plow 
the spring after the crop was harvested, they would sow 10 lbs. of 
clover-sced on the wheat in the spring. They thought that the 
growth of the clover in the fall, after the wheat was cut, and the 

growth the next spring, before the land was plowed, would afford 

manure worth much more than the cost of the clover-seed. 

“JT do not doubt it,” said the Deacon; “but would it not be 

better to let the crop grow a few months longer, and then plow 
it under ?” 

‘But that is not the point,’ I remarked; “we sometimes adopt 
a rotation when Indian-corn follows a crop of wheat. In such a 

case, good farmers sometimes plow the land in the fall, and again 

the next spring, and then plant corn. This is one method. ButI 
have known, as I said before, good farmers to seed down the 
wheat with clover; and the following spring, say the third week 
in May, plow under the young clover, and plant immediately on 
the furrow. If the land is warm, and in good condition, you will 

frequently get clover, by this time, a foot high, and will have two 
or three tons of succulent vegetation to turn under; and 
the farmer who first recommended the practice to me, said 

that the cut-worms were so fond cf this green-clover that 

they did not molest the young corn-plants. I once tried the plan 
myself, and found it to work well; but since then, I have kept so 
many pigs and sheep, that clover has been too useful to plow un- 
der. But we will not discuss this point at present. 

‘* What I wanted to say is this: Here we have a field in wheat. 
Half of it (A) we seed down with 12 lbs. of clover-seed per acre; 
the other half (B) not. The clover-seed and sowing on A, cost, sav, 

$2 per acre. We plow B in the fall; this will cost us about as 
much as the clover-seed sown on A. In the spring, A and B are 

_ both plowed and planted to corn. Now, which half of the field 
will be in the cleanest and best condition, and which will produce 
the best corn, and the best barley, or oats, afterwards?” 
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“T vote for A,” said the Deacon. 
“T vote for A,” said the Doctor. 
“T vote for A,” said the Squire. 

“T should think,’ modestly Suggested Charley, “ that it would 
depend somewhat on the soil,” and Charley is right. On a clean, 
moderately rich piece of light, sandy soil, I should certainly ex- 

pect much better corn, and better barley or oats, on A, where the 

clover was grown, than on B. But if the field was a strong loam, 

that needed thorough cultivation to get it mellow enough for corn, 
Tam inclined to think that B would come out ahead. At any 
rate, lam sure that on my own farm, moderately stiff land, if I 
was going to plant corn after wheat, I should not seed it down 
with clover. I would plow the wheat-stubble immediately after 
harvest, and harrow and cultivate it to kill the weeds, and then, 

six weeks or two months later, I would plow it again. I would 
draw out manure in the winter, pile it up in the field to ferment, 

and the next spring spread it, and plow it under, and then— 

“ And then what ?” asked the Deacon.—‘‘ Why the truth is,” 
said I, ‘then I would not plant corn at all. I should either sow 
the field to barley, or drill in mangel-wurzel or Swede-turnips. 

But if I dd plant corn, I should expect better corn than if I had 
sown clover with the wheat; and the land, if the corn was well 

cultivated, would be remarkably clean, and in fine condition; and 
the next time the land was seeded down with clover, we could 
reasonably expect a great crop.” 

The truth is, that clover-seed is sometimes a very cheap manure, 

and farmers are in no danger of sowing too much of it. I donot 
mean sowing too much seed per acre, but they are in no danger of 
sowing too many acres with clover. On this point, there is no 
difference of opinion. It is only when we come to explain the 
action of clover—when we draw deductions from the facts of the 

the case—that we enter a field bristling all over with controversy. 

‘You have just finished threshing,” said the Deacon, “and for 
my part, I would rather hear how your wheat turned out, than to 

listen to any of your chemical talk about nitrogen, phosphoric 
acid, and potash.” 
“The wheat,” said I, “turned out full as well as I expected. 

Fourteen acres of it was after wheat, and eight acres of it after 
oats. Both these fields were seeded down with clover last year, 
but the clover failed, and there was nothing to be done but to risk 

them again with wheat. The remainder was after barley. In all, 
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there was not quite 40 acres, and we had 954 bushels of Diehl 
wheat. This is not bad in the circumstances; but I shall not 

be content until I can average, taking one year with another, 35 
to 40 bushels per acre. If the land had been rich enough, there 

would unquestionably have been 40 bushels per acre this year. 
That is to say, the season was quite capable of producing this 
amount; and I think the mechancial condition of the land was 
also equal to it; all that was needed was sufficient available plant- 
food in the soil.” 

“ TI can see no reason,” said the Doctor, “ why you may not av- 
. erage 40 bushels of wheat per acre in a good season.” 

“ The field of 14 acres,” said I, “ where wheat followed wheat, 
yielded 23 bushels per acre. Last year it yielded 22 bushels per 
acre; and so we got in the two years 45 bushels per acre.” 

This field has had no manure of any kind for years. In fact, 
since the lund was cleared, 40 or 50 years ago, I presume that all 
the manure that has been applied would not, in the aggregate, 

be equal to more than a good crop of clover-hay. The available 
plant-food required to produce these two crops of wheat came 
from the soil itself, and from the rain, dews, and atmosphere. The 
land is now seeded down with clover, and with the aid of a bushel 
or two of plaster per acre, next spring, it is not improbable that, 

if mown twice for hay next year, it will yield in the two crops 
three tons of hay per acre. 

Now, three tons of clover-hay contain about 33 lbs. of phos- 
phoric acid, 90 lbs. of potash, and 150 lbs. of nitrogen, 

The last crop of wheat, of 22 bushels per acre, and say 1,500 
Ibs. of straw, would contain: 

In the grain. In the straw. In total crop. 
PROS PROLIC BOI «50 oeup is vets 11: Ibs. o# Ibs. 15% lbs. 
BNR Steers cic nt. wi whee Svelace vianaran't Cie ae oF 16500 
PRUO Meas osc evs nals Coe bhcee eee 23 SS oy ay oon 

It seems very unkind in the wheat-plants not tc give me more 
than 22 bushels per acre, when the clover-plants comiug after will 
find phosphoric acid enough for 40 bushels of wheat, and potash 

and nitrogen enough for nearly 100 bushels of wheat per acre. 
And these are the three important constituents of plant-food. 
Why, then, did I get only 22 bushels of wheat per acre? I got 

23 bushels on the same land the year previous, and it is not 
improbable that if I had sown the same land to wheat again this 

fall, I should get 12 or 15 bushels per acre again next year. But 
the clover will find plant-food enough for 40 bushels of wheat. 

“There is not much doubt,” said the Deacon, “ that you will 
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get a cood crop of clover, if you will keep the sheep off of the land 
this fall. ButIdo not see what you mean by the clover-plants 
finding food enough for 40 bushels of wheat, while in point of 
fact, if you had sown the field again to wheat this fall, you would 
not, as you say, probably get more than 12 or 15 bushels of wheat. 

“ He means this,” said the Doctor. “If he had sown the land 

to wheat this fall, without manure, he would probably not get 
over 15 bushels of wheat per acre, and yet you both agree that the 
land will, in all probability, produce next year, if mown twice, 

three tons of clover-hay per acre, without any manure. 
“ Now, if we admit that the clover gets no more nitrogen from 

the rain and dews, and from the atmosphere, than the wheat will 

get, then it follows that this soil, which will only produce 15 bush- 

els of wheat per acre, does, in point of fact, contain plant-food 

enough for 40 bushels of wheat, and the usual proportion of straw. 
“The two crops take up from the soil as follows: 

Phosphoric acid. Potash. Nitrogen. 
15 bushels wheat and straw.......... 10+ Ibs. 113 Ibs. 22 lbs. 
BATS CIOVETAUUY. o's cos ove do etaictels os a ii OOO 150° = 

“These facts and figures,’ continued the Doctor, “ are worth 
looking at and thinking about. Why can not the wheat get as 
much phosphoric acid out of the soil as the clover?” 

“ Because,” said the Deacon, “the roots of the clover go down 
deeper into the subsoil than the roots of wheat.” 
“That is a very good reason, so far as it goes,” said I, “ but 

does not include all the facts. I have no sort of doubt, that if I 

had sown this land to wheat, and put on 75 lbs. of nitrogen per 
acre, I should have got a wheat-crop containing, in grain and 

straw, 30 lbs. of phosphoric acid. And so the reason I got 15 
bushels of wheat per acre, instead of 40 bushels, is not because 

the roots of wheat co not go deep enough to find sufficient soluble 
phosphoric acid.” 

“ Possibly,” said the Doctor, “the nitrogen you apply may ren- 
der the phosphoric acid in the soil more soluble.” 

“That is true,” said I; “and this was the answer Liebig gave to 

Mr. Lawes. Of which more at some future time. But this an- 
swer, like the Deacon’s, does not cover all the facts of the case ; 
for a supply of soluble phosphoric acid would not, in all proba- 

bility, give me a large crop of wheat. I will give you some facts 
presently bearing on this point. 

“ What we want to find out is, why the clover can get so much 
more phosphoric acid, potash, and nitrogen, than the wheat, from 

the same soil ?” 
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MORE ABOUT CLOVER. 

The Deacon seemed to think the Doctor was going to give a 
scientific answer to the question. “If the clover can get more ni- 
trogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, from the same soil than 
wheat,” said he, ‘‘ why not accept the fact, and act accordingly ? 
You scientific gentlemen want to explain everything, and some- 

times make confusion worse confounded. We know that a sheep 
will grow fat in a pasture where a cow would starve.” 

“True,” said the Doctor, “and that is because the cow gathers 
food with her tongue, and must have the grass long enough for 
her to get hold of it; while a sheep picks up the grass with her 

teeth and gums, and, consequently, the sheep can eat the grass 
down into the very ground.” 
“Very well,” said the Deacon ; “and how do you know but that 

the roots of the clover gather up their food sheep-fashion, while 
the wheat-roots eat like a cow?” 

“That is not a very scientific way of putting it,” said the Doc- 

tor; “but I am inclined to think the Deacon has the right idea.” 
“Perhaps, then,” said I, “ we had better let it go at that until we 

get more light on the subject. We must conclude that the wheat 
can not get food enough from the soil to yield a maximum crop, 
not because there is not food enough in the field, but the roots of 
the wheat are so constituted that they can not gather it up; while 
clover-roots, foraging in the same soil, can find all they want.” 

“ Clover,” said the Deacon, “ is the scavenger of the farm; like 
a pig, it gathers up what would otherwise be wasted.” 

“Of course, these illustrations,” said the Doctor, “do not give 
us any clear idea of How the clover-plants take up food. We must 
recollect that the roots of plants take up their food in solution; 
and it has just occurred to me that, possibly, Mr. Lawes’ experi- 

ments on the amount of water given off by plants during their 
growth, may throw some light on the subject we are discussing.” 

“Mr. Lawes found,” continued the Doctor, “ that a wheat-plant, 
from March 19 to June 28, or 101 days, evaporated through its 

leaves, etc., 45,713 grains of water; while a clover-plant, standing 
aJongside, and in precisely similar condition, evaporated 55,093 

grains. The clover was cut June 28, when in full bloom. The 
wheat-plant was allowed to grow until ripe, Sept. 7. From June 28 
to Sept. 7, or 72 days, the wheat-plant evaporated 67,814 grains.” 

“One moment,” said the Deacon; ‘‘as I understand, the clover- 

plant evaporated more water than the wheat-plant, until the 28th 
of June, but that during the next 71 days, the wheat-plant evap- 
orated more water than it had during the previous 101 days.” 
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“Yes,” said I, “and if these facts prove nothing else, they at 
least show that there is a great difference between wheat and 
clover. I was at Rothamsted when these experiments were 

made. During the first nine days of the experiment, the clover- 
plant evaporated 399.6 grains of water; while the wheat-plant, 

standing alongside, evaporated only 128.7 grains. In other words, 

the clover-plant evaporated three times as much water as the 

wheat-plant. During the next 31 days, the wheat-plant evap- 
orated 1,267.8 grains, and the clover-plant 1,648.0 grains ; but dur- 
ing the next 27 days, from April 28 to May 25, the wheat-plant 

evaporated 162.4 grains of water per day, while the clover-plant 

only evaporated 109.2 grains per day. During the next 34 days, 
from May 25 to June 28, the wheat-plant evaporated 1,177.4 grains 
per day, and the clover-ptant 1,473.5 grains per day.” 

“In June,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ the clover evaporates ten times 

as much water per day as it did in May. How much water would 
an acre of clover evaporate ?” 

“Let Charley figure it out,’ said the Doctor. “ Suppose each 
plant occupies 10 square inches of land; there are 6,272,640 square 

inches in an acre, and, consequently, there would be 627,264 
clover-plants on an acre. Each plant evaporated 1,473.5 grains 
per day, and there are 7,000 grains in a pound.” 

Charley made the calculation, and found that an acre of clover, 
from May 25 to June 28, evaporated 528,598 lbs. of water, or 15,- 

547 lbs. per day. 
A much more accurate way of ascertaining how much water an 

acre of clover evaporates is afforded us by these experiments. 
After the plants were cut, they were weighed and analyzed; and 
it being known exactly how much water each plant had given off 
during its growth, we have all the facts necessary to tell us just 

how much a crop of a given weight would evaporate. In brief, it 

was found that for each pound of dry substance in the wheat- 
plant, 247.4 lbs. of water had been evaporated; and for each 
pound in the clover-plant, 269.1 Ibs. 

An acre of wheat of 15 bushels per acre of grain, and an equal 
weight of straw, would exhale during the spring and summer 
1772 tons of water, or calculated on 172 days, the duration of the 

experiment, 2,055 Ibs. per day. 
An acre of clover that would make two tons of hay, would 

pass off through its leaves, in 101 days, 430 tons of water, or 8,600 

lbs. per day—more than four times as much as the wheat. 

These figures show that, from an agricultural point of view, 

there is a great difference between wheat and clover; and yet I 
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think the figures do not show the whole of the difference. The 
clover was cut just at the time when the wheat-plant was 

entering on its period of most rapid growth and exhalation, and, 

consequently, the figures given above probably exaggerate the 

amount of water given off by the wheat during the early part of 
the season. It is, at any rate, quite clear, and this is all I want to 

show, that an acre of good clover exhales a much larger amount 
of water from spring to hay-harvest than an acre of wheat. 

“And what,” said the Deacon, who was evidently getting tired 
of the figures, “ does all this prove?” 

The figures prove that clover can drink a much greater quantity 
of water during March, April, May, and June, than wheat; and, 

consequently, to get the same amount of food, it is not necessary 
that the clover should have as much nitrogen, phosphoric acid, 

potash, etc., in the water as the wheat-plant requires. I do not 
know that I make myself understood.” 

“You want to show,” said the Deacon, “that the wheat-plant 
requires richer food than clover.” 

Yes, I want to show that, though clover requires more food per 

day than wheat, yet the clover can drink such a large amount of 
water, that it is not necessary to make the “sap of the soil” so 

rich in nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, for clover, as it is 

for wheat. I think this tells the whole story. 

Clover is, or may be, the grandest renovating and enriching 

crop commonly grown on our farms. It owes its great value, not 
to any power it may or may not possess of gctting nitrogen from 

the atmosphere, or phosphoric acid and potash from the subsoil, 
but principally, if not entirely, to the fact that the roots can drink 

up such a large amount of water, and live and thrive on very 

weak food. 

HOW TO MAKE A FARM RICH BY GROWING CLOVER. 

Not by growing the clover, and selling it. Nothing would ex- 
haust the land. so rapidly as such a practice. We must either plow 
under the clover, let it rot on the surface, or pasture it, or use it 

for soiling, or make it into hay, feed it out to stock, and return the 
manure to the land. If clover got its nitrogen from the atmos- 
phere, we might sell the clover, and depend on the roots left in the 

ground, to enrich the soil for the next crop. But if, as I have en- 

deavored to show, clover gets its nitrogen from a weak solution in 
the soil, it is clear, that though for a year or two we might raise 

good crops from the plant-food left in the clover-roots, yet we 
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should soon find that growing a crop of clover, and leaving only 
the roots in the soil, is no way to permanently enrich land. 

I do not say that such a practice will “exhaust” theland. For- 
tunately, while it is an easy matter to impoverish land, we should 

have to call in the aid of the most advanced agricultural science, 

before we could “exhaust”’ land of its plant-food. The free use of 

Nitrate of Soda, or Sulphate of Ammonia, might enable us to do 
something in the way of exhausting our farms, but it would reduce 
our balance at a bank, or send us to the poor-house, before we had 
fully robbed the land of its plant-food. 

To exhaust land, by growing and selling clover, is an agricultural 

impossibility, for the simple reason that, long before the soil is 
exhausted, the clover would produce such a poverty-stricken crop, 

that we should give up the attempt. 
We can make our land poor, by growing clover, and selling it; 

or, we can make our land rich, by growing clover, and feeding it 
out on the farm. Or, rather, we can make our land rich, by drain- 

ing it where needed, cultivating it thoroughly, so as to develope 
the latent plant-food existing in the soil, and then by growing 

clover to take up and organize this plant-food. This is how to 
make land rich by growing clover. It is not, in one sense, the 
clover that makes the land rich; it is the draining and cultivation, 
that furnishes the food for the clover. The clover takes up this 

food and concentrates it. The clover does not crcate the plant- 

food; it merely saves it. It is the thorough cultivation that 
enriches the land, not the clover. 

“T wish,” writes a distinguished New York gentleman, who has 

a farm of barren sand, “you would tell us whether itis best to let 
clover ripen and rot on the surface, or plow it under when in 
blossom ? I have heard that it gave more nitrogen to the land to 
let it ripen and rot on it, but as [am no chemist, [do not know.” 

If, instead of plowing under the clover—say the last of June, it 
was left to grow a month longer, it is quite possible that the clover- 
roots and seed would contain more nitrogen than they did a month 
earlier. It was formerly thought that there was a loss of nitrogen 
during the ripening process, but the evilence is not altogether con- 
clusive on the point. Still, if I had a piece of sandy land that I 
wished to enrich by clover, I do not think I should plow it under in 
June, on the one hand, or let it grow until maturity, and rot down, 

on the other. I should rather prefer to mow the crop just as it 

commenced to blossom, and let the clover lie, spread out on the 

land, as left by the machine. There would, I think, be no loss of 
fertilizing elements by evaporation, while the clover-hay would act 
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as a mulch, and the second growth of clover would be encouraged 
by it. Mow this second crop again, about the first week in August. 
Then, unless it was desirable to continue the process another year, 
the land might be plowed up in two or three weeks, turning under 

the two previous crops of clover that are on the surface, together 

with the green-clover still growing. I believe this would be better 
than to let the clover exhaust itself by running to seed. 

Ce A Pol Bue) ee Ve 

DR. V@LCKER’S EXPERIMENTS ON CLOVER. 

In the Journal of the Royal Agricultural Society of England, for 
1868, Dr. Veelcker, the able chemist of the Society, and formerly 
Professor of Agricultural Chemistry, at the Royal Agricultural 
College at Cirencester, England, has given us a paper “On the 
Causes of the Benefits of Clover, as a preparatory Crop for 
Wheat.” The paper has been repeatedly and extensively quoted 
in this country, but has not been as critically studied as the impor- 
tance of the subject demands. 
“Never mind all that,’ said the Deacon, “tell us what Dr. 

Veelcker says.” 
“Here is the paper,” said I, “and Charley will read it to us.” 

Charley read as follows: 
“ Agricultural chemists inform us, that in order to maintain the 

productive powers of the land unimpaired, we must restore to it the 

phosphoric acid,.potash, nitrogen, and other substances, which 
enter into the composition of our farm crops; the constant removal 
of organic and inorganic soil constituents, by the crops usually sold 

off the farm, leading, as is well known, to more or less rapid dete- 

rioration and gradual exhaustion of the land. Even the best 
wheat soils of this and other countries, become more and more im- 

poverished, and sustain a loss of wheat-yielding power, when corn- 
crops are grown in too rapid succession without manure. Hence, 
the universal practice of manuring, and that also of consuming oil- 

cake, corn, and similar purchased food on land naturally poor, or 

partially exhausted by previous cropping. 

“Whilst, however, it holds good as a general rule, that no soil 
can be cropped for any length of time, without gradually becoming 
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more and more infertile, if no manure be applied to it, or if the 

fertilizing elements removed by the crops grown thereon, be not by 
some means or other restored, it is, nevertheless, a fact, that after a 

heavy crop of clover carried off as hay, the land, far from being less 
fertile than before, is peculiarly well adapted, even without the 

addition of manure, to bear a good crop of wheat in the following 

year, provided the season be favorable to its growth. This fact, in- 
deed, is so well known, that many farmers justly regard the growth 
of clover as one of the best preparatory operations which the land - 

can undergo, in order to its producing an abundant crop of wheat 
in the following year. It has further been noticed, that clover 
mown twice, leaves the land in a better condition, as regards its 

wheat-producing capabilities, than when mown once only for hay, 

and the second crop fed off on the land by sheep; for, notwith- 

standing that in the latter instance the fertilizing elements in the 
clover-crop are in part restored in the sheep excrements, yet, con- 

trary to expectation, this partial restoration of the elements of 

fertility to the land has not the effect of producing more or better 
wheat in the following year, than is reaped on land from off which 

the whole clover-crop has been carried, and to which no manure 

whatever has been applied. 

“ Again, in the opinion of several good, practical agriculturists, 
with whom I have conversed on the subject, land whereon clover 
has been grown for seed in the preceding year, yields a better 
crop of wheat than it does when the clover is mown twice for hay, 
or even only once, and afterwards fed off by sheep.” 

“T do not think,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ that this agrees with our 
experience here. A good crop of clover-seed is profitable, but it is 

thought to be rather hard on land.” 

“Such,” said I, “is the opinion of John Johnston. He thinks 

allowing clover to go to seed, impoverishes the soil.” 

Charley, continued to read : 

‘‘ Whatever may be the true explanation of the apparent anom- 

alies connected with the growth and chemical history of the clover- 
plant, the facts just mentioned, having been noticed, not once or 
twice only, or by a solitary observer, but repeatedly, and by num- 

bers of intelligent farmers, are certainly entitled to credit; and 
little wisdom, as it strikes me, is displayed by calling them into 
question, because they happen to contradict the prevailing theory, 

according to which a soil is said to become more or less impover- 

ished, in proportion to the large or small amount of organic and 
mineral soil constituents carried off in the produce.” 
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“That is well said,” I remarked, “and very truly; but I will not 
interrupt the reading.” 

“‘In the course of a long residence,” continues Dr. Velcker, “in 
a purely agricultural district, I have often been struck with the 
remarkably healthy appearance and good yield of wheat, on land 
from which .a heavy crop of clover-hay was obtained in the 
preceding year. I have likewise had frequent opportunities of 
observing, that, as a rule, wheat grown on part of a field whereon 

clover has been twice mown for hay, is better than the produce of 
that on the part of the same field on which the clover has been 

mown only once for hay, and afterwards fed off by sheep. These 
observations, extending over a number of years, led me to inquire 
into the reasons why clover is specially well fitted to prepare land 
for wheat; and in this paper, I shall endeavor, as the result of my 
experiments on the subject, to give an intelligible explanation of 

the fact, that clover is so excellent a preparatory crop for wheat, as 
it is practically known to be. 

“By those taking a superficial view of the subject, it may be sug- 
gested that any injury likely to be caused by the removal of a cer- 
tain amount of fertilizing matter, is altogether insignificant, and 
more than compensated for, by the benefit which results from the 
abundant growth of clover-roots, and the physical improvement in 
the soil, which takes place in their decomposition. Looking, how- 
ever, more closely into the matter, it will be found that in a good 
crop of clover-hay, a very considerable amount of both mineral 
and organic substances is carried off the land, and that, if the total 
amount of such constituents in a crop had to be regarded exclu- 

sively as a measure for determining the relative degrees in which 
different farm crops exhaust the soil, clover would have to be de- 

scribed as about the most exhausting crop in the entire rotation. 

“ Clover-hay, on an average, and in round numbers, contains in ’ ou ’ 

100 parts H 

RS ie ah iat Bins dishayw) bg ss aAix au do pesyainien es aw ON 6/5) del acini aien 17.0 
Nitrogenous substances, (flesh-forming matters)*..............++. 15.6 
MiG fOr CROs COMPOUMES. | sci. sare secs sc cv acee sees Uveeersss 59.9 
0 TOUS Sn ES 1 Ae ee eee eer rer 7.5 

100.0 

POONEAMUINE DIPTOPOM sa o.50.514 «<5 se 00s 9s n0n.0m sete reece e ee eees 2.5 

“The mineral portion, or ash, in 100 parts of clover-hay, consists 

of: 
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IPROSPHOTIC ACID ss oo wooo bx wa os ois sin +b on nie visioheyp «als wintelbisininla'n esto miei alels 7.5 
SOM MMIC IACI. 0).P cn cise cine esis ce welsieleie sie 5 a's sin sipie/eisiais _ BPS aS 4.3 
ROTTING ACI Sea ce wool ai bis @ 6% 6 0.0.0 nie s/o ec la 0 sielareeiwin’e ole it ete tet eeennenaeS 18.0 
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LETTS TE Se ee ear brine ASAT A IRI REE oS 20.0 
Soda, chloride of sodium, oxide of iron, sand, loss, etc........... 8.7 

100.0 

“ Let us suppose the land to have yielded four tons of clover-hay 
per acre. According to the preceding data, we find that such a 
crop includes 224 Ibs. of nitrogen, equal to 272 lbs. of ammonia, 
and 672 lbs. of mineral matter or ash constituents. 

In 672 lbs. of clover-ash, we find: 

PRGA TOMES) ACH os tictae sheietate oa oiclere sec vluie eset ctetetabslatela'elowwre cielo 513 Ibs. 
Sulphuric acid’ 5..% wists sels nw reve ae cre wicrs le niclane bm ererel nesta lege ao) tes 
OprDOMIG BCIE a)5 sc ia sre sie oars aloeis-a Ralelpias ee cise pio oneal sales eetat 12h ee 
RSPCA rise ne eis oats act tte sc sicie oie ela. aieba cle ie aie aueenlc.c 'wietajqoconnperatleniate PE 
Sara Ree ek at NEAL alete cle ards os praia ate arene Gr sitelalc Gimme ise itera ktaue anita pt) 
DVEREINC SIA oc cs os ew wie Cin eie eala.e' nice a ctace a cee aaiata avale oistare orsign ae ST) ys 
PE GSA pore aye ce wiv iain! orev stem ied is ors oinhclemuaiole allege en's eaealaias epee mine 1343“ 
Soda, chloride of sodium, oxide of iron, sand, etc............ GSW by 

672 lbs. 

“ Four tons of clover-hay, the produce of one acre, thus contain a 

large amount of nitrogen, and remove from the soil an enormous 
quantity of mineral matters, abounding in lime and potash, and 
containing also a good deal of phosphoric acid. 

‘‘Leaving for a moment the question untouched, whether the 
nitrogen contained in the clover, is derived from the soil, or from 

the atmosphere, or partly from the one, and partly from the other, 
no question can arise as to the original source from which the 

mineral matters in the clover produce are derived. In relation, 
therefore, to the ash-constituents, clover must be regarded as one 

of the most exhausting crops usually cultivated in this country. 
This appears strikingly to be the case, when we compare the pre- 
ceding figures with the quantity of mineral matters which an aver- 

age crop of wheat removes from an acre of land. 

“The grain and straw of wheat contain, in round numbers, in 100 
parts: 

Grains of 
Wheat. Straw 

IGLESIAS ices penruats aap oa ROOM. SS ea I 15.0 0 
Nitrogenous substances, flesh-forming matter)*........ 11.1 4.0 
Non-nitrogenous substances.\:: $2.5.2,.0506 see. e sees 72.2 74.9 
Minerakematter,. (ash)... cs ces vies estas one hiseiee element er 5.1 

100.0 100.0 

* Containing nitrogen ...:< 202% sane seen ceeeee Sener 1.78 .64 
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“The ash of wheat contains, in 100 parts: 
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“The mean produce of wheat, per acre, may be estimated at 20 
bushels, which, at 60 lbs. per bushel, gives 1,500 lbs.; and as the 
weight of the straw is generally twice that of the grain, its pro- 

duce will be 3,000 lbs. According, therefore, to the preceding 

data, there will be carried away from the soil: 

In 1,500 Ibs. of the grain.. 25 Ibs. of mineral food, Gn round numbers). 
In 3,000 Ibs. of the straw.. 150 Ibs. of mineral food, (in round numbers). 

17 1 ig 1% Ibs. 

‘*On the average of the analyses, it will be found that the com- — 
position of these 175 lbs. is as follows: 
— ———— 

In the In the 
grain. | straw. Total. 
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“ The total quantity of ash constituents carried off the land, in an 
average crop of wheat, thus amounts to only 175 lbs. per acre, 

whilst a good crop of clover removes as much as 672 lbs. 

“ Nearly two-thirds of the total amount of mineral in the grain and 
straw of one acre of wheat, consists of silica, of which there is an 

ample supply in almost every soil. The restoration of silica, there- 
fore, need not trouble us in any way, especially as there is not a 
single instance on record, proving that silica, even in a soluble 
condition, has ever been applied to land, with the slightest advan- 
tage to corn, or grass-crops, which are rich in silica, and which, for 
this reason, may be assumed to be particularly grateful for it in a 
soluble state. Silica, indeed, if at all capable of producing a bene- 
ficial effect, ought to be useful to these crops, either by strengthen- 
ing the straw, or stems of graminaceous plants, or otherwise bene- 

iting them; but, after deducting the amount of silica from the 
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total amount of mineral matters in the wheat produced from one 
acre, only a trifling quantity of other and more valuable fertilizing 
ash constituents of plants will be left. On comparing the relative 

amounts of phosphoric acid, dnd potash, in an average crop of 

wheat, and a good crop of clover-hay, it will be seen that one acre 
of clover-hay contains as much phosphoric acid, as two and one- 
half acres of wheat, and as much potash as the produce from five 

acres of the same crop. Clover thus unquestionably removes from 
the land very much more mineral matter than does wheat; wheat, 

notwithstanding, succeeds remarkably well after clover. 
“Four tons of clover-hay, or the produce of an acre, contains, as 

already stated, 224 Ibs. of nitrogen, or calculated as ammonia, 
272 Ibs. 

“ Assuming the grain of wheat to furnish 1.78 per cent of nitrogen, 

and wheat-straw, .64 per cent, and assuming also that 1,500 lbs. of 

corn, and 3,000 Ibs. of straw, represent the average produce per 

acre, there will be in the grain of wheat, per acre, 26.7 lbs. of nitro- 

gen, and in the straw, 19.2 Ibs., or in both together, 46 lbs. of 
nitrogen; in round numbers, equal to about 55 Ibs. of ammonia, 

which is only about one-fifth the quantity of nitrogen in the pro- 
duce of an acre of clover. Wheat, it is well known, is specially 
benetited by the application of nitrogenous manures, and as 
clover carries off so large a quantity of nitrogen, it is natural to 
expect the yield of wheat, after clover, to fall short of what the 

land might be presumed to produce without manure, before a crop 

of clover was taken from it. Experience, however, has proved 

the fallacy of this presumption, for the result is exactly the oppo- 

site, inasmuch as a better and heavier crop of wheat is produced 
than without the intercalation of clover. What, it may be asked, 
is the explanation of this apparent anomaly ? 

“Tn taking up this inquiry, I was led to pass in review the cele- 
brated and highly important experiments, undertaken by Mr. 
Lawes and Dr. Gilbert, on the continued growth of wheat on the 

same soil, for a long succession of years, and to examine, likewise 
carefully, many points, to which attention is drawn, by the same 
authors in their memoirs on the growth of red clover by different 
manures, and on the Lois Weedon plan of growing wheat. Abun- 
dant and most convincing evidence is supplied by these indefatiga- 

ble experimenters, that the wheat-producing powers of a soil are 

not increased in any sensible degree by the liberal supply of all 

the mineral matters, which enter intd the composition of the ash of 
wheat, and that the abstraction of these mineral matters from the 

soil, in any much larger proportions than can possibly take place 
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under ordinary cultivation, in no wise affects the yield of wheat, 
provided there be at the same time a liberal supply of available 
nitrogen within the soil itself. The amount of the latter, there- 
fore, is regarded by Messrs. Lawes and Gilbert, as the measure of 
the increased produce of grain which a soil furnishes. 

“ In conformity with these views, the farmer, when he wishes to 
increase the yield of his wheat, finds it to his advantage to have 
recourse to ammoniacal, or other nitrogenous manures, and depends 
more or less entirely upon the soil, for the supply of the neccessary 

mineral or ash-constituents of wheat, having found such a supply 
to be amply sufficient for his requirements. As far, therefore, as 

the removal from the soil of a large amount of mineral soil-constitu- 
ents, by the clover-crop, is concerned, the fact viewed in the light 
of the Rothamsted experiments, becomes at once intelligible ; for, 
notwithstanding the abstraction of over 600 lbs. of mineral matter 

by a crop of clover, the succeeding wheat-crop does not suffer. 
Inasmuch, however, as we have seen, that not only much mineral 
matter is carried off the land in a crop of clover, but also much 
nitrogen, we might, in the absence of direct evidence to the con- 
trary, be led to suspect that wheat, after clover, would not be a 
good crop; whereas, the fact is exactly the reverse. 

‘It is worthy of notice, that nitrogenous manures, which have 
such a marked and beneficial effect upon wheat, do no good, but 

in certain combinations, in some seasons, do positive harm to 

clover. Thus, Messrs. Lawes and Gilbert, in a series of experi- 
ments on the growth of red-clover, by different manures, obtained 

14 tons of fresh green produce, equal to about three and three- 

fourths tons of clover-hay, from the unmanured portion of the 
experimental field ; and where sulphates of potash, soda, and mag- 

nesia, or sulphate of potash and superphosphate of lime were em- 

ployed, 17 to 18 tons, (equal to from about four and one-half to 
nearly five tons of hay), were obtained. When salts of ammonia 

were added to the mineral manures, the produce of clover-hay was, 
upon the whole, less than where the mineral manures were used 

alone. The wheat, grown after the clover, on the unmanured plot, 
gave, however, 293 bushels of corn, whilst in the adjoining field, 

where wheat was grown after wheat, without manure, only 154 
bushels of corn per acre were obtained. Messrs. Lawes and Gilbert 

notice especially, that in the clover-crop of the preceding year, 
very much larger quantities, both of mineral matters and of 

nitrogen, were taken from the land, than were removed in the 
unmanured wheat-crop in the same year, in the adjoining field. 
Notwithstanding this, the soil from which the clover had been 
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taken, was in a condition to yield 14 bushels more wheat, per acre, 
than that upon which wheat had been previously grown; the yield 
of wheat, after clover, in these experiments, being fully equal to 

that in another field, where large quantities of manure were used. 
“Taking all these circumstances into account, is there not pre- 

sumptive evidence, that, notwithstanding the removal of a large 

amount of nitrogen in the clover-hay, an abundant store of availa- 

ble nitrogen is left in the soil, and also that in its relations towards 
nitrogen in the soil, clover differs essentially from wheat? The 
results of our experience in the growth of the two crops, appear 

to indicate that, whereas the growth of the wheat rapidly ex- 
hausts the land of its available nitrogen, that of clover, on the 

contrary, tends somehow or other to accumulate nitrogen within 
the soil itself. If this can be shown to be the case, an intelligible 
explanation of the fact that clover is so useful asa preparatory crop 
for wheat, will be found in the circumstance, that, during the 
growth of clover, nitrogenous food, for which wheat is particularly 
grateful, is either stored up or rendered available in the soil. 

“ An explanation, however plausible, can hardly be accepted as 
correct, if based mainly on data, which, although highly probable, 
are not proved to be based on fact. In chemical inquiries, 
especially, nothing must be taken for granted, that has not been 
proved by direct experiment. The following questions naturally 

suggest themselves in reference to this subject: What is the 

amount of nitrogen in soils of different characters? What is the 
amount more particularly after a good, and after an indifferent crop 
of clover? Why is the amount of nitrogen in soils, larger after 

clover, than after wheat and other crops? Is the nitrogen present 
in a condition in which it is available and useful to wheat? And 
lastly, are there any other circumstances, apart from the supply of 

nitrogenous matter in the soil, which help to account for the bene- 

ficial effects of clover as a preparatory crop for wheat ? 
‘Tn order to throw some light on these questions, and, if pos- 

sible, to give distinct answers to at least some of them, I, years 

azo, when residing at Cirencester, began a series of experiments; 
and more recently, I have been fortunate enough to obtain the co- 
operation of Mr. Robert Valentine, of Leighton Buzzard, who 
kindly undertook to supply me with materials for my analysis. 
“My first experiments were made on a thin, calcareous, clay soil, 

resting on Oolitic limestone, and producing generally a fair crop of 

red-clover. The clover-field formed the slope of a rather steep 

hillock, and varied much in depth. At the top of the hill, the soil 
became very stony at a depth of four inches, so that it could only 
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with difficulty be excavated to a depth of six inches, when the bare 
limestone-rock made its appearance. At the bottom of the field 

the soil was much deeper, and the clover stronger, than at the upper 

part. On the brow of the hill, where the clover appeared to be 

strong, a square yard was measured out; and at a little distance off, 
where the clover was very bad, a second square yard was meas- 

ured; in both plots, the soil being taken up to a depth of six 
inches. The soil, where the clover was good, may be distinguished 

from the other, by being marked as No. 1, and that where it was 
bad, as No. 2. 

CLOVER-SOIL NO. 1. (GOOD CLOVER). 

“The roots having first been shaken out to free them as much 
as possible from the soil, were then washed once or twice with cold 
distilled water, and, after having been dried for a little while in the 

sun, were weighed, when the square yard produced 1 |b. 103 oz. 

of cleaned clover-roots, in an air-dry state; an acre of land, or 
4.840 square yards, accordingly yielded, in a depth of six inches, 

3.44 tons, or 34 tons in round numbers, of clover-roots. 
“Fully dried in a water-bath, the roots were found to contain 

altogether 44.67 per cent of water, and on being burnt in a pla- 
tinum capsule, yielded 6.089 of ash. A portion of the dried, finely 
powdered and well mixed roots, was burned with soda lime, in a 
combustion tube, and the nitrogen contained in the roots other- 

wise determined in the usual way. Accordingly, the following 

is the general composition of the roots from the soil No. 1: 
MUM papec dk Wak! we Cech, hey ota terae ate Palon ere ha iat e pico miaie Sus com shavelel alee Sn stake 44.675 
prrrie ICL 5 actels win Sala aa 'a's tl aeiways ms oy ele cabana ainiatomina 49.236 
MOEA WA AUCEE seccae coi ccs ok So uip sin.a* (e/elasce-w aigin ad male Xx blaine a aie Wem 6.089 

100.000 

* Containing MitrOgen......ceeeeeceseeccccceccecccccecencs 1.297 
Equal to. aMMOnia.........ceeeeee eee ee se cececsrceeeees 1.575 

“ Assuming the whole field to have produced 3} tons of clover- 
roots, per acre, there will be 99.636 lbs., or in round numbers, 100 
Ibs. of nitrogen in the clover-roots from one acre; or, about twice 
as much nitrogen as is present in the average produce of an acre 

of wheat.” 
“That is a remarkable fact,” said the Deacon, “as I understand 

nitrogen is the great thing needed by wheat, and yet the roots alone 
of the clover, contain twice as much nitrogen as an average crop 

of wheat. Go on Charley, it is quite interesting.” 
‘‘ The soil,’ continues Dr. Veelcker, “ which had been separated 

from the roots, was passed through a sieve to deprive it of any 
stones it might contain. It was then partially dried, and the nitro- 
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gen in it determined in the usual manner, by combustion with soda- 
lime, when it yielded .818 per cent of nitrogen, equal to .38 of 

ammonia, in one combustion; and .3878 per cent of nitrogen, equal 

to .46 of ammonia, in a second determination. 

“That the reader may have some idea of the character of this 

soil, it may be stated, that it was further submitted to a general 

analysis, according to which, it was found to have the following 

composition : 

GENERAL COMPOSITION OF SOIL, NO. 1. (GOOD CLOVER). 

WED ISEUUNE Sc) ors Bi valenele ate iaiwie Rises wire teva ale missle olerslnuare’ oy elwleverere. cls tniaiere cy erete 18.73 
OLMmanie WALLETS some + \ecses cists so aces meses otaletsusmeieie as e emicin Ie islets > 9.72 
Oxide of iron-and aluminas ci: « o/stieiesnic as oe eielge se clare seiee eae 18.24 
Casbondte ol mies acohs sf cscs oe see ae teal tra ate ciate ae eee acto e a 8.82 
Mapmpesia. alkalies w@tes acts yo cemteis(ea eka crealeielenlisiate bain tie eo teho iat 1.72 
Insoluble silicious matter; \(ehietly Glay)\.5:< <j sesapikcias dea pees 47.77 

100.00 

* Conta ming MitrO@e a on «umm vin nie ope we gale seine earn ee ere 313 
Hgual Go: aaa... so ae ace wn cieiem ate owe ewe. eels eee cee ee .380 

‘‘The second square yard from the brow of the hill, where the 
clover was bad, produced 13 ounces of air-dry, and partially clean 

roots, or 1.75 tons per acre. On analysis, they were found to have 

the following composition : 

CLOVER-ROOTS, NO. 2. (BAD CLOVER). 

IW ea iaIeee shi choc pnsts santo he alae pera ila Gleicus aa eicheras Sisca ee cs Se ceeneaeieee 55.732 
CROAT AMAL COR eo pe cite tetere! <iapae fe steieteie’ stefe leis sleet ea ieee eee eee 39.408 
Mineral MIAGEER CASE). wiss: Peis oebis sie datas « Mererctere LBS Sollee alot sets 4.860 

100.000 

* Containing nitrogen’: 5. s0i52 60) Pech ee eee eee 92 ae 
Uo WEE Ke penane ool eyo): eco amuse: qa e yea nti Caos eae rsa Sethi - 901 

“The roots on the spot where the clover was very bad, yielded 
only 31 lbs. of nitrogen per acre, or scarcely one-third of the 

quantity which was obtained from the roots where the clover was 
good. 
“The soil from the second square yard, on analysis, was found, 

when freed from stones by sifting, to contain in 100 parts: 

COMPOSITION OF SOIL, NO. 2. (BAD CLOVER). 
BV AGO Toso vecacs 3 eR reac teases SEARLE aCe Siete okee ered yO Re Sane arthereetenaiere te Mee netaners 17.24 
OE MATIC “TMAELET™ «te cis cd ate ce 5 ee ae etala a veteteotmrs lake nites crarensice ete 9.64 
Oxidevof- iron and ‘alumilhiaie. & 62 3.8 2 oactwie cele opceroe tins sie oiailes 11.89 
Carbonate. of Timer: 2.5 50 cbs caters mcchole irs Nera ease ate oes eae 14.50 
Maonwerta, alkalies, Ob. ii.2).'cm sic cisieuais aie oes icin wie eile autetcteaniate aes 1.53 
Tasoliblevilicious matter.<.i.:4 socw oe. ab eke Oona 45.20 

100.00 

2d deter- 
mination. 

* Containing nitrogen..............s..e sees sees .306 .380 
Equal to‘ammonia 2.3.2.6 scenes seated meme 370 470 
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“ Both portions of the clover-soil thus contained about the same 
percentage of organic matter, and yielded nearly the same amount 

of nitrogen. 
“In addition, however, to the nitrogen in the clover-roots, a 

good deal of nitrogen, in the shape of root-fibres, decayed leaves, 

and similar organic matters, was disseminated throughout the fine 

soil in which it occurred, and from which it could not be sepa- 

rated; but unfortunately, I neglected to weigh the soil from a 
square yard, and am, therefore, unable to state how much nitrogen 

per acre was present in the shape of small root-fibres and other 

organic matters. 
“ Before mentioning the details of the experiments made in the 

next season, I will here give the composition of the ash of the par- 
tially cleaned clover-roots : 

COMPOSITION OF ASH OF CLOVER-ROOTS, (PARTIALLY 

CLEANED). 

Chea Or ten AG alrmane fs) Sb tare de coe ches curds Ne esate. ole 1S 
TET SS RN ells ARR eh ee RE UR I ee CA ee ne Aa neh MO Te ea ce op eh 18.49 
APE RIM erie’, shies re ieise ey aie te <lake GR Sachs oee & cle tig Dh leo aroe Ue ate 3.03 
RUE EPMR a OE on ot Mo oc A ROA, oo bore aL oo mac eee aae ec 6.88 
PURI eA Weert rates © ain netehs Seek EG aan, are ok SKM SS Ee 1.93 
ates PI NCLIC HOI S ne 2 oso caeapie tela sailed mul eiaisle nacre Bokistee s Renee 3.61 
PE MTEPLO) | ROMLG Toate nbc era: ina ecec iets ate tana wien Sere aaa paaenie MESS oe 2.24 
PO Na RE NEON 5c £55) te Eh, Coe anne aha hisigule apiece s'dras wai pees 19.01 
Insoluble silicious matier.... -..:..... a Meh CAS NE gs mae De 24.83 
Carbonic acid, chlorine, and -loss...2)..4 cee. is eSoe eA Sete A 8.25 

“This ash was obtained from clover-roots, which yielded, when 
perfectly dry, in round numbers, eight per cent of ash. Clover- 

roots, washed quite clean, and separated from all soil, yield about 

five per cent of ash; but it is extremely difficult to clean a large 
quantity of fibrous roots from all dirt, and the preceding analysis 
distinctly shows, that the ash of the clover-roots, analyzed by me, 
was mechanically mixed with a good deal of fine soil, for oxide of 
iron, and alumina, and insoluble silicious matter in any quantity, 
are not normal constituents of plant-ashes. Making allowance for 
soil contamination, the ash of clover-roots, it will be noticed, con- 

tains much lime and potash, as well as an appreciable amount of 

phosphoric and sulphuric acid. On the decay of the clover-roots, 

these and other mineral fertilizing matters are left in the surface- 
soil in a readily available condition, and in considerable propor- 

tions, when the clover stands well. Although a crop of clover 
removes much mineral matter from the soil, it must be borne in 

mind, that its roots extract from the land, soluble mineral fertiliz- 

7 
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ing matters, which, on the decay of the roots, remain in the land 

in a prepared and more readily available form, than that in which 

they originally occur. The benefits arising to wheat, from the 

growth of clover, may thus be due partly to this preparation and 
concentration of mineral food in the surface-soil. 

“The clover on the hillside field, on the whole, turned out a 

very good crop; and, as the plant stood the winter well, and this 

field was left another season in clover, without being plowed up, I 
availed myself of the opportunity of making, during the following 

season, a number of experiments similar to those of the preceding 

year. This time, however, I selected for examination, a square 

yard of soil, from a spot on the brow of the hill, where the clover 
was thin, and the soil itself stony at a depth of four inches; and 
another plot of one square yard at the bottom of the hill, from a 
place where the clover was stronger than that on the brow of the 

hill, and the soil at a depth of six inches contained no large stones. 

SOIL NO. 1. (CLOVER THIN), ON THE BROW OF THE HILL. 

“The roots in a square yard, six inches deep, when picked out 
by hand, and cleaned as much as possible, weighed, in their natural 

state, 2 lbs. 11 oz. ; and when dried on the top of a water-bath, for 
the purpose of getting them brittle and fit for reduction into fine 

powder, 1 lb. 12 oz. 81 grains. In this state they were submitted 
as before to analysis, when they yielded in 100 parts: 

COMPOSITION OF CLOVER-ROOTS, NO. 1, (FROM BROW OF 

HILL). 

VE GUSTUPGY 5 ost ae aes SE Las e Blateira bee hc. c els nia teercleenides Mice om tetsenal nae 4,34 
Orpawie MALL A c a iscclaistsisio wie ne eeeelp ae ee rere © eta lelel soa he cates 26.53 
NMMCTAVIMNATET.:. <0 < cadence Siacs a de matric lam sal ae eee eee eine 69.13 

100.00 

Containing mitvOPen <a so xs mais eae pera aces see ciate shee 816 
EQUAL tO ram MOUMIA: 6 cic) piss Gas aioe @ Bake oalnoee saat ace .991 

“* According to these data, an acre of land will yield three tons 
12 cwts. of nearly dry clover-roots, and in this quantity there will 
be about 66 Ibs. of nitrogen. The whole of the soil from which 

the roots have been picked out, was passed through a half-inch 

sieve. The stones left in the sieve weighed 141 lbs.; the soil 
which passed through weighing 218 Ibs. 

“The soil was next dried by artificial heat, when the 218 Ibs. 
became reduced to 185.487 lbs. 

“Tn this partially dried state it contained : 
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I GIRINEEO 2 She. eh sve pect in eign, nie eee oa ein Seale miayn'ay ow clas ns wibikie caine 4.21 
QEPADIC. MALCEL® «oo. nas nsec pate malesilp nye nie vine s6 <a niiin vies so 0 wis. 9.78 
Mineral mattert............ cee eeceee reece eee eee eee e cn censcneeee _ 86.01 

100.00 

* Containing WitrO@ens 2: civecc dace scene vets eye -Aeaines ed oe 891 
Equal to AMMODIA.... 2.20 cece eee eee e cece ces crcsceeeeness 409 

t Including phosphoric acid............csee cece cece eeeeeees 264 

“T also determined the phosphoric acid in the ash of the clover- 

roots. Calculated for the roots in a nearly dry state, the phos- 

phoric acid amounts to .287 per cent. 
“An acre of soil, according to the data, furnished by the six 

inches on the spot where the clover was thin, produced the follow- 

ing quantity of nitrogen: 

UT MHIIT ES SOU er oray ero eiacelaciatoreiolsrciete clove sfoloiare avsieisreleesiatel t iuL 33 
rae GRE ACE SPIDER ws cic’ ans cd 0 Wicsm viele ace bina pininrat ielale ares ur ee _ 66 

Total quantity of nitrogen per acre.............0- 1 11 99 

“The organic matter in an acre of this soil, which can not be 
picked out by hand, it will be seen, contains an enormous 

quantity of nitrogen; and although, probably, the greater part of 

the roots and other remains from the clover-crop may not be de- 

composed so thoroughly as to yield nitrogenous food to the suc- 
ceeding wheat-crop, it can scarcely be doubted that a considerable 
quantity of nitrogen will become available by the time the wheat 

is sown, and that one of the chief reasons why clover benefits the 
succeeding wheat-crop, is to be found in the abundant supply of 
available nitrogenous food furnished by the decaying clover-roots 
and leaves. 

CLOVER-SOIL NO. 2, FROM THE BOTTOM OF THE HILL. 
(GOOD CLOVER.) 

“A square yard of the soil from the bottom of the hill, where 

the clover was stronger than on the brow of the hill, produced 2 
Ibs. 8 oz. of fresh clover-roots; or 1 Ib. 11 oz. 47 grains of par- 
tially dried roots; 61 lbs. 9 oz. of limestones, and 239.96 Ibs. of 
nearly dry soil. 

“The partially dried roots contained: 

TD LUTTE Epa arte Vttaeh SER, a ia ey he Ee a a a O06 
Panes OTANI oS tone See Rs sa thc ik eo kv se bis cae eweaerees 31.94 
Bee Mies BL IETRDENE iets PE sy ae Pk £0 coogi se deco tiw awe gatene'cs 63.00 

100.00 

Ae cea NANT TAM OTR oS as oo alas lesa dju\s'siccecn x Kivi ane e's disc 0s 804 

“An acre of this soil, six inches deep, produced 3 tons, 7 cwts. 
65 lbs. of clover-roots, containing 61 Ibs. of nitrogen; that is, there 
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was very nearly the same quantity of roots and nitrogen in them, 

as that furnished in the soil from the brow of the hill. 

“The roots, moreover, yielded .865 per cent of phosphoric acid ; 
or, calculated per acre, 27 lbs. 

“In the partially dried soil, I found: 

INEGISEUITCSs ccoox Ln alse sspoee oe, ciats ter eibioters ie are teiauaie tare ia win rah aie elie e Ce ba 
Organic matter®......cccscccccescsccsecccccnrcccccsccccecsencs 10.87 
Rulimeral MALLert =. <ocis satin ays aio saree tania elesins alee ninesle cine eer isaaate 84.43 

100.00 

* Containing Mittoeei: oek,.cc «mons eae ealeisiel alee sPiawimietes 405 
qual 10 atm WHOM sates es wins @ 0c ce olots arstacsioesl ole e/eiais cele errii ee 491 

4 including phosphoric Acid. i... os). cttels nslste'ss o nicle st acleeiae ae 321 

“ According to these determinations, an acre of soil from the 

bottom of the hill, contains: 

Tons. Cwts. Lbs. 
2 2 0 Nitrogen in the organic matter of the soil............ 

Nitrogen in clover-roots of the soil.............2+.e0- 0 0 61 

Total amount of nitrogen peracre...........+.00 2 45 ot 

“Compared with the amount of nitrogen in the soil from the 
brow of the hill, about 11 cwt. more nitrogen was obtained in the 

soil and roots from the bottom of the hill, where the clover was 

more luxuriant. 
“The increased amount of nitrogen occurred in fine root-fibres . 

and other organic matters of the soil, and not in the coarser bits of 

roots which were picked out by the hand. It may be assumed 
that the finer particles of organic matter are more readily decom- 
posed than the coarser roots; and as there was a larger amount of 
nitrogen in this than in the preceding soil, it may be expected that 
the land at the bottom of the hill, after removal of the clover, was 

in a better agricultural condition for wheat, than that on the brow 
of the hill. 
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CH APR: KV I. 

EXPERIMENTS ON CLOVER-SOILS FROM BURCOTT 

LODGE FARM, LEIGHTON BUZZARD. 

“ The soils for the next experiments, were kindly supplied to me, 
in 1866, by Robert Valentine, of Burcott Lodge, who also sent me 
some notes respecting the growth and yield of clover-hay and seed 
on this soil. 

‘* Foreign seed, at the rate of 12 lbs. per acre, was sown with a 
crop of wheat, which yielded five quarters per acre the previous 
year. 

“The first crop of clover was cut down on the 25th of June, 

1866, and carried on June 30th. The weather was very warm, 
from the time of cutting until the clover was carted, the thermome- 

ter standing at 80° Fahr. every day. The clover was turned in the 
swath, on the second day after it was cut; on the fourth day, it 

was turned over and put into small heaps of about 10 Ibs. each; 
and on the fifth day, these were collected into larger cocks, and 
then stacked. 

“The best part of an 11-acre field, produced nearly three tons of 

clover-hay, sun-dried, per acre; the whole field yielding on an aver- 
age, 24 tons per acre. This result was obtained by weighing the 
stack three months after the clover was carted. The second crop 

was cut on the 2ist of August, and carried on the 27th, the weight 
being nearly 30 cwt. of hay per acre. Thus the two cuttings pro- 
duced just about four tons of clover-hay per acre. 
“The 11 acres were divided into two parts. About one-half was 

mown for hay a second time, and the other part left for seed. The 
produce of the second half of the 11-acre field, was cut on the 8th 

of October, and carried on the 10th. It yielded in round numbers, 
3 cwt. of clover-seed per acre, the season being very unfavorable 

for clover-seed. The second crop of clover, mown for hay, was 

rather too ripe, and just beginning to show seed. 
‘““ A square foot of soil, 18 inches deep, was dug from the second 

portion of the land which produced the clover-hay and clover- 

seed. 

SOIL FROM PART OF 11-ACRE FIELD TWICE MOWN FOR HAY. 

“The upper six inches of soil, one foot square, contained all the 
main roots of 18 strong plants; the next six inches, only small 

root fibres, and in the third section, a six-inch slice cut down at a 
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depth of 12 inches from the surface, no distinct fibres could be 

found. ‘The soil was almost completely saturated with rain when 

it was dug up on the 18th of September, 1866: 

Lbs. 

The upper six inches of soil, one foot square, weighed, ....0.s.s07== 60 

The second ‘ P Sat Seen she etek 61 

The third I alee tee Seek Pa or es £0 So 63 

“These three portions of one foot of soil, 18 inches deep, were 

dried nearly completely, and weighed again; when the first six 

inches weighed 514 lbs. ; the second six inches, 51 lbs. 5 oz. ; and 

the third section, 54 lbs. 2 02. 

“The first six inches contained 8 lbs. of silicious stones, (flints), 

which were rejected in preparing a sample for analysis; in the 

two remaining sections there were no large sized stones. The soils 

were pounded down, and passed through a wire sieve. 

“The three layers of soil, dried and reduced to powder, were 
mixed together, and a prepared average sample, when submitted 

to analysis, yielded the following results: 

COMPOSITION OF CLOVER-SOIL, 18 INCHES DEEP, FROM 
PART OF 11-ACRE FIELD, TWICE MOWN FOR HAY. 

Oreanic aMAteT ss. n)ccclsiaee telclensiat tengo encore ae 5.86 
OXIDES OL siINOMS occ eras we bere ne slow = eilnebeiameeee 6.83 
PAU UETINIT Ae ces ocala aie reve tveccyn) brew eso tevatle. hee eickereotersters 7.12 
@arbonate Of Thm: ..c oc acceso s Sim cow bleeiteientne 2.13 

Sotuble in “hy-"} Masnesia: 5.515 << .itcge sce cle « oes «a0 onteininieisiaee ae 2.01 
Groechloric ACIG. )-PGtashies sa see eb wis ae wesc Anis a oie olay malolelentate 67 

OU Gas Uicci sane icicesceamdatarieg ste sayate Gh ameteintacn ethers eke omen 08 
Chioride OL SOGIUM SAG ks ace neieeke bowie ee eee .02 
IPHOSPNOMICG’ ACID) fia the asicsere ce ce ecic se ome eee 18 
Sulphwrie acid: gist o nee cine Se aickers= aaceee Le 

Insoluble siiicious matter, 74.61. Consisting of : 
JAP ERIN IIS osocare, ceaptalh-csc erect Pd cheer ic ol slene Oe a ieinics e 4.37 
Lime; (in-a‘state’ of ‘silicate): 2. . sss. ).<ee +s see 4.07 

insoluble iniacid.; *Macmesiait sc cn..cc bts cote eee re ies ane aoe ; 
POpRS Oss oleh ese wee. Bitten: pinkie ee otra 19 
OMG Beer eae emda ks ele ere mann am pecs 3 oo ee 
LICH 25 a cee a ace cotexcre eee a ee ee 65.29 

99.68 

“ This soil, it will be seen, contained, in appreciable quantities, 
not only potash and phosphoric acid, but all the elements of fertil- 

ity which enter into the composition of good arable land. It may 
be briefly described as a stiff clay soil, containing a sufficiency of 
lime, potash, and phosphoric acid, to meet all the requirements of 

the clover-crop. Originally, rather unproductive, it has been much 
improved by deep culture ; by being smashed up into rough clods, 

early in autumn, and by being exposed in this state to the crum- 

bling effects of the air, it now yields good corn and forage crops. 
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“Tn separate portions of the three layers of soil, the proportions 
of nitrogen and phosphoric acid contained in each layer of six 
inches, were determined and found to be as follows: 

Soil dried at 212 deg. Fahr. 
Ist six 2dsix 3d siz 
inches. inches, inches. 

Percentage of phosphoric acid.............s.0+. 249 164 172 
PUT CINAER ED coos es ays''s mo oa ein ne” wile Oma OO 1.62 .092 .064 
Biggie PO CAINMOIIA sj. 0. 5)5 3 aia 5 s's's oss aie via rslaiejwrnnlels 198 112 078 

‘‘In the upper six inches, as will be seen, the percentage of both 

phosphoric acid and nitrogen, was larger than in the two follow- 
ing layers, while the proportion of nitrogen in the six inches of sur- 

face soil, was much larger than in the next six inches; and in the 
third section, containing no visible particles of root-fibres, only 
very little nitrogen occurred. 

“In their natural state, the three layers of soil contained: 
Ist siz 2dsix 3d siz 
inches. inches. inches. 

PUSAN esata ial eaferar 68 w)a= tate Br onocs neeperoree 17.16 18.24 16.62 
IRAE BCT aictsic) of'sas'c is cia we Sak Saale cele ook ae he .109 143 
PRAM eet Fea ec alcie aera ects oe bid wien a Se 134 = .075 .053 
Bigeye UTILS 5 foo cacao w orescence cians ohana, 93,018 162 091 064 

lbs. lbs. ibs. 
Weight of one foot square of soil................. 60 61 63 

“Calculated per acre, the absolute weight of one acre of this 

land, six inches deep, weighs: 
Lbs, 

PAE ANCES as evn oven Si Saeed aloe ewd gets dd dawktes veeectesk 2,613,600 
20 GIx INCHES: » s.d.ic<% vind Sebi tiiato ce ithe mince ha Sahatalnieecsamaa a sald ta-ws 2,657,160 
Rua INCHES Ss o! 6 oc ewes n'ai t slares uwke alae ma te aL Leen ae eh canes 2,746,280 

“No great error, therefore, will be made, if we assume in the 

subsequent calculations, that six inches of this soil weighs two and 
one-half millions of pounds per acre. 
“An acre of land, according to the preceding determinations, 

contains: 
1st six inches, 2d six inches, 3d six inches, 

8. bs. 8. 
Phosphoric acid. «0's oa secce ces a 4,950 2,725 3,575 
Pera en Lg Iie 8h stc3 2 Sotabed apie 3,350 1,875 1,325 
Hqual to: ammonia... 6... sn 4,050 2,275 1,600 

“The proportion of phosphoric acid in six inches of surface soil, 
it will be seen, amounted to about two-tenths per cent; a propor- 

tion of the whole soil, so small that it may appear insufficient 

for the production of a good corn-crop. However, when calcu- 

lated to the acre, we find that six inches of surface soil in an acre of 

land, actually contain over two tons of phosphoric acid. An aver- 
age crop of wheat, assumed to be 25 bushels of grain, at 60 Ibs. per 
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bushel, and 3,000 lbs. of straw, removes from the land on which it 

is grown, 20 lbs. of phosphoric acid. The clover-soil analyzed by 
me, consequently contains an amount of phosphoric acid in a 

depth of only six inches, which is equal to that present in 2474 
average crops of wheat; or supposing that, by good cultivation 

and in favorable seasons, the average yield of wheat could be 
doubled, and 50 bushels of grain, at 60 lbs. a bushel, and 6,000 Ibs. 
of straw could be raised, 124 of such heavy wheat-crops would con- 
tain no more phosphoric acid than actually occurred in six inches 

of this clover-soil per acre. 

“The mere presence of such an amount of phosphoric acid in a 

soil, however, by no means proves its sufficiency for the produc- 

tion of so many crops of wheat; for, in the first place, it can not 

be shown that the whole of the phosphoric acid found by analysis, 

occurs in the soil in a readily available combination; and, in the 

second place, it is quite certain that the root-fibres of the wheat- 
plant can not reach and pick up, so to speak, every particle of 

phosphoric acid, even supposing it to occur in the soil in a form 
most conducive to ‘ready assimilation by the plant.’ 

“The calculation is not given in proof of a conclusion which 
would be manifestly absurd, but simply as an illustration of the 
enormous quantity in an acre of soil six inches deep, of a constitu- 

ent forming the smaller proportions of the whole weight of an 
acre of soil of that limited depth. It shows the existence of a prac- 
tically unlimited amount of the most important mineral constitu- 
ents of plants, and clearly points out the propriety of rendering 
available to plants, the natural resources of the soil in plant- 
food; to draw, in fact, up the mineral wealth of the soil, by thor- 
oughly working the Jand, and not leaving it unutilized as so much 

dead capital.” 

‘*Good,” said the Deacon, “ that is the right doctrine.” 

“The roots,” continues Dr. Veelcker, “from one square foot of 
soil were cleaned as much as possible, dried completely at 212°, 

and in that state weighed 240 grains. An acre consequently con- 

tained 1,4934 Ibs. of dried clover-roots. 

“The clover-roots contained, dried at 212° Fabhr., 

Opranic miather® 9.205.545 cc cac awe caret oa se Sie seed renee es Heme ee ene 81.33 
Nimeral eran Gens} (ASN) 5 o's cies .<tis' wisietospiisint Oe setae oareiele se Rieter 18.67 

100.00 

Stel dine NHTOCON. ss sas.s+.027k od swealamia eee eee eee Ree 1.685 
Figual to ammonia; oo0i50 0 32...25.'. sees eee se eee REED 1.985 

+ Including insoluble silicious matter, (clay and sand)........ 11.67 
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“ Accordingly the clover-roots in an acre of land furnished 244 
Ibs. of nitrogen. We have thus: 

Lbs. of 
nitrogen. 

In the six inches of surface SOil.......cccccceccecsseeee AEROEL 3,350 
Peper eeelaver-TOOts 3-2-5 ete Weta win ale eee tated ahs neccie w 4s 
besecond six inches: of soil oc octets id pale Oa a eens See Re cians a0 186, 

Total amount of nitrogen in one acre of soil 12 inches deep.... 5,2492 
ea ESAS Ri) AU EEDENNASAMIAL orc 5, carci aha, a:0 © oie mw <fiu wal eof aw ne meen ied oleate ais 6,374 

Or in round numbers, two tons six cwt. of nitrogen per acre; an 
enormous quantity, which must have a powerful influence in en- 
couraging the luxuriant development of the succeeding wheat- 
crop, although only a fraction of the total amount of nitrogen in 
the clover remains may become sufficiently decomposed in time to 
be available to the young wheat-plants. 

CLOVER-SOIL FROM PART OF 11-ACRE FIELD OF BURCOTT 

LODGE FARM, LEIGHTON BUZZARD, ONCE MOWN 

FOR HAY, AND LEFT AFTERWARDS FOR SEED. 

“ Produce 24 tons of clover-hay, and 8 cwt. of seed per acre. 

** This soil was obtained within a distance of five yards from the 
part of the field where the soil was dug up after the two cuttings 
of hay. After the seed there was some difficulty in ‘finding a 
square foot containing the same number of large clover-roots, as 
that on the field twice mown; however, at last, in the beginning of 
November, a square foot containing exactly 18 strong roots, was 
found and dug up to a depth of 18 inches. The soil dug after the 
seed was much drier than that dug after the two cuttings of hay : 

The upper six inches deep, one foot square, weighed............ 55 Ibs, 
The next xs ee sim SISOS Pitt ea 
The third ae us FOE MS ex eS 1Gntes 

“After drying by exposure to hot air, the three layers of soil 
weighed : 

The upper six inches, one foot square.... ...........cs0e- ... 493 Ibs, 
The next ss prapetaie Accxass cesre: tec aah ae shetty 502 ‘ 
The third . DES EOS TENE Pe RE SER ERS mig f 

“Equal portions of the dried soil from each six-inch section 
were mixed together and reduced to a fine powder. An average 
sample thus prepared, on analysis, was found to have the follow- 
ing composition : 
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COMPOSITION OF CLOVER-SOIL ONCE MOWN FOR HAY, AND 

AFTERWARDS LEFT FOR SEED. DRIED AT 212° FAHR. 

( Organic mattey.... 2... ccsccceeccee secs scececes 5.34 
MOxides Of IFOMO. fo. cabinne siesta ove nt 6.07 
VAT URATIEE 2. £2.02 sin ele eiel ale sere tie"s wore oe ecetals pane 4.51 
Carbonate of Hime co s.00'.ki4.6 sasha see eee 7.51 

Soluble in hy- } Magnesia.............eceesccrsecceceencsceres 1.27 
drochloricacid. } Potash................ 2 hieia: nie = ehoNatere accimen eave etasees 02 

Soda Ae ee Ee ee cain eee .16 
Chioride of sOdIUIN? = <5). /cu)<seie- sw a ete ale eRe .03 
IPHOSPNOTC AGIs brass. eases he salarsieiess coin ane 15 
Sulphuric acide. cc. a Sete suis cs ieee nya nicisaioe eee 19 

( Insoluble silicious matter, 73.84. Consisting of : 
Alumina 25. $2 HAR SSE EGR Sacctare «eter tniatete 4.14 
Lime (in a:state of. silicate)... 0.000 5-20. efs cee 2.69 

Insoluble in acid’ + Maeniesian 2. occ oo 5. 2 cc cnisstecisacmaeiure ceaeleeine .68 
QUASI. Bt eileen icles Nia esieis alee. s Sie.d  osetere lao cnteeneete 24 

SOda cialis ctl a he eetaaeh. setae Ota tie eee 21 
WS LG eas 5/2 ass o:a.0 scale nic lo stsiele ele alate = alehs nie cro ee eee 65.88 

99.59 

‘The soil, it will be seen, in general character, resembles the pre- 

ceding sample; it contains a good deal of potash and phosphoric 
acid, and may be presumed to be well suited to the growth of 
clover. It contains more carbonate of lime, and is somewhat 

lighter than the sample from the part of the field twice mown for 
hay, and may be termed heavy calcareous clay. 

“ An acre of this land, 18 inches deep, weighed, when very nearly 

dry: 
Lbs. 

Surface, Six InCWEs. sj... 3) sss PaRic ual ieccplansia di Nee Sat aeetate eave 2,407,900 
Next GE bat Ree Se aaa Ga eel alta ave olson tors feces La 2,444,200 
Third Gea ciara dl a ahteheiate Sere tare oem niente PEG wi lainat citocts watowe 2,480,500 

‘‘Or in round numbers, every six inches of soil weighed per 
acre 24 millions of pounds, which agrees tolerably well with the 

actual weight per acre of the preceding soil. 
“The amount of phosphoric acid and nitrogen in each six-inch 

layer was determined separately as before, when the following 

results were obtained : 

IN DRIED SOIL. 

First Second Third 
six inches. six inches. six inches. 

Percentage of phosphoric acid............. 159 .166 .140 
INTO Tero 0 oe vosaesa'o% nlorate\ny once Seals elmieyevete 189 154 .089 
Equalito ammonia. oii. < sieie.s's singe matin ela .229 162 108 

“An acre, according to these determinations, contains in the 

three separate sections: 
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First Second Third 
sixinches. sixinches. six inches. 

lbs. lbs. lbs. 
Phosphoric acid........... Msi tee ccgeee esate 4,150 3,500 
MRED TS cere fins oan ceene wen aaet ata 4,725 3,350 2,225 
nied GATE OEIA <<). 30's oujca oi whan aoe 5, 725 4,056 2,700 

‘‘ Here, again, as might naturally be expected, the proportion of 

nitrogen is largest in the surface, where all the decaying leaves 
dropped during the growth of the clover for seed are found, and 
wherein root-fibres are more abundant than in the lower strata. 
The first six inches of soil, it will be seen, contained in round 

numbers, 23 tons of nitrogen per acre, that is, considerably more 

than was found in the same section of the soil where the clover 
was mown twice for hay ; showing plainly, that during the ripening 
of the clover-seed, the surface is much enriched by the nitrogen- 
ous matter in the dropping leaves of the clover-plant. 

** Clover-roots.—The roots from one square foot of this soil, freed 
as much as possible from adhering soil, were dried at 212°, and 

when weighed and reduced to a fine powder, gave, on analysis, the 

following results: 

eee AT crete ares» wre BSR Sa mace Dini We teste orga Sie oa 4. aS tre Sle 64.76 
(SITS CHEN CT og (ee ae ee oS a ee A 35.24 

100.00 

ere THUR ONMUILODEM +. 5 «ism, an sain cee Siecle Gaclotatacets yal <inyemere 1.702 
Ea Ue Ay AATTTIAID TAN cou So as sis lasmcar soaksta OR aA SER G6 Sasa sates 2.066 

t Including clay and sand (insoluble silicious matter)........ 26.04 

“A square foot of this soil produced 582 grains of dried clover- 
roots, consequently an acre yielded 3,622 Ibs. of roots, or more 
than twice the weight of roots obtained from the soil of the same 
field where the clover was twice mown for hay. 

“Tn round numbers, the 3,622 lbs. of clover-roots from the land 
mown once, and afterwards left for seed, contained 514 lbs. of 
nitrogen. 

“The roots from the soil after clover-seed, it will be noticed, 
were not so clean as the preceding sample, nevertheless, they 
yielded more nitrogen. In 64.76 of organic matter, we have here 
1.702 of nitrogen, whereas, in the case of the roots from the part 
of the field where the clover was twice mown for hay, we have in 
81.33 parts, that is, much more organic matter, and 1.635, or rather 
less of nitrogen. It is evident, therefore, that the organic matter 

in the soil after clover-seed, occurs in a more advanced stage of 

decomposition, than found in the clover-roots from the part of the 
field twice mown. In the manure, in which the decay of such 
and similar organic remains proceeds, much of the non-nitrogen- 
ous, or carbonaceous matters, of which these remains chiefly, 



156 TALKS ON MANURES. 

though not entirely, consist, is transformed into gaseous carbonic 
acid, and what remains behind, becomes richer in nitrogen and 
mineral matters. A parallel case, showing the dissipation of car- 

bonaceous matter, and the iricrease in the percentage of nitrogen 
and mineral matter in what is left behind, is presented to us in 

fresh and rotten dung; in long or fresh dung, the percentage of 

organic matter, consisting chiefly of very imperfectly decom- 
posed straw, being larger, and that of nitrogen and mineral 
matter smaller, than in well-rotted dung. 
“The roots from the field after clover-seed, it will be borne in 

mind, were dug up in November, whilst those obtained from the 

land twice mown, were dug up in September; the former, there- 
fore, may be expected to be in a more advanced state of decay 

than the latter, and richer in nitrogen. 

“In an acre of soil, after clover-seed, we have: 
Ibs 

Nitrogen in‘first’six inches of (Soll... 0:40.58. Sdavi once ees eee 4,725 
INGETOMEN I FOOUB Ser. 'hessio eds soa csi ae oes d de wdihoke We ee Sree 513 
Nitrogen in'second six inches Of soil. 7.3.2: 2.2. 0c2. «lc peel newe come 3,000 

Total amount of nitrogen, per acre, in twelve inches of soil.... 8,1264 

“Equal to ammonia, 9,867 lbs. : or, in round numbers, 8 tons 
and 124 cwts. of nitrogen per acre; equal to 4 tons 8 cwts. of 

ammonia. . 
“ This is a very much larger amount of nitrogen than occurred in 

the other soil, and shows plainly that the total amount of nitrogen 

accumulates especially in the surface-soil, when clover is grown 

for seed; thus explaining intelligibly, as it appears to me, why 

wheat, as stated by many practical men, succeeds better on land 
where clover is grown for seed, than where it is mown for hay. 

‘* All the three layers of the soil, after clover-seed, are richer in 
nitrogen than the same sections uf the soil where the clover was 
twice mown, as will be seen by the following comparative state- 

ment of results: 

if Mie 

CLOVER-SOIL TWICE CLOVER-SOIL ONCE MOWN 

MOW x. |AND THEN LEFT FOR SEED. 

| ‘Upper | Second | Third | Upper | Next | Lowest 
Binches.|6 inches. Ginches. 6 inches. 6 inches. 6 inches, 

Percentage of nitrogen in | 
GEICMIBOM orc s.c ciese cans -168 | 092 | .064 | .189 | 134 -089 

108 Equalto ammonia.......... -198 | .112 | .078 | .229 | .162 

‘‘This difference in the amount of accumulated nitrogen in 
clover-land, appears still more strikingly on comparing the tcts! 
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amounts of nitrogen per acre in the different sections of the two 
portions of the 11-acre field. 

PERCENTAGE OF NITROGEN PER ACRE. 

First Second Third 
six inches. six inches. six inches. 
‘Lbs. Lbs. Lbs. 

I. In soil, clover twice mown*......... 3,350 1,875 1,325. 
II. In soil, clover once mown and seeded 

BELOE WALRUS 6 okiswn declines ee ce esllen son 4,725 3,350 2,225 

Equal to ammonia: 
Pele CLOVER bWICE MOWIMN. .:. 0. soa. Melee ve 4,050 2,275 1,600 
Ele geLOMEr BEPMOd s 5/c:5/.)<.<cs\s6icjc,0's,aci byes 5,725 4,050 2,700 

Lbs. 
I. Nitrogen in roots of clover twice mown.................. 244 

iT. Nitrogen i in clover, once mown, and grown for seed te 
Sy etal el er tt NOLL Meas eie EN Edad Bee 51a 

I. Weight of dry roots per acre from Soil I ................. 1,493 
II. Weight of dry roots per acre from Soil If................. 3,022 
Total amount of nitrogen in 1 acre, 12 inches deep of Soil I*. | 5,2493 
Total amount of nitrogen in 1 acre, 12 inches deep of Soil IIt. 
Excess of nitrogen in an acre of soil 12 inches deep, calculated | 5 502s 

as ammonia in part of field, mown once and then seeded.... % 

SABA eal EONS ANVIL & 6 3, «ars orm Shs fese seeeo sd eas da ao ea 8 -6,3744 
¢ Equal to ammonia........ a aisiesinca | Shea toaiate eke sala eIorae ws 9,867 

“Tt will be seen that not only was the amount of large clover- 
roots greater in the part where clovcr was grown for seed, but that 

likewise the different layers of scil were in every instance richer 
in nitrogen after clover-seed, than after clovcr mown twice for 
hay. 

“Reasons are given in the beginning of this paper which it is 

hoped will have convinced the reader, that the fertility of land 
is not so much measured by the amount of ash constituents of 

plants which it contains, as by the amount of nitrogen, which, to- 

gether with an excess of such ash constituents, it contains in an 
available form. It has been shown likewise, that the removal from 

the soil of a large amount of mineral matter in a good clover-crop, 
in conformity with many direct field experiments, is not likely in 
any degree to affect the wheat-crop, and that the yield of wheat on 
soils under ordinary cultivation, according to the experience of 
many farmers, and the direct and numerous experiments of Messrs. 
Lawes and Gilbert, rises or falls, other circumstances being equal, 

with the supply of available nitrogenous food which is given to 

the wheat. This being the case, we can not doubt that the benefits 
arising from the growth of clover to the succeeding wheat, are 
mainly due to the fact that an immense amount of nitrogenous 
food accumulates in the soil during the growth of clover. 
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‘*This accumulation of nitrogenous plant-food, specially useful 
to cereal crops, is, as shown in the preceding experiments, much 

greater when clover is grown for seed, than when it is made into 
hay. This affords an intelligible explanation of a fact long 
observed by good practical men, although denied by other who 

decline to accept their experience as resting upon trustworthy evi- 

dence, because, as they say, land cannot become more fertile when 
a crop is grown upon it for seed, which is carried off, than when 

that crop is cut down and the produce consumed on the land. The 
chemical points brought forward in the course of this inquiry, 

show plainly that mere speculation as to what can take place in a 

soil, and what not, do not much advance the true theory of cer- 
tain agricultural practices. It is only by carefully investigating 
subjects like the one under consideration, that positive proofs are 
given, showing the correctness of intelligent observers in the fields. 
Many years ago, I made a great many experiments relative to the 
chemistry of farm-yard manure, and then showed, amongst other 
particulars, that manure, spread at once on the land, need not 

there and then be plowed in, inasmuch as neither a broiling sun, 

nor a sweeping and drying wind will cause the slightest loss of 
ammonia; and that, therefore, the old-fashioned farmer who carts 

his manure on the land as soon as he can, and spreads it at once, 

but who plows it in at his convenience, acts in perfect accordance 

with correct chemical principles involved in the management of 

farm-yard manure. On the present occasion, my main object has 

been to show, not merely by reasoning on the subject, but by actual 
experiments, that the larger the amounts of nitrogen, potash, soda, 

lime, phosphoric acid, etc., which are removed from the land in a 

clover-crop, the better it is, nevertheless, made thereby for produc- 
ing in the succeeding year an abundant crop of wheat, other cir- 

cumstances being favorable to its growth. 
“Indeed, no kind of manure can be compared in point of efficacy 

for wheat, to the manuring which the land gets in a really good 
crop of clover. The farmer who wishes to derive the full benefit 

from his clover-lay, should plow it up for wheat as soon as possi- 
ble in the autumn, and leave it in a rough state as long as is admis- 
sible, in order that the air may find free access into the Jand, and 
the organic remains left in so much abundance in a good crop of 
clover be changed into plant-food ; more especially, in other words, 

in order that the crude nitrogenous organic matter in tbe clover- 
roots and decaying leaves, may have time to become transformed 
into ammoniacal compounds, and these, in the course of time, into 

nitrates, which I am strongly inclined to think is the form in which 



EXPERIMENTS ON CLOVER-SOILS. 159 

nitrogen is assimilated, par excellence by cereal crops,and in which, 
at all events, it is more efficacious than in any other state of com- 
bination wherein it may be used as a fertilizer. 

“When the clover-lay is plowed up early, the decay of the clover 
is sufficiently advanced by the time the young wheat-plant stands 

in need of readily available nitrogenous food, and this being uni- 
formly distributed through the whole of the cultivated soil, is 
ready to benefit every single plant. This equal and abundant dis- 
tribution of food, peculiarly valuable to cereals, is a great advan- 
tage, and speaks strongly in favor of clover as a preparatory crop 
for wheat. 

“Nitrate of soda, an excellent spring top-dressing for wheat and 
cereals in general, in some seasons fails to produce as good an effect 

as in others. In very dry springs, the rainfall is not sufficient to 
_wash it properly into the soil and to distribute it equally, and in 
very wet seasons it is apt to be washed either into the drains or 
into a stratum of the soil not accessible to the roots of the young 
wheat. As, therefore, the character of the approaching season 
can not usually be predicted, the application of nitrate of soda to 

wheat is always attended with more or less uncertainty. 
“The case is different, when a good crop of clover-hay has been 

obtained from the land on which wheat is intended to be grown 
afterwards. An enormous quantity of nitrogenous organic matter, 
as we have seen, is left in the land after the removal of the clover- 
crop; and these remains gradually decay and furnish ammonia, 
which at first and during the colder months of the year, is retained 
by the well known absorbing properties which all good wheat- 
soils possess. In spring, when warmer weather sets in, and the 
wheat begins to make a push, these ammonia compounds in the soil 
are by degrees oxidized into nitrates; and as this change into food 
peculiarly favorable to young cereal plants, proceeds slowly 
but steadily, we have in the soil itself, after clover, a source from 
which nitrates are continuously produced; so that it does not much 
affect the final yield of wheat, whether heavy rains remove some 
or all of the nitrate present in the soil. The clover remains thus 
afford a more continuous source from which nitrates are produced, 
and greater certainty for a good crop of wheat than when recourse 
is had to nitrogenous top-dressings in the spring. 

SUMMARY. 

“The following are some of the chief points of interest which I 
have endeavored fully to develope in the preceding pages: 

“1. A good crop of clover removes from the soil more potash, 
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phosphoric acid, lime, and other mineral matters, which enter into 
the composition of the ashes of our cultivated crops, than any other 
crop usually grown in this country. 

“2. There is fully three times as much nitrogen in a crop of 
clover as in the average produce of the grain and straw of wheat 
per acre. 

“3. Notwithstanding the large amount of nitrogenous matter 
and of ash-constituents of plants, in the produce of an acre, clover 

is an excellent preparatory crop for wheat. 

“4, During the growth of clover, a large amount of nitrogenous 
matter accumulates in the soil. 

“5. This accumulation, which is greatest in the surface soil, is 
due to decaying leaves dropped during the growth of clover, and 
to an abundance of roots, containing, when dry, from one and 
three-fourths to two per cent of nitrogen. 

“6. The clover-roots are stronger and more numerous, and more 
leaves fall on the ground when clover is grown for seed, than 

when it is mown for hay; in consequence, more nitrogen is left 

after clover-seed, than after hay, which accounts for wheat yield- 
ing a better crop after clover-seed than after hay. 

“7, The development of roots being checked, when the produce, 

in a green condition, is fed off by sheep, in all probability, leaves 
still less nitrogenous matter in the soil than when clover is 

allowed to get riper and is mown for hay; thus, no doubt, account- 

ing for the observation made by practical men, that, notwithstand- 

ing the return of the produce in the sheep excrements, wheat is 
generally stronger, and yields better, after clover mown for hay, 
than when the clover is fed off green by sheep. 

“8. The nitrogenous matters in the clover remains, on their 
gradual decay, are finally transformed into nitrates, thus affording 
a continuous source of food on which cereal crops specially delight — 
to grow. 

“9. There is strong presumptive evidence that the nitrogen 
which exists in the air, in shape of ammonia and nitric acid, and 
descends, in these combinations, with the rain which falls on the 

ground, satisfies, under ordinary circumstances, the requirements 

of the clover-crop. This crop causes a large accumulation of 
nitrozenous matters, which are gradually changed in the soil into 
nitrates. The atmosphere thus furnishes nitrogenous food to the 

succeeding wheat indirectly, and, so to say, gratis. 
“10. Clover not only provides abundance of nitrogenous food, 

but delivers this food in a readily available form (as nitrates), more 
gradually and continuously, and, consequently, with more cer- 
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tainty of a good result, than such food can be applied to the land 
in the shape of nitrogenous spring top-dressings.” 

“Thank you Charley,” said the Doctor, “that is the most re- 
markable paper I ever listened to. I do not quite know what to 
think of it. We shall have to examine it carefully.” 
“The first three propositions in the Summary,” said I, “are un- 

questionably true. Proposition No. 4, is equally true, but we must 
be careful what meaning we attach to the word ‘ accumulate.’ The 

idea is, that clover gathers up the nitrogen in the soil. It does not 

increase the absolute amount of nitrogen. It accumulates it—brings 
it together.” 

“ Proposition No. 5, will not be disputed; and I think we may 
accept No. 6, also, though we can not be sure that allowing clover 

‘to go to seed, had anything to do with the increased quantity of 
clover-roots.” 

“Proposition No. 7, may or may not be true. We have no 
proof, only a ‘ probability ;’ and the same may be said in regard to 
propositions Nos. 8, 9, and 10.” 

The Deacon seemed uneasy. He did not like these remarks. He 
had got the impression, while Charley was reading, that much 
more was proved than Dr. Veelcker claims in his Summary. 

“T thought,” said he, “that on the part of the field where the 
clover was allowed to go to seed, Dr. Voeelcker found a great in- 
crease in the amount of nitrogen.” 

“That seems to be the general impression,” said the Doctor, “ but 

in point of fact, we have no proof that the growth of clover, either 
for hay or for seed, had anything to do with the quantity of nitro- 
gen and phosphoric acid found in the soil. The facts given by Dr. 
Veelcker, are exceedingly interesting. Let us look at them:” 

‘* A field of 11 acres was sown to winter-wheat, and seeded down 

in the spring, with 12 lbs. per acre of clover. The wheat yielded 
40 bushels per acre. The next year, on the 25th of June, the 
clover was mown for hay. Weare told that ‘the dest part of the 
field yielded three tons (6,720 Ibs.) of clover-hay per acre; the 
whole field averaging 24 tons (5,600 Ibs.) per acre.’ ” 

‘‘We are not informed how much land there was of the ‘ best 
part, but assuming that it was half the field, the poorer part 
must have yielded only 4,480 lbs. of hay per acre, or only two- 
thirds as much as the other. This shows that there was consider- 

able difference in the quality or condition of the land. 
** After the field was mown for hay,it was divided into two parts : 

one part was mown again for hay, August 21st, and yielded about 
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30 cwt. (3,360 lbs.) of hay per acre; the other half was allowed to 
grow six or seven weeks longer, and was then (October 8th), cut 
for seed. The yield was a little over 5; bushels of seed per acre. 
Whether the clover allowed to grow for seed, was on the richer or 
poorer half of the field, we are not informed. 

‘© Dr. Veeleker then analyzed the soil. That from the part of the 
field mown twice for hay, contained per acre: 

First six Second six Third six _ Total, 18. 
inches. inches. inches. inches deep. 

Phosphoric acid........ 4,950 2,725 3,075 11,250 
INILEOGON). oo <cpns meee oie 3,300 1,875 1,825 6,550 

‘““The soil from the part mown once for hay, and then for seed, 

contained per acre: 
First six Second six Third sic Total, 18 
inches. inches, inches. inches deep. 

Phosphoric acid........ 3,975 4,150 3,500 11,625 
Nitrogen. 2. creed ost Sek 4,725 3,300 2,225 10,300 

‘Dr. Velcker also ascertained the amount 4nd composition of the 
clover-roots growing in the soil on the two parts of the field. On 
the part mown twice for hay, the roots contained per acre 244 lbs. 

of nitrogen. On the part mown once for hay, and then for seed, 

the roots contained 514 lbs. of nitrogen per acre.” 
“ Now,” said the Doctor, “these facts are very interesting, but 

there is no sort of evidence tending to show that the clover has any- 
thing to do with increasing or decreasing the quantity of nitrogen or 
phosphoric acid found in the soil.” 

“There was more clover-roots per acre, where the clover was 
allowed to go to seed. But that may be because the soil happened 
to be richer on this part of the field. There was, in the first six 

inches of the soil, 3,850 Ibs. of nitrogen per acre, on one-half of the 

field, and 4,725 Ibs. on the other half; and it is not at all surprising 
that on the latter half there should be a greater growth of clover 

and clover-roots. To suppose that during the six or seven weeks 

while the clover was maturing its seed, the clover-plants could 
accumulate 1,375 Ibs. of nitrogen, is absurd.” 
“But Dr. Veelcker,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ states, and states truly, 

that ‘more leaves fall on the ground when clover is grown for 

seed, than when it is mown for hay; and, consequently, more nitro- 

gen is left after clover-seed than after hay, which accounts for 

wheat yielding a better crop after clover-seed than after hay.’ ” 
“This is all true,” said the Doctor, “ but we can not accept Dr. 

Veelcker’s analyses as proving it. To account in this way for the 
1,375 lbs. of nitrogen, we should have to suppose that the clover- 

plants, in going to seed, shed one hundred tons of dry clover-leaves 
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per acre! The truth of the matter seems to be, that the part of the 
field on which the clover was allowed to go to seed, was naturally 
much richer than the other part, and consequently produced a 
greater growth of clover and clover-roots.” 
We can not find anything in these experiments tending to show 

that we can make land rich by growing clover and selling the crop. 
The analyses of the soil show that in the first eighteen inches of the 
surface-soil, there was 6,550 Ibs. of nitrogen per acre, on one part 

of the field, and 10,300 lbs. on the other part. The clover did not 

create this nitrogen, or bring it from the atmosphere. The wheat 

with which the clover was seeded down, yielded 40 bushels per 
acre. If the field had been sown to wheat again, it probably would 
not have yielded over 25 bushels per acre—and that for want of 
available nitrogen. And yet the clover got nitrogen enough for 
over four tons of clover-hay; or as much nitrogen as a crop of 
wheat of 125 bushels per acre, and 74 tons of straw would remove 

from the land. 

Now what does this prove? .There was, in 18 inches of the soil 
on the poorest part of the field, 6,550 lbs. of nitrogen per acre. A 
crop of wheat of 50 bushels per acre, and twice that weight of 
straw, would require about 92 lbs. of nitrogen. But the wheat can 
not get this amount from the soil, while the clover can get double 
the quantity. And the only explantion I can give, is, that the clover- 

roots can take up nitrogen from a weaker solution in the soil than 
wheat-roots can. 

“These experiments of Dr. Veelcker,” said I, “ give me great en- 
couragement. Here is a soil, ‘originally rather unproductive, but 

much improved by deep culture ; by being smashed up into rough 

clods early in autumn, and by being exposed in this state to the 
crumbling effects of the air... It now produces 40 bushels of wheat 
per acre, and part of the field yielded three tons of clover-hay, 

per acre, the first cutting, and 54 bushels of clover-seed after- 
wards—and that in a very unfavorable season for clover-seed.” 

You will find that. the farmers in England do not expect to make 
their land rich, by growing clover and selling the produce. After 
they have got their land rich, by good cultivation, and the liberal 
use of animal and artificial manures, they may expect a good crop 

of wheat from the roots of the clover. But they take good care to 
feed out the clover itself on the farm, in connection with turnips 
and oil-cake, and thus make rich manure. 
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And so it is in this country. Much as we hear about the value 
of clover for manure, even those who extol it the highest do not 
depend upon it alone for bringing up and maintaining the fertility 

of their farms. The men who raise the largest crops and make the 

most money by farming, do not sell clover-hay. They do not look 
to the roots of the clover for making a poor soil rich. They are, 
to a man, good cultivators. They work their land thoroughly and 
kill the weeds. They keep good stock, and feed liberally, and 
make good manure. They use lime, ashes, and plaster, and are 

glad to draw manure from the cities and villages, and muck from 
the swamps, and not a few of them buy artificial manures. In the 
hands of such farmers, clover is a grand renovating crop. It 
gathers up the fertility of the soil, and the roots alone of a 
large crop, often furnish food enough for a good crop of corn, 
potatoes, or wheat. But if your land was not in good heart to 

start with, you would not get the large crop of clover; and if you 
depend on the clover-roots alone, the time is not far distant when 
your large crops of clover will be things of the past. 

AMOUNT OF ROOTS LEFT IN THE SOIL BY DIFFERENT 

CROPS. 

We have seen that Dr. Volcker made four separate deter- 
minations of the amount of clover-roots left in the soil to the 

depth of six inches. It may be well to tabulate the figures obtained : 

CLOVER-ROOTS, IN SIX INCHES OF SOIL, PER ACRE. 

aire y | phoric 
roots, jen in acid in 
per on. roots, 
acre. | Se § per 

| ety aene 

g | 
No. 1. bo J Good Clover from brow of the hill...... 7705 100 
ne 1 Ba SOU UES Att hates Sewanee ore 3920 31 

zo ri 

3 

pad a3 ‘ ae Clover from bottom of the field... 7569 61 27 
ewes |Tb hin brow Po sseaen| ap Yes 8064 66 

so) 
R 

«¢ 5. |Heavy crop of first-year clover mown twice 
OL DAY es se Fo he A es te 244 

‘¢ 6. |Heavy crop of first-year clover, mown once 
for hay, and then for seed. ................ 513 

“ . (German experiment, 10} inches deep......... 8921 19134 (43 

IT have not much confidence in experiments of this kind. It is 
so easy to make a little mistake; and when you take only asquare 
foot of land, as was the case with Nos. 5 and 6, the mistake is mul- 

tiplied by 48,560. Still, I give the table for what it is worth. 
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Nos. 1 and 2 are from a one-year-old crop of clover. The field 

was a calcareous clay soil. It was somewhat hilly; or, perhaps, 

what we here, in Western New York, should call “ rolling land.” 

The soil on the brow of the hill, “was very stony at a depth of 

four inches, so that it could only with difficulty be excavated to 

six inches, when the bare limestone-rock made its appearance.” 

A square yard was selected on this shallow soil, where the clover 

was good; and the roots, air-dried, weighed at the rate of 7,705 lbs. 

per acre, and contained 100 lbs. of nitrogen. A few yards distance, 

on the same soil, where the clover was bad, the acre of roots con- 

tained only 31 lbs. of nitrogen per acre. 

So far, so good. We can well understand this result. Chemistry 

has little to do with it. There was a good stand of clover on the 

one plot, and a poor one on the other. And the conclusion to be 

drawn from it is, that it is well worth our while to try to secure a 

good catch of clover. 

‘‘ But, suppose,” said the Doctor, “ No. 2 had happened to have 

been pastured by sheep, and No.1 allowed to go to seed, what 

magic there would have been in the above figures hg 

Nos. 3 and 4 are from the same field, the second year. No. 4 is 

from a square yard of thin clover on the brow of the hill, and 

No. 3, from the richer, deeper land towards the bottom of the hill. 

There is very little difference between them. The roots of thin 

clover from the brow of the hill, contain five lbs. more nitrogen 

per acre, than the roots on the deeper soil. 

If we can depend on the figures, we may conclude that on our 

poor stony ‘‘knolls,” the clover has larger and longer roots than 

on the richer parts of the field. We know that roots will run 

long distances and great depths in search of food and water. 

Nos. 5 and 6 are from a heavy crop of one-year-old clover. No. 

5 was mown twice for hay, producing, in the two cuttings, over 

four tons of hay per acre. No. 6 was in the same field, the only 

difference being that the clover, instead of being cut the second 

time for hay, was allowed to stand a few weeks longer to ripen its 

seed. You will see that the latter has more roots than the former. 

There are 244 lbs. of nitrogen per acre in the one case, and 514 

Ibs. in the other. How far this is due to difference in the condition 

of the land, or to the difficulties in the way of getting out all the 

roots from the square yard, is a matter of conjecture. 

Truth to tell, I have very little confidence in any of these figures. 

It will be observed that I have put at the bottom of the table, the 

result of an examination made in Germany. In this case, the nitro- 

gen in the roots of an acre of clover, amounted to 1914 lbs. per 
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acre. If we can depend on the figures, we must conclude that there 

were nearly eight times as much clover-roots per acre in the Ger- 

man field, as in the remarkably heavy crop of clover in the English 

field No. 5. ’ 

‘‘ Yes,” said the Deacon, “ but the one was 10} inches deep, and 

the other only six inches deep ; and besides, the German experi- 

ment includes the ‘stubble’ with the roots.” 

The Deacon is right; and it will be well to give the complete 

table, as published in the American Agriculturist : 

TABLE SHOWING THE AMOUNT OF ROOTS AND STUBBLE LEFT PER ACRE BY DIFFER- 

ENT CROPS, AND THE AMOUNT OF INGREDIENTS WHICH THEY CONTAIN PER ACRE. 
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CONTENTS OF THE ASHES, IN POUNDS, PER ACRE. 
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It may be presumed, that, while these figures are not absolutely, 

they are relatively, correct. In other words, we may conclude, 

that red-clover leaves more nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, 

in the roots and stubble per acre, than any other of the crops named. 
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The gross amount of dry substance in the roots, and the gross 
amouut of ash per acre, are considerably exaggerated, owing to the 
evidently large quantity of dirt attached to the roots and stubble. 
For instance, the gross amount of ash in Lucern is given as 1,201.6 
Ibs. per acre; while the total amount of lime, magnesia, potash, 

soda, sulphuric and phosphoric acids, is only 342.2 Ibs. per acre, 

leaving 859.4 lbs. as sand, clay, iron, etc. Of the 1,919.9 lbs. of ash 

in the acre of clover-roots and stubble, there are 1,429.4 lbs. of 

sand, clay, etc. But even after deducting this amount of impuri- 
ties from a gross total of dry matter per acre, we still have 7,492.2 
Ibs. of dry roots and stubble per acre, or nearly 3} tons of dry roots 
per acre. This is a very large quantity. It is as much dry matter 

as is contained in 18 tons of ordinary farm-yard, or stable-manure. 
And these 3} tons of dry clover-roots contain 1914 lbs. of nitrogen, 
which is as much as is contained in 19 tons of ordinary stable-ma- 
nure. The clover-roots also contain 74% lbs. of phosphoric acid per 

acre, or as much as is contained in from 500 to 600 lbs. of No. 1 
rectified Peruvian guano. 

“But the phosphoric acid,” said the Doctor, “is not soluble in 
the roots.” True, but it was soluble when the roots gathered it 
up out of the soil. 

“These figures,” said the Deacon, “have a very pleasant look. 
Those of us who have nearly one-quarter of our land in clover 
every year, ought to be making our farms very rich.” 

“Tt would seem, at any rate,” said I, ‘‘ that those of us who have 

good, clean, well-drained, and well-worked land, that is now pro- 

ducing a good growth of clover, may reasonably expect a fair crop 
of wheat, barley, oats, corn, or potatoes, when we break it up and 

plow under all the roots, which are equal to 18 or 19 tons of stable- 
manure per acre. Whether we can or can not depend on these 
figures, one thing is clearly proven, both by the chemist and the 
farmer, that a good clover-sod, on well-worked soil, is a good pre- 
paration for corn and potatoes.” 

MANURES FOR WHEAT. 

Probably nine-tenths of all the wheat grown in Western New 
York, or the “Genesee country,” from the time the land was first 
cleared until 1870, was raised without any manure being directly ap- 
plied to the land for this crop. Tillage and clover were what the 

farmers depended on. There certainly has been no systematic ma- 
nuring. The manure made during the winter, was drawn out in the 

spring, and plowed under for corn. Any manure made during the 
summer, in the yards, was, by the best farmers, scraped up and 
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spread on portions of the land sown, or to be sown, with wheat. 
Even so good a farmer and wheat-grower as John Johnston, 

rarely used manure, (except lime, and latterly, a Jittle guano), 

directly for wheat. Clover and summer-fallowing were for many 
years the dependence of the Western New York wheat-growers. 
“One of the oldest and most experienced millers of Western New 

York,” remarked the Doctor, “once told me that ‘ever since our 
farmers began to manure their land, the wheat-crop had deterio- 
rated, not only in the yield per acre, but in the quality and quantity 
of the flour obtained from it.’ It seemed a strange remark to make; 

but when he explained that the farmers had given up summer- 

fallowing and plowing in clover, 1und now sow spring crops, to 
be followed by winter wheat with an occasional dressing of poor 
manure, it is easy to see how it may be true.” 

“Yes,” said I, ‘‘it is not the manure that hurts the wheat, but 
the growth of spring crops and weeds that rob the soil of far more 
plant-food than the poor, strawy manure can supply. Wedo not 

now, really, furnish the wheat-crop as much manure or plant-food 
as we formerly did when little or no manure was used, and when 

we depended on summer-fallowing and plowing in clover.” 

We must either give up the practice of sowing a spring crop, 

before wheat, or we must make more and richer manure, or we must 

plow in more clover. The rotation, which many of us now adopt 

—corn, barley, wheat—is profitable, provided we can make our 

land rich enough to produce 75 bushels of shelled corn, 50 bushels 

of barley, and 85 bushels of wheat, per acre, in three years. 

This can be done, but we shall either require a number of acres 

of rich low land, or irrigated meadow, the produce of which will 
make manure for the upland, or we shail have to purchase oil- 

cake, bran, malt-combs, or refuse beans, to feed out with our straw 

and clover-hay, or we must purchase artificial manures. Unless 
this is done, we must summer-fallow more, on the heavier clay 

soils, sow less oats and barley; or we must, on the lighter soils, 

raise and plow under more clover, or feed it out on the tarm, being 
careful to save and apply the manure. 

“ Better do both,” said the Doctor.” 

“How?” asked the Deacon. 
‘You had better make all the manure you can,” continued the 

Doctor, “and buy artificial manures besides.” 
“The Doctor is right,’ said I, “and in point of fact, our best 

farmers are doing this very thing. They are making more manure 
and buying more manure than ever before; or, to state the matter 

correctly, they are buying artificial manures; and these increase the 
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crops, and the extra quantity of straw, corn, and clover, so ob- 

tained, enables them to make more manure. They get cheated 

sometimes in their purchases; but, on the whole, the movement isa 

good one, and will result in a higher and better system of farming.” 

I am amused at the interest and enthusiasm manifested by some 
of our farmers who have used artificial manures for a year or two. 

They seem to regard me as a sad old fogy, because I am now de- 

pending almost entirely on the manures made on the farm. Years 
ago, I was laughed at because I used guano and superphosphate. It 
was only yesterday, that a young farmer, who is the local agent of 

this neighborhood, for a manure manufacturer, remarked to me, 

“ You have never used superphosphate. Wesowed it on our wheat 

last year, and could see to the very drill mark how far it went. I 

would like to take your order foraton. I am sure it would pay.” 
“ We are making manure cheaper than you can sell it to me, “I 

replied, “and besides, I do not think superphosphate is a good 

manure for wheat.” —“ Oh,” he exclaimed, “ you would not say so 

if you had ever used it.”—‘ Why, my dear sir,” said I, “ I made 
tons of superphosphate, and used large quantities of guano before 

you were born; and if you will come into the house, I will show 
you a silver goblet I got for a prize essay on the use of superphos- 
phate of lime, that I wrote more than a quarter of a century ago. I 

sent to New York for two tons of guano, and published the result 
of its use on this farm, before you were out of your cradle. And I 
had a ton or more of superphosphate made for me in 1856, and some 
before that. Ihave also used on this farm, many tons of superphos- 

phate and other artificial manures from different manufacturers, 

and one year I used 15 tons of bone-dust.” 
With ready tact, he turned the tables on me by saying: “NowI 

can understand why your land is improving. It is because you 
have used superphosphate and bone-dust. Order a few tons.” 
By employing agents of this kind, the manufacturers have suc- 

ceeded in selling the farmers of Western New York thousands of 
tons of superphosphate. Some farmers think it pays, and some 
that it does not. We are more likely to hear of the successes than 
of failures, Still there can be no doubt that superphosphate 
has, in many instances, proved a valuable and profitable manure 
for wheat in Western New York. 
From 200 to 300 Ibs. are used per acre, and the evidence seems 

to show that it is far better to dri/l in the manure with the seed than 

to sow it broadcast. 

My own opinion is, that these superphosphates are not the most 
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economical artificial manures that could be used for wheat. They 
contain too little nitrogen. Peruvian guano containing nitrogen 
equal to 10 per cent of ammonia, would be, I think, a much more 

effective and profitable manure. “But before we discuss this ques- 

tion, it will be necessary to study tne results of actual experiments 

in the use of various fertilizers for wheat. 

OE Pear ark ove Lobe, 

LAWES AND GILBERT’S EXPERIMENTS ON WHEAT. 

I hardly know how to commence an account of the wonderful 
experiments made at Rothamsted, England, by John Bennett 
Lawes, Esq., and Dr. Joseph H. Gilbert. Mr. Lawes’ first syste- 

matic experiment on wheat, commenced in the autumn of -1843. 
A field of 14 acres of rather heavy clay soil, resting on chalk, was 
selected for the purpose. Nineteen plots were accurately measured 
and staked off. The plots ran the long way of the field, and up a 
slight ascent. On each side of the field, alongside the plots, there 
was some land not included, the first year, in the experiment proper. 

This land was either left without manure, or a mixture of the 

manures used in the experiments was sown on it. 

I have heard it said that Mr. Lawes, at this time, was a believer 
in what was called “ Liebig’s Mineral Manure Theory.” Liebig 
had said that ‘“‘ The crops on a field, diminish or increase in exact 

proportion to the diminution or increase of the mineral substances 
conveyed to it in manure.” And enthusiastic gentlemen have been 

known to tell farmers who were engaged in drawing out farm-yard 

manure to their land, that they were wasting their strength; all 
they needed was the mineral elements of the manure. “ And 
you might,” they said, ‘burn your manure, and sow the ashes, and 
thus save much time and labor. The ashes will do just as much 
good as the manure itself.” 

Whether Mr. Lawes did, or did not entertain such an opinion, I 
do not know. It looks as though the experiments the first year or 

two, were made with the expectation that mineral manures, or the 

ashes of plants, were what the wheat needed. 
The following table gives the kind and quantities of manures 

used per acre, and the yield of wheat per acre, as carefully cleaned 
for market. Also the total weight of grain per acre, and the 
weight of straw and chaff per acre. 
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1%2 TALKS ON MANURES. . 

These were the results of the harvest of 1844. The first year of 
these since celebrated experiments. 

If Mr. Lawes expected that the crops would be in proportion to 
the minerals supplied in the manure, he must have been greatly 
disappointed. The plot without manure of any kind, gave 15 
bushels of wheat per acre; 700 lbs. of superphosphate of lime, 

made from burnt bones, produced only 383 Ibs. or about half a 
bushel more grain per acre, and 4 lbs. less straw than was obtained 
without manure. 640 lbs. of superphosphate, and 65 lbs. of com- 

mercial sulphate of ammonia (equal to about 14 lbs. of ammonia), 
gave a little over 194 bushels of dressed wheat per acre. As com- 
pared with the plot having 700 lbs. of superphosphate per acre, this 

14 lbs. of available ammonia per acre, or, say 114 lbs. nitrogen, 
gave an increase of 324 lbs. of grain, and 202 lbs. of straw, ora 
total increase of 576 lbs. of grain and straw. 

On plot No. 19, 81 lbs. of sulphate ammonia, with minerals, pro- 
duces 24} bushels per acre. This yield is clearly due to the am- 
monia. 

The rape-cake contains about 5 per cent of nitrogen, and is also 

rich in minerals and carbonaceous matter. It gives an increase, but 
not as large in proportion to the nitrogen furnished, as the sul- 
phate of ammonia. And the same remarks apply to the 14 tons 
of farm-yard manure. 

We should have expected a greater increase from such a liberal 
dressing of barn-yard manure. I think the explanation is this: 

transparent glass, slightly deliquescent in the air, which was ground to a pow- 
der under edge-stones. 

3 The manures termed superphosphate of lime, phosphate of potass, phosphate 
of soda, and phosphate of magnesia, were made by acting upon bone-ash by 
means of sulphuric acid in the first instance, and in the case< of the alkali salts 
and the magnesian one neutralizing the compound thus obtained by means of 
cheap preparations of the respective bases. For the superphosphate of lime, 
the proportions were 5 parts bone-ash, 3 parts water, and 3 parts sulphuric acid 
of sp. gr. 1.84; and for the phosphates of potass, soda, and magnesia, they 
were 4 parts bone-ash, water as needed, 3 parts sulphuric acid of sp. gr. 1.84, and 
equivalent amounts, respectively, of pearl-ash, soda-ash, or a mixture of 1 
part medicinal carbonate of magnesia, and 4 parts magnesian limestone. The 
mixtures, of course, all lost weight considerably by the evolution of water and 
carbonic acid. 

4 Made with unburnt bones. 

5 In this first season, neither the weight nor the measure of the offal corn was 
recorded separately ; and in former papers, the bushels and pecks of total corn 
(including offal) have erroneously been given as dressed corn. To bring the 
records more in conformity with those relating to the other years. 5 per cent, 
by weight, has been deducted from the total corn previously stated as dressed 
corn, and is recorded as offal corn; this being about the probable proportion, 
judging from the character of the season, the bulk of the crop, and the weight 
per bushel of the dressed corn. Although not strictly correct, the statements of 
dressed corn, as amended in this somewhat arbitrary way, will approximate 
more nearly to the truth, and be more comparable with those relating to other 
seasons, than those hitherto recorded. 

ae 
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The manure had not been piled. It was probably taken out 
fresh from the yard (this, at any rate, was the case when I was at 

Rothamsted), and plowed under late in the season. And on this 
heavy land, manure will lie buried in the soil for months, or, if un- 

disturbed, for years, without decomposition. In other words, while 

this 14 tons of barn-yard manure, contained at least 150 Ibs. of 
nitrogen, and a large quantity of minerals and carbonaceous 
matter, it did not produce a bushel per acre more than a manure 

containing less than 12 lbs. of nitrogen. And on plot 19, a manure 
containing less than 15 lbs. of available nitrogen, produced nearly 
4 bushels per acre more wheat than the barn-yard manure contain- 
ing at least ten témes as much nitrogen. 

There can be but one explanation of this fact. The nitrogen in 

the manure lay dormant in this heavy soil. Had it been a light 
sandy soil, it would have decomposed more rapidly and produced 
a better effect. 

As we have before stated, John Johnston finds, on his clay-land, 
a far greater effect from manure spread on the surface, where it 
decomposes rapidly, than when the manure is plowed under. 

The Deacon was looking at the figures in the table, and not pay- 
ing much attention to our talk. ‘‘ What could a man be thinking 
about,” he said, “to burn 14 tons of good manure! It was a great 
waste, and I am glad the ashes did no sort of good.” 

After the wheat was harvested in 1844, the land was immedi- 
ately plowed, harrowed, etc.; and in a few weeks was plowed 
again and sown to wheat, the different plots being kept separate, 
as before. 

The following table shows the manures used this second year, 
and the yield per acre: 
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EXPERIMENTS ON WHEAT. 1%5 

The season of 1845 was more favorable for wheat, than that of 
1844, and the crops on all the plots were better. On plot No. 3, 
which had no manure last year, or this, the yield is 23 bushels per 
acre, against 15 busheis last year. 

Last year, the 14 tons of barn-yard manure gave an ¢ncrease of 
only 5; bushels per acre. This year it gives an increase of nearly 
9 bushels per acre. 

‘‘Do you mean,” said the Deacon, “that this plot, No. 2, had 

14 tons of manure in 1844, and 14 tons of manure again in 1845 ?” 
‘* Precisely that, Deacon,” said 1, ‘ and this same plot has receiv- 

ed this amount of manure every year since, up to the present time 
—for these same experiments are still continued from year to year 
at Rothamsted.” 

‘‘ It is poor farming,” said the Deacon, “‘and I should think the 
jand would get too rich to grow wheat.” 

“It is not so,” said I, ‘‘and the fact is an interesting one, and 
teaches a most important lesson, of which, more hereafter.” 

Plot 5, last year, received 700 lbs. of superphosphate per acre. 
This year, this plot was divided; one half was left without ma+ 
nure, and the other dressed with 252 lbs. of pure carbonate of 
ammonia per acre. The half without manure, (5a), did not pro- 
duce quite as much grain and straw as the plot which had received 
no manure for two years in succession. But the wheat was of 
better quality, weighing 1 lb. more per bushel than the other. 
Still it is sufficiently evident that superphosphate of lime did no 

good so far as increasing the growth was concerned, either the first: 
year it was applied, or the year following. _ 

The carbonate of ammonia was dissolved in water and sprinkled 
over the growing wheat at three different times during the spring. 
You see this manure, which contains no mineral matter at all, gives 

an increase of nearly 4 bushels of grain per acre, and an increase 
of 887 lbs. of straw. 

“Wait a moment,” said the Deacon, ‘is not 887 lbs. of straw to 

? The manures termed superphosphate of lime and phosphate of potass, were: 
made by acting upon bone-ash by means of sulphuric acid, and in the caxe of 
the potass salt neutralizing the compound thus obtained, by means of pearl-ash. 
For the sunerphoshate of lime, the proportions were, 5 parts bone-ash. 3 parts 
water, and 3 parts sulphuric acid of sp. gr. 1.84: and for the phosphate of potass, 
4 parts bone ash, water as needed, 3 parts sulphuric acid of sp. er. 1.84; and an 
equivalent amount of pearl-ash. The mixtures, of course, lost weight consider- 
ably by the evolution of water and carbonic acid. 
= 3 fae medicinal carbonate of ammonia; it was dissolved in water and top- 
ressed, 
4 Plot 5, was 2 lands wide (in after years, respectively, 5a and 5d) ; 5! consist- 

ing of 2 alternate one-fourth lengths across both lands, and 52 of the 2 remain- 
ing one-fourth lengths. 

Top-dressed at once. ® Top-dressed at 4 intervals. 7 Peruvian. 8 Ichaboe. 
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4 bushels of grain an unusually large proportion of straw to grain ? 
I have heard you say that 100 lbs. of straw to each bushel of 
wheat is about the average. And according to this experiment, 

the carbonate of ammonia produced over 200 lbs. of straw to a 

bushel of grain. How do you account for this.” 

‘It isa general rule,” said 1, ‘‘that the heavier the crop, the 
greater is the proportion of straw to grain. On the no-manure 
plot, we have, this year, 118 lbs. of straw to a bushel of dressed 

grain. Taking this as the standard, you will find that the increase 
from manures is proportionally greater in straw than in grain. 

Thus in the increase of barn-yard manure, this year, we have 

about 133 lbs. of straw toa bushel of grain. ,I do not believe there 
is any manure that will give us a large crop of grain without a 

still larger crop of straw. There is considerable difference, in this 
respect, between different varieties of wheat. Still, I like to see a 
good growth of straw.” 

‘*It is curious,” said the Doctor, “ that 8 cwt. of ammonia-salts 
alone on plots 9 and 10 should produce as much wheat as was 
obtained from plot 2, where 14 tons of barn-yard manure had been 
applied two years in succession. I notice that on one plot, the 
ammonia-salts were applied at once, in the spring, while on the 

other plot they were sown at four different times—and that the 
former gave the best results.” 

The only conclusion to be drawn from this, is, that it is desirable 
to apply the manure early in the spring—or better still, in the 

autumn. 
“You are a great advocate of Peruvian guano,” said the Deacon, 

‘fand yet 3 cwt of Peruvian guano on Plot 13, only produced an 

increase of two bushels and 643 Ibs. of straw per acre. The guano 
at $60 per ton, would cost $9.00 per acre. This will not pay.” 

This is an unusually small increase. The reason, probably, is to 

be found in the fact that the manure and seed were not sown until 

March, instead of in the autumn. The salts of ammonia are quite 

soluble and act quickly ; while the Peruvian guano has to decom- 
pose in the soil, and consequently needs to be applied earlier, 

especially on clay land. 
‘*T do not want you,” said the Deacon, “to dodge the question 

why an application of 14 tons of farmyard-manure per acre, every 
year for over thirty years, does not make the land too-rich for 

wheat.” 
“* Possibly,” said I, “on light, sandy soil, such an annual dressing 

of manure would in the course of a few years make the land too 
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rich for wheat. But on a clayey soil, such is evidently not the case. 
And tne fact is a very important one. When we apply manure, 
our object should be to make it as available as possible. Nature 
preserves or conserves the food of plants. The object of agricul- 
ture is to use the food of plants for our own advantage. 

“Please be a little more definite,” said the Deacon, “ for I must 

confess I do not quite see the significance of your remarks.” 
“What he means,” said the Doctor, “is this: If you put a quan- 

tity of soluble and available manure on land, and do not sow any 
crop, the manure will not be wasted. The soil will retain it. It 

will change it from a soluble into a comparatively insoluble form. 
Had acrop been sown the first year, the manure would do far more 

good than it will the next year, and yet it may be that none of the 
manure is lost. It is merely locked up in the soil in such a form 

as will prevent it from running to waste. If it was not for this 

principle, our lands would have been long ago exhausted of all 
their available plant-food.”’ 

“J think I understand,” said the Deacon; ‘‘ but if what you say 
is true, it upsets many of our old notions. We have thought it de- 
sirable to plow under manure, in order to prevent the ammonia 

from escaping. You claim, I believe, that there is little danger of 
any loss from spreading manure on the surface, and I suppose you 
would have us conclude that we make a mistake in plowing it. 
under, as the soil renders it insoluble.” 

“Tt depends a good deal,” said I, “ on the character of the soil. 
A light, sandy soil will not preserve manure like a clay soil. But 
it is undoubtedly true that our aim in all cases should be to apply 
manure in such a form and to such a crop as will give us the great- 
est ¢mmediate benefit. Plowing under fresh manure every year for 
wheat is evidently not the best way to get the greatest benefit from 

it. But this is not the place to discuss this matter. Let us look 
at the result of Mr, Lawes’ experiments on wheat the third year:” 



178 TALKS ON MANURES, 

EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF 

TABLE IIl.—MANURES AND PRODUCE; 3RD SEASON, 1845-6. 
“4 

! as ie s ig Superphosph'tée|s ‘¢ 
S 9:8 § ee & Of Lime. iS is 

8 . ool | ; = Sa t§ 
Sie © SgsE§ esi*s! 2 | o (SE/ 2 Seles SESE 
S | Ss SSS 28 SSla8 8 | 8 SS] 8 Ser 8 Ssiss 

BE” Sesisk (§ 8 1S] 8 /§8| 8 Setesis§s§ 
S .NsEiS (5 8 | 8 3 is8|.8 Sselisss is 
& S| WW & |M|Bs RN \ awh # 

Tons Ibs. | Ibs. Ibs. Ibs. Ibs. 1bs.|1bs.| Ibs. | Ibs.| Ibs. | Ibs. 
0 i : a send: lace aM allie Sa 1S cage eae 
1 iv 5 Rts Rivest! Weep aan leery (une LR) 
2 14 it OW dee ieee | a ak 
3 Unmanured. SRE ee allt ae 

4 me cools atlas .. | 2% 224 |294 

ba | 2 cs Straw ia ol ae Oe ae 2941 
- sh. |).. a ee cj A 

b+ 9 ; mi aries 2941 
6a fs . 448) a F : - 
6b t ‘ 448) Salle: : ‘ .. {112 | 112 
Ya = 448) 2 5 Se ois meee eae 
1 : 3 448) .. : : : .. (112 | 112 

8a ee aap SL wpa. Sllewete PEN lies 
8 ee Serene ee | Tce 224 ee ats 
a ° ry ale ela aie 0G 55 

9b i. " Swiicee 224 
10a - be Sales Nie : 224 
100 Unmauured. Loa ee ne 4 Ps 

lla ; : | eae eee 924 224 (a ee 
11 , : pore til baliabes 2 INE 224 224 112 | 112 
12a 2 ‘ ig cca > OG 224 | 224 Baia 
120 J , < dale B0 924 | 224 112 | 112 
18a i ” Sn DO: te 224 224 ee 
13d ; : 5 F200: xe 294 224 112 | 112 
14a 5 calla: 84 | 224 | 224 ee 
14d : 2h meen 84 | 224 | 224 112 | 112 

15a ‘ ; ’ sale . | 224 994 224 
15d - : : 224 . | 224 224 224 

16a : e 67 | 60 | 84 | 224| 924 | .. | .. 
16d ie i 67 | 60 | 84 | 224) 224 | .. [924] .. 
lia i ES 67 | 60 | 84 | 224) 224 | ., |112 1112 
1% : Ee 67 | 60 | 84 | 224| 924 | ., \9241 .. 
182 es 67 | GO | 84 | 924 224 | ., |112 | 112 
18d j 67 | 60 | 84 | 224/| 904 | 7: | cae: 

19 : fr -- | 112/112 

21 | Mixture of the residue of most of the other muanures.| .. | . ae 

MANURES PER ACRE. 

1 Top-dressed in the Spring. 



= 

EXPERIMENTS ON WHEAT. 

WHEAT, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND, 

179 
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This year, the seed and manures were sown in the autumn. And 
I want the Deacon to look at plot 0. 3 cwt. of Peruvian guano 
here gives an increase of 104 bushels of wheat, and 1,048 Ibs. of 

straw per acre. This will pay well, even on the wheatalone. But 
in addition to this, we may expect, in our ordinary rotation of 
crops, a far better crop of clover where the guano was used. 

In regard to some of the results this year, Messrs. Lawes and 
Gilbert have the following concise and interesting remarks: 

““At this third experimental harvest, we have on the continu- 
ously unmanured plot, namely, No. 8, not quite 18 bushels of 

dressed corn, as the normal produce of the season; and by its side 
we have on plot 105—comprising one-half of the plot 10 of the 
previous years, and so highly manured by ammoniacal salts in 1845, 
but now unmanured—rather more than 174 bushels. The near 

approach, again, to identity of result from the two unmanured 

plots, at once gives confidence in the accuracy of the experiments, 
and shows us how effectually the preceding crop had, in a practi- 

cal point of view, reduced the plots, previously so differently cir- 
cumstanced both as to manure and produce, to something like an 
uniform standard as regards their grain-producing qualities. 

“Plot 2 has, as before, 14 tons of farm-yard manure, and the 
produce is 27} bushels, or between 9 and 10 bushels more than 

without manure of any kind. 
“On plot 10a, which in the previous year gave by ammoniacal 

salts alone, a produce equal to that of the farm-yard manure, we 
have again a similar result: for two cwts. of sulphate of ammonia 
has now given 1,850 lbs. of total corn, instead of 1,826 lbs., which 
is the produce on plot 2. The straw of the latter, is, however, 
slightly heavier than that by the ammoniacal salt. 

“ Again, plot 5a, which was in the previous season wnmanured, 

was now subdivided: on one-half of it (namely, 5a’) we have the 
ashes of wheat-straw alone, by which there is an increase of rather 

more than one busk2l per acre of dressed corn; on the other half 

(or 5a’) we have, besides the straw-ashes, two cwts. of sulphate of 
ammonia put on as a top-dressing : two cwts. of suiphate of am- 

monia have, in this case, only increased the produce beyond that 
of 5a' by 7% bushels of corn and 768 lbs. of straw, instead of by 
9°/, bushels of corn and 789 lbs. of straw, which was the increase 

obtained by the same amount of ammoniacal salt on 10a, as com- 
pared with 108. 

“Tt will be observed, however, that in the former case the am- 
moniacal salts were top-dressed, but in the latter they were drilled 

at the time of sowing the seed; and it will be remembered that in 
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1845 the result was better as to corn on plot 9, where the salts were 
sown earlier, than on plot 10, where the top-dressing extended far 
into the spring. We have had several direct instances of this kind in 
our experience, and we would give it as a suggestion, in most caseg 
applicable, that manures for wheat, and especially ammoniacal 
ones, should be applied before or at the time the seed is sown; 
for, although the apparent luxuriance of the crop is greater, and 
the produce of straw really heavier, by spring rather than autumn 
sowiugs of Peruvian guano and other ammoniacal manures, yet we 
believe that that of the corn will not be increased in an equivalent 
degree. Indeed, the success of the crop undoubtedly depends very 
materially on the progress of the underground growth during the 
winter months; and this again, other things being equal, upon the 
quantity of available nitrogenous constituents within the soil, with- 
out a liberal provision of which, the range of the fibrous feeders 
of the plant will not be such, as to take up the minerals which the 
soi] is competent to supply, and in such quantity as will be required 
during the after progress of the plant for its healthy and favorable 
growth.” 

These remarks are very suggestive and deserve special attention. 
“The next result to be noticed,” continue Messrs. Lawes and 

Gilbert, ‘‘is that obtained on plot 6, now also divided into two 
equal portions designated respectively 64 and 6. Plot No. 6 had 
for the crop of 1844, superphosphate of lime and the phosphate of 
magnesia manure, and for that of 1845, superphosphate of lime, 
rape-cake, and ammoniacal salts. For this, the third season, it 
was devoted to the trial of the wheat-manure manufactured under 
the sanction of Professor Liebig, and patented in this country. 
“Upon plots 67, four ewts. per acre of the patent wheat-manure 

were used, which gave 20} bushels, or rather more than two 
bushels beyond the produce of the unmanured plot; but as the 
manure contained, besides the minerals peculiar to it, some nitro- 
genous compounds, giving off a very perceptible odor of ammonia, 
some, at least, of the increase would be due to that substance. On 
plot 64, however, the further addition of one cwt. each of sulphate 
and muriate of ammonia to this so-called ‘ Mineral Manure,’ gives 
a produce of 29} bushels. In other words, the addition of ammoni- 
acal salt, to Liebig’s mineral manure has increased the produce by 
very nearly 9 bushels per acre beyond that of the mineral manure 
alone, whilst the increase obtained over the unmanured plot, by 
14 tons of farm-yard manure, was only 9+ bushels! 
The following table gives the results of the experiments the 

Sourth year, 1846-7. 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF 

TABLE IV.—MANURES AND PRODUCE; 4TH SEASON, 1846-7. 
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Here again, I want the Deacon to look at plot 0, where 500 Ibs. 
Peruvian guano, sown in October, gives an increase of nearly 14 
bushels of dressed wheat and 1,370 lbs. of straw per acre. On plot 
2, where 14 tons of barn-yard manure have now been applied four 
years in succession (56 tons in all), there is a little more straw, but 
not quite so much grain, as from the 500 Ibs. of guano. 

“But will the guano,” said the Deacon, “be as lasting as the 
manure ?” 

“ Not for wheat,” said I. ‘ But if you seed the wheat down with 
clover, as would be the case in this section, we should get consid- 
erable benefit, probably, from the guano. If wheat was sown after 
the wheat, the guano applied the previous season would do little 

good on the second crop of wheat. And yet it isa matter of fact 

that there would be a considerable proportion of the guano left in 

the soil. The wheat cannot take it up. But the clover can. And 

we ali know that if we can grow good crops of clover, plowing it 
under, or feeding it out on the land, or making it into hay and 

saving the manure obtained from it, we shall thus be enabled to 
raise good crops of wheat, barley, oats, potatoes, and corn, and 
in this sense guano is a ‘lasting’ manure.” 

“ Barnyard-manure,” said the Doctor, “is altogether too ‘ last- 
ing.’ Here we have had 56 tons of manure on an acre of land in 
four years, and yet an acre dressed with 500 lbs. of guano produces 

just as good acrop. The manure contains far more plant-food, of 
all kinds, than the guano, but it is so ‘lasting’ that it does not do 
half as much good as its composition would lead us to expect. Its 
‘lasting’ properties are a decided objection, rather than an ad- 
vantage. If we could make it less lasting—in other words, if we 
could make it act quicker, it would produce a greater effect, and 

possess a greater value. In proportion to its constituents, the 

barn-yard manure is far cheaper than the guano, but it has a 
less beneficial effect, because these constituents are not more com- 

pletely decomposed and rendered available.” 
“That,” said I, “opens up a very important question. We have 

more real value in manure than most of us are as yet able to bring 
out and turn to good account. The sandy-land farmer has an ad- 
vantage over the clay-land farmer in this respect. The latter has a 
naturally richer soil, but it costs him more to work it, and manure. 

does not act so rapidly. The clay-land farmer should use his best 
endeavors to decompose his manure.” 

“Yes,” said the Doctor, “and, like John Johnston, he will prob- 

ably find it to his advantage to use it largely as a top-dressing on 

the surface. Exposing manure to the atmosphere, spread out on 
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the land for several months, and harrowing it occasionally, will 
do much to render its constituents available. But let us return to 
Mr. Lawes’ wonderful experiments.” 
“On eight plots,” said I, ‘‘ 300 Ibs. of ammonia-salts were used 

Without any other manures, and the average yield on these eight 
plots was nearly 26 bushels per acre, or an average increase of 9 
bushels per acre. The same amount of ammonia-salts, with the 
addition of superphosphate of lime, gave an increase of 18 bushels 
per acre. 400 lbs. ammonia-salts, with superphosphate of lime, - 
gave an énereuse of nearly 16 bushels per acre, or three bushels 
per acre more than where 14 tons of barn-yard manure had been 
used four years in succession. 

“T hope, after this, the Deacon will forgive me for dwelling on 
the value of available nitrogen or ammonia as a manure for 
wheat.” 

“TI see,” said the Deacon, “that ground rice was used this year 
for manure; and in 1845, tapioca was also used as a manure. The 

Connecticut Tobacco growers a few years since used corn-meal for 
manure, and you thought it a great waste of good food.” 

I think so still. But we will not discuss the matter now. Mr. 
Lawes wanted to ascertain whether carbonaceous matter was needed 

by the growing wheat-plants, or whether they could get ail they 

needed from the soil and the atmosphere. The enormous quanti- 

ties of carbonaceous matter supplied by the barn-yard manure, it 

is quite evident, are of little value asa manure for wheat. And 
the rice seems to have done very little more good than we should 
expect from the 22 lbs. of nitrogen which it contained. The large 
quantity of carbonaceous matter evidently did little good. Avail- 

' able carbonaceous matter, such as starch, sugar, and oil, was in- 
tended as food for man and beast—not as food for wheat or 
tobacco. 

The following table gives the results of the experiments the 
fifth year, 1847-5. 
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EXPERIMENTS ON WHEAT. 

Wueat, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

MANURES AND SEED (OLD RED LAMMAS) SOWN AUTUMN, 1847. 

Plots. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 
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188 TALKS ON MANURES. 

This season was considered unfavorable for wheat. The con- 

tinuously unmanured plot produced 14? bushels, and the plot 

receiving 14 tons of barn-yard manure, 203 bushels per acre nearly. 

300 lbs. of ammonia-salts alone on plot 10a, gave 194 bushels 

per acre, while the same quantity of ammonia, with superphos- 
phate in addition, gave, on plot 90, 25 bushels per acre. 

The addition to the above manures of 800 lbs. of potash, 200 Ibs. 
soda, and 100 lbs. sulphate of magnesia, on plot 102, gave pre- 

cisely the same yield per acre as the ammonia and the superphos- 
phate alone. The potash, soda, and magnesia, therefore, did no good. 

400 Ibs. of ammonia-salts, with superphosphate, potash, etc., gave, 
on plot 17d, nearly 29 bushels per acre, or 34 bushels more than the 

plot which has now received 70 tons of barn-yard manure in five 
successive years. 

“T see that, on plot 0,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ one ton of superphos- 
phate was used per acre, and it gave only half a bushel per acre 
more than 350 lbs. on 9a.” 

“This proves,” said I, “that an excessive dose of superphos- 
phate will do no harm. I am not sure that 100 Ibs. of a good 
superphosphate drilled in with the seed, would not have done as 
much good as a ton per acre.” 

‘You say,” remarked the Deacon, ‘‘ that the season was unfa- 
vorable for wheat. And yet the no-manure plot produced nearly 

15 bushels of wheat per acre.” 
“That is all true,” said I, “and yet the season was undoubtedly 

an unfavorable one. This is shown not only in the less yield, but 
in the inferior quality of the grain. The ‘dressed corn’ on the no- 
manure plot this year ouly weighed 57} lbs. per bushel, while last 
year it weighed 61 lbs. per bushel.” 

“ By the way,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ what do Messrs. Lawes and 
Gilbert mean by ‘ dressed corn’ ?” 

‘‘ By ‘corn,’” said I, ‘‘ they. mean wheat; and by ‘dressed corn’ 
they mean wheat that has been run through a fanning-mill until 
all the light and shrunken grain is blown or sieved out. In other 
words,‘ dressed corn’ is wheat carefully cleaned for market. The 

English farmers take more pains in cleaning their grain than we 

do. And this ‘dressed corn’ was as clean as a good fanning-mill 
could make it. You will observe that there was more ‘offal corn’ 
this year than last. This also indicates an unfavorable season.” 

‘Tt would have been very interesting,” said the Doctor, “if 
Messrs. Lawes and Gilbert had analyzed the wheat produced by the 

different manures, so that we might have known something in re- 
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gard to the quality of the flour as influenced by the use of different 

fertilizers.” 
‘“Théy did that very thing,” said I, “and not only that, but 

they made the wheat grown on different plots, into flour, and as- 
certained the yield of flour from a given weight of wheat, and the 
amount of bran, middlings, etc., etc. They obtained some very 

interesting and important results. I was there at the time. But 
this is not the place to discuss the question. Iam often amused, 
however, at the remarks we often hear in regard to the inferior 

quality of our wheat as compared to what it was when the country 
was new. Many seem to think that ‘there is something lacking in 
the soil’—some say potash, and some phosphates, and some this, 

and some that. I believe nothing of the kind. Depend upon it, 
the variety of the wheat and the soil and season have much more 
to do with the quality or strength of the flour, than the chemical 
composition of the manures applied to the land.” 

‘“‘ At any rate,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ we may be satisfied that any- 
thing that will produce a vigorous, healthy growth of wheat is 
favorable to quality. We may use manures in excess, and thus 

produce over-luxuriance and an unhealthy growth, and have poor, 
shrunken grain. In this case, it is not the use, but the abuse of 

the manure that does the mischief. We must not manure higher 
than the season will bear. As yet, this question rarely troubles us. 

Hitherto, as a rule, our seasons are better than our farming. It 
may not always be so. We may find the liberal use of manure so 
profitable that we shall occasionally use it in excess. At present, 
however, the tendency is all the other way. We have more grain 
of inferior quality from lack of fertility than from an excess of 
plant-food.” 

“That may be true,” said I, “but we have more poor, inferior 
wheat from lack of draining and good culture, than from lack of 
plant-food. Red-root, thistles, cockle, and chess, have done more 
to injure the reputation of ‘Genesee Flour,’ than any other one 
thing, and I should like to hear more said about thorough cultiva- 
tion, and the destruction of weeds, and less about soil exhaustion.” 

The following table shows the results of the experiments the 
sizth year, 1848-9. 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF 

TABLE VI.—MANURES AND PRODUCE; 6TH SEASON, 1848-9. 

MANURES PER ACRE. 
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EXPERIMENTS ON WHEAT. 

WHEAT, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

MANURES AND SEED (RED CLUSTER), 

Plots. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 
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“This was my last year at Rothamsted,” said I, “and I feel a 
peculiar interest in looking over the results after such a lapse of 
time. When this crop was growing, my father, a good practical 
farmer, but with little faith in chemical manures, paid me a visit. 

We went to the experimental wheat-field. The first two plots, 0 
and 1, had been dressed, the one with superphosphate, the other 
with potash, soda, and magnesia. My father did not seem much 
impressed with this kind of chemical manuring. Stepping to the 
next plot, where 14 tons of barn-yard manure had been used, he 
remarked, “ this is good, what have you here ?” 

“Never mind,” said I, ‘‘ we have better crops farther on.” 
The next plot, No. 8, was the one continuously unmanured. “I 

can beat this myself,” said he, and passed on to the next. ‘‘ This 

is better,” said he, ‘‘ what have you here?” 
“ Superphosphate and sulphate of ammonia.” 
“Well, it is a good crop, and the straw is bright and stiff.”—It 

turned out 30 bushels per acre, 63 lbs. to the bushel. 
The next six plots had received very heavy dressings of ammo- 

nia-salts, with superphosphate, potash, soda, and magnesia. He 
examined them with the greatest interest. ‘“‘ What have you here?” 
he asked, while he was examining 5a, which afterwards turned out 
37+ bushels per acre.—“ Potash, soda, epsom-salts, superphosphate, 

and ammonia—but it is the ammonia that does the good.” 
He passed to the next plot, and was very enthusiastic over it. 

‘What have you here?”—‘‘ Rape-cake and ammonia,” said I. — 
“Tt isa grand crop,” said he, and after examining it with great 
interest, he passed to the next, 6a.—‘ What have you here?”— 

‘¢ Ammonia,” said1I; and at 63 he asked the same question, and I re- 

plied “ammonia.’”’ At 7a, the same question and the same answer. 
Standing between 7) and 8a, he was of course struck with the 
difference in the crop; 8a was left this year without any manure, 

and though it had received a liberal supply of mineral manures 

the year before, and minerals and ammonia-salts, and rape-cake, 
the year previous, it only produced this year, 34 bushels more than 
the plot continuously unmanured. The contrast between the 
wheat on this plot and the next one, might well interest a prac- 

tical farmer. There was over 15 bushels per acre more wheat on 
the one plot than on the other, and 1,581 lbs. more straw. 

Passing to the next plot, he exclaimed ‘‘ this is better, but not so 

good as some that we have passed.”—‘‘ It has had a heavy dressing 
of rape-cake,” said I, ‘‘equal to about 100 lbs. of ammonia per 
acre, and the next plot was manured this year in the same way. 
The only difference being that one had superphosphate and potash, 
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soda, and magnesia, the year before, while the other had super- 
phosphate alone.” It turned out, as you see from the table, that 
the potash, etc., only gave half a bushel more wheat per acre the 
year it was used, and this year, with 2,000 lbs. of rape-cake on each 

plot, there is only a bushel per acre in favor of the potash, soda, 
and magnesia. 

The next plot, 95, was also unmanured and was passed by my 
father without comment. “Ah,” said he, on coming to the two 
next plots, 10 and 108, “this is better, what have you here ?”— 
“ Nothing but ammonia,” said I, “and I wish you would tell me 
which is the best of the two? Last year 10d had a heavy dressing 
of minerals and superphosphate with ammonia, and 10a the same 

quantity of ammonia alone, without superphosphate or other 

mineral manures. And this year both plots have had a dressing of 
400 Ibs. each of ammonia-salts. Now, which is the best—the plot 

that had superphosphate and minerals last year, or the one with- 

out ?”—“ Well,” said he, “I can’t see any difference. Both are 
good crops.” 
You will see from the table, that the plot which had the super- 

phosphate, potash, etc., the year before, gives a peck less wheat this 
year than the other plot which had none. Practically, the yield is 
the same. There is an increase of 13 bushels of wheat per acre— 
and this increase 7s clearly due to the ammonia-salts alone. 

The next plot was also a splendid crop. 
“What have you here?” 
“‘Superphosphate and ammonia.” 
This piot (11a), turned out 35 bushels per acre. The next plot, 

with phosphates and ammonia, was nearly as good. The next plot, 

with potash, phosphates, and ammonia, equally geod, but no better 

than 1la. There was little or no benefit from the potash, except 

a little more straw. The next plot was good and I did not wait for 
the question, but simply said, “ammonia,” and the next “ammo- 

nia,” and the next ‘‘ammonia.”—Standing still and looking at the 
wheat, my father asked, “Joe, where can I get this ammonia ?” 

He bad previously been a little skeptical as to the value of chem- 
istry, and had not a high opinion of “book farmers,” but that 

wheat-crop compelled him to admit “that perhaps, after all, there 
mizht be some good in it.” At any rate, he wanted to know where 
he could get ammonia. .And, now, as then, every good farmer asks 
the same question: ‘‘ Where can I get ammonia?” Before we 

attempt to answer the question, let us look at the next year’s ex- 

periments.—The following is the results of the experiments the 
seventh year, 1849--50. 

9 ; 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF 

TABLE VII.—MANURES AND PRODUCE; 7TH SEASON, 1849-50. AFTER THE- 
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Wueat, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

HARVEST OF 1849 THE FIELD WAS TILE-DRAINED IN EVERY ALTERNATE FURROW, 

(RED CLUSTER), SOWN IN AUTUMN, 1849. 
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The summer of 1850 was unusually cool and unfavorable for 
wheat. It will be seen that on all the plots the yield of grain is 
considerably lower than last year, with a greater growth of straw. 

You will notice that 100, which last year gave, with ammo- 
nia-salts alone, 32} bushels, this year, with superphosphate, potash, 

soda, and sulphate of magnesia, gives less than 18 bushels, while 
the adjoining plot, dressed with ammonia, gives nearly 27 bushels. 

In other words, the ammonia alone gives 9 bushels per acre more 
than this large dressing of superphosphate, potash, etc. 

On the three plots, 8a, 8b and 9a, a dressing of ammonia-salts 

alone gives in each case, a larger yield, both of grain and straw, than 

the 14 tons of barn-yard manure on plot 2. And recollect that 
this plot has now received 98 tons of manure in seven years. 

“That,” said the Doctor, “is certainly a very remarkable fact.” 

“Tt is so,” said the Deacon. 

“ But what of it ?” asked the Squire, “even the Professor, here, 
does not advise the use of ammonia-salts for wheat.” 

“That is so,” said 1, ‘‘but perhaps I am mistaken. Such facts 
as those just given, though I have been acquainted with them for 
many years, sometimes incline me to doubt the soundness of my 
conclusions. Still, on the whole, I think I am right.” 

“We all know,” said the Deacon, “that you have great respect 
for your own opinions.” 

“ Never mind all that,” said the Doctor, “ but tell us just what 
you think on this subject.” 

‘In brief,” said I, “ my opinion is this. We need ammonia for 

wheat. But though ammonia-salts and nitrate of soda can often be 

used with decided profit, yet I feel sure that we can get ammo- 

nia or nitrogen at a less cost per lb. by buying bran, malt-roots, 

cotton-seed-cake, and other foods, and using them for the double 

purpose of feeding stock and making manure.” 

“T admit that such is the case,” said the Doctor, “ but here is a 
plot of land that has now had 14 tons of manure every year for 
seven years, and yet there isa plot along side, dressed with am- 
monia-salts furnishing less than half the ammonia contained in the 

14 tons of manure, that produces a better yield of wheat.” 

“That,” said I, “is simply because the nitrogen in the manure 
is not in an available condition. And the practical question is, 
how to make the nitrogen in our manure more immediately avail- 
able. It is one of the most important questions which agricultural 
science is called upon to answer. Until we get more light, I feel 
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sure in saying that one of the best methods is, to feed our animals 
on richer and more easily digested food.” 

The following table gives the results of the eighth season of 

1850--51, 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF 

TABLE VIII.—MANURES AND PRODUCE; 8TH SEASON. 1850-51. 

MANURES PER ACRE. 
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=| 8 | 88/3/45 at Sele ean 
tS il gets ee ar Geese so) | SS 

S & > s TRS aa 

g eS Sox CEM fees d SS oe} So es ‘ 
Se es s/s/ 3 |S S| SS |S eee 
iS) = Ss Ss 3 S sa S > 3 iS} 

ee tS Sf Be QR |B 3/32 13 |& 

Tons.| lbs. |1bs./1Ibs.] Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | lbs, | Ibs. | Ibs,} lbs 
0 sd si oh 600 | 450 . 
1 ae ae .. |600| 400 | 200 a o. AC : ate . 
2 14 ee ee ee ee ee ee QO ee ee ee ee 

3 |Unmanured. : SH tic Pe oe + an oe Revise 

4 ee rs oe ete -. | 200 ~s (/-200) | 400 Yeas 

5a ate ae .. |300| 200 100 | 200 150 ic 300 [300 | .. 
5d oe AG .. | 3800) 200 100 200 150 ae 300 (800) .. 
6a ais Sc .. (3800! 200 100 200 150 ae 200 {200} .. 
6) ate 56 .. {300} 200 100 200 150 . 200 (200 | .. 
(7 ste we .. |3800| 200 100 200 150 ie 200 |200 1000 
ut) oe le .. |800) 200 | 100 | 200 150 oe 200 |200 1000 

8a -- | 5000 SN Bs Se ats is a af 7 er 
8d ae te .. |300} 200 100 200 150 as 100 /|100 : 
9a 4 aA Ac es on ae ee 200 |200).. 
95 ; : C 200 {200 | .. 

10a us ap Fun tye eu | tore - A oo 1/200 1200 are 
105 56 ac Spell wats oe oe a¢ a ie 200 /200/.. 

lla ae la AP eet liars 3 Soe i 00" 1 50 sie 2008 12000 ie 
11d 85 ae Ara bore xb At 200 150 ate 2007) 20D lias 
12a ae te .- |200} 100 be 200 150 ie 200 |200] .. 
12d ae a5 -- |200} 100 ae 200 150 25 200° (2003 se. 
13a we ae Se SDDS ote ne 200 150 56 200 /200!.. 
136 at 5h SUT Soc Ao 200 159 aie 200 (200) .. 
14a 36 ae ee aOR ines 109 200 150 Xs 200 200 | .. 
14d sf a Jee pOOH Weck 100 | 200 | 150 woe | 20012002 inne 

15a Bn we .. |200} 100 100 200 os 200 | 400 thes 
15d te ste .. '200; 100 100 200 ais 200 | 800 -. | 500 

16% Ae is 336! | 200 | 100 100 | 200 | 150 ae 300 |3800].. 
NGO lls. ne .- |200/ 100 | 100 | 200 | 150 «ss 400 |B00:\55. 
1%a ae ee -- |200) 100 100 200 | 150 Ac 200 (200 | .. 
17%) ae 50 .- |200} 100 100 200 150 Bc 200 |200 | .. 
184 oe Se 5 aC Ris ac 40 ae ae 200 |200] .. 
185 oe Fr: Bec ate ie bs: Se see | 200° ROO: 

a a - ce TG aes ge | 200 ee | 00") (B00: bee S00 

ait Unmanured. | .. x a ie a i a : 
22 Vee - 

1 Top-dressed in March, 1851. 
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Wueat, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

MANURES AND SEED (RED CLUSTER), SOWN AUTUMN, 1850. 

INCREASE #2 AcrRE| 3S PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. at ee 2 

Dressed Corn. : | S j 8 s 

A = o> = s|§ 

3s S | 8s S18 (e12 
a 2 - SES = > S ae eeronih sir Bala E boe ies S.lsect ede 

8 Re ot eae Pee Se & 1Si/s 
Ss Sel one | ee | Ss SS ee ee eee os 3 SX S = = = 8 A Ss = 

ee | eel Sila eee eels 
Bush. P’ks.|1bs.| Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs 

0 1 34 |61.9| 125 | 1296 | 1862 | 3158 | 213 | 235 | 448 |10.769.6 
1 18 14 (61.7| 124 | 1251 | 1845 | 3096 | 168 | 218 | 386 |11.0 67.8 
2 29 24 (63.6 166 | 2049 | 3094 | 5143 | 966 | 1467 | 2483 | 8.8 66.2 
3 15 34 (61.1| 114 | 1083 | 1627 | 2710] .. -- | ++ |11-8 66.6 

4 28 04 (62.6) 159 | 1919 | 2949 | 4868 | 886 | 1322 | 2158 | 9.0/65.1 

5a 36 0 63.3 194 | 2473 | 4131 | 6604 | 1390 | 2504 | 3894 | 8.6/59.9 
5D 37 8£ |63.3) 213 | 2611 | 4294 | 6905 | 1528 | 2667 | 4395 | 8.9/60.8 
6a 33 18 163.3 154 | 2271 | 3624 | 5895 | 1188 | 1997 | 3185 | 7.2/62.6 
6) 31 0+ (62.3 189 | 2119 | 3507 | 5626 | 1036 | 1880 | 2916 | 9.8/60.4 
Wa | 36 3+ (63.0 201 2524 | 4587 | 7111 | 1444 | 2960 | 4401 | 8.7/55.0 
x) 37 14 (63.0, 178 | 2532 | 4802 | 6834 | 1449 | 2675 | 4124 | 7.6/58.8 

| | 
8a | 26 02 62.8 141 1785 | 2769 | 4554 | 702 | 1142 | 1844 | 8.6/64.5 
8b 27. 24 =|62.6| 137 | 1863 | 2830 | 4693 | 780 | 1203 | 1983 | 7.9|65.8 
Sa hoo 14 |62.4) 182 | 2142 | 3252 | 5394 | 1059 | 1625 | 2684 | 9.3/65.9 
95 | 29 0L |62.0 170 | 197 | 2942 | 4912 | 887 | 1315 | 2202 | 9.5/67.0 

10a 28 34 |61.9 179 | 1966 | 3070 | 5036 | 883 | 1443 | 2326 |10.0/64.0 
100 98 2 eo 149 | 1937 3048 | 4985 | 854 | 1421 | 2275 | 8.3/63.5 

lia | 32 62.3 181 | 2216 | 3396 | 5602 | 1133 | 1759 | 2892 | 8.9/65.4 
116 Bl 2% (62.5 181 2163 | 8302 5465 | 1080 | 1675 | 2755 | 9.1165.5 
12a 32 8 |63.1) 165 | 2234 | 8600 | 5834 | 1151 | 1973 | 3124 | 8.0/62.0 
120 32 21 (62.5) 166 | 2203 | 3581 | 57 1120 | 1954 | 8074 | 8.2/61.5 
13a | 30 2 (62.6 180 | 2102 | 3544 | 5646 | 1019 | 1917 | 2936 | 9.4:59.3 
135 | 30 62.3 160 | 2083 | 3440 | 5523 | 1000 | 1813 | 2813 | 8.3/60.5 
j4g°° | Sl 04 162.9 168 | 2120 | 8605 | 5725 | 1037 | 1978 | 3015 | 8.6/58.8 
140 =| «O81 04 62.8 165 | 2121 | 3537 | 5658 1038 1910 | 2948 | 8.4/59.9 

| 

15a% |) 27 04 62.7 138 1839 | 3041 | 4880 56 1414 | 2170 ; 8.1/60.5 
15 | 30) 24 «662.9 148 | 2077 | 3482 | 5509 | 994 1805 | 2799 | 7.6 60.5 

16a 36 84 63.8" 161 | 2499 | 4234 | 6733 1416 | 2607 | 4023 | 6.9/59.0 
16b | 36 2% 63.4 176 | 2501 | 4332 | 6833 | 1418 2705 | 4123 | 7.6157.7 
lia 31 34 63.3 131 | 2149 | 3507 | 5746 | 1066 | 1970 | 8036 | 6.559.7 
17d 80 2 63.1) 152 | 2079 | 3406 | 5485 | 996 | 1779 | 2775 | 7.9 61.0 
18a 30 31 63.0 139 | 2083 | 3390 | 5473 | 1000 1763 | 2763 | 7.2 64.1 
185 31 0 62.4 143 | 2090 | 3586 | 5676 | 1007 | 1959 | 2966 | 7.3 58.3 

| | 
19 | 80 1 62.4 144 | 2031 | 3348 | 5379 | 948 | 1721 | 2669 | 7.7 60.7% 
20 | 14 1 60.8 89 956 | 1609 | 2565  -127 —i -145 |10.2 59.4 

dot | IT 8% 61.9, 127 | 1282 | 1763 | 2995 | 149 136 | 285 |11.5 69.9 

yh 
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The plot continuously unmanured, gives about 16 bushels of 
wheat per acre. 

The plot with barn-yard manure, nearly 30 bushels per acre. 

400 lbs. of ammonia-salts alone, on plot 9a, 314 bushels ; on 98, 

29 bushels; on 10a and 100, nearly 29 bushels each. This is remark- 
able uniformity. 

400 lbs. ammonia-salts and a large quantity of mineral manures 
in addition, on twelve different plots, average not quite 382 bushels 
per acre. 
“The superphosphate and minerals,” said the Deacon, ‘‘do not 

seem to do much good, that is a fact.” 
You will notice that 356 lbs. of common salt was sown on plot 

16a. It does not seem to have done the slightest good. Where the 
salt was used, there is 2 lbs. less grain and 98 Ibs. less straw than 
on the adjoining plot 163, where no salt was used, but otherwise 

manured alike. It would seem, however, that the quality of the 
grain was slightly improved by the sait. The salt was sown in 
March as a top-dressing. 

‘*It would have been better,” said the Deacon, “to have sown it 
in autumn with the other manures.” 

“The Deacon is right,” said I, “ but it so happens that the next 
year and the year after, the salt was applied at the same time as 

the other manures. It gave an increase of 94 lbs. of grain and 61 
Ibs. of straw in 1851, but the following year the same quantity of 
salt used on the same plot did more harm than good.” 

Before we leave the results of this year, it should be observed 

that on 8a, 5,000 Ibs. of cut straw and chaff were used per acre. I 
do not recollect seeing anything in regard to it. And yet the 
result was very remarkuble—so much so indeed, that it is a matter 
of regret that the experiment was not repeated. 

This 5,000 lbs. of straw and chaff gave an increase of more than 
10 bushels per acre over the continuously unmanured plot. 
“Good,” said the Deacon, “I have always told you that you 

under-estimated the value of straw, especially in regard to its 
mechanical action.”’ 

I did not reply to this remark of the good Deacon. I have never 
doubted the good effects of anything that lightens up a clay soil 
and.vuuers 16 WSarmer and more porous. I suppose the great benefit 

derived from this application of straw must be attributed to its 

ameliorating acti°n on the soil. The 5 ,000 Ibs. of straw and chaff 

produced a Cro’) within nearly 3 bushels per acre of the plot ma- 
nured every ‘year with 14 tons of barn-yard mauure. 

“J am surprised,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ that salt did no good. I 
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have seen many instances in which it has had a wonderful effect 
on wheat.” 

“Yes,” said I, “and our experienced friend, John Johnston, is 
very decidedly of the opinion that its use is highly profitable. He 
sows a barrel of salt per acre broadcast on the land at the time he 

sows his wheat, and I have myself seen it produce a decided im- 
provement in the crop.” 

We have now given the results of the first eight years of the ex- 
periments. From this time forward, the same manures were used 
year after year on the same plot. 

The results are given in the accompanying tables for the follow- 
ing twelve years—harvests for 1852-53-54-55-56-57-58-59-60- 
61-62 and 1863. Such another set of experiments are not to be 
found in the world, and they deserve and will receive the careful 
study of every intelligent American farmer. 
“Tam with you there,” said the Deacon. “ You seem to think 

that I do not appreciate the labors of scientific men. Ido. Such 
experiments as these we are examining command the respect of 
every intelligent farmer. I may not fully understand them, but I 
can see clearly enough that they are of great value.” 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 
AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

TaBLE IX.—MANURES per Acre per Annum (with the exceptions explained in 

the Notes on p. 208), for 12 Years in succession—namely, for the 9th, 10th, 

Lith, 12th, 18th, 14th, 15th, 16th, 17t.2, 18th, 19th, and 20th Seasons; that is, 

for the crops of Harvests 1852-53-54-55-56-57-538-59-60-61-62 and 1863.* 

Manures per Acre per Annum for 12 Years, 1851-2 to 1862-3 inclusive, 
except in the cases explained in the Notes on p, 2038. 

8 & |& |Superphosphate of|& |& : 
s a iS = Lime. pis i S 

~— onl . . S S | asl Els] [3g S| |PE/S8) 2 | g 
S3S/ s |wsl] w | o8 SS ig os s| 8 3 
S§ B38) 8 SE] 8 Sec lS. [Ss lige S sis8/ 8/8 S |S8ec (Syl Ss (8 2 ele [ssl 3 (S"| 8 |28sisgle'|S"| 8] 8 Sh, oS Sa ESS Sn SCS Ss | & 
S Saale s |'$ Sia S iS S 
of Sam eee Re Sey” ee eee 

Tons.! Ibs. | lbs. | lbs. | tbs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. | lbs 
0 ae ae is WA 600 | 450 2: 2 
1 he x 600 | 400 | 200] .. ee oie Se se ts Ai 

8 /Unmanured A an ats Be ae 38 at era ae 
4 |Unmanured a ae ‘ 
5a ae ae 0 | 200 | 100 | 200 150 ‘ 
5b 300 | 200 | 100 | 200 150 Sia 
6a 800 | 200 | 400 | 200 150 100 | 100 os 
65 300 | 200 | 100 | 200 150 F 100 | 100 é 
la 800 | 206 | 100! 200 150 2 200 | 200 
%b x 800 | 200 | 100 | 200 150 200 | 200 ae 
8a 800 | 200 | 106 | 200 150 300 | 300 ae 
8d 300 | 200 | 100 | 200 150 300 | 300 , 5 
9a? 300 | 200 | 100 | 200 150 fe 55071 5. 
963 ‘ ae ue re 550 i 

10a ae as 200 | 200] .. ae 
102 4 : ae =¢ D0 le 2008 | meen Ac. 
lla 200 159 200 | 200] . 8 
11d ne 200 150 200 | 200 os 
12a 550 200 150 200 | 260) . x 
126 550 200 150 200. | 200 ae 
13a 300 200 150 200. | 200 4e 
13d 300 3 200: 150 S 200 | 200 | . g 
14a ante ae 420 | 200 150 ask 200 |.200 | . 5 
146 st 420 | 200} 150 a 200 | 200 nee 
15a s z 300 | 200 | 106 | 200 oss 206 | 400 é 
15d oe .- | 3800 ' 200 | 100 | 200 a 200 | 800] .. Ra 506 
16a .. |8364| 300 | 200 | 100 | 200 156 sc 400 | 400} .. af 
165 ee .. | 800 | 200 | 100] 200 156 ie 400 | 400] .. mes 

ef ine fe ee ee i 200 | 200 | .. eS 
17%} 3 ie x ae “a 200 | 200] . ae 

{18a | - 300 | 200 | 400 | 200} 150 al Feaerl Seca 
185 300 | 200 | 10@| 200 150 a os £5 es Se 

°19 oe ne fe aie ES 206 Ae 200 | 300] .. ade 500 
20 |Unmantred) .. : : es se Pe bse a a oe 
Q1 é a 3800 | 206 | 100! .. é na ~ ROOE ee AG 
22 = Pe 3800 ' 200 ' 100' .. Me aif 100! .. a ae 

“For the particulars of the produce of each sepavate season, see Tables, 
X.-XXI. inciusive. 



EXPERIMENTS ON WHEAT. 203 

NOTES TO TABLE IX. (p. 202.) 

" For the 16th and succeeding seasons—the sulphate of potass 
was reduced from 600 to 400 lbs. per acre per annum on Plot 1, 
and from 800 to 200 lbs. on all the other Plots where it was used ; 
the sulphate of soda from 400 to 200 lbs. on Plot 1, to 100 lbs. on 
all the Plots on which 200 Ibs. had previously been applied, and 
from 550 to 336} lbs. (two-thirds the amount) on Plots 12a and 

12d; and the sulphate of magnesia from 420 to 280 Ibs. (two-thirds 
the amount) on Plots 14a and 140. 

* Plot 9a—the sulphates of potass, soda, and magnesia, and the 

superphosphate of lime, were applied in the 12th and succeeding 
seasons, but not in the 9th, 10th, and 11th; and the amount of 

nitrate of soda was for the 9th season only 475 lbs. per acre, and 
for the 10th and 11th seasons only 275 Ibs. 

* Plot 95—in the 9th season only 475 lbs. of nitrate of soda were 
applied. 

* Common salt—not applied after the 10th season. 

® Plots 17a and 17b, and 18a and 18)—the manures on these 
plots alternate: that is, Plots 17 were manured with ammonia-salts 
in the 9th season; with the sulphates of potass, soda, and magne- 
sia, and superphosphate of lime, in the 10th ; ammonia-salts again 

in the 11th; the sulphates of potass, soda, and magnesia, and 
superphosphate of lime, again in the 12th, and soon. Plots 18, 
on the other hand, had the sulphates of potass, soda, and magne- 

sia, and superphosphate of lime, in the 9th season; ammonia-salts 

in the 10th, and so on, alternately. 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 

TaBLE X.—PrRopDUCE of the 9TH SEASON, 
1851-2. SrEp (Red Cluster) sown No- 
vember 7, 1851; Crop cut August 24, 
1852. 

Plots. 

AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

TaBLE XI.—PrRopDUvUCE of the 10TH SEA- 
“ son, 1853. SEED (Red Rostock) sown 
March 16; Crop cut September 10, 
and carted September 20, 1853. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 
(For the Manures see pp. 202 

and 203.) 

a ~» 
Dressed Corn. = 

= |S 
: eS Se | Ses > Ko} See 

S =} SO [RsS8 
~ 2S yS8 
~ Be 3 (8&8&s 

$ SQ} 8 (sa 
> << NIN 

we © 

22 04% |57 3) 1343 | 4162 
24 03% | 55.6) 1472 | 4553 
22 1% |55 9) 1387 | 4299 
94 13% |57.4| 1503 | 4760 
24 11% | 57.3) 1492 | 4724 
24 57.5| 1480 | 4702 

23 3% |55.0| 1794 | 6471 
28 0 |54.5/ 1700 | 6316 

9 2 |56.5/ 1577 | 5311 
4 134 | 56.9! 1520 | 4986 
13 3 |57.0| 869 | 2556 
14 33% |56.7| 921 | 2685 

24 3% | 56.1] 1582 | 4979 

14 0% |56.6| 875 | 2452 
19 1% |56.9| 1177 285 | 
19 2% 1|55.91 1176 | 3355 

Piots. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 
(For the Manures see pp. 202 

D essed Corn. 

> 

s 
8 
= 

LS 

Bush. Pks. 
9 0% 
6° 1% 

19 OW 
5 38% 
ree al 

10 O 
10 1 
16 3% 
19 1 
23. 2% 
2B BA 
22° 1% 
240 24 

ike al 
10 1% 

9 38% 
15. 32 
Lie 2 
18° 2% 
22 0 
23. 3% 
22 1% 
23 21g 
OH, 
238 0% 

19 O 
23° (215 

QA 1g 
2 3% 

8 1% 
8 38% 

ey oA 
20 3 

19 bed 

# 

Weight Busha. 

and 208). 

Total Corn. 

i i 

wre poS AIwooy, 
SES. 

446 

587 
611 
9718 

1072 
1369 
1357 
1346 
1425 

691 
649 

642 
896 

1015 
1073 
1283 
1375 
1341 
1396 
1322 
1347 

1148 
1351 

1496 
1537 

520 
539 | 

1111 
1256 | 

1160 

425 | 
753 
592 

| 

Lotal Produce 
(Corn and Straw.) 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 

AFTER YEAR, ON 

Taste XII.—-Propuce of the liTH 
SEASON, 1853-4. SEED (Red Rostock)), 
sown November 12, 1853; Crop cut 
August 21, and carted August 31, 1854.) 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
and 203). 

2 Dressed Corn. t 8 = 

Tae oe oe ce 
3 =o | = isSe 
Ss Ss | S$ $838 
oe Ss 

Bush. Pks. | Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs. 
0 26 1% 61.0 | 1672 | 3786 
1 24 Iw | 60.2 | 1529) 4060 
2 41 OW 62.5 | 2675 | 7125 
3 21 0% | 60.6 | 1359 | 3496 
4 23 ©6986 61.1 | 1521 | 8859 

5a 24 16 | 61.0 | 1578 | 4098 
5D 24. 0 61.6 | 15382] 4035 
6a 33 2% 61 8 | 2186 | 60381 
65 84 2144 61.8 | 2239 | 6294 
"a A 84 61 9 | 2950 | 8553 
"%D 45 1% 61.8 | 2944 | 8440 
8a AG 1% 61.4 | 8065 | 9200 
8b 49 MW 61.8 | 3208 | 9825 

9a 38 3 60.7% | 2456 | 6598 
9b 38 BW 60.7 | 2480 123 

10a 84 16 | 60.5 | 2211 | 5808 
105 | 39 0% | 61.6 | 2585 | 7003 
lla 44. 2 61.1 | 2859 | 8006 
116 4B OW 61.2 | 2756 | T7716 
12a 45 3% 62.2 | 2966 | 8469 
125 455 1% 62.2 | 2939 | 8412 
13a 45 OW 62 2 | 2913 | 8311 
130 43 34 62.2 | 2858 | 8403 
14a 45 1% | 62.2 | 2946 8498 
14d 44 OW | 62.2 | 2863 | 8281 

15a 438 11g | 62.1 | 2801 | 7699 
15d ad 62.4 | 2810 | 8083 

16a 49 2% | 61.7 | 8230 | 9932 
16d 50 0% | 61.7% | 8293 | 9928 

1%a 45 8 62.1 | 2948 | 8218 
17%} 42 22% | 62.2 | 27382) 7629 
18a 24 0 61.2 | 1526 | 3944 
18d 23 23% | 61.0 | 1511] 3888 

19 41 O% | 61.7 | 2666 | 7343 

20 B2) 8 60.8 | 1445 | 8662 
21 382 014 | 61.2 | 2030| 5470 
22 31 38 61.0 ' 1994! 53834 

THE SAME LAND. 

TABLE XIII.—PropuckE of the 12TH 
SEASON, 1854-5. SEED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 9, 1854; Crop cut 
August 26, and carted September 2, 
1855. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC, 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
and 203). | 

2 Dressed Corn. S 
S — eee 

= 3s | S Mes 
& (|S8| 3 lsss 

Sm S S VR 
Ce SRS SiS 

Bush. Pks. | lbs. | Ibs. | Ibs. 
0 i 0 60.7 | 1096 | 2822 
1 18 2 60.5 | 1179 | 3069 
2 384 23g =| 62.0 | 2237 | 6082 
3 a 59.2| 1072 | 2859 
4 18 24 | 59.5} 1168 | 3000 

5a 18 59.9} 1157 | 2976 
5D 18 0% | 60.1) 1143 | 2943 
6a 27: 3 60.3 | 1753 | 4590 
6d 28 «1 60.9 | 1811 | 4848 
(a 32 234 =| 59.4) 2084 | 5995 
7b 33 «1144 «| 59.5 | 21388 | 6296 
8a 29 «3 58.8 | 1909 | 5747 
8 | 33 0% |58.7| 2153 | 6495 

9a 29 25 «=| 58.3) 1932 | 5878 
9b 25 1 | 57.3) 1605 | 4817 

10a 19 83% [57.11 1285 | 3797 
105 28 0% | 58.9} 1805 | 507 
lla 18. -3 55.3 1210 | 3694 
116 24 24 | 56.3) 1580 | 4733 
12a 30 0% |59.5| 1940 | 5478 
126 33 2 60.2 | 2172 | 6182 
13a 29 «(0 59.9 | 1924 | 5427 
130 82 2 60.4 2110 | 5980 
14a 29 3 60.0) 1954 | 5531 
146 | 83 1% | 60.0) 2158 | 5161 

15a 31 314 «| 60.0! 2030 | 5855 
150 33.8 60.6 | 2193 | 6415 

16a | 33 14% bs. 2100 | 6634 
16 32 2 58.2) 2115 | 7106 

1%a 18 3% | 60.8) 1227 | 3203 
175 17 0% | 60.3) 1110 | 2914 
18a 82 3834 ~=| 609)| 2127 | 6144 
185 33. 13, | 60.8| 2170 | 6385 

19 80 OW |58 7} 1967 | 5818 

20 17 23g | 61.1} 1155 | 2986 
21 24 134 | 60.8) 1533 | 3952 
22 24 23g $60.1! 1553 ' 4010 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 

AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

TasBLE XIV.—Propuce of the 137TH,,TABLE XV.—PRODUCE OF THE 147TH 
Srason, 1855-6. SeED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 13, 1855; Crop cut 
August 26, and carted September 3, 
1856. 

SEASON, 1856-7. SEED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 6, 1856; Crop cut 
qaaeuee 13, and carted August 22, 

Dit. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
and 208.) 

3 Dressed Corn. Se 
S = || & Ss 
a = al WS ies 

S ws 'S iS ees 
~ es StS 
Ss as SS SSS 
S |ss| 35 = 
> i= HIN 

Bush. Pks. | Jbs. | lbs. | Ibs. 
0 18 1W 56.8 | 1179 | 8148 
1 17 0% | 56.3) 1102 | 3035 
>) 36 1% 58.6 | 2277 | 6594 
3 14 2 54.3 892 | 2450 
4 i abes 55.5 | 1026 | 2757 

5a 18 3% 56.5 | 1167 | 3179 
5d 20 1% 56.2 | 1247 | 3369 
6a 2% «1% 58.2 | 171% | 4767 
65 28 OW 58.5 | 1755 | 4848 
Ta site) al 58.0 | 2312 | 6872 
¥) 386 2% 57.6 244 | 6642 
8a 40 OW 56.8 | 2507 | 7689 
8b 37 % 57.1 | 2400 | 7489 

9a 32 14 57.2 | 2019 | 5894 
95 26 «620 56.3 | 1679 | 4881 

10a 4 0% 55 6 | 1505 | 4823 
10d mb 28% BV.2 >| 127 | 4895 
lla 31 «6384 57.3 | 2001 | 5518 
11d 380 26 57.5 | 1946 | 5889 
12a 33 38% 58.7 | 2102 | 5949 
12d 32 Os 58.8 | 2079 | 5804 
18a 382 «1% 58 6 | 2036 | 577 
185 30 3% 58.9 | 2008 | 5659 
14a 38> 6 «(0% 58.6 | 2195 | 6897 
145 | 34 0% | 59.0 | 2162 | 6279 

15a 30 OW 59.1 | 1923 | 5444 
15d se 20 59.4 | 2045 | 5797 

16a 38 OW 58.5 | 2426 | 7955 
166 ot) 8 58.7% | 2450 | 7917 

1%a Sl 28g 59.0 | 19838 | 5541 
1%} 30) 1 59.1 | 1985 | 5400 
18a 1” 336 57.8 | 1140 | 3152 
18d 18 0 57. | 1131 | 3069 

19 era 58.9 | 2059 | 5621 

20 1% 0% 57.7% | 1075 | 2963 
21 QQ Fag 58.0 | 1898 | 8927 
22 21 1% 57.8 | 1851 | 3849 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
and 208.) 

# Dressed Corn. Le 
S s |ses 
RY a QS, SS (SP sS 

= 3S o Kes 
= SS/ os Pss 
= Sa| 8 |§Se 
& Ee ae 

Bush. Pks. | lbs Ibs. | Ibs. 
0 18 2% | 59.0} 1181 | 2726 
1 17 2% |59.0} 1118 | 2650 
2 41 03% | 60.4] 2587 | 5910 
3 19 383 | 58.38] 1236 | 2813 
4 22 13% | 58.8} 1386 | 2958 

5a 22 33% | 59.0) 1409 | 3026 
5D | 24 2% |58.8| 1512 | 3247 
6a 85 1% |59 9; 2211 | 4968 
6b 85 144 | 59 8! 2193 | 4950 
Wa 43 1144 | 60.5) 2782 | 6462 
"b 46 13 | 60.8) 2902 | 6793 
8a Eee 3} 60.8) 3058 | 73855 
8b 48 384% | 60.6/ 3129 | 7579 

9a Ase 60.1} 2767 | 6634 
9b |-386 03 | 58.0) 2220 | 5203 

10a 29 O%W | 58.0} 1816 | 4208 
100 84 2 58.6] 2185 | 5060 
lia 89 «(0 58.5| 2432 | 5875 
11d 39 603% | 58.0| 2397 | 53817 

| 12a 43 381g | 604)! 2747 | 6894 
126 43 2 60.4| 2729 | 6312 
13a 49 3 60.6) 2714 | 6421 
18d 43. 2 60-5) 2739 | 6386 
lda 45 3 60.5} 2781 | 64389 
14d 42 38% | 60.8) 2699 | 6351 

15a 42 11% |60.4 2681 6368 
15d 44 1% |60.0 2765, 65438 

16a 48 3144 |60.5 8181 | 7814 
160 50 620 60.5 8194 , 7897 

1%a 26 2% |59.1 1642 3700 
1%} 25 383% |58.8 1588 3523 
18a 41 0% |59.% 2566 6009 
18d 40 0% |59.8 2519 | 5884 

19 41 224% |59.5 2600 5793 
| 

20 19 23% | 58.4 1213 QW" 
21 4 O 60.6 1538 383538 
22 238 03g |'60.6 1491 38298 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 

AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

TABLE XVI.—Propuce of the 15rH||TaBLE XVII.—PRopucE of the 16TH 
SEason, 1857-8. SEED (Red Rostock)|| Season, 1858-9. SrED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 3 and 11, 1857; Crop}| sown November 4, 1858; Crop cut 
cut, August 9, and carted August 20,|| August 4, and carted August 20, 1859. 
1858. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 (For the Manures see pp. 202 

and 203.) and 203.) 

s Dressed Corn. : Sas 2 Dressed Corn. : Sry 

ee Sol |e less Sea ig: ees 
S |R8 Es 2 jzel> es 
5 S3| 8 [sss s |S3| 8 [88s 
Soke Ge SE op eva 

Bush. Pks. | lbs Ibs. | lbs Bush. Pks. | lbs. | Ibs. | Ibs. 
0 20 3 61.2 | 1332 | 3234 0 21 244 «| 54.0) 1254 
1 16 1% | 60.7} 1055 | 2685 u 19 55.0} 1189 | 3489 
2 88 3% | 62.6 | 2512 | 6349 2 36 0% | 56.5] 2263 | 7073 
3 18 0 60.4 | 1141 | 2811 3 18 1% | 52.5] 1051 | 3226 

¥ 4 19 O% | 61.1} 1206 | 2879 4 19 03 | 55.0] 1188 | 3418 

5a 18 2% | 61.5] 1187 | 2719 5a 20 234 | 56.0] 1277 | 3600 
5d 19 61.4 | 1227 | 2870 50 20 26 | 56-0| 1273 | 3666 
6a 28 214 | 62.1) 1818 | 4395 6a 29 2% |56.5) 1808 | 5555 
6b 29 OW | 62.1] 1850 | 4563 60 380 OW | 56.5] 1855 | 5708 
Wa 88 234 | 61.9] 2450 | 6415 Ta 84 23, | 55.9) 2097 | 6774 
Wb 39 214 | 62.3 | 2530 | 6622 ) 34 2 55.9] 2089 | 6892 
8a 41 334 | 61.8] 2680 | 7347 8a 84 3814 | 54.0} 2068 | 7421 
8d 41 334 | 61.7% | 2675 | '%342 8d 34 34 153.4] 2007 | 7604 

9a 38% 2% | 60.8] 2384 | 6701 9a 30 60 54.5] 1806 | 7076 
95 23 58.8 | 1470 | 4158 9b 24 214 | 50.5] 1412 | 5002 

10a 22 3% | 59.6| 1439 | 3569 10a 18 334, |51.5] 1207 | 3987 
105 27 61.4 | 1775 | 4390 105 2b 2 52.5} 1500 | 4920 
lia 30 33 | 60.5) 1977 | 4774 lla 26 8% | 51.4] 1628 ! 5155. 
115 33 0% | 60.4| 2099 | 5117 11d 27 38% | 51.3) 1698 | 5275 
12a 387 33% | 62.1) 2437 | 6100 12a 84 2% | 54.5! 2060 | 6610 
126 3703 62.1 | 2387 | 6060 126 84 3% | 54.8) 2115 | 6858 
13a 87 03% | 62.1] 2384 | 6077 13a 84 0% | 55.0] 2087 | 6774 
13d 87 «640% «| 62.7% | 2397 | 6074 130 84 3 | 55.0] 2087 | 6894 
14a 87 3 | 62.11 2413 | 6150 14a | 84 1% | 54.5) 2054 | 6817 
14d 388 1% | 62.0 | 2436 | 6146 14d 84 24% | 54.5) 2074 | 6774 

15a 85 13 | 62.6] 2285 | 5800 15a 84 03% | 55.0) 2053 | 6826 
15d 37 2 62.8 | 2436 | 6134 15d 35 4 | 55.0] 2095 | 7088 

16a 41 3 62.1 | 2702 | 7499 16a 84 33% | 52.6] 2026 | 7953 
16d 42 0% | 62.1) 2717 | '%530 165 84 13% | 52.6] 2005 | 7798 

lva 338 134 | 62.5 | 2150 | 5353 17a 21 1% | 55.0} 1247 | 3730 
17} 838. 314 | 62.5 | 2181 | 5455 17) 19 3 54.5| 1168 | 3541 
18a 22 334 | 62.3 1472 | 3480 18a 82 3% | 55.5) 1973 | 6506 
185 20 23% | 62.4] 1338 | 3305 18d 32 2 56.0} 1980 | 6630 

19 33 1% | 62.5 | 2177 | 5362 19 30 2 55.5] 1903 | 5926 

20 17 +O 60.3 | 1089 | 2819 20 1% 3% | 52.5) 10389 | 3256 
21 24 13% | 61.5] 1574 | 3947 21 26 1% | 54.0) 1538 | 4723 
22 22 0 61.5 | 1412 | 3592 22 24 03% #%'|55.0! 1460 ' 4440 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 

AFTER YEAR, ON 

TaBLE XVIII.—Propvuce of the 17TH 
SEasoN, 1859-60. SEED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 17, 1859; Crop cut 
September 17 and 19, and carted Octo- 
ber 5, 1860. 

PrRopDUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
and 208.) 

e sb) 
Ss Dressed Corn. Qe 
S Se 
~ > Ses! ears 

os ~S Oo Wes! 
3 ~S a8 
s S27 8. sss 
$ SS | 8 ($Ce 
rr = SS 

16 O% | 53.1) 9385 2595 
21 OM 53 7 | 1210 3393 
22 «3834 54.2 | 1326 3719 
2% «6386 «| 543] 1612 | 4615 
2% 234 54.3 | 1597 | 4734 
30 63 52.8 | 1759 5639 
381 23% | 52.3] 1787 | 5600 

32 23 | 51.5] 1858 | 6635 
19 2% | 48.5 | 1155 | 4285 

lee Le 49.5} 905 3118 
18 244 51.0 | 1060 | 8420 
22 1K 510] 1270 373 

THE SAME LAND. 

‘TaBLE XIX.—PropvuceE of the 18TH - 
SEASON, 1860-1. SEED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 5, 1860; Crop cut 
i 20, and carted August 27, 

61. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. _ 
(For the Manures see pp. 202 

and 203.) 
: x 

3 Dressed Corn. Sx 
= s |se 
R s e.| & BS. 

8 s3/ S Wess 

8 3S Ss |SOSs 
> 2X Ss [sR 
S = NW 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5a 
5D 
6a 
60 
Ta 
%b 
8a 
8d 

9a 
9d 

10a 
10d 
lla 
110 
12a 28 OW 53.4 | 1648 | 4878 
120 
18a 
130 
14a 
14d 

15a 
15d 

16a 
16d 

1%a 
175 
18a 
18d 

92 11% | 51.2] 1307 4000 

2 21% | 53.5 | 1577 | 4664 
26 0% | 54.3| 1575 | 4568 
27 06 | 53.8] 1600 | 4637 
27 136 «| 53.7 | 1588 | 463 
27 0% | 53.2| 1563 | 4666 

25 13 | 53.8/| 1510 | 4387 
28 0 54.0 | 1614 | 4704 

32 2 520 | 1856 | 5973 
32 3 51.7 | 1889 | 6096 

24 0% | 54.1] 1409 | 4109 
268 1% | 54.3) 1548 | 4518 
15 11% | 54.5 | 929 | 2649 
16 134 | 54.6| 963 | 2706 

19 24 0% | 53.0| 1435 | 4178 

20 12 0% | 51.5) 722] 2155 
21 15 525 | 893 | 2639 
22 13 3% 153.81 847 

155 | 8 60 2| 2249 | 5727 

16a | 36 1% |58.0| 2388 | 6761 
16d | 37 2 58.6 | 2432 | 6775 

va | 19 1 59.3 | 1229 | 2982 
1% | 18 0% | 59.1] 1166 | 2829 
18@ | 32 136 |59.6| 2050 | 5144 
18 | 33 1% |59.5| 2122 | 5446 
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EXPERIMENTS AT ROTHAMSTED ON THE GROWTH OF WHEAT, YEAR 

AFTER YEAR, ON THE SAME LAND. 

TaBLE XX.—PrRopUcE of the 19TH|/TaBLE XXI.—PRoDUCcE of the 20TH 
SEASON, 1861-2. SEED (Red Rostock) 
sown October 25, 1861; 
August 29, and carted September 12, 
1862. 

Plots. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
aud 208.) 

¢ 
Dressed Corn. 

=) Wmowoeo 

818 
1273 

(Corn and 
Total Produce 

Straw). 

Crop cut 

2335 
3465 

1250 | 3480 

SEASON, 1862-38. SEED (Red Rostock) 
sown November 17, 1862; Crop cut 
August 10, and carted August 18, 
1863. 

PRODUCE PER ACRE, ETC. 

(For the Manures see pp. 202 
and 203.) 

2 Dressed Corn. ; Sy 
S SU aes 
& x ee Se eS 

= s¥| 8S As8 
— Ls Ss Ss] 8 [38s 
So WEA) Sule 

Bush. Pks. | lbs. | Ibs lbs 
0 2 0% | 62.6) 1429] 3,254 
il 20 62.8] 1384] 3.079 
2 44 0 63.1] 2886 | '7,165 
3 lh al 622%) 1127 |) N27 
4 20 1 62.3) 1803] 2,957 

5a 19 12 | 63.0] 1283} 2,970 
5b 19m co 63.0) 1296 | 3,064 
6a 89 11g | 62.3] 2522 | 6,236 
60 39 «8 62.3| 2534 | 6,250 
Ta 538 14% 62.6| 3477 | 9,330 
4b 54 (OO 62.5] 3507 | 9,385 
8a 56 2% | 62.3) 3668 | 10.383 
8d 54 3144 | 62.3) 3559 | 10,048 

9a 55 4214 «| 62.1; 3576 | 9,888 
9b 41 1% | 62.5) 2723] 6,920 

10a 39 OM | 62.6) 2587] 6,068 
100 43 22144 | 62.8) 2858 | 6.914 
lia | 45 0 | 62.5) 2979 | 7,212 
110 46 2 62.1) 3060 | 7,519 
12a 54 23% | 62.1! 3533 | 8,976 
120 53 62.2) 3454 | 8,819 
13a 53. 11 62.6, 3453 | 9,192 
13) | 58 1% | 62.5) 3439/] 9238 
1da 54 13% | 62.5) 3527 | 8,986 
14d 58 13% | 62.5) 3450 | 8,749 

15a 48 1% | 62.5) 3114 | 8,276 
155 48 0 62.9| 3127 | 8,240 

16a 56 «6234 :~=C| 62..4| 3710 | 10,717 
16d 55 404 | 62.3 3607 | 10,332 

lta 21 0% | 62.8) 1370 | 3,288 
175 21 13g | 62.8! 1389 | 3,292 
18a 46 1% | 62.6 3006] 7,889 
18 46 0% | 62.8, 3009 | 7,737 

19 46 2% |62.9| 3054| 7,577 

20 17 2% |62.5) 1137| 2,609 
21 27 2% 1625, 1796) 4,279 

62.4; 1907! 4,599 
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The ninth season (1851--2), was unusually cold in June and wet 
in August. It will be seen that the wheat, both in quantity and 
quality, is the poorest since the commencement of the experi- 
ments. The unmanured plot gave less than 14 bushels of dressed 
grain per acre; the plot with barn-yard manure, less than 28 
bushels, and the best yield in the whole series was not quite 29 
bushels per acre, and only weighed 55 lbs. per bushel. On the same 
plot, the year before, with precisely the same manure, the yield 
was nearly 37 bushels per acre, and the weight per bushel, 634 Ibs. 

So much for a favorable and an unfavorable season. . 
The tenth season (1852-38), was still more unfdvorable. The 

autumn of 1852 was so wet that it was impossible to work the 

land and sow the wheat until the 16th of March 1853. 

You will see that the produce on the unmanured plot was less 
than 6 bushels per acre. With barn-yard manure, 19 bushels, and 
with a heavy dressing of ammonia-salts and minerals, not quite 26 

bushels per acre. With a heavy dressing of superphosphate, not 

quite 9} bushels per acre, and with a full dressing of mixed 
mineral manures and superphosphate, 10 bushels per acre. 

The weight per bushel on the unmanured plot was 45 lbs.; with 
mixed mineral manures, 48+ lbs. ; with ammonia-salts alone, 48} 

Ibs.; with barn-yard manure, 51 lbs.; and with ammonia-salts and 
mixed mineral manures, 524 lbs. 

Farmers are greatly dependent on the season, but the good 

farmer, who keeps up the fertility of his land stands a better chance 
of making money (or of losing less), than the farmer who depends 
on the unaided products of the soil. The one gets 6 bushels per 
acre, and 1,413 lbs. of straw of very inferior quality; the 
other gets 20 to 26 bushels per acre, and 5,000 lbs. of straw. And 
you must recollect that in an unfavorable season we are pretty 
certain to get high prices. 

The eleventh season (1853-4,) gives us much more attractive- 

looking figures! We have over 21 bushels per acre on the plot 
which has grown eleven crops of wheat in eleven years without 
any manure. 

With barn-yard manure, over 41 bushels per acre. With am- 
monia-salts alone (17a), 45% bushels. With ammonia-salts and 
mixed minerals, (163), over 50 bushels per acre, and 6,635 lbs. of 
straw. <A total produce of nearly 54 tons per acre. 

The twelfth season (1854-5), gives us 17 bushels of wheat per acre 

on the continuously unmanured plot. Over 34% bushels on the 
plot manured with barn-yard manure. And I think, for the first 
time since the commencement of the experiments, this plot pro- 
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duces the largest yield of any plot in the field. And well it may, 

for it has now had, in twelve years, 168 tons of barn-yard manure 

per acre ! 

Several of the plots with ammonia-salts and mixed minerals, 

are nearly up to it in grain, and ahead of it in straw. 

The thirteenth season (1855-6), gives 144 bushels on the unmanur- 

ed plot; over 36} bushels on the plot manured with barn-yard ma- 

nure ; and over 40 bushels on 8u, dressed with 600 lbs. ammonia- 

galts and mixed mineral manures. It will be noticed that 800 lbs. 

ammonia-salts does not give quite as large a yield this year as 600 

Ibs. I suppose 40 bushels per acre was all that the season was capa-- 

ble of producing, and an extra quantity of ammonia did no good. 

400 lbs. of ammonia-salts, on 7a, produced 374 bushels per acre, 

and 800 Ibs. on 16), only 37% bushels. That extra half bushel 

of wheat was produced at considerable cost. 

The fourteenth season (1856-7), gives 20 bushels per acre on the 

unmanured plot, and 41 bushels on the plot with barn-yard 

manure. Mixed mineral manures alone on 5a gives nearly 23 

bushels per acre. Mixed mineral manures and 200 lbs. ammonia- 

salts, on 6a, give 85} bushels. In other words the ammonia gives 

us over 12 extra bushels of wheat, and 1,140 lbs. of straw. 

Mineral manures and 400 lbs. ammonia-salts, on 73, give 46} 

busheis per acre. Mineral manures and 600 lbs. ammonia-salts, on 

8b, give nearly 49 bushels per acre. Mineral manures and 800 lbs. 

of ammonia-salts, on 163, give 50 bushels per acre, and 4,703 Ibs. 

of straw. 

“This exceedingly heavy manuring,” said the Deacon, “‘ does 

not pay. For instance, 

6200 lbs. ammonia-salts give an increase of 124 bushels per acre. 
“cc 932 “ec (73 

400 “6 ee “ec i 

600 ce ce ce «eo 26 ce 133 

800 iT iT ‘a9 ‘73 Pitt éc “cc 

The Deacon is right, and Mr. Lawes and Dr. Gilbert call especial 

attention to this point. The 200 lbs. of ammonia-salts contain 

about 50 lbs. of ammonia, and the 400 lIbs., 100 lbs. of ammonia. 

And as I have said, 100 lbs. of ammonia per acre is an unusually 

heavy dressing. It is as much ammonia as is contained in 1,000 

Ibs. of average Peruvian guano. We will recur to this subject. 

The fifteenth season (1857-8,) gives a yield of 18 bushels of wheat 

per acre on the continuously unmanured plot, and nearly 39 

bushels on the plot continuously manured with 14 tons of barn- 

yard manure. Mixed mineral manures on 5a and 56, give a mean 

yield of less than 19 bushels per acre. 
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Mixed mineral manures and 100 Ibs. ammonia-salts, on plots 21 
and 22, give 23} bushels per acre. In other words: 

25 lbs. ammonia (100 Ibs. ammonia- salts), gives an inerease 0 of 4% bush. 
10 50 « “(200 < 

100 é “ec (400 ¢é ce «ce “ éé ee (79 (73 920 ce 

150 ce ¢ (600 «6 (7 ce : se ee a3 4c 93 «é 

900 ce éé (800 é 46 6é ? 6b 66 ce (73 93 “ce 

“‘It takes,” said the Deacon, “about 5 lbs. of ammonia to pro- 
duce a bushel of wheat. And according to this, 500 lbs. of Peru- 
vian guano, guaranteed to contain 10 per cent of ammonia, would - 
give an increase of 10 bushels of wheat.” 

“This is a very interesting matter,” said I, ‘‘but we will not 
discuss it at present. Let us continue the examination of the sub- 

ject. Ido not propose to make many remarks on the tables. You 
must study them for yourself. I have spent hours and days and 
weeks making and pondering over these tables. The more you 
study them the more interestmg and instructive they become.” 

The siateenth season (1858-9), gives us a little over 18} bushels 
on the unmanured plot. On the plot manured with 14 tons farm- 

yard manure, 36} bushels; and this is the highest yield this season 
in the wheat-field. Mixed mineral manures alone, (mean of plot 
5a and 5b), give 204 bushels. 

20 Ibs. ammonia (100 lbs. ammonia-salts), and mixed minerals, 

give 25} bushels, or an zncrease over minerals alone of 4% bushels, 

50 Ibs. ammonia, an increase of 9% bushels. 

150 “ 73 “ “c rT; oer a3 

200 6 66 iT 6< 6c 144 ce 

The season was an unfavorable one for excessive manuring. It 
was too wet and the crops of wheat when highly manured were 

much laid. The quality of the grain was inferior, as will be seen 
from the light weight per bushel. 

The seventeenth season (1859--60,) gives less than 13 bushels per 

acre on the unmanured plot; and 82} bushels on the plot ma- 

nured with 14 tons farm-yard manure. This season (1860), was a 
miserable year for wheat in England. It was both cold and wet. 
Mixed mineral manures, on plots 5a and 5b, gave nearly 16 bushels 
per acre. 25 lbs. ammonia, in addition to the above, gave less 
than 15 bushels. In other words it gave no increase at all. 

50 Ibs, ammonia, gave an increase of 6 bushels. 
100 “ ie; 
159 ac 46 ae (a9 éc ce 152 ce 

200 te iT) cc ce ce “ce 162 ce 

It was a poor year for the wheat-grower, and that, whether he 
manured excessively, liberally, moderately, or not at all. 
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“TJ do not quite see that,” said the Deacon, “the farm-yard ma- 

nure gave an increase of nearly 20 bushels per acre. And the quality 

of the grain must have been much better, as it weighed 34 lbs. 

per bushel more than the plot unmanured. If the wheat doubled 

in price, as it ought to do in such a poor year, I do not see but that 

the good farmer who had in previous years made his land rich, 

would come out ahead.” 

“Good for the Deacon,” said I. “‘Is Saul also among the 

prophets?’” If the Deacon continues to study these experiments 

much longer, we shall have him advocating chemical manures and 

high farming ! 

The eighteenth season (1860--1,) gave less than 114 bushels per 

acre on the unmanured plot; and nearly 35 bushels on the ma- 

nured plot. 

The mixed mineral manures, gave nearly.....-.--+-- 153 bushels. 

a en “is and 25lbs.ammonia..18¢ 
ce cc ec é 50 “cc 6c 972 cc 

«ce “ce cé cc 100 6c iT) 85 ce 

66 ee Ti ee 150 cs “ce 85 ce 

ce ce ii) ce 200 ce ce 37 ce 

The nineteenth season (1861-2,) gave 16 bushels per acre on the 

unmanured plot, and over 88} bushels on the plot manured with 

farm-yard manure. 

Mixed mineral manures, gave nearly..........-- 18 bushels per acre. 

a o “ “and 25 Ibs. ammonia..20: ‘“ ty’ 
&e ce ‘79 6c 50 “cc 173 98 ce (a9 

«6 “ iT9 (79 190 ce 173 86 “ “e 

66 ae ce 6c 150 4c 6 894 “é ce 

if} <é &cc cc 200 73 itd 36% “cc ¢é 

The twentieth season (1862-3), gave 17} bushels on the unma- 

nured plot, and 44 bushels per acre on the manured plot. 

Mixed mineral manures alone gave..........-- 19% bushels per acre. 

it o «“ and 25 Ibs. ammonia..28% ‘ 4 
&é a “ec és 50 6é cb 892 iT ae 

Ci) “a if cc 100 cs «“ 5382 cc ce 

«e 46 ac “cc 150 it3 a6 55d “ce ti) 

“cc “cc “ “cc 200 “c “6 56 T 3 ““ 

When we consider that this is the twentieth wheat-crop in suc- 

cession on the same land, these figures are certainly remarkable. 

“They are so,” said the Deacon, “and what to me is the most sur- 

prising thing about the whole matter is, that the plot which has had 

no manure of any kind for 25 years, and has grown 20 wheat-crops 

in 20 successive years, should still produce a crop of wheat of 174 

bushels per acre. Many of our farmers do not average 10 bushels 

per acre. Mr. Lawes must either have very good land, or else the 
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climate of England is better adapted for wheat-growing than West- 
ern New York.” 

‘‘T do not think,” said I, “that Mr. Lawes’ land is any better 
than yours or mine; and I do not think the climate of England is 
any more favorable for growing wheat without manure than our 
climate. If there is any difference it is in our favor.” 
“Why, then,” asked the Doctor, “do we not grow as much 

wheat per acre as Mr. Lawes gets from his continuously unmanured 

plot?” 
This is a question nct difficult to answer. 

1st. We grow too many weeds. Mr. Lawes plowed the land twice 
every year; and the crop was hoed once or twice in the spring to 

kill the weeds. 

2d. We do not half work our heavy land. We do not plow it 
enough—do not cultivate, harrow, and rollenough. I have put 

wheat in on my own farm, and have seen others do the same thing, 

when the drill on the clay-spots could not deposit the seed an inch 
deep. There is “plant-food” enough in these ‘clay-spots” to 

give 17 bushels of wheat per acre—or perhaps 40 bushels—but we 
shall not get ten bushels. The wheat will not come up until 
late in the autumn—the plants will be weak and thin on the 

ground; and if they escape the winter they will not get a fair hoid 
of the ground until Aprilor May. You know the result. The 
straw is full of sap, and is almost sure to rust; the grain shrinks 

up, and we harvest the crop, not because it is worth the labor, but 

because we cannot cut the wheat with a machine on the better 

parts of the field without cutting these poor spots also. An acre 
or two of poor spots pull down the average yield of the field 
below the average of Mr. Lawes’ well-worked but unmanured land. 

3d. Much of our wheat is seriously injured by stagnant water in 
the soil, and standing water on the surface. I think we may safely 

say that one-third the wheat-crop of this county (Monroe Co., N. 
Y.), is lost for want of better tillage and better draining—and yet 
we think we have as good wheat-land and are as good farmers as 

can be found in this country or any other! 

Unless we drain land, where drainage is needed, and unless we 
work land thoroughly that needs working, and unless we kill the 
weeds or check their excessive growth, it is poor economy to sow 

expensive manures on our wheat-crops. 
But I do not think there is much danger of our falling into this 

error. The farmers who try artificial manures are the men who 
usually take the greatest pains to make the best and most manure 
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from the animals kept on the farm. They know what manures cost 
and what they are worth. Asa rule, too, such men are good farm- 

ers, and endeavor to work their land thoroughly and keep it clean. 

When this is the case, there can be little doubt that we can often 
use artificial manures to great advantage. 

“You say,” said the Deacon, who had been looking over the 
tables while I was talking, “that mixed mineral manures 
and 50 lbs. of ammonia give 392 bushels per acre. Now these 
mixed mineral manures contain potash, soda, magnesia, and super- 

phosphate. And I see where superphosphate was used without any 

potash, soda, and magnesia, but with the same amount of ammonia, 

the yield is nearly 46 bushels per acre. This does not say much in 

favor of potasli, soda, and magnesia, as manures, for wheat. Again, 

I see, on plot 102, 50 lbs. of ammonia, alone, gives over 434 bushels 

per acre. On plot 110, 50 lbs. ammonia and superphosphate, give 

464 bushels. Like your father, I am inclined to ask, ‘ Where can I 

get this ammonia ?’” 

© dei APE aR i ko NE Ted 
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These careful, systematic, and long-continued experiments of 

Lawes and Gilbert seem to prove that if you have a piece of 

land well prepared for wheat, which will produce, without manure, 

say 15 bushels per acre, there is no way of making that land pro- 

duce 30 bushels of wheat per acre, without directly or indirectly 

furnishing the soil with a liberal supply of available nitrogen or 

ammonia. 

“What do you mean by Girectly or indirectly?” asked the 

Deacon. 

“What I had in my mind,” said I, ‘‘ was the fact that I have 

seen a good dressing of lime double the yield of wheat. In such 

a case I suppose the lime decomposes the organic matter in the 

soil, or in some other way sets free the nitrogen or ammonia 

already in the soil; or the lime forms compounds in the soil which 

attract ammonia from the atmosphere. Be this as it may, the 

facts brought out by Mr. Lawes’ experiments warrant us in con- 

cluding that the increased growth of wheat was connected in some 

way with an increased supply of available nitrogen or ammonia. 
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My father used great quantities of lime as manure. He drew 
it a distance of 13 miles, and usually applied it on land intended 
for wheat, spreading it broad-cast, after the land had received its 
last plowing, and harrowing it in, a few days or weeks before sow- 
ing the wheat. He rarely applied less than 100 bushels of stone- 
lime to the acre—generally 150 bushels. He used to say that a 
small dose of lime did little or no good. He wanted to use enough 
to change the general character of the land—to make the light land 
firmer and the heavy land lighter. 

While I was with Mr. Lawes and Dr. Gilbert at Rothamsted, I 
went home on a visit. My father had a four-horse team drawing 
lime every day, and putting it in large heaps in the field to slake, 
before spreading it on the land for wheat. 

“T do not believe it pays you to draw so much lime,” said I, with 
the confidence which a young man who has learned a little of agri- 
cultural chemistry, is apt to feel in his newly acquired knowledge. 
“Perhaps not,” said my father, “but we have got to do some- 

thing for the land, or the crops will be poor, and poor crops do not 

pay these times. What would you use instead of lime ? ”—‘‘ Lime 
is not a manure, strictly speaking,” said I; “a bushel to the acre 
would furnish all the lime the crops require, even if there was not 

an abundant supply already in the soil. If you mix lime with 
guano, it sets free the ammonia; and when you mix lime with the 
soil it probably decomposes some compounds containing ammonia 

or the elements of ammonia, and thus furnishes a supply of ammo- 
nia for the plants. I think it would be cheaper to buy ammonia 
in the shape of Peruvian guano.” 

After dinner, my father asked me to take a walk over the farm. 

We came toa field of barley. Standing at one end of the field, 
about the middle, he asked me if I could see any difference in the 
crop. “Oh, yes,’ I replied, “the barley on the right-hand is far 
better than on the left hand. The straw is stiffer and brighter, and 
the heads larger and heavier. I should think the right half of the 
field will be ten bushels per acre better than the other.” 

“So I think,” he said, ‘‘and now can you tell me why?”— 
“Probably you manured one half the field for turnips, and not the 

other half.”—‘ No.”—‘* You may have drawn off the turnips from 
half the field, and fed them off by sheep on the other half.”—“ No, 
both sides were treated precisely alike.”—I gave it up —‘‘ Well,” 
said he, “this half the field on the right-hand was limed, thirty 

years ago, and that is the only reason I know for the difference. 
And now you need not tell me that lime does not pay.” 

I can well understand how this might happen. The system of 
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rotation adopted. was, 1st clover, 2d wheat, 3d turnips, 4th barley, 

seeded with clover. 

Now, you put on, say 150 bushels of lime for wheat. After the 

‘wheat the land is manured and sown with turnips. The turnips 

are eaten off on the land by sheep; and it is reasonable to suppose 

that on the half of the field dressed with lime there would be a 

much heavier crop of turnips. These turnips being eaten off by 

the sheep would furnish more manure for this half than the other 

half. Then again, when the land was in grass or clover, the 

limed half would afford more and sweeter grass and clover than 

the other half, and the sheep would remain on it longer. They 

would eat it close into the ground, going only on to the other half 
when they could not get enough to eat on the limed half. More 

of their droppings would be left on the limed half of the field. 
The lime, too, would continue to act for several years; but even 

after all direct benefit from the lime had ceased, it is easy to un- 

derstand why the crops might be better for a long period of time. 

‘Do you think lime would do any good,” asked the Deacon, “ on 
our limestone land ?”—TI certainly do. So far as I have seen, it 
does just as much good here in Western New York, as it did on 
my father’s farm. I should use it very freely if we could get it 
cheap enough—but we are charged from 25 to 30 cts. a bushel for 
it, and I do not think at these rates it will pay to use it. Even gold 

may be bought to dear. 
“You should burn your own lime,” said the Deacon, “ you have 

plenty of limestone on the farm, and could use up your down 

wood.”—TI believe it would pay me to do so, but one man cannot 
do everything. I think if farmers would use more lime for manure 
we should get it cheaper. The demand would increase with com- 
petition, and we should soon get it at its real value. At 10 to 15 

cents a bushel, I feel sure that we could use lime as a manure with 

very great benefit. 

“IT was much interested some years ago,” said the Doctor, “in 
the results of Prof. Way’s investigations in regard to the absorp- 

tive powers of soils.” 
His experiments, since repeated and confirmed by other chem- 

ists, formed a new epoch in agricultural chemistry. They afforded 
some new suggestions in regard to how lime may benefit land. 

Prof. Way found that ordinary soils possessed the power of sep- 
arating, from solution in water, the different earthy and alkaline 
substances presented to them in manure; thus, when solutions of 
salts of ammonia, of potash, magnesia, etc., were made to filter 

10 
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slowly through a bed of dry soil, five or six inches deep, arranged 
in a flower-pot, or other suitable vessel, it was observed that the 
liquid which ran through, no longer contained any of the ammonia 
or other salt employed. The soil had, in some form or other, re- 

tained the alkaline substance, while the water in which it was pre- 

viously dissolved passed through. 

Further, this power of the soil was found not to extend to the 
whole salt of ammonia or potash, but only to the alkali itself. If, 
for instance, sulphate of ammonia were the compound used in the 

experiments, the ammonia would be removed from solution, but 
the filtered liquid would contain sulphuric acid in abundance— 
not in the free or uncombined form, but united to lime; instead of 

sulphate of ammonia we should find sulphate of lime in the solu- 

tion; and this result was obtained, whatever the acid of the salt 

experimented upon might be. 

It was found, moreover, that the process of filtration was by no 

means necessary; by the mere mixing of an akaline solution with 
a proper quantity of soil, as by shaking them together in a bottle, 
and allowing the soil to subside, the same result was obtained. 
The action, therefore, was in no way referable to any physical 
law brought*into operation by the process of filtration. 

It was also found that the combination between the soil and 
the alkaline substance was rapid, if not instantaneous, partaking 

of the nature of the ordinary union between an acid and an alkali. 
In the course of these experiments, several different soils were 

operated upon, and it was found that all soils capable of profitable 
cultivation possessed this property in a greater or less degeee. 

Pure sand, it was found, did not possess this property. The 
organic matter of the soil, it was proved, had nothing to do with 
it. The addition of carbonate of lime to a soil did not increase its 

absorptive power, and indeed it was found that a soil in which car- 

bonate of lime did not exist, possessed in a high degree the power 

of removing ammonia or potash from solution. 
To what, then, is the power of soils to arrest ammonia, potash, 

magnesia, phosphoric acid, etc., owing? The above experiments 

lead to the conclusion that it is due to the clay which they contain. 

In the language of Prof. Way, however, 
“Tt still remained to be considered, whether the whole clay 

took any active part in these changes, or whether there existed in 
clay some chemical compound in small quantity to which the 
action was due. This question was to be decided by the extent to 
which clay was able to unite with ammonia, or other alkaline 
bases; and it soon became evident that the idea of the clay as a 
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whole, being the cause of the absorptive property, was inconsis- 
tent with all the ascertained laws of chemical combination.” 

After a series of experiments, Prof. Way came to the conclusion 

that there is in clays a peculiar class of double silicates to which 

the absorptive properties of soil are due. He found that the double 

silicate of alumina and lime, or soda, whether found naturally in 

soils or produced artificially, would be decomposed when a salt of 

- ammonia, or potash, etc., was mixed with it, the ammonia, or pot- 

ash, taking the place of the lime or soda. 

Prof. Way’s discovery, then, is not that soils have “ absorptive 

properties ’—that has been long known—but that they absorb am- 
monia, potash, phosphoric acid, etc., by virtue of the double sili- 

cate of alumina and soda, or lime, etc., which they contain. 

Soils are also found to have the Howes of absorbing ammonia, 

or rather carbonate of ammonia, from the air. 

‘“‘ It has long been known,” says Prof. Way, “that soils acquire 
fertility by exposure to the influence of the atmosphere—hence one 
of the uses of fallows. * * I find that clay isso greedy of ammonia, 
that if air, charged with carbonate of ammonia, so as to be highly 
pungent, is passed through a tube filled with small iragments of 
dry clay, every particle of the gas is arrested.” 

This power of the soil to absorb ammonia, is also due to the 
double silicates. But there is this remarkable difference, that while 
either the lime, soda, or potash silicate is capable of removing the 

ammonia from solution, tue lime silicate alone has the power of ab- 

sorbing tt from the air. 
This is an important fact. Lime may act beneficially on many 

or most soils by converting the soda silicate into a lime silicate, or, 
in other words, converting a salt that will not absorb carbonate of 
ammonia from the air, into a salt that has this important property. 

There is no manure that has been so extensively used, and with 
such general success as lime, and yet, “who among us,” remarks 
Prof. Way, “can say that he perfectly understands the mode in 
which lime acts ?”” We are told that lime sweetens the soil, by neu- 
tralizing any acid character that it may possess; that it assists the 

decomposition of inert organic matters, and therefore increases the 
supply of vegetable food to plants: that it decomposes the remains 

of ancient rocks containing potash, soda, magnesia, etc., occurring 

in most soils, and that at the same time it liberates silica from these 

rocks; and lastly, that lime is one of the substances found uni- 

tormly and in considerable quantity in the ashes of plants, that 

therefore its application may be beneficial simply as furnishing a 

material indispensable to the substance of a plant. 
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These explanations are no doubt good as far as they go, but 
experience furnishes many facts which cannot be explained by any 

one, or all, of these suppositions. Lime, we all know, does much 

good on soils abounding in organiz matter, and so it frequently 

does on soils almost destitute of it. It may liberate potash, soda, 
silica, etc., from clay soils, but the application of potash, soda, and 

silica has little beneficial effect on the soil, and therefore we can- 

not account for the action of lime on the supposition that it ren- 

ders the potash, soda, etc., of the soil available to plants. Further- 
more, lime effects great good on soils abounding in salts of lime, 

and therefore it cannot be that it operates as a source of lime for 

the structure of the plant. 
None of the existing theories, therefore, satisfactorily account 

for the action of lime. Prof. Way’s views are most consistent with 

the facts of practical experience; but they are confessedly hypo- 
thetical; and his more recent investigations do not confirm the 

idea that lime acts beneficially by converting the soda silicate into 

the lime silicate. 
Thus, six soils were treated with lime water until they had ab- 

sorbed from@ne and a half to two per cent of their weight of lime. 
This, supposing the soil to be six inches deep, would be at the rate 

of about 300 bushels of lime per acre. The amount of ammonia in 
the soil was determined before liming, after liming, and then after 
being exposed to the fumes of carbonate ammonia until it had ab- 
sorbed as much as it would. The following table exhibits the results: 

“No. 1.|No. 2. No. 3.|No. 4. No. 5.|No. 6. 

Ammonia in 1,000 grains of natura] 
Soil ase ec OEM Oper crpeer if 0.293 | 0.181 | 0.085 | 0.109 0.127 0.083 

Ammonia in 1,000 grains of soil after 
Mimbo Hae t ic Se eee ee Sind ore lana: Salen niece 0.169 | 0.102 | 0.040 | 0.050} ..... 0.051 

AMMONIA. ce oeenns cae eee seer 2.226 | 2.066 | 3.297 | 1.076 | 3.265 1.827 
Ammonia in 1,090 grains of soil after 

exposure to ammonia without liming. | 1.906 | 2.557 | 3.286 1.097 2.615 | 2.028 

No. 1. Surface soil of London clay. 
2. Same soil from 14 to 2 feet below the surface. 

. 3. Same soil 34 feet below the surface. 
No. 2 Loam of tertiary drift 4 feet below the surface. 

6 
. Gault clay—surface soil. 
. Gault clay 4 feet below the surface. 

It is evident that lime neither assisted nor interfered with the 

absorption of ammonia, and hence the beneficial effect of liming 
on such soils must be accounted for on some other supposition. 

This negative result, however, does not disprove the truth of Prof. 
Way’s hypothesis, for it may be that the silicate salt in the natural 
soils was that of lime and not that of soda. Indeed, the extent to 
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which the natural soils absorbed ammonia—equal, in No. 3, to 
about 7,000 Ibs. of ammonia per acre, equivalent to the quantity 
contained in 700 tons of barn-yard manure—shows this to have 

been the case. 
‘The lime liberated one-half the ammonia contained in the soit. 

“This result,” says Prof. Way, “is so nearly the same in all 
cases, that we are justified in believing it to be due to some special 
cause, and probably it arises from the existence of some compound 

silicates containing ammonia, of which lime under the circum- 
stances can replace one-half—forming, for instance, a double sili- 

cate of alumina, with half lime and half ammonia—such com- 

pounds are not unusual or new to the chemist.” 

This loss of ammonia from a heavy dressing of lime is very 

great. A soil five inches deep, weighs, in round numbers, 500 tons, 

or 1,000,000 lbs. The soil, No. 1, contained .0293 per cent of am- 

monia, or in an acre, five inches deep, 293 lbs. After liming, it 

contained .0169 per cent, or in an acre, five inches deep, 169 lbs. 

The loss by liming is 124 Ibs. of ammonia per acre. This is equal 

to the quantity contained in 1200 Ibs. of good Peruvian guano, or 

124 tons.of barn-yard manure. ©: 
In commenting on this great loss of ammonia from liming, 

Prof. Way observes: 
“Ts it not possible, that for the profitable agricultural use, the 

ammonia of the soil is too tightly locked up in it? Can we sup- 

pose that the very powers of the soil to unite with and preserve 

the elements of manure are, however excellent a provision of 

nature, yet in some degree opposed to the growth of the abnormal 

crops which it is the business of the farmer to cultivate? There 

is no absolute reason why such should not be the case. A provision 

of nature must relate to natural circumstances ; for instance, con? 
pounds of ammonia may be found in the soil, capable of giving out 

to the agencies of water and air quite enough of ammonia for the 

growth of ordinary plants and the preservation of their species ; 

but this supply may be totally inadequate to the necessities of man. 

* * % Now it is not impossible that the laws which preserve the 

supply of vegetable nutrition in the soil, are too stringent for the 

requirements of an unusual and excessive vegetation, such as the 

cultivator must promote. 

“Tn the case of ammonia locked up in the soil, lime may be the 

remedy at the command of the farmer—his means of rendering 

immediately available stores of wealth, which can otherwise only 

slowly be brought into use. 

“In this view, lime would well deserve the somewhat vague 
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name that has been given it, namely, that of a ‘stimulant’; for its 
application would be in some sort an application of ammonia, 
while its excessive application, by driving off ammonia, would 

lead to all the disastrous effects which are so justly attributed to it. 
“T do not wish to push this assumption too far,” says Prof. 

Way, in conclusion, “but if there be any truth in it, it points out 
the importance of employing lime in small quantities at short in- 
tervals, rather than in large doses once in many years.” 

“The Squire, last year,” said the Deacon, “drew several hundred 
bushels of refuse lime from the kiln, and mixed it with his ma- 

nure. It made a powerful smell, and not an agreeable one, to the 
passers by. He put the mixture on a twenty-acre field of wheat, 
and he said he was going to beat you.” 

“Yes,” said I, ‘so I understood—but he did not do it. If he 

had applied the lime and the manure separately, he would have 

stood a better chance; still, there are two sides to the question. 

I should not think of mixing lime with good, rich farm-yard ma- 

nure; but with long, coarse, strawy manure, there would be less 
injury, and possibly some advantage.” 

“The Squire,” said the Deacon, ‘got one advantage. He had 
not much trouble in drawing the manure about the land. There 
was not much of it left.” 

Lime does not always decompose organic matter. In certain 
conditions, it will preserve vegetable substances. We do not want 

to mix lime with manure in order to preserve it; and if our object 

is to increase fermentation, we must be careful to mix sufficient soil 

with the manure to keep it moist wate to retain the liberated 
ammonia. 

Many farmers who use lime for the first time on wheat, are apt 
to feel a little discouraged in the spring. I have frequently seen 
limed wheat in the spring look worse than where no lime was 
used. But wait a little, and you will see a change for the better, 
and at harvest, the lime will generally give a good account of itself. 

There is one thing about lime which, if generally true, is an im- 
portant matter to our wheat-growers. Lime is believed to hasten 
the maturity of the crop. “It is true of nearly all our cultivated 
crops,” says the late Professor Johnston, “ but especially of those 

of wheat, that their full growth is attained more speedily when 
the land is limed, and that they are ready for the harvest from 

ten to fourteen days earlier. This is the case even with buck- 
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wheat, which becomes sooner ripe, though it yields no larger a 
return when lime is applied to the land on which it is grown.” 

In districts where the midge affects the wheat, it is exceedingly 
important to get a variety of wheat that ripens early; and if lime 
will favor early maturity, without checking the growth, it will be 
of great value. 

A correspondent in Delaware writes: ‘‘I have used lime asa 
manure in various ways. For low land, the best way is, to sow it 
broadcast while the vegetation is in a green state, at the rate of 40 
or 50 bushels to the acre; but if I can not use it before the frost 

kills the vegetation, I wait until the land is plowed in the spring, 
when I spread it on the plowed ground in about the same quantity 

as before. Last year, I tried it both ways, and the result was, my 
crop was increased at least fourfold in each instance, but that 
used on the vegetation was best. The soil is a low, black sand.” 
A farmer writes from New Jersey, that he has used over 

6,000 bushels of lime on his farm, and also considerable guano and 
phosphates, but considers that the lime has paid the best. His 
farm has more than doubled in real value, and he attributes this 
principally to the use of lime. 
“We lime,” he says, ‘‘ whenever it is convenient, but prefer to 

put it on at least one year before plowing the land. We spread 
from 25 to 40 bushels of lime on the sod in the fall; plant with 

corn the following summer; next spring, sow with oats and 
clover; and the next summer, plow under the clover, and sow 
with wheat and timothy. We have a variety of soils, from a 
sandy loam to a stiff clay, and are certain that lime will pay on 

all or any of them. Some of the best farmers in our County com- 
menced liming when the lime cost 25 cts. a bushel, and their farms 
are ahead yet, more in value, I judge, than the lime cost. The 

man who first commences using lime, will get so far ahead, while 
his neighbors are looking on, that they will never catch up.” 

Another correspondent in Hunterdon Co., N. J., writes: ‘“ Ex- 

perience has taught me that the best and most profitable mode of 
applying lime is on grass land. If the grass seed is sown in the 

fall with the wheat or rye, which is the common practice with us 
in New Jersey, as soon as the harvest comes off the next year, we 
apply the lime with the least delay, and while fresh slacked and in 
a dry and mealy state. It can be spread more evenly on the 
ground, and is in a state to be more readily taken up by the fine 

roots of the plants, than if allowed to get wet andclammy. It is 

found most beneficial to keep it as near the surface of the ground 
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as practicable, as the specific gravity or weight of this mineral 
manure is so great, that we soon find it too deep in the ground for 

the fibrous roots of plants to derive the greatest possible benefit 
from its use. With this method of application are connected sev- 

eral advantages. The lime can be hauled in the fall, after the 

busy season is over, and when spread on the sod in this way, comes 

in more immediate contact with the grass and grass-roots than 

when the land is first plowed. In fields that have been limed in 
part in this manner, and then plowed, and lime applied to the 
remainder at the time of planting with corn, I always observe a 
great difference in the corn-crop; and in plowing up the stubble 

the next season, the part limed on the sod is much mellower than 
that limed after the sod was broken, presenting a rich vegetable 
mould not observed in the other part of the field.” 
A farmer in Chester Co., Pa., also prefers to apply lime to newly- 

seeded grass or clover. He puts on 100 bushels of slaked lime per 
acre, either in the fall or in the spring, as most convenient. He 
limes one field every year, and as the farm is laid off into eleven 
fields, all the land receives a dressing of lime once in eleven years. 

In some sections of the country, where lime has been used for 
many years, it is possiblé that part of the money might better be 
used in the purchase of guano, phosphates, fish-manure, etc. ; while 

in this section, where we seldom use lime, we might find it great- 
ly to our interest to give our land an occasional dressing of lime. 

The value of quick-lime as a manure is not merely in supplying 

an actual constituent of the plant. If it was, a few pounds per 
acre would be sufficient. Its value consists in changing the chem- 
ical and physical character of the soil—in developing the latent 
mineral plant-food, and in decomposing and rendering available 
organic matter, and in forming compounds which attract ammonia 
from the atmosphere. It may be that we can purchase this am- 
monia and other plant-food cheaper than we can get it by using 
lime. It depends a good deal on the nature and composition of 
the soil. At present, this question can not be definitely settled, 

except by actual trial on the farm. In England, where lime was 
formerly used in large quantities, the tendency for some time has 
been towards a more liberal and direct use of ammonia and phos- 

phates in manures, rather than to develop them out of the soil by 

the use of lime. A judicious combination of the two systems will 
probably be found the most profitable. 

Msking composts with old sods, lime, and barn-yard manure, is 
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a time-honored practice in Europe. I have seen excellent results 
from the application of such a compost on meadow-land. The 

usual plan is, to select an old hedge-row or headland, which has 

lain waste for many years. Plow it up, and cart the soil, sods, 
etc., into a long, narrow heap. Mix lime with it, and let it lie six 
months ora year. Then turn it, and as soon as it is fine and mel- 
low, draw it on to the land. I have assisted at making many a 
heap of this kind, but do not recollect the proportion of lime used; 
in fact, I question if we had any definite rule. If we wanted to 
use lime on the land, we put more in the heap; if not, less. The 
manure was usually put in when the heap was turned. 

Dr. Veelcker analyzed the dry earth used in the closets at the 
prison in Wakefield, England. He found that: 

Nitro- Phosphor- 
CL antC PA CIOs 

10 tons of dry earth before using contained........... 62 Ibs. 36 lbs. 
10 tons of dry earth after being used once contained... 74 aor“ 
10 tons of dry earth after being used twice contained.. 84 ‘ 09 Mil 
10 tons of dry earth after being used thrice contained.102 ‘ 102 ‘ 

After looking at the above figures, the Deacon remarked: ‘‘ You 
say 10 tons of dry earth before being used in the closet contained 
62 lbs. of nitrogen. How much nitrogen does 10 tons of barn- 
yard manure contain?” 

‘That depends a good deal on what food the animals eat. Ten tons 
of average fresh manure would contain about 80 lbs. of nitrogen.” 

“ Great are the mysteries of chemistry!” exclaimed the Deacon. 
“‘Ten tons of dry earth contain almost as much nitrogen as 10 
tons of barn-yard manure, and yet you think that nitrogen is the 
most valuable thing in manure. What shall we be told next ?” 

‘* You will be told, Deacon, that the nitrogen in the soil is in 
such a form that the plants can take up only a small portion of it. 
But if you will plow such land in the fall, and expose it to the 
disintegrating effects of the frost, and plow it again in the spring, 
and let the sun and air act upon it, more or less of the organic 
matter in the soil will be decomposed, and the nitrogen rendered 
soluble. And then if you sow this land to wheat after a good 
summet-fallow, you will stand a chance of having a great crop.” 

This dry earth which Dr. Veelcker analyzed appeared, he says, 
‘to be ordinary garden soil, containing a considerable portion of 

clay.” After it had been passed once through the closet, one ton 

of it was spread on an acre of grass-land, which produced 2 tons 

8 cwt. of hay. In a second experiment, one ton, once passed 
through the closet, produced 2 tons 7 cwt. of hay per acre. We 
are not told how much hay the land produced without any dress- 
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ing at all. Still we may infer that this top-dressing did considera- 
ble good. Of one thing, however, there can be no doubt. This one 
ton of earth manure contained gnly 1} 1b. more nitrogen and 14]b. 

more phosphoric acid than a ton of the dry earth itself. Why 
then did it prove so valuable as a top-dressing for grass? I will 
not say that it was due solely to the decomposition of the nitro- 
genous matter and other plant-food in the earth, caused by the 
working over and sifting and exposure to the air, and to the action 
of the night-soil. Still it would seem that, so far as the beneficial 
effect was due to the supply of plant-food, we must attribute it to 

the earth itself rather than to the small amount of night-soil 

which it contained. 
It is a very common thing in England, as I have said before, for 

farmers to make a compost of the sods and earth from an old 

hedge-row, ditch, or fence, and mix with it some lime or barn- 
yard manure. Then, after turning it once or twice, and allow- 
ing it to remain in the heap for a few months, to spread it on 
meadow-land. I have seen great benefit apparently derived from 

such a top-dressing. The young grass in the spring assumed a 
rich, dark green color. I have observed the same effect where 
coal-ashes were spread on grass-land; and I have thought that 

the apparent benefit was due largely to the material acting asa 
kind of mulch, rather than to ‘ts supplying plant-food to the grass. 

I doubt very much whether we can afford to make such a com- 
post of earth with lime, ashes, or manure in this country. But I 
feel sure that those of us having rich clay land containing, in an 
inert form, as much nitrogen and phosphoric acid as Dr. Veelcker 

found in the soil to be used in the earth-closet at Wakefield, can 

well afford to stir it freely, and expose it to the disintegrating and 
decomposing action of the atmosphere. 

An acre of dry soil six inches deep weighs about 1,000 tons; and 

consequently an acre of such soil as we are talking about would 
contain 6,200 Ibs. of nitrogen, and 3,600 lbs. of phosphoric acid. In 

other words, it contains to the depth of only six inches as much 
nitrogen as would be furnished by 775 tons of common barn-yard 
manure, and as much phosphoric acid as 900 tons of manure. 

With such facts as these before us, am I to blame for urging farmers 
to cultivate their land more thoroughly? I do not know that my 
land or the Deacon’s is as rich as this English soil; but,at any rate, 
I see no reason why such should not be the case. 



MANURES FOR BARLEY, 227 

CHA PPE AX EX, 

MANURES FOR BARLEY. 

Messrs. Lawes and Gilbert have published the results of experi- 
ments with different manures on barley grown annually on the 
same land for twenty years in succession. The experiments com- 
menced in 1882. 

The soil is of the same general character as that in the field on 

the same farm where wheat was grown annually for so many 

years, and of which we have given such a full account. It is what 

we should call a calcareous clay loam. On my farm, we have 
what the men used to call “clay spots.” These spots vary in size 
from two acres down to the tenth of an acre. They rarely pro- 
duced even a fair crop of corn or potatoes, and the barley was sel- 
dom worth harvesting. Since I have drained the land and taken 

special pains to bestow extra care in plowing and working these 
hard and intractable portions of the fields, the ‘‘clay spots” have 
disappeared, and are now nothing more than good, rather stiff, clay 
loam, admirably adapted for wheat, barley, and oats, and capable 

of producing good crops of corn, potatoes, and mangel-wurzels. 

The land on which Mr. Lawes’ wheat and _ barley experiments 
were made is not dissimilar in gene¥al character from these ‘‘ clay 
spots.” If the land was only half-worked, we should call it clay; 
but being thoroughly cultivated, it is a good clay loam. Mr. 
Lawes describes it as “a somewhat heavy loam, with a subsoil of 
raw, yellowish red clay, but resting in its turn upon chalk, which 
provides good natural drainage.” 

The part of the field devoted to the experiments was divided 
into 24 plots, about the fifth of an acre each. 
Two plots were left without manure of any kind. 
One plot was manured every year with 14 tons per acre of farm- 

yard manure, and the other plots “with manures,” to quote Dr. 

Gilbert, “‘ which respectively supplied certain constituents of farm- 

yard manure, separately or in combination.” 
In England, the best barley soils are usually lighter than the 

best wheat soils. This is probably due to tbe fact that barley 
usually follows a crop of turnips—more or less of which are eaten 

off on the land by sheep. The trampling of the sheep compresses 
the soil, and makes even a light, sandy one firmer in texture. 

In this country, our best wheat land is also our best barley 

land, provided it is in good heart, and is very thoroughly worked. 
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It is no use sowing barley on heavy land half worked. It will do 
better on light soils; but if the clayey soils are made fine and mel- 
low, they produce with us the best barley. 

In chemical composition, barley is quite similar to wheat. Mr. 
Lawes and Dr. Gilbert give the composition of a wheat-crop of 80 
bushels per acre, 1,800 lbs. of grain, and 3,000 lbs. of straw; and 

of a crop of barley, 40 bushels per acre, 2,080 lbs. grain, and 2,500 
Ibs. of straw, as follows: 

In Grain. In Straw. In Total Produce. 

Wheat. Barle ey. -\4 Wheat. Bar ‘ley. Wheat. Barley. 

Ibs. Ibs. | Ibs. Ibs. lbs. lbs. 
Nitrogen........ oes a ie 14 - 45. 45. 
Phosphoric acid. 16. 5. 23. Den 
IPOtashie ere eee 9.5 1 5 a 5 18.5 30. 30. 
GUM Heat e nee ce 1. 10.5 110) ee 
Sinan ee 8.5 re 3, 2.5 6.5 6.5 
Silica: os wcsisannse |e.) O8O 12. | 99/5 | 63. 100. 7. 

A few years ago, when the midge destroyed our wheat, many 
farmers in Western New York raised ‘‘ winter barley,” instead of 
‘‘ winter wheat,” and I have seen remarkably heavy crops of this 
winter barley. It isnot now grown withus. The maltsters would 
not pay as much for it as for spring barley, and as the midge 
troubles us less, our farmers are raising winter wheat again. 

Where, as with us, we raise winter wheat and spring barley, the 
difference between the two crops, taking the above estimate of 
yield and proportion of grain to straw, would be: 

1st. Almost identical composition in regard to nitrogen, phos- 
phoric acid, potash, lime, and magnesia; but as it has more straw, 

the wheat-crop removes a larger amount of silica than barley. 
2d. The greatest difference is in the length of time the two 

crops are in the ground. We sow our winter wheat the last of 
August, or the first and second week in September. Before win- 
ter sets in, the wheat-plant often throws out a bunch of rootsa 

foot in length. During the winter, though the thermometer goes 

down frequently to zero, and sometimes 10° to 15° below zero, yet 
if the land is well covered with snow, it is not improbable that the 

roots continue to absorb more or less food from the ground, and 

store it up for future use. In the spring, the wheat commences to 

grow before we can get the barley into the ground, though not to 
any considerable extent. J have several times sown barley as soon 
as the surface-soil was thawed out five or six inches deep, but with 

a bed of solid frozen earth beneath. 
3d. Two-rowed barley does not ripen as early as winter wheat, 

but our ordinary six-rowed barley is ready to harvest the same 

time as our winter wheat. 
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4th. We sow our barley usually in May, and harvest it in J uly. 
The barley, therefore, has to take up its food rapidly. If we ex: 
pect a good growth, we must provide a good supply of food, and 
have it in the proper condition for the roots to reach it and absorb 
it; in other words, the land must be not only rich, but it must be 
so well worked that the roots can spread out easily and rapidly in 
search of food and water. In this country, you will find ten good 
wheat-growers to one good barley grower. 

“That is so,” said the Deacon; “ but tell us about Mr. Lawes’ 
experiments. I have more confidence in them than in your spec- 
ulations. And first of all what kind of land was the barley grown 
on?” 

“It is,” said I, ‘‘rather heavy land—as heavy as what the men 
call ‘ clay-spots,’ on my farm.” 
“And on those clay-spots,” said the Deacon, “you either get 

very good barley, or a crop not worth harvesting.” 
“You have hit it exactly, Deacon,” said I. “The best barley I 

have this year (1878) is on these clay-spots. And the reason is, 
that we gave them an extra plowing last fall with a three-horse 
plow. That extra plowing has probably given me an extra 30 
bushels of barley per acre. The barley on some of the lighter por- 
tions of the field will not yield over 25 bushels per acre. On the 
clay-spots, it looks now (June 13) as though there would be over 
50 bushels per acre. It is all headed out handsomely on the clay- 
spots, and has a strong, dark, luxuriant appearance, while on the 
sand, the crop is later and has a yellow, sickly look.” 
“You ought,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ to have top-dressed these poor, 

sandy parts of the field with a little superphosphate and nitrate 
of scda.” 

“It would have paid wonderfully well,” said I, “or, perhaps, 
more correctly speaking, the loss would have been considerably 
less. We have recently been advised by a distinguished writer, to 
apply manure to our best land, and let the poor land take care of 
itself. But where the poor lend is ia the same field with the good, 
we are obliged to plow, harrow, cultivate, sow, and harvest the 
poor spots, and the question is, whether we shall make them capa- 
ble of producing a good crop by the application of manure, or be 
at all the labor and expense of putting in and harvesting a crop 
of chicken-feed and weeds. Artificial manures give us a grand 
chance to make our crops more uniform,” 
“You are certainly right there,” said the Doctor, “but let us 

examine the Rothamsted experiments on barley.” 
You will find the results in the following tables. The manures 
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used, are in many respects the same as were adopted in the wheat 
experiments already given. The mineral or ash constituents were 

supplied as follows: 

Potash—as sulphate of potash. 
Soda-—as sulphate of soda. 

Magnesia—as sulphate of magnesia. 
Lime—as sulphate, phosphate, and superphosphate. 
Phosphoric acid—as bone-ash, mixed with sufficient sulphuric 

acid to convert most of the insoluble earthy phosphate of 
lime into sulphate and soluble superphosphate of lime. 

Sulphuric acid—in the phosphatic mixture just mentioned; in 
sulphates of potash, soda, and magnesia; in sulphate of am- 

monia, etc. 

Chlorine—in muriate of ammonia. 
Silica—as artificial silicate of soda. 

Other constituents were supplied as under: 

Nitrogen—as sulphate and muriate of ammonia; as nitrate of 
soda; in farm-yard manure; in rape-cake. 

Non-nitrogenous organic matier, yielding by decomposition, car- 

bonic acid, and other products—in yard manure, in rape-cake. 

The artificial manure or mixture for each plot was ground up, or 
otherwise mixed, with a sufficient quantity of soil and turf-ashes 
to make it up to a convenient measure for equal distribution over 

the land. The mixtures so prepared were, with proper precautions, 

sown broadcast by hand; as it has been found that the application 
of an exact amount of manure, to a limited area of land, can be 
best accomplished in that way. 

The same manures were used on the same plot each year. Any 

exceptions to this rule are mentioned in foot-notes. 
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EXPERIMENTS ON THE GROWTH OF BARLEY, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE 
SAME LAND, WITHOUT MANURE, AND WITH DIFFERENT DESCRIPTIONS 

OF ManurE. Hoos FIELD, RoTHAMSTED, ENGLAND. 
TABLE I.—SHOWING, taken together with the foot-notes, THE DESCRIPTION AND 

QUANTITIES OF THE MANURES APPLIED PER ACRE ON EACH PLOT, IN EAOH 
YEAR OF THE TWENTY, 1852-1871 INCLUSIVE. 

(N. B. This table has reference to all the succeeding Tables]. 

MANURES PER ACRE, PER ANNUM (unless olherwise stated Plots 
Plots in the foot-notes). 

10. Unmanured continuously.......... sieaisia sb aleiels Gieocute"unte'sitoree sieeGe 
ao; 344 cwts. Superphosplate of Lime * O 
3 O. 

40. 

1A, 
2A. 
8 A. 

4A. 

A. 
TRASA eto lbs: Nitrate Sods: ache ceece ace co crenata Aske eae eee | 1 AA, 
2 AA. [215 lbs. Nitrate Soda, 34% cwts. Superphosphate............. (2 AA, 

143 AA. [2% lbs. Nitrate Soda, 200 lbs. ¢ Sulphate Potass, 100 Ibs. ¢ 
Sulphate Soda, 100 Ibs. Sulphate Magnesia............. .... Cre | 

4 AA, [275 lbs. Nitrate Soda, 200 Ibs. + Sulphate Potass, 108 lbs. ¢ 
Sulphate Soda, 100 lbs. Sulphate Magnesia, 344 cwts. Su- 
PERDRGSINA Greta tepceeteniiaa sae me ee tees hice oe Selsaieociet sie) | AeA 

1 AAS, |2%5 lbs. Nitrate Soda, 400 lbs. 7 Silicate Soda........ sAsConeS 1 AAS. 
2 AAS. |275 lbs. Nitrate Soda, 400 lbs. 7 Silicate Soda, 314 cwts. Su- 

DEC PHORDNATG eee scien oats c scat oe eee hae | 2 AAS. 
143 AAS. |2% lbs. Nitrate Soda, 400 lbs. J Silicate Soda, 200 lbs. t Sul- 

peat Potass, 100 lbs. ¢ Sulphate Soda, 100 lbs. Sulphate | 
AAP ROHS S: J-he Lb ee geen cues odes Sanedeeaen sk Cones to oh ks ads 8 AAS, 

4 AAS, |275 Ibs. Nitrate Soda, 400 Ibs. 7 Silicate Soda, 200 Ibs. + Sul- 
phate Potass, 100 lbs. | Sulphate Soda, 100 lbs. Sulphate 
fagnesia, 314 cwts. Superphosphate......... Sooprooned| ches 1c, 1000 Ibs. Rape-cake Slate cee caine tee ee a ORS OC OCH Oo Hy ML AOE 2 C. 1000 Ibs. Rape-cake, 314 ewts. Superphosphate......... wa aise e) Ce 223 ¢, 1000 Ibs. Rape-cake, 200 lbs. + Sulphate Potass, 100 lbs. t Sul- 
hate Soda, 100 lbs. Sulphate Magnesia...............0..00. 3G.) = 4°C. 1000 Ibs. Rape-cake, 200 Ibs. + Sulphate Potass, 100 Ibs. t Sul- 

phate Soda, 100 lbs. Sulphate Magnesia, 334 cwts. Super- 
E PSI ADI MEC 2c css cneeten seat cetsaee Renae cn o-danoeEse aneeks ceive eee {3 N. mia Ibs. Nitrate S004... ..;.0<caevdcovcs eietoinis wersie aeieoie ister dats és 

2N. et The itrate Soda (550 Ibs. Nitrate for 5 years, 1953, 4, 5, 6, ait 

M. 100 lbs. ¢{ Sulphate Soda, 100 Ibs. Sulphate Magnesia, 314 
Cwts. Superphosphate (commencing 1855; 1852, 3, and 4, 
UNINAULLEG iectorers eects See ace Paani eas anata aie eee M. 

5 O. 200 lbs. t Sulphate Potass, 344 cwts. Superphosphate (2C0 Ibs. 
Ammonia-salts also, for the first year, 1852, on Vi) owcdeineccs 5 O. 

5 A. 200 lbs. t Sulphate Potass, 344 ewts. Superphosphate, 200 Ibs. 
AMINIONIA-SAIEB A. to oases cake ese Stsnie Cohiwre siswieciss: sscheemuil Dias 

6{} Unmanured continuously.......... Sieccwewae ue me OAS BODO OE TIA 2t6 
2 Ashes cDUPNE-SOMiaNa IPE) sy scsscce ccs ecscnsceecs Raia ec. sisteainl| ie 

q 14 Tons Harmyard-Manures.c ccs cdeccece cen coceees SarIDOSBa: ee q 

NOTES TO TABLE I. 
* “3%¢ cwts. Superphosphate of Lime’—in all cases, made from 2001bs. Bones 

ash, 150 Ibs. Sulphuric acid sp. gr. 1.7 (and waters. 
t Sulphate Potass—300 lbs. per annum for the first 6 years, 1852-7. 
¢ Sulphate Soda—200 lbs. per annum for the first 6 years, 1852-7. 
§ The “* Ammonia-salts ”—in all cases equal parts of Sulphate and Muriate of Am- 

monia of Commerce. 
| Plots ‘““AA” and “AAS ”—first 6 years, 1852-7, instead of Nitrate of Soda, 400 

Ibs. AmMmonia-salts per annum; next 10 years, 1858-67, 200 lbs. Ammonia-salts per 
annum ; 1868, and since, 275 lbs. Nitrate of Soda per annum. 275 lbs. Nitrate of Soda 
is reckoned to contain the same amount of Nitrogen as 200 lbs. “ Ammonia-salts.” 

S| Plots “‘AAS”—the application of Silicates did not commence until 1864; in 
*64-5-6, and 7, 200 lbs. Silicate of Soda and 200 Ibs. Silicate of Lime were applied per 
acre, but in 1868, and since, 400 lbs. Silicate of Soda, and no Silicate of Lime. These 
plots comprise, respectively, one half of the original ** AA ” plots, and, excepting the 
addition of the Silicates, have been, and are, in other respects, manured in the same 
way as the “ AA” plots. 

** 2000 Ibs. Rape-cake per annum for the first 6 years, and 1000 Ibs. only,each year 
since. tt 300 lbs. Sulphate Potass, and 34% cwts. Superphosphate of Lime, without 
Nitrate of Soda, the first year (1852); Nitrate alone each year since. tt Sulphate 
Soda—200 lbs. per annum 1853, 6, and 7. 
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EXPERIMENTS ON THE GROWTH OF BARLEY, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON 

TIONS OF MANURE, Hoos 

TABLE II.—DRESSED 

[N.B. The double vertical lines show that there was a change in the descrip- 

s Nr 

s | 1852 | 1853 | 1854 |1855/1856 

bushels. |bush. |bush. |bus /bus | bush. 
1 0. evi; | 253, | 85 (81 113%] 26% 
2 0. 935, | 33ie | 4056 |3614|173;| 33% | 
3 O. 2614 | 2754 | 3645 |349411654| 32 
4 0. 32%, | 355, | 42 |3714/195¢| 39% 

Means 28% 8076 881g [3434/17 | 323% 

1A. 36% | 38% | 47% l44wies | 38% 
2A. 335% | 40te | 60% |47sz 29%4| BOs 
3 A. 36 36! | 50 |441¢/28%| 4254 
4A. 403% | 3814 | 6056 |483g 313%| 573% 

Means 384 883g | 5434 |4614'28! 4834 

1AA. ; 443 | 40% | 565% |48 |[36%| 493 
2 AA. | 43% | 4214 | 63" (503 31%] 6613 
3 AA. 413% | 4114 | 51% [4714 2531 49% 
4 AA. 4514 441g Gere 4954 3754 64% 

Means | 43% | 421% | 581 [48% 32%! Br9q_ 

1 AAS. inte! Wee ae nga 
2 AAS 
3 AAS. 
4 AAS. | 

Means Stat 

10. 39% | 39% | 60% (48% 36%| 641, 
2 6. 3635 | 3644 | 6056 153" 3744] 62'4 
3 C. 3314, | 3514 | bei% 1875 3254| 6014 
4 C. 38 40% | 6014 5134 (35 36 | 6214 

Means | 36% | 37% | 59% 5036 8514 6214 

1N, 1 § ||34% | 4934 |50 lee 47% 
2N. t (25%) | 3734 | 534 s0%6)62 58 | | 

M. | 13214 '1834| 2416. 
5 O. (3634) | | 276 | 303% |823¢1914| 3114 
5 A, 3619 401, | 51% |47% 8314] 54% 

| 
- i 29 26%4 | 85% 8734 15%4| 34% 

2 2514 2734 | 8334 386144'15%| 8144 

33 3614 | 563% 15014 8214! 5114 

HARVESTS. 

(4) Averages of 4 years, 4 years, and 8 years. 

1857 | 1858 |1859, 

Table I., and foot-notes 

bed 
1860 1861 

| 
1862 1863 

bush. |bus |bus bus bus |bus 
13144 1614 164 22% 
153 25 21% 32% 
1514 18% 1934 275% 
184 2954 2545 33 

13 | 
1954 
157% | 
19%, 

2614 174 1556 22% 20% 28% 

alg 
51% 

| 8414 
Bg | 

421 
3936 
5614 
40% 
56 '4 

23 

% 265 30%, 3134) 4254 
ie 4336 |485¢ 6154 
16% 28 eee 3514 48% % 

3 4376 5%, 4756 5556 

855g 434 4034 521% 

213g 253435 ‘311¥ 49 
35% 434, 55% 51 6034 
2034 303, 2s 3614 54 
35% 4614 Ey 4 5996 

4814 

5334 

57% 

55 

373/ 
43% 

Be 
253g 
4814 

2614 
| 2534 

55 

2834 36% 45 % 41% 5534 

383, 81% 56% ‘1 
41 ev, 56 % 
34% '35'4 513g Slap 
85 /40% 3354 4546 

3734 36% 54% 41% 

24% 2734 8814 BBY 
261; 293, 4154 382, 

| 

ie 105{ 12754 2354 ' 281% 
1644 | 1044 |2854 1734 2919 
3344/39 eT eakee 

1714/1214 |1654 1834 27% 
1434/12% 17% 19 2854 
| 1 

| 

‘40 |415¢|543¢ 4937 59 

(?) Averages of 9 years, 
last 10 years, and total 17 years. (4) Averages 
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THE SAME LAND, WITHOUT MANURE, AND WITH DIFFERENT DESCRIP- 

FIELD, ROTHAMSTED, ENGLAND. 

CORN PER ACRE—bushels. 

tion, or quantity, of Manure, at the period indicated, for particulars of which see 
thereto, p. 231.] 

1864 |1865 

ot 
| oo 

CO re NAPS ON ON 

43%¢ 

62 

45 | 45% |385¢ 

i“) 43% 

4) 17% 

HARVESTS. 

a 
1866 |1867| 1868 

33 
4376 

3814 [877% 

37% | 
5144 
4175 3939, 
50% 4534 

45% |40%4 

4714 451g 
43% 38% 

| 4834 4254 

4636 |4134 

343, |33 
41 363% 

201 
1914 
34% 

163 
1934 

19 
| 014 

161 =" or _ ay 

BB% 14554! 4354 

. |bus | 

467% 4734 

1869 /|1870) 1871) 

bus |bus 
1334 |1634 
18 (2333 
1634/1954 
1819/25 

1654 

‘longs, s 

411g 
307% 

4/38 

3416 |¢ 

14 |2914 396 

3236 8634 
4474 46 

|883¢ 42 

343/185 |481¢ 
49% 4434 4916 
401g 
5134 4714 

154 

48%, 
425, 4836) 

4414 4234 

4214/4134 
48 14 4134 
435, 381% 
215 4334 

4656 4134 

3514 3434 
3354 4034 |< 

165, 16% 
2334 141% 
497% 413; 

147% 1514 
153g 154¢ 

48 34 

5414 

(1853-"61), last 10 years, and total 19 years. 
of 9 years (1853-61), last 10 years, and total 19 years. 

AVERAGE ANNUAL. 

Years, 1852- 61. 

RNS 

(3) (225/, 
(4) (24% 

4334 

25 

23% 

45 5lW 

3 “a 
Ss < 

oe eS 

S 

S23 
Rr ™ 

Duepae re 

O51 20. 
2234 3 O. 
ari4 4 0. 

23% Means 

3214 Ae 

Ber |e 
46% 4A, 

4014 Means 

zi hee 
3736 3 AA. 
4934 4 AA. 

4336 Means 

84% . 

495, (|| 8 AAS. 
50 4 AAS. 

4414 Means 

451¢ 1C. 
46%; 9 C. 
43,54 3 0. 
474g 4 C. 

4534 Means 

37% tall 1 N. 
4125 t @)|| oN: 

2134) (3) M. 
2234) (4)|| 5 O. 
4414 5 A. 

92 1 
21% 26 

4844 " 

(3) Averages of 7 years (1855-"61), 
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EXPERIMENTS ON THE GROWTH OF BARLEY, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THB 

(N.B. The double vertical lines show that there was ac 

Plots. 

a 

HARVESTS. 

51.7 
51.8 
51.3 
51.4 

51.6 

(61.7) 4 

(51.0) | 
51.0 

52.0 
53.0 

52.8 

1853 

Ovro9ererer Oe oe 

51.6 

1854 |1855)1856) 1857 

Tbs. 
53.6 
54.0 
53.6 
54.0 

53.8 

52.8 

53.3 
53.1 | 

| 
53.1 
53.8 

52.8 
53.6 

53.9 

lbs.| Ibs. 
52.41 49.1 
52.5146.5 
52.9| 48.5 
531/470 

52.7| 47.8 

51.8] 48.5 
51.3/ 46.3 

52.9 47.1! 54.2 

MANURE. 

TABLE Ill.—WEIGHT PER 

Hoos 

hange in the description, 

Table I., and foot notes, 

| 1858 |1859 

53.6 149.1 

|S] 
54.0 

53.6 | 49.5 
51.0 
51.0 

48.5 

54.0 
54.0 

53.1 
53.1 

54.5 

crororer | ox 

47.5) 

'52.5.52.1 54.8) 54.8 

1860/1861 

.|Tbs.| Tbs. 
50.8 52.3 
50.5! 
50.3 52.8 
51.3 

noms 

51.0 
51.0 
51.2 

51.3 
51.0 

z| Thc 

00S 00 

53.5 |52.0 52.0 54.0 
2.8 |51.5/51.5 54.1 

53.5 [51.7 51.8 58.5) 
53.1 |51.0 51.1 54.3| 

53.2 151.6 51.6 54.0 

“53.5 |48.0 51.0 52.0 
48.5 51.1 51.8 

1862 

| 
53.3 

54.0 

53.8 
53.3 
53.0 

52.0 51.8 54.0 
52.0 

57.2 

(1) Averages of 4 years, 4 years, and 8 years. 
last 10 years, and total 17 years. 

(2) Averages of 9 years 
(4) Averages 
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SAME LAND, WITHOUT MANURE, AND WITH DIFFERENT DESCRIPTIONS OF 
FIELD, ROTHAMSTED, 

BUSHEL OF DRESSED CORN—Ibs. 

or quantity, of Manure, at the period indicated, for particulars of which see 
thereto, p. 231.] 

HARVESTS. AVERAGE ANNUAL. 

| ae eee (ee eS 
2 SHO Sos Ss 
Su — ar 

1864 |1865, 1866)1867) 1868 | 1869 | 1870 | 1871]; ~ > Jeu | SSE S 
es . 188 .| Sha 

| ENS SNe! See 
Ibs.|1bs.'Ibs.|Ibs.| Ibs. | lbs. | Ibs. | Ibs. || Ibs. | Ibs. | Ibs 
55.7 53.9 51.1/51.8| 54.3 | 524 | 52.9 | 55.0 51.6 53.1 (52.3 10. 
56.8 53.8 532/539! 558 | 543 536 | 560 52.0 54.4 [53.2 2 0. 
56.9 51.5 52.3/52.9) 55.7 | 547) B4.3 | 55.4 B18 543 (53.0 30. 
57.3 [54.0 52.7/53.6| 55.3 | 546) 55.6 | 55.6 52.3) 54.6 153.4 40. 

56.7 54.1/52.8/53.1| 55.3 | 54.0| 541 | 65.5 || 520 541 ls80 Means 

"65.4 53.8 50.9/51.3' 53.3 | 524 | 5461) 55.6 51.2) 53.0 \52.1 1A. 57.0 52.7 54.4(54.1| 54.6 | 57.0 | 572 | BeO 51.8) 55.1 (53.5 2A. 56.4 (54.7/52.1/51.9; 548 | 546 | 554 1/ 567 51.5] 54.1 |52.8 3A. 57.6 53.5 54.7/543' 55.6 | 57.4 | 5711] 565 52.2) 55.7 154.0 4A. 
56.6 (53.7158 0/52.9| 54.6 | 55.4] 5611 55.811 61.6) 545 |\5a1 Means 
"55.5 (53.5 50.9(52.4| 153.7 | 58.1 545 | 542 60.8) 53.2 [52.0 |141 AA, 57.2 52.3 55.0154.1 \55.6 | 57.21 56.9 | 55:9 51.2] 55.4 153.3 2 AA. 56.5 54,8 151.4|51.9' |55.1 | 53.7 | 5461] B43 50.8 53.8 152.3 3 AA. 57.6 53.3/55.4/54.6 [56.0 | 57-1 | 571 | 563 61.1) 55.8 |53.4 4 AA 
°B6.7/53.5/53.2/53.3| 55.1 | 55.3 | 55.8 | 55.2 51.0) 54.6 [52.8 Means 
156.1 '54.2'51.8/53.5| 15421 5481 55.0 | B46 53.9 54.6 154.3 1 AAS. 57-2 92.4'55.6) 55.1) [56.2 | St-4 | 57.4] 956 ||) | 5.1) 56.7 155.9 @|] 2 AAS. 57.2 54.8 52.5/53.0 55.5 | 56.6] 55.9 | 538 54.4| 55.5 155.0 3 AAS. 57.0 53.1 55.3/54.1| [56.2 | 57.8 | 57.8 | 854 54.9 56.8 155.8 4 AAS. 
56.9 53.6 53.8/53.9 5.5 | 56.7 | 56.5 | 549 || 646) 65.9 (552 || Means 
87.1 /588 55.1544) 56.2| 56.7] 57.5 | 563 || 57] 558 \s88 lic. 57.0 53.3 55.7|55.0| 56.1] 571 | 578 | 564 B1.7| 56.0 153.9 2¢ 57.3 53.3155.3/54.7| 55.8 | 571 | 576 | 563 BL, 55.8 |53.7 3 ¢. B1.2 53.5/55.6/54.8| 55.4 | 57.4 | 5801 564 51.4| 55.9 \53.6 4. 
Bi.1 53.5 B54 4.7) 55.9 | B71) B77 "56.4 51.6] 55.9 [53.8 Acad 
56.0 54.1/52.0/52.9| 52.8 | 5431 55.6 | 54.6 @) 51.6) 58.7 [52.7 ) || 1 N. 56.5 53.8 5.8 52.7| 55.5 | 548 | 558 | 546 51.1] 54.2 |52.7 aN 
56.3 54.4 /52.9/53.9| 54.0 | 54.0 | 55.3 | 55.0 |!(3) (51.8) 54.2 153.2) |! 57.6 54.5/53.4/ 54.0) 56.4 | 55.6 | 55.9 | 55.1 |/(4) (52.0] 54.8 |53.4) (4)|! 5 0. 57.5 O41 54.8/55.2) 57.5 | 575 | 5731 BBS 51.9| 55.7 53.8 BA: 
56.0 58.9/51.3/52.0) 53.5 | 528] 54.01 55.4 51.5] 53.5 152.5 a 55.8 58.9 51.8 52.5, 588 | 52.9 | 546 | 54.9 51.6| 53.6 (52.6 2 ; 

52.6! 56.0 [54.3 " b7.4 54.4154.9154.8 57.1! 5641! 57.1 | 56.6 
(1853-"61), last 10 years, and tctal 19 years. (*) Averages of 7 years (1855-61), of 9 years (1853-’61), last 10 years, and total 19 years. 
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EXPERIMENTS ON THE GROWTH OF BARLEY, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE 
ManvukE. Hoos 

TABLE IV.—OFFAL 

[N.B. The double vertical lines show that there was a change in the description, 
Table [., and foot-notes 

a 

HARVESTS. 

“ 
= 

1852 | 1853 | 1854 |18551856| 1857 | 1858 |1859 1860/1861 | 1862/1863 

IDS, ADSL | Woe ibecldbail Ibs. | "ibaa! Ibs! Ibalipallinshiies 
1.0 164. | 925 | 84/144] 131/ 938° | 9861/1101 78| 88| 64| 49 
2.0 100 | 101 | 101 | 69) 58| 106 | 103 |159| 84) 78/114| 58 
3. O 193 | 151 | 64 | 76/129| 61 96 | 85| 78| 88| 731 54 
4.0 136 | 160 | 105 | 94/ 88| 53]| 108/160) 74] 58/117] 57 

Means | 146. | 159 | 89 | 96/102] 78 | 98 |129| 78| 78! 92) 55 

10k 218. | 258 | 201 |138/ 219! 113 | 98 | 184) 150/170 269 | 116 
2A 960 | 214 | 450 |184/121| 88 | 114 |274| 159/130! 191 99 
3. A a2 | 336 | 197 |177|180| 91 96 | 175 | 115 | 109 , 269 | 108 
28 a73 | 274 | 138 | 142/125) 0}! 117 | 253/ 150| 110| 150] 81 

Means! 951. | 277 | 172 |160/161| 94 | 106 | 222| 143/ 180 | 220 | 101 

1, AA. | 2999 | 303 | 926 12041310! 135 || 88 | 215| 109/173 | 296 110 
2. AA 315 | 251 | 329 | 181) 238) 133 | | 134 | 320/118! 190 | 133 143 
3. AA 318 | 236 | 334 | 212/290! 103] | | 118 | 265) 122/ 138/364) 95 
he rN 246 | 301 | 273 |150/176| 183 | | | 143 | 285/141 179| 191) 66 

Means | 994. | 273 | 316 |187/252| 140 | 121 | 271/| 128| 170 | 246/103 

1 AAS. | 
2 AAS. 
3 AAS 
4 AAS. 

Means 

10 170 | 268 | 178 |219/173| 135 | | 103 | 225/120) 154/154] 85 
2C 164 | 376 | 238 |195|161| 169 | | 148 | 171 | 156) 150 | 128 | 109 
3 C 190 | 296 | 248 |183|189| 156] |} 105 | 236/115/204| 190] 71 
4¢C 144 | 277 | 227 | 222/205] 168) | | 125 | 350| 153 | 204/174] 66 

Means | 167 | 804 | 223 |205|182| 157 | 190 | 246| 136/178 | 161] 83 
IN. | cay 5 | 283] | 199 | 128/245] 99 | 119 | 205 | 146 | 225 | 245) 12 
aN (94) 4 | 293] | 286 | 224] 193] 151] | 110 235/179 | 190 | 216 | 114 

M. || 36] 94] 90 || 84) 85] 75! 78/198] 46 
50 (173)|| 68 | 113 | 50] 96] 101 || 71/110] 73) 73/193] 41 
BA 173 | 210 | 170 |126/151| 68 | | 154 168 193 188/210] 81 

| 
1 120 | 200 | 144 |116/152| 72 | 84/191] 98\-73/ 75] 54 

613 118 | 161 | 119 73195 105 | 81  127| 95| 67/194] 6B 

~ 101 '269 | 86 !109 141| 194 | 121 leo! a7! 190208} “he 

(1) Averages of 4 years, 4 years, and 8 years, (7) Averages 0° 9 years 
last 10 years, and total 17 years. (*) Averages 
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SAME LAND, WITHOUT MANURE, AND WITH DIFFERENT DESCRIPTIONS OF 
FIELD, ROTHAMSTED. 

CORN PER ACRE—Ibs. 

or quantity, of Manure, at the period indicated, for particulars of which, see 

thereto, p. 231.] 

HARVESTS. AVERAGE ANNUAL. 

Ss « 

| oe of Soe 3 
| 8B So x ‘ : a S x 

1864 |1865 1866 |1867|1868|1869)1870 1871]| Si; ley | SSE 
| BS. [88 .| Sha 
| || #82 SSH Esk 

Galibe: ibs dbs tod the. Iban the) bee, clviuecle: Abe 
42 | 47'| 41 | 90 | 21 | 44 | 31 | 48 120 | 48 84 10. 
69 | 38 | 21153 | 29/89/18 3 96 | 52 74 20. 
43 | 38 | 33 | 64 | 27 | 70 | 18 | 35 101 | 46 74 3 O. 
41 | 98155 | 60 | 25 | 69 | 26 | 48 104. |-5aee|) 198 40. 

49 | 38 | 39 | 67 | 25 | 68 | 23 | 41 105 | 50 | %8 Mcans 
99 | 58 | 94 [115 | 49 139 | 23 105 174 | 107 | 141 1 We: 
63 | 81 | 64 | 76 | 38 |113 | 26 189 172 | 94 | 133 2 A. 
93 | 51 |106 | 94 | 34 | 95 | 24| 89 73 «| 95 | 184 3 A. 

110 | 60 | 63 | 71 | 50 | 21 | 27 146 165.5 (2 Seal. 128 rine 

89 | 63 | 82 | 89 | 43 | 92 | 25 132 "1. | 94 | 188 Means 

110 | 641148 110 |46 | 64 | 33 |133 216 | 111 | 164 1AM. 
50 113 |111 | 69 |46 | 89 | 24 168 220 | 95 | 158 2 AA. 
m6 | 48/103 106 [59 111 | 26 133 214 |113 | 164 ae 
46 | 76 (133 119 |43 | 78 | 30 | 90 208 | 87 | 148 LRA 

"1 | % |124 |101 | 48 | 86 | 31 |131 215 | 102 159 _ Means 

94 | 55 | 88 | 85 |/49 121 | 33 | 94 a 1 AAS. 
53 | 86 | 96 | 65 ||64 | 60 | 23 153 ||, J 75 | % 75 | ay|| 2 AAS. 
70 | 50 |141 | 79 |!29 136 | 29 |160 ||©7 95 84 85 3 AAS. 
93 | 70| 80 | 93 ||46 125 | 26 \175 84 | 93 89 4 AAS. 

az | 65 |101 | 81 | 50 /111 | 28 |18 81 | 82 82 Means 

73 | 83 104 1109 | 43 | 69 | 25 | 7 17 6©| 383 | 129 1¢. 
g2 | 44| 89 | 89 | 64 111 | 24 | 88 193 | 8£ | 138 2C. 
90 | 66 | 94 | 91139 | 91 | 37 |141 192 | 91 142 30. 

123 | 69 |128 | 72 | 42 | 67 | 28 |124 |) 208 | 89 | 14 4. 

96 | 66 \104 | 90 | 47 | 85 | 28 |108 192 | 87 | 139 Means 

74 | 98 [124 [119 | 61 150 | 33 | 99 || jr 112 14} 1N 
95 | 84 |104 | 88 | 85 | 98 | 33 [171 |\7199 | 104 | 149 2N 

53 | 69 | 44/56! 26/61 | 25158 |) «7 | 64 69) (3)||  M. 
mg | 35 | 48/56 | 20) 75} 231 4114) (84 | 61 72) (4)|| 5 O. 
91 | 94| 53 | 74 | 33 | 68 | 30 |144 160 | 87 | 124 sae 

51 | 45 | 72 103 | 27 | 71 | 26 | 50 17 | 57 87 1h 
54 | 47 | 51/83 | 21/57/2381 41 {|| 107 | 64 85 2 

117 | 56 1148 111 | 48 100! 26 1171 156 | 105 30 ” 

(1853-61), Jast 10 years, and total 19 years. (3) Averages of 7 years (1855-61), 
of 9 years (1853-"61), last 10 years, and total 19 years. 
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EXPERIMENTS ON THE GROWTH OF BARLEY, YEAR AFTER YEAR, ON THE 

Plots. 1852 

(2534) | 
2546 

17% 
144 

181 

MANURE. Hoos 

TABLE V.—STRAW 

N.B. The double vertical Jines show that there was a change in the descrip- 
Table J., and foot-notes 

HARVESTS. 

1853 | 1854 |1855 1856} 1857 | 1858 1859]1860 1861/1862) 1863 

ewts. lewts. cwt cwt cwts. \ewts. cwt lewt cwt cwt cwt 
18 | 21% [1'%5¢| 8%| 123% | 10% | 9% 13g A | 934 1136 
1734 | 2344 17%) 8%) 1594 | 14% 12%4] 874/184 12% 15% 
17% | 20% |173¢| 944] 15 | 1214 | 9%| 8146/1134 10% 134g 
201% | 2334 |18 | 93¢| 1734 || 1614 1214 936 15% IBY 153% 

18% | 2214 |17%| 9 | 15% | 13% 1056] 854 1294 1 13% 

233% | 3014 (2426 17%] 173% | 15 11g 14%'195¢ 2094 213 
253 | 407% 12934 2116] 2634 | 283% 2474/2514 12934 323, 34 
25% | 339, |Q73g 1772 2194 || 1772 131s 1614 2135 2317 2614 
2656 | 403g |B 2114) 2774 || 2995 2714/2654 3044 3154 32 

2544 | 3634 28 |191¢| 2334 9214 1914 20% 2534 26% 2824 

2634 | 817% 3234 2434] 23% || 19% ng. be 94 B 2114 254 
283% | 443, 885 315¢| 827 || 325, 241; 319% 3114 3294 
Q714 | 37% 34 |26%| 26 ty fies 18 2134 243; 9774 
315% | 49 39% 33 | 36% 13534 30% 29 335 33% 3434 

(283% | 421% 36%4/283/| 2954 | a7 121% 2114 21% me a 

26% | 43% 3676 Bae 33% |18034 2676/1774 |2774|26 [2854 
25% 441¢ 3612 /3114| 33°2 ||937¢ 283, 2054 |3034| 2734 3034 
2514 | 414 aoe 2614| 30% 303% 2555, 20% 3034 |23 % 29% 
Q716 4214 8754 3044| 83% |185 2915 2234/81 (2874/3034 

z | 26% | 429% 3674/2895) 3294 | B25 2% 204180 |264/29% 

2314 | 3334 27 |1994| 2454 | 202% |183/'162% 2714/24, 130% 
2534 | 8814 3314/2894) 82° || 2354 2114 18%, 295419432 297% 

1514/1054) 1034 ||123% |10%| "714 1534/1414/193¥ 
153% | 2014 1145411034! 1314 ||1236 |10%5| 67% 1734|1014|153¢ 

3534 31 |223;| 2754 ||285, 2634 2545 3174 (315/34 

1614 | 224% 1814] 9144| 16% | 12 |11%] Tw 97%|103%|131%4 
15% | 2034 1634| 934] 1454 | 1194 10 7% 10/1136 14% 

22% | 874 2714'19%' 235% | 3134 2834 '2534 8154 '343/' 933% 

(‘) Averages of 4 years, 4 years, and 8 yea 
last 10 years, ic total 17 years. 

(7) Averages of 9 years 
(4) Averages 
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SAME LAND, WITHOUT MANURE, AND WITH DIFFERENT DESCRIPTIONS OF 

FIELD, ROTHAMSTED. 

(AND CHAFF) PER ACRE—cwts. 

tion, or quantity, of Manure, at the period indicated, for particulars of which see 

thereto, p. 231.] 

HARVESTS. | AVERAGE ANNUAL. 

| ‘als g 
2 SO] 5 ~ 
Sm cal ~ sx Ry 

1864 /1865| 1866 |1867| 1868 |1869/1870|1871)| Ss  |ses | SSE 
ES. (Ss | Sha 
EAS SNE) ge 

cwts. |cwt cwts ewt cwts. cwt |cwt cwt cwts. jcwts cwts 
1234 | 8%4| 9% |10%| 1154 |11 | 654|11 13% | 10%j | 11% 1 0. 
155, | 91z| 125, |12%| 936 |103¢ 124% 14% | 11% | 183, 2 0. 
135% | 9%| 10% |10%| 85% |11 | 8% |11% 13% | 10% | 12% 3 0. 
16% [10 | 12% |12 | 10% |12%| 93¢|14 1614 | 125, | 143 40 

145, | 9u| 11% |11%| 9% [112%] 814/124 144g | 1134 | 12% Means 

20% |13 | 153% |173¢| 12% |18%/|1234 2334 19% | 1734 418% 1A. 
321g 1215,! 2814 1285,! 1936 |32 |177%|28%4 277% | Wiis, | W754 2A. 
19% |16 | 163% |1934| 14% |20%|15 |253; 217% | 19% | 2037 3 A. 
34% |223¢| 2736 |2515| 20% 13435 |185;|324, %| 28° | 2814 4 AC 

26% |183| 2134 |225,| 163, |2634|16 [2714 241, | 2324 | 2336 Means 

a3 \16 | 173% |1714)|141%4 [21411774 |26% 24 | 20% | 22% 1 AA 
83% |23. | 283¢ 180% )|2174 |347%4|283; 824 31% | 29% | 30% 2 AA 
267% |17 | 18% |203;||161% |223, |207% 2534 253; | 2214 8 AA 
B71 |2474| 2834 |28%4/|2554 [8834/1814 32> 8434 | 303¢ | 3234 4 AA 

30%, (203%) 2314 |2414| 195, |291¢\20% |2914 299 | 25% | 27% Means 

2614 |22%%| 2054 |1844||167% |233%\17 [29% 217% | 21% | 21% 1 AAS 
BBi4 |23%4) 3044 |2014||2534 [87242024 36%4|' (xy | 29% | 29% | 29% | ay)| 2 AAS. 
30% |2034| 25 |283¢/122 8054/2014 3114 2434 | 2614 | 2534 3 AAS. 
40% |2514| 2914 |2814||265, |4214/203, 38 31 3144 4 AAS 

825, 2274) 2634 |247%| 225, 13325 |1954'383, 265, | 273% | 27 Means 

2614 21 241g lo51| 191% [ey [17 |2714!| 293, | 2414 | 26% Le. 
3174 |2174| 2414 |2554] 195% (3314/1724 127% 307% | 26 | 28% 2C. 
31 22 | 2434 [2214] 1034 |301s|1834 30% 287, | 2514 | 27% 3 C. 
347% 22 | 2754 |243/| 2114 1351412034 32 311, | 2734 | 294 4 0, 

B31 121%! 2534 12494] 197% 3134/181% 295, 302, | 25%, | 28 Means 

Ay 18%| 21% [21%] 18% 24 |131, 2914|| .. 4 2334 | 22% | 22% 1N. 
21% 2134| 28% |21%| 1% 2756|195¢ 8144 )4 o278 | oaie sen tC) 2N. 

| 

13% | 9%| 12% |12 | 1024 |115¢] 87% 1434]|.3) (11% | 1234 | 1234) (@)| | M. 
1474 1034) 105, |10%% 84 15% 434 13% -) (1354 1134 1254) (4)| 5 O. 
337% 24%| 2 [2236] 2054 3614/2134 299% 27% | 2814 | 28 5 A. 

| 

1354 | 834] 10'4 | 934] 106 | 9%| 7% 13 14 | 10% | 12% 1 
13% | 8%| 944 |10%| 107% 103Z| 7% 135¢|| 18 | 1124 | 12% a{ 6 

: | 
3734 2534! 81 '27%1 2416 283;'1934 87% 265% | 29% | 28% " 

(1853-61), last 10 years, and total 19 years. (3) Averages of 7 years (1855-61), 
of 9 years (1853-’61), last 10 years, and total 19 years. 
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The produce of barley the first season (1852), was, per acre: 

On the unmanured plot............ Oo ten ria eauahcg tele ieee a aee 27% bushels 
Wich superphoespliatevor lime «2 ..0.5.c). is eeecemeenemmcs 208 
potash, soda, and ‘macnesia ..2sico6 oc case doe beeen 26¢ 0G 
6c te ee oe and superphosphate....... ee, 
So. 14 tons) Darn=yard MaAnnreys yw ccme rece vaca tieks tenes 33 - 
c¢.-200:1bs., ammonid-satts SlOUB GaSe coe no, ae OR || 18 
“ “ and superphosphate........... BBE st 
ce ée “ce 

“ “ ee and potash, soda, and magnesia 386 = ¢ 
and superphosphate, potash, 

soda, and magnesia 408), £8 eeereoneece 

400 Ibs. ammonia-salts alone. ..... ccc ccc ccecscceces 445 66 

The 200 lbs. of ammonia-salts contain 50 lbs. of ammonia=41 
Ibs. nitrogen. 

It will be seen that this 50 Ibs. of ammonia alone, on plot 1a, 
gives an increase of neariy 10 bushels per acre, or to be more accu- 
rate, it gives an increase over the unmanured plot of 503 lbs. of 

grain, and 829 lbs. of straw, while double the quantity of ammonia 
on plot 1a.a., gives an increase of 174 bushels per acre—or an in- 

crease of 901 lbs. of grain, and 1,144 lbs. of straw. 

“Put that fact in separate lines, side by side,” said the Deacon, 
“so that we can see it.” 

66 

Total 
Grain Straw Produce. 

50 lbs. of ammonia gives an increase of..... 503 Ibs. 704 Ibs. 1207 Ibs. 
ec ce 4b ROO Re sé wi'ee GOL, “Sy TAA o> 1D ERE 

The first 50 Ibs. of ammonia gives an in- 
CREASE HOES sienna cam wale oats we ae een ae BOS OE Oe 

The second 50 lbs. of ammonia gives an in- 
SiGe Seiko) Oats Asis Ge BA IR BALL A Siam ne Oh 398, $4)... 540. $6), Faas 

“That shows,” said the Deacon, “ that a dressing of 50 Ibs. per 
acre pays better than a dressing of 100 lbs. per acre. I wish Mr. 
Lawes had sown %5 Ibs. on one plot.” 

I wish go, too, but it is quite probable that in our climate, 50 
Ibs. of available ammonia per acre is all that it will usually be 
profitable to apply per acre to the barley crop. It is equal to a 

dressing of 500 lbs. guaranteed Peruvian guano, or 275 lbs. nitrate 
of soda.—“ Or to how much manure ?” asked the Deacon. 

To about 5 tons of average stable-manure, or say three tons of 
good, well-rotted manure from grain-fed animals. 
“And yet,” said the Deacon, “ Mr. Lawes put on 14 tons of yard 

manure per acre, and the yield of barley was not as much as from 

the 50 Ibs. of ammonia alone. How do you account for that?” 
Simply because the ammonia in the manure is not ammonia. It 

is what the chemists used to call ‘ potential ammonia.” A good 
deal of it is in the form of undigested straw and hay. The nitro- 
genous matter of the food which has been digested by the animal 

av ow 
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and thrown off in the liquid excrements, is in such a form that it 
will readily ferment and produce ammonia, while the nitrogenous 
matter in the undigested food and in the straw used for bedding, 
decomposes slowly even under the most favorable conditions; and 
if buried while fresh in a clay soil, it probably would not all de- 
compose in many years. But we will not discuss this at present. 
“The superphosphate does not seem to have done much good,” 

said the Deacon; “34 cwt. per acre gives an increase of less than 
two bushels per acre. And I suppose it was good superphosphate.” 

There need be no doubt on that point. Better superphosphate 
of lime cannot be made. But vou must recollect that this is pure 
superphosphate made from burnt bones. It contains no ammonia 
or organic matter. Commercial superphosphates contain more or 
less ammonia, and had they been used in these experiments, they 
would have shown a better result than the pure article. They 
would have done good in proportion to the available nitrogen they 
contained. If these experiments prove anything, they clearly indi- 
cate that superphosphate alone is a very poor manure for either 
wheat or barley. 

The second year, the unmanured plot gave 25? bushels per acre. 

Potash, soda, and magnesia, (or what the Deacon calls “ ashes,’’) 
27% bushels; superphosphate 834, and “ashes” and superphos- 
phate, nearly 36 bushels per acre. 

50 lbs. of ammonia, alone, gives nearly 39 bushels, and ammonia 
and superphosphate together, 40 bushels. 

The superphosphate and “ ashes” give a better account of them- 
selves this year; but it is remarkable that the ammonia alone, gives 
almost as good a crop as the ammonia and superphosphate, and a 

better crop than the ammonia and “ashes,” or the ammonia, super- 
phosphate, and ashes, together. 

The 14 tons farm-yard manure gives over 36 bushels per acre. 
This plot has now had 28 tons of manure per acre, yet the 50 Ibs. 
of ammonia alone, still gives a better yield than this heavy dress- 
ing of manure. 

The third season (1854), was quite favorable for the ripening of 
wheat and barley. The seed on the experimental barley-field, was 
sown Feb. 24, and the harvest was late; so that the crop had an 
unusually long season for growth. It was one of the years when 
even poor land, if clean, gives a good crop. The unmanured plot, 

it will be seen, yielded over 35 bushels per acre of dressed grain, 
weighing over 534 lbs. per bushel. The total weight of grain, was 

1,963 lbs. This is over 40 bushels per acre, of 48 lbs. per bushel, 

which is the standard with us. 

11 
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The 14 tons of farm-yard manure produce nearly 564 bushels 

per acre. 
50 Ibs. of ammonia, on plot dass oieese 47% bushels per acre. 

OG) fEES.. «56 60 OCT TEL AE aes save er etniere 568 = SS a 

You will see, that though the plot which has received 42 tons of 

manure per acre, produced a splendid crop; the plot having nothing 

except 100 lbs. of ammonia per acre, produced a crop equally good. 

“How much increase do you get from 50 lbs. of ammonia,” 
asked the Deacon, “and how much from 100 lbs. ?” 

Equal Amer. 
Grain. Straw.  Bushels. 

50 Ibs of SE gives an increase of 800 lbs. 952 lbs. 163 bush. 
LOO. av Se T5300) S62 100 Su ceca oie 

If you buy nitrate of soda at 3% cents a Ib., the ammonia will 
cost 20 cents a lb. In the above experiment, 50 Ibs. of ammonia, 
costing $10, gives an increase of 163 bushels of barley, and nearly 
half a ton of straw. If the straw is worth $4.00 per ton, the barley 
will cost 48 cents a bushel. 

Double the quantity of manure, costing $20, gives an increase of 
28 bushels of barley, and over one ton of straw. In this case the 

extra barley costs 57 cents a bushel. 
On plot 2a., 50 lbs. of ammonia and 38} cwt. of superphosphate, 

give 3,487 lbs. of grain, equal to 714 of our bushels per acre. 
On plot 2a.a. 100 lbs. of ammonia and 3} cwt. of superphoshate, 

give 3,648 lbs. of grain, which lacks only 5 lbs. of 76 bushels per 
acre, and nearly 24 tons of straw. 
“That will do,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ but I see that in 1857, this 

same plot, with the same manure, produced 66} bushels of dressed 
gTain per acre, weighing 53} lbs. to the bushel, or a total weight of 
3,696 lbs., equal to just 77 of our bushels per acre.” 
“And yet,” said the Doctor, “this same year, the plot which 

had 84 tons of farm-yard manure per acre, produced only 2,915 
Ibs. of grain, or less than 61 of our bushels of barley per acre.” 

The Squire happened in at this time, and heard the last remark. 
“What are you saying,” he remarked, “ about only 61 bushels of 
barley per acre. I should like to see such acrop. Last year, in 
this neighborhood, there were hundreds of acres of barley that did 

not yicld 20 bushels per acre, and very little of it would weigh 44 
Ibs. to the bushel.” 

This is true. And the maltsters find it almost impossible to get 
six-rowed barley weighing 48 lbs. per bushel. They told me, that 
they would pay $1.10 per bushel for good bright barley weighing 

48 lbs. per bushel, and for each pound it weighed less than this, 

they deducted 10 cents a bushel from the price. In other words, 

=. 
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they would pay $1.00 a bushel for barley weighing 47 Ibs. to the 

bushel; 90 cents for barley weighing 46 lbs; 80 cents for barley 

weighing 45 lbs., and 70 cents for barley weighing 44 lbs.—and at 
these figures they much preferred the heaviest barley. 

It is certainly well worth our while, if we raise barley at all, to 

see if we cannot manage not only to raise larger crops per acre, but 

to produce barley of better quality. And these wonderful experi- 

ments of Mr. Lawes are well worth careful examination and study. 

The Squire put on his spectacles and looked at the tables of 

figures. 
‘Like everybody else,” said he, “ you pick out the big figures, 

and to hear you talk, one would think you scientific gentlemen 

never have any poor crops, and yet I see that in 1860, there are 

three different crops of only 124, 121, and 18} bushels per acre.” 

“Those,” said I, “are the three plots which have grown barley 

every year without any manure, and you have selected the worst 

year of the whole twenty.” 
‘‘ Perhaps so,” said the Squire, “but we have got to take the 

bad with the good, and I have cften heard you say that a 

good farmer who has his land rich and clean makes more 

money in an unfavorable than in a favorable season. Now, this 

year 1860, seems to have been an unfavorable one, and yet your 

pet manure, superphosphate, only gives an increase of 148 lbs. of 

barley—or three bushels and 4 lbs. Yet this plot has had a tre- 

mendous dressing of 8} cwt. of superphosphate yearly since 1852. 

I always told you you lost money in buying superphosphate. ” 

“That depends on what you do with it. I use it for turnips, and 

tomatoes, cabbages, lettuce, melons, cucumbers, etc., and would 

not like to be without it; but I have never recommended any one 

to use it on wheat, barley, oats, Indian corn, or potatoes, except as 

anexperiment. What I have recommended you to get for barley 

is, nitrate of soda, and superphosphate, or Peruvian guano. And 

you will see that even in this decidedly unfavorable season, the 

plot 2a.a., dressed with superphosphate and 275 lbs. of nitrate of 

soda, produced 2,388 lbs. of barley, or 482 bushels per acre. This 

is an increase over the unmanured plots of 33} bushels per acre, 

and an increase of 1,872 lbs. of straw. And the plot dressed with 

superphosphate and 200 Ibs. of salts of ammonia, gave equally as 

good results.” 

And this, mark you, is the year which the Squire selected as the 

one most likely to show that artificial manures did not pay. 

“ Tnever knew aman except you,” said the Squire,” who wanted 

unfavorable seasons.” 
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I have never said I wanted unfavorable seasons. I should not 

dare tu say so, or even to cherish the wish for one moment. But 

I do say, that when we have a season so favorable that even poorly 

worked Jand will produce a fair crop, we are almost certain to have 

prices below the average cost of production. But when we have 

an unfavorable season, such crops as barley, potatoes, and beans, 

often advance to extravagantly high prices, and the farmer who has 

good crops in such a season, gets something like adequate pay for 

his patient waiting, and for his efforts to improve his land. 

“That sounds all very well,” said the Squire,“ but will it pay to 

use these artificial manures ?” 

I do not wish to wander too much from the point, but would 

like to remark before I answer that question, that 1 am not a 

special advocate of artificial manures. | think we can often make 

manures on our farms far cheaper than we can buy them. But as 

the Squire has asked the question, and as he has selected from Mr. 

Lawes’ results, the year 1860, I will meet him on his own ground. 

He has selected a season specially unfavorable for the growth of 

parley. Now, in such an unfavorable year in this country, barley 

would be likely to bring, at least, $1.25 per bushel, and in a favor- 

able season not over 75 cents a bushel. 

Mr. Lawes keeps his land clean, which is more than can be said 

of many barley-growers. And in this unfavorable season of 1860, 
he gets on his three unmanured plots an average of 730 Ibs. of 
barley, equal to 15} bushels per acre, and not quite 800 lbs. of 

straw. 

Many of our farmers frequently do no better than this. And 
you must recollect that in such careful experiments as those of 
Mr. Lawes and Dr. Gilbert, great pains would be taken to get all 
the barley that grew on the land. With us, barley is cut with a 
reaper, and admirable as our machines are, it is not an easy matter 
to cut a light, spindling crop of barley perfectly clean. Then, in 
pitching the crop and drawing it in, more or less barley is scattered, 

and even after we have been over the field two or three times with 
a steel-tooth rake, there is still considerable barley left on the 
ground. I think we may safely assume that at least as much barley 

is left on the ground as we usually sow—say two bushels per acre. 
And so, instead of having 154 bushels per acre, as Mr. Lawes had, 
we should only harvest 134 bushels. 

Of all our ordinary farm crops, barley is attended with the least 
labor and expense. We usually sow it after corn or potatoes. On 
such strong land as that of Mr. Lawes, we ought to plow the land 
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in the autumn and again in the spring, or at least stir up the land 
thoroughly with a two or three-horse cultivator or gang-plow. 

Let us say that the cost of plowing, harrowing, drilling, and 
rolling, is $5.00 per acre. Seed, $2.00. Harvesting, $2.00. Thresh- 
ing, 6 cents a bushel. 

Receipts: 

13% bushels barley @ 1.25...... ......-- $16.57 
800 Ibs. of straw @ $4. per ton.......... 1.60 

18.17 
Putting in and harvesting the crop $9.00 
Threshing 13+ bushels @ 6c...... .80— 9.80 

Rent 2nd .protit per, Acre. vss sc.o. cee § 8.37 

‘*That is a better showing than I expected,” said the Squire, 
“and as barley occupies the land only a few months, and as we 
sow wheat after it, we cannot expect large profits.” 

“Very well,” said I, “ Now let us take the crop, this same un- 
favorable year, on plot 2a.a., dressed with superphosphate and 
nitrate of soda. 

The expense of plowing, harrowing, drilling, rolling, seed, and 
harvesting, would be about the same, or we will say $2.00 an acre 
more for extra labor in harvesting. And we will allow two bushels 

per acre for scatterings—though there is nothing like as much 

barley left on the ground when we have a good crop, as when we 
have apoor crop. But I want to be liberal. 

The yield on plot 2a.a., was 482 bushels per acre, and 2,715 lbs. 
of straw. 

Receipts: 

a6¥ bnshels@ G1. 250. dace caeeels asan ceerecice $58.43 
2;715 lbs. straw @ $4. per ton............... 5.43 

63.86 
Putting in the crop and harvesting... Mae 00 
Threshing 46# bushels @ 6 ¢.......... 2.80 
27d Ibs. nitrate of soda @ 4 c......... 11.00 
392 Ibs. superphosphate @ 2 ¢........ 7.84 

$32.64 
RReort iG Goes a cto iaiale ip is, winte ls. gic,n sole Swine ores ees» $31.22 

In ordinary farm practice, I feel sure we can do better than this. 
Growing barley year after year on the same land, is not the most 
economical way of getting the full value of the manure. There is 
much nitrogen and phosphoric acid left im the land, which barley 
or even wheat does not seem capable of taking up, but which would 
probably be of great benefit to the clover. 
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MANURE AND ROTATION OF CROPS. 

The old notion that there is any real chemical necessity for a 
rotation of crops is unfounded. Wheat can be grown after wheat, 

and barley after barley, and corn after corn, provided we use the 

necessary manures and get the soil clean and in the right mechani- 

cal condition. 

‘“What, then, do we gain by a rotation?” asked the Deacon. 

Much every way. <A good rotation enables us to clean the land. 
We can put in different crops at different seasons. 

“So we could,” broke in the Deacon, “if we sowed wheat after 

wheat, barley after barley, ana corn after corn.” 
True, but if we sowed winter-wheat after winter-wheat, there 

would not be time enough to clean the land. 
“ Just as much as when we sow wheat after oats, or peas, or 

barley.” 
‘‘True again, Deacon,” I replied, “but we are supposed to have 

cleaned the land while it was in corn the previous year. I say sup- 
posed, because in point of fact, many of our farmers do not half 

clean their land while it is incorn. It is the weak spot in our 
agriculture. If our land was as clean as it should be to start with, 
there is no rotation so convenient in this section, as corn the first 

year, barley, peas, or oats the second year, followed by winter- 

wheat seeded down. But to carry out this rotation to the best ad- 

vantage we need artificial manures.” 
“ But will they pay?” asks the Deacon. 
“They will pay well, provided we can get them at a fair price 

and get fair prices for our produce. If we could get a good su- 
perphosphate made from Charleston phosphates for 1} cent per lb., 
and nitrate of soda for 34 or 4 cents per lb., and the German pot- 

ash-salts for % cent per lb., and could get on the average $1.25 per 

bushel for barley, and $1.75 for good white wheat, we could use 
these manures to great advantage.” 

“Nothing like barn-yard manure,” says the Deacon. 
No doubt on that point, provided it is good manure. Barn-yard 

manure, whether rich or poor, contains all the elements of plant- 

food, but there is a great difference between rich and poor manure. 

The rich manure contains twice or three times as much nitrogen 
and phosphoric acid as ordinary or poor manure. And this is the 

reason why artificial manures are valuable in proportion to the 

nitrogen and phosphorigacid that they contain in an available con- 

dition. When we use two or three hundred pounds per acre of a 
good artificial manure we in effect, directly or indirectly, convert 
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poor manure into rich manure. There is manure in our soil, but 

it is poor. There is manure in our barn-yard, but it is 
poor also. Nitrogen and phosphoric acid will make these 
manures rich. This is the reason why a few pounds of a good 

artificial manure will produce as great an effect as tons of common 

manure. Depend upon it, the coming farmer will avail himself of 
the discoveries of science, and will use more artificial fertilizers. 

But whether we use artificial fertilizers or farm-yard manure, we 
shall not get the full effect of the manures unless we adopt a 
judicious rotation of crops. 

When we sow wheat after wheat, or barley after barley, or oats 
after oats, we certainly do not get the full effect of the manures 
used. Mr. Lawes’ experiments afford conclusive evidence on this 

point. You will recollect that in 1846, one of the plots of wheat 

(105), which had received a liberal dressing of salts of ammonia 
the year previous, was left without manure, and the yield of wheat 
on this plot was no greater than on the plot which was continu- 
ously unmanured. In other words, the ammonia which was left in 
the soil from the previous year, had no effect on the wheat. 
The following table shows the amount of nitrogen furnished by 

- the manure, and the amount recovered in the crop, when wheat is 
grown after wheat for a series of years, and also when barley is 
gtown after barley, and oats after oats. 
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It is not necessary to make any comments on this table. It 
speaks for itself; but it does not tell half the story. For instance, 
in the case of wheat and barley, it gives the average result for 20 
years. It shows that when 100 lbs. of nitrogen in a soluble and 
available form, are applied to wheat, about 68 lbs. are left in the 

soul. But you must recollect that 100 lbs. was applied again the 
next year, and no account is taken of the 68 lbs. left in the soil— 
and so on for 20 years. In other words, on plot 8, for instance, 
2,460 lbs. of nitrogen have been applied, and only 775 Ibs. have 

been recovered in the total produce of grain, straw, and chaff, 
and 1,685 lbs. have been left in the soil. 

Mr. Lawes estimates, from several analyses, that his farm-yard 
manure contains 0.637 per cent of nitrogen, 2.76 per cent of mineral 
matter, and 27.24 per cent of organic matter, and 70 per cent of 
water. 

According to this, the plot dressed with 14 tons of manure every 
year, for 20 years, has received 3,995 lbs. of nitrogen, of which 583} 

lbs. were recovered in the produce, and 8,411 lbs. were left in the 

soil. 

in the case of barley, 3,995 Ibs. of nitrogen was applied dur- 

ing the 20 years to the plot dressed with farm-yard manure, of 

which 4273 lbs. were recovered in the crop, and 38,5674 Ibs. left in 
the soil. 

“T see,” said the Deacon, “that barley gets less of the goodness 
out of farm-yard manure than wheat, but that it gets more out of 
the salts of ammonia and nitrate of soda. How do you account 

for that?” 
“T suppose, because the manure for wheat was applied in the 

autumn, and the rains of winter and spring dissolved more of the 

plant-food than would be the case if the manure was applied in 

the spring. If the manure had been applied on the surface, in- 
stead of plowing it under, I believe the effect would have been 
still more in favor of the autumn-manuring.” 
When the nitrogen is in an available condition, spring barley 

can take up and utilize a larger proportion of the nitrogen than 

winter wheat. Neither the wheat nor the barley can get at and 
take up half what is applied, and this, notwithstanding the fact 
that a heavy dew ora slight rain furnishes water enough on an 
acre to dissolve a liberal dressing of nitrate of soda or sulphate 
and muriate of ammonia. The truth is, the soil is very conserva- 
tive. It does not, fortunately for us, yield up all its plant-food in 
a@ year 
We have seen that when wheat or barley is dressed with sol- 



250 TALKS ON MANURES. 

uble ammonia-salts or nitrate of soda, a considerable amount of 

the nitrogen is left in the soil—and yet this nitrogen is of compara- 
tively little benefit to the succeeding crops of wheat or barley, 
while a fresh dressing of ammonia-salts or nitrate of soda is of 
great benefit to the crop. 

In other words, when wheat is sown after wheat, or barley 
after barley, we do not get half the benefit from the manure which 
it is theoretically capable of producing. 

Now, the question is, whether by a judicious rotation of crops, 
we can avoid this great loss of manure ? 

There was a time when it was thought that the roe of tur- 
nips enriched the soil. I have heard it said, again and again, that 
the reason Enelish farmers grow larger crops of wheat and barley 
than we do, is because they grow so many acres of turnips. 

“‘ So I have often heard,” said the Deacon, ‘‘and I supposed the 
broad turnip leaves absorbed nitrogen from the atmosphere.” 

There is no evidence that leaves have any such power; while 

there are many facts which point in an opposite direction. The 

following experiments of Lawes and Gilbert seem to show that the 
mere growth of turnips does not enrich land for grain crops. 

Turnips were grown on the same land, year after year, for ten 

years. The land was then plowed and sown to barley for three 
years. The following table gives the results: 

THREE YEARS OF BARLEY AFTER TEN YEARS OF TURNIPS. 

Produce of Barley per Acre. 

PARTICULARS OF MANURES, ETC. | Se 
oS ot 16 SS 
B84 eee 
4 rm rm N inn) 

bush.| bush! bush.| bush. 
Hoos-Field— 

Barley, without manure, after 3 corn-crops......... 26 8514 | 844% | 315% 

Barn-Field— 
Barley, after 10 yrs. Turnips manured as under— 

1.—Mineral manures (last 8 years)....... -......-a05. 20'4° | 193g |°20 20 
2.—Mineral manures (8 yrs.) ; Ammonias-salts (6 yrs.).| 2314 | 214 | 218% | 22 
3 —Mineral manures (8 yrs.); Rape-cake (6 yrs.)...... 2834 | 2456 | 23846 | 25% 
4.—Mineral manures (8 yrs.); hawenia® salts and 

RRA DE-COIKE. (GV 1B.) vscve sins cre ea pia Mew aus sein! ol oPians 9914 | 283% | 2334 | 2556 

5.—Mineral manures (8 yrs.) ; Ammonia-salts, for Bar- | 
ER i EE ee eee et teat Oey sata came cag ec (2018) 5234 | 265g | 3914 

6.—Mineral manures iG vis.) 3 Nitrate Soda, for Bar- 
Mee ea TI box is ajaie bes os NO Ss eg eye eames (206) 54% | 403g | 4756 

The yield of barley after turnips is less than it is after grain 

crops, and it is evident that this is due to a lack of available nitro- 
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gen in the soil. In other words, the turnips leave Jess available 
nitrogen in the soil than grain crops. 

After alluding to the facts given in the foregoing table, Messrs. 
Lawes and Gilbert say: 

“ There is evidence of another kind that may be cited as show- 
ing that it was of available nitrogen that the turnips had rendered 
the soil so deficient for the after-growth of barley. It may be as- 
sumed that, on the average, between 25 and 380 lbs. of nitrogen 
would be annually removed from the Rothamsted soil by wheat 
or barley grown year after year without nitrogenous manure. But 
it is estimated that from the mineral-manured turnip-plots there 
were, over the 10 years, more than 50 lbs. of nitrogen per acre per 
annum removed. As, however, on some of the plots, small quan- 

tities of ammonia-salts or rape-cake were applied in the first two 

years of the ten of turnips, it is, perhaps, more to the purpose to 
take the average over the last 8 years of turnips only; and this 
would show about 45 Ibs. of nitrogen removed per acre per annum. 
An immaterial proportion of this might be due to the small 
amounts of nitrogenous manures applied in the first two years. 
Still, it may be assumed that about 14 time as much nitrogen was 
removed from the land for 8, if not for 10 years, in succession, as 
would have been taken in an equal number of crops of wheat or 

barley grown without nitrogenous manure. No wonder, then, 
that considerably less barley has been grown in 38 years after a 
series of mineral-manured turnip-crops, than was obtained in an- 

other field after a less number of corn-crops. 
‘‘The results obtained in Barn-field afford a striking illustration 

of the dependence of the turnip-plant on a supply of available ni- 
trogen within the soil,and of its comparatively great power of 
exhausting it. They are also perfectly consistent with those in 
Hoos-field, in showing that mineral manures will not yield fair 
crops of barley, unless there be, within the soil, a liberal supply of 

available nitrogen. The results obtained under such very different 
conditions in the two fields are, in fact, strikingly mutually con- 
firmatory.”’ 
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C-2rA PEE a ee 

MANURES FOR OATS. 

“ What is the use of talking about manure for oats,” said the 
Deacon, “if land is not rich enough to produce oats without ma- 
nure, it certainly will not pay to manure them. We can use our 
manure On some crop that will pay better.” 

“That is precisely what we want to know,” said I. “ Very likely 
you are right, but have you any evidence ?” 

‘Evidence of what?” 

‘‘Have you any facts that show, for instance, that it will pay 
better to use manure for wheat or barley than for oats?” 

“Can't say that I have, but I think manure will pay better on 
wheat than on oats.” 

Mr. Lawes is making a series of experiments on oats. Let us 
take a hasty glance at the results of the first two seasons: 

EXPERIMENTS ON OATS AT ROTHAMSTED, 

Grain, in | Straw, cwts. nth: per 
MANURES PER ACRE. bushels. bushel, lbs. 

1869. | 1870. | 1869. | 1870. | 1869. | 1870. 

TNO MANU. |. sor bets heh « ortaiebracemeteins 38656 | 1636 | 1914 9144 | 86% | 35 
2.—Mixed Alkalies and Superphosphate 

OF Dame, Soe ane Sos ames ances es 45 19% | 2414 | 95g | 3884 | 35% 
3.—400 Ibs. Ammonia-salts......... ..| 56% | 871g | 36%.| 174 | 3736 | 344 
4,—Mixed Alkalies and Superphosphate, 

and 400 Tbs. Ammonia-salts ........ 7514 | 5056 | 54 2854 | 894% | 36 
5.—550 tbs. Nitrate of Soda............. 6214 | 8636 | 4234 | 23 3836 | 3514 
6.—Mixed Alkalies, Superphosphate, 

and 550 tbs. Nitrate of Soda........ 693g |! 50 49% | 288% | 8814 | 85% 

It seems clear that, for oats, as for barley and wheat, what we 

most need in manure, is available nitrogen. 
The first year, the no-manure plot produced 363 bushels of oats. 

per acre, weighing 36% lbs. per bushel, and plot 3, with ammonia- 

salts alone, 564 bushels, and with nitrate of soda alone, on plot 5, 

624 bushels per acre, both weighing 881 lbs. per bushel. In other 
words, 82 lbs. of available nitrogen in the salts of ammonia gave 
an increase of about 20 bushels per acre, and the same quantity of 

nitrogen in nitrate of soda an increase of 26 bushels per acre. 
The next year, the season seems to have been a yery unfayor- 
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able one for oats. The no-manure plot produced less than 17 
bushels per acre ; and the “ashes” and superphosphate on plot 2, 
give an increase of less than 8 bushels per acre. But it will be 
seen that on plot 5 the ammonia-salts do as much good in this un- 
favorable season as in the favorable one. They give an increase 
of over 20 bushels per acre. 

‘A few such facts as this,’ said the Deacon, “ would almost 
persuade me that you are right in contending that it is in the un- 

favorable seasons, when prices are sure to be high in this country, 
that a good farmer stands the best chance to make money.” 

“Where mixed alkalies and superphosphate,” said the Doctor, 

“are added to the ammonia, the increase from the ammonia is far 
greater than where ammonia is used alone. In other words, by 

comparing plot 2 and plot 4, you will see that the ammonia gives 
an increase of 80} bushels per acre in 1869, and 314 bushels 
in 1870.” 

The truth of the matter probably is this: 100 lbs. of available 
ammonia per acre is an excessive supply, when used alone. And 

in fact Mr. Lawes himself only recommends about half this 
quantity. 
“Whether it will pay us to use artificial manures on oats depends 

on the price we are likely to get for the oats. When the price of 
oats per 1. and oat-straw is as high as barley and barley-straw per 
Yb., then it will pay a littte better to use manure on oats than on 
barley. Asa rule in this country, however, good barley is worth 
more per Ib. than good oats; and it will usually pay better to use 
artificial manures on barley than on oats. 

Some years ago Mr. Bath, of Virginia, made some experiments 
on oats with the following results : 

Bushels of oats 
per acre 

No: .1-—200 Ibs. Superphosphitte. .....<c.se% steeds daa en 2 
No. 2—200 Ibs; Pernyian Puano .. 2.0.04 o0s00-0seas0e oes 483 
No.2 —aen Us, PEravial: PUANG: «6.55.05 00c> neve salbaee sect 

The oats were sown March 13, and the crop barvested July 4. 
In 1860, I made some experiments with gypsum, superphosphate, 

and sulphate of ammonia as a top-dressing on oats. 
The land was a clover-sod, plowed about the middle of May, 

and the oats sown May 20. On the 26th of May, just as the oats 
were coming up, the manures were sown broadcast. The oats 
were sown too late to obtain the best results. On another field, 
where the oats were sown two weeks earlier, the crop was decidedly 
better. The oats were cut August 28, 

The following is the result : 
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EXPERIMENTS ON OATS AT MORETON FARM, ROCHESTER, N. Y. 

Bushels | Weight | Straw 
Plots. MANURES PER ACRE. 2 of Oats \per Bushel| per acre 

per acre. 21 lbs. én lbs. 

No. aioimininre: oot he Oe ee eee 36 22 1,958 
2 600 lbs. Gypsum (Sulphate of Lime)... .. 47 26 2,475 
8 (300 lbs. Superphosphate of Lime.... ... 50 21 2,475 
4 |300 lbs. Sulphate of Ammonia............ 50 22 2,750 
5 1300 lbs. Superphosphate of Lime, and 300 

lbs. Sulphate of Ammonia.............. 51 2235 2,575 

These experiments were made when my land was not as clean 
as itis now. I presume the weeds got more benefit from the am- 
monia than the oats. To top-dress foul land with expensive arti- 

ficial manures is money thrown away. If the land had been plowed 
in the autumn, and the seed and manures could have been put in 

early in the spring, I presume we should have had more favorable 

results. 

“Are you not ashamed to acknowledge,” said the Deacon, “ that 
you have ever raised oats weighing only 22 lbs. per bushel.” 

No. I have raised even worse crops than this—and so has the 

Deacon. But I made up my mind that such farming did not pay, 
and I have been trying hard since then to clean my land and get 
it into better condition. And until this is done, it is useless to talk 
much of artificial manures. 

The most striking result is the effect of the gypsum. It not only 
gave an increased yield of 11 bushels per acre, but the oats were of 
decidedly better quality, and there was nearly half a ton more 
straw per acre than on the plot alongside, where no manure was 

used. 

The superphosphate was a good article, similar to that used in 
Mr. Lawes’ experiments. 
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MANURES FOR POTATOES. 

Some time ago, a farmer in Pennsylvania wrote me that he 
wanted “to raise a first-rate crop of potatoes.” I answered him 
as follows through the American Agriculturist : 

‘‘ There are many ways of doing this. But as you only enter on 
the farm this spring, you will work to disadvantage. To obtain 
the best results, it is necessary to prepare for the crop two or three 
years beforehand. All that you can do this year is to select the 
best land on the farm, put on 400 Ibs. of Peruvian guano, culti- 
vate thoroughly, and suffer not a weed to grow. A two or three- 

year-old clover-sod, on warm, rich, sandy loam, gives a good 

chance for potatoes. Do not plow until you are ready to plant. 
Sow the guano broadcast after plowing, and harrow it in, or apply 
a tablespoonful in each hill, and mix it with the soil. Mark out 
the rows, both ways, three feet apart, and drop a fair-sized potato 
in each hill. Start the cultivator as soon as the rows can be dis- 

tincuished, and repeat every week or ten days until there is danger 
of disturbing the roots. We usually hill up a little, making a broad, 
flat hill. A tablespoonful of plaster, dusted on the young plants 
soon after they come up, will usually do good. We recommend 
guano, because in our experience it does not increase the rot. 

But it is only fair to add, that we have not found even barn-yard 
manure, if thoroughly rotted and well mixed with the soil the fall 
previous, half so injurious as some people would have us suppose. 

If any one will put 25 loads per acre on our potato land, we will 
agree to plant and run the risk of the rot. But we would use some 
guano as well. The truth is, that it is useless to expect a large 
crop of potatoes, say 350 bushels per acre, without plenty of 

manure.” 
This was written before the potato-beetle made its appearance. 

But I think I should say the same thing now—only put it a little 
stronger. The truth is, it will not pay to “fight the bugs” on a 
poor crop of potatoes. We must select the best land we have and 

make it as rich as possible. 

‘*But why do you recommend Peruvian guano,” asked the 
Doctor, “rather than superphosphate or ashes ? Potatoes contain 
a large amount of potash, and one would expect considerable 
benefit from an application of ashes.” 

“ Ashes, plaster, and hen-dung,” said the Judge, “ will at any rate 
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pay well on potatoes. I have tried this mixture again and again, 
and always with good effect.” 

“IT believe in the hen-dung,” said I, “and possibly in the plaster, 
but on my land, ashes do not seem to be specially beneficial 
on potatoes, pele I have rarely used Peruvian guano without 
good effect; and sometimes it has proved wonderfully profit- 

able, owing to the high price of potatoes.” 

Sometime ago, I had a visit from one of the most enterprising 

and successful farmers in Western New York. 
“What I want to learn,” he said, ‘‘is how to make manure 

enough to keep my land in good condition. I sell nothing but 
beans, potatoes, wheat, and apples. I feed out all my corn, oats, 

stalks, straw, and hay on the farm, and draw into the barn-yard 
the potato-vines aad everything else that will rot into manure. I 
make a big pile of it. But the point with me is to find out what is 
the best stock to feed this straw, stalks, hay, oats, and corn to, so 

as to make the best manure and return the largest profit. Last 
year I bought a lot of steers to feed in winter, and lost money. 

This fall | bought 68 head us cows to winter, intending to sell 
them in the spring.” 

‘“ What did they cost you?” 
“T went into Wyoming and Cattaraugus Counties, and picked 

them up among the dairy farmers, and selected a very fair lot of 
cows at an average of $22 per head. I éxpect to sell them as new 
milch cows in the spring. Such cows last spring would have been 

worth $60 to $70 each.” 
“That will pay. But it is not often the grain-grower gets such a 

chance to feed out his straw, stalks, ana other fodder to advantage. 

It cannot be adopted as a permanent system. Itis bad for the 
dairyman, and no real help to the grain-grower. The manure is not 

rich enough. Straw and stalks alone can not be fed to advantage. 
And when you winter cows to seli again in the spring, it will not 
pay to feed grain. If you were goiny to keep the cows it would pay 

well. The fat and flesh you put on in the winter would be re- 
turned in the form of butter and cheese next summer.” 

“ Why is not the manure good? I ain careful to save everything, 
and expect seven or eight hundred loads of manure in the spring,” 
“You had 60 acres of wheat that yielded 25 bushels per acre, 

and have probably about 50 tons of wheat straw. You had also 
30 acres oats, that yielded 50 bushels per acre, say 85 tons of 

straw. Your 20 acres of corn produced 40 bushels of shelled corn 
per acre; say the stalks weigh 30 tons. And you have 60 tons of 

Pipes " 
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hay, half clover and half timothy. Let us see what your manure 
from this amount of grain and fodder is worth, 

Manures from 
50 tons wheat-straw, @ $2.68..........00. $ 134.00 
35 tons Oat-straw, @ $2.90.........ceeeees 101.50 
30 tons corn-stalks, @ $3.58. ...........005 107.40 
30 tons timothy-hay, @ $6.48........... «. 192.90 
30 tons clover-hay, @ $9.64............... 289.20 
14 tons oats (1,500 bush.), @ $7.70........ 107.80 
24 tons corn (800 bushels), @ $6.65....... 159.60 

Total. .213 tons $1,092.40 

“This is the value of the manure on the land. Assuming that 
there are 600 loads, and that the labor of cleaning out the stables, 
piling, carting, and spreading the manure is worth 30 cents per 

load, or $180, we have $912.40 as the net value of the manure. 
“‘ Now, your 250-acre farm might be so managed that this amount 

of manure annually applied would soon greatly increase its fertility. 
But you do not think you can afford to summer-fallow, and you 
want to raise thirty or forty acres of potatoes every year.” 

“T propose to do so,” he replied. “Situated as I am, close to a 
good shipping station, no crop pays me better. My potatoes this 

year have averaged me over $100 per acre.” 

“‘Very good. But it is perfectly clear to my mind that sooner 
or later, you must either farm slower or feed higher. And in your 
case, situated close to a village where you can get plenty of help, 
and with a good shipping station near by, you had better adopt 

the latter plan. You must feed higher, and make richer manure. 

You now feed out 213 tons of stuff, and make 600 loads of manure, 
worth $912.40. By feeding out one third, or 71 tons more, you can 
more than double the value of the manure. 

50 tons of bran or mill-feed would give manure worth........ $ 729.50 
21 tons decorticated cotton-seed cake...........cccececccccecs 585.06 

$1,314.56 

“ Buy and feed out this amount of bran and cake, and you would 
have 800 loads of manure, worth on the land $2,226.96, or, estimat- 

ing as before that it cost 30 cents a load to handle it, its net value 

would be $1,986.96.” 

I am well aware that comparatively few farmers in this section 
can afford to adopt this plan of enriching their land. We want 
better stock. I do not know where I could buy a lot of steers that 
it would pay to fatten in the winter. Those farmers who raise 
good grade Shorthorn or Devon cattle are not the men to sell 
them half-fat at low rates. They can fatten them as well as I can. 
For some time to come, the farmer who proposes to feed liberally, 
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will have to raise his own stock. He can rarely buy well-bred ani- 
mals to fatten. A good farmer must be a good farmer throughout. 

He can not be good in spots. His land must be drained, well- 
worked, and free from weeds. If he crops heavily he must manure 
heavily, and to do this he must feed liberally—and he can not 
afford to feed liberally unless he has good stock. 

“I have, myself, no doubt but you are right on this point,” said 
the Doctor, “but all this takes time. Suppose a farmer becomes 
satisfied that the manure he makes isnot rich enough. To tell him, 

when he is anxious to raise a good crop of potatoes next year, that 

he must go to work and improve his stock of cattle, sheep, and 
swine, and then buy bran and oil-cake to make richer manure, is 
somewhat tantalizing.” 

This is true, and in such a case, instead of adding nitrogen and 
phosphoric acid to his manure in the shape of bran, oil-cake, etc., 

he can buy nitrogen and phosphoric acid in guano or in nitrate of 
soda and superphosphate. This gives him richer manure ; which 

is precisely what he wants for his potatoes. His poor manure is 
not so much deficient in potash as in nitrogen and phosphoric acid, 

and consequently it is nitrogen and phosphoric acid that he will 

probably need to make his soil capable of producing a large crop 
of potatoes. 

I have seen Peruvian guano extensively used on potatoes, and 
almost always with good effect. My first experience with it in this 
country, was in 1852. Four acres of potatoes were planted on a 
two-year-old clover-sod, plowed in the spring. On two acres, 
Peruvian guano was sown broadcast at the rate of 300 Ibs. per acre 
and harrowed in.. The potatoes were planted May 10. On the 

other two acres no manure of any kind was used, though treated 
exactly alike in every other respect. The result was as follows: 

ING HT AUIRe se SL NEih ean ace clams eopemomaee eens ,... 119 bushels per acre. 
SOO ADS: Peruvian) PUAN ss «rec, ccjal am sicoe Slo iy loins lt ois 205 - " 

The guano cost, here, about 3 cents a 1b., and consequently nine 
dollars’ worth of guano gave 84 bushels of potatoes. The potatoes 

were all sound and good, but where the guano was used, they were 

larger, with scarcely a small one amongst them. 

In 1857, I made the following experiments on potatoes, in the 
same field on which the preceding experiment was made in 1882. 

In this case, as before, the land was a two-year-old clover-sod. It 
was plowed about the first of May, and harrowed until it was in a 
good mellow condition. The potatoes were planted in hills 34 
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feet apart each way. The following table shows the manures used 
and the yield of potatoes per acre. 

EXPERIMENTS ON POTATOES AT MORETON FARM, 

; ae 
5 sD 

s ss | S88 S Ss: |825 
2 DESCRIPTION OF MANURES USED, AND QUANTITIES 3s we = 
> APPLIED PER ACRE. Se 4S es 
~ SS VIVA S 3 SSs 
S Ss | 2538 
Ss ws Sas 
5 A {SRS 
iit COMPING bad Avena he Se. a lees dee ntecieuic arts Etohchsretabelston ate\ets 95 
2. 150 lbs. sulphate of BMINOBIAG) Fos ce teen eae ee, 140 45 
35) (300: lbs:superphosphate of ime. 2-2.263 04-2 ce eee eee 132 37 
4. 150 lbs. sulphate of ammonia, and 300 lbs. superphos- 

PHALEVOLSIM ES Sar aacss te mae ee oe ne ae enone Te oer 179 84 
5. |400 lbs. of unleached wood-ashes. .. 2.20.00. e eee es ene 100 5 
6. 100 ]bs. plaster, (gypsum, or sulphate of lime,) .......... }. akon 6 
%. |400 lbs. unleached wood-ashes and 100 lbs. plaster........ 110 15 
8. |400 lbs. unleached wood-ashes, 150 lbs. sulphate of am- 

THOMA ANGO1UOMDS: PIRSLELS ay--cseisie ca cles tee se sioresecet 109 14 
9. (300 lbs. superphosphate of lime, 150 lbs. sulphate of am- 

| monia and 400 lbs. unleached wood-ashes.............. 138 43 

The superphosphate of lime was made expressly for experimen- 
tal purposes, from calcined bones, ground fine, and mixed with 
sulphuric acid in the proper proportions to convert all the phos- 
phate of lime of the bones into the soluble superphosphate. It was 

a purely mineral article, free from ammonia and other organic 
matter. It cost about two and a half cents per pound. 

The manures were deposited in the hill, covered with an inch or 

two of soil, and the seed then planted on the top. Where super- 
phosphate of lime or sulphate of ammonia was used in conjunction 

with ashes, the ashes were first deposited in the hill and covered 

with a little soil, and then the superphosphate or sulphate of am- 
monia placed on the top and covered with soil before the seed was 
planted. Notwithstanding this precaution, the ram washed the 
sulphate of ammonia into the ashes, and decomposition, with loss 
of ammonia, was the result. This will account for the less yield 
on plot 8 than on plot 2. It would have been better to have sown 
the ashes broadcast, but some previous experiments with Peruvian 
guano on potatoes indicated that it was best to apply guano im the 
hill, carefully covering it with soil to prevent it injuring the seed, 
than to sow it broadcast. It was for this reason, and for the greater 
convenience in sowing, that the manures were applied in the hill. 

The ash of potatoes consists of about 50 per cent of potash, and 

this fact has induced many writers to recommend ashes asa manure 
for this crop. It will be seen, however, that in this instance, at 
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least, they have very little effect, 400 lbs. giving an increase of only 
five bushels per acre. One hundred “pounds of plaster per acre gave 
an increase of six bushels. Plaster and ashes combined, an increase 
per acre of 15 bushels. 

One fact is clearly brought out by these experiments: that this 
soil, which has been under cultivation without manure for many 
years, is not, relatively to other constituents of crops, deficient in 

potash. Had such been the case, the sulphate of ammonia and 

superphosphate of lime—manures which contain no potash—would 

not have given an increase of 84 bushels of potatoes per acre. 
There was sufficient potash in the soil, in an available condition, 

for 179 bushels of potatoes per acre ; and the reason why the soil 
without manure produced only 95 bushels per acre, was owing to 
a deficiency of ammonia and phosphates. 

Since these experiments were made, Dr. Voelcker and others have 
made similar ones in England. The results on the whole all point 
in one direction. They show that the manures most valuable for 
potatoes are those rich in nitrogen and phosphoric acid, and that 

occasionally potash is also a useful addition. 
“There is one thing I should like to kaow,” said the Doctor. 

“ Admitting that nitrogen and phosphoric acid and potash are the 

most important elements of plant-food, how many bushels of po- 
tatoes should we be lkely to get from a judicious application of 

these manures ?”’ 
“There is no way,” said I, “of getting at this with any degree 

of certamty. The numerous experiments that have been made in 
England seem to show that a given quantity of manure will produce 
a larger ¢nerease on poor land than on land in better condition.” 

In England potatoes are rarely if ever planted without manure, 
and the land selected for this crop, even without manure, would 

usually be in better condition than the average potato land of this 
section, and consequently a given amount of manure, applied to 

potatoes here, would be likely to do more good, up to a certain 
point, than the same amount would in England. 

Let us look at some of the experiments that have been made in 

England :— 
In the Transactions of the Highland and Agricultural Society of 

Scotland for 1873 is a prize essay on ‘‘ Experiments upon Potatoes, 
with Potash Salts, on Light Land,” by Charles D. Hunter, F. C.5S., 
made on the farm of William Lawson, in Cumberland. Mr. Hun- 

ter ‘‘ was charged with the manuring of the farm and the purchas- 
ing of chemical manures to the annual value of £2,000,” or say 

$10,000. 
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“ Potatoes,” says Mr. Hunter, ‘‘ were largely grown on the farm, 
and in the absence of a sufficiency of farm-yard manure, potash 
naturally suggested itself as a necessary constituent of a chemical 
potato-manure. The soil was light and gravelly, with an open 
subsoil, and the rainfall from 29 to 38 inches a year.” 

The first series of experiments was made in 1867. The follow- 
ing are some of the results :-— 

Bushels per acre. 
ty (CEU T 1 HT 2 eee Ni A Saige te eR 221 
4 cwt. mineral superphosphate............... 225 
4 cwt. mineral superphosphate and........... 240 
4 cwt. of muriate of potash............s..+s. 
153 tons farm-yard manure.................. 293 

“That does not say much for potash and superphosphate,” said 
the Deacon. “The superphosphate only produced four bushels 
more than the no manure, and the potash and superphosphate 
only fifteen bushels more than the superphosphate alone.” 

It may be worth while mentioning that one of the experimental 
plots this year was on’a head-land, “ where the cattle frequently 
stand for shelter.” This plot was dressed with only eight anda 
half tons of manure, and the crop was over 427 bushels per acre, 
while a plot alongside, without manure, produced only 163 bushels 
per acre. 

“That shows the importance,” said the Deacon, “ of planting 
potatoes on rich land, rather than to plant on poor land and try to 

make it rich by applying manure directly to the crop.” 

The following are some of the results in 1868: 

Bushels per acre. 
A he OS ETE RTTMMEE G8 cts ute -tes nia sel oss canie Sale va Mae ork 232 

- CWh. SUIDCTPLOS Pale ts «lose vwsise ce ba we me 
2.4 ee PAUEINDC OF IDOGREE ws sce aid oniss as «0 340 

Be “sulphate Of AMIMIONIA. ... << 4/000 00 des 
3... 20 tons farm-yard manure... ........cesce- 342 

4 ewt..superphosphate.......i0ceceecsecsees t 
4. | 4: 08 ar GESDOGASIN. iii 's aitele oa bins cae ll 

“Here again,” said the Doctor, ‘superphosphate and potash 
alone give an increase of only forty-two bushels per acre, while on 
plot 2, where two hundred weight of muriate of potash is substi- 
tuted by two hundred weight of sulphate of ammonia, the increase 
is 108 bushels per acre. It certainly looks as though a manure for 
potatoes, so far as yield is concerned, should be rich in available 
nitrogen.” 
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The following are some of the results in 1869: 
: Bushels per acre, 

Ve" NO WManre. 2... sass ts os eee ee Com eee ae 176 
4 ewt. superphosphate. 2) 0.05 co iewiccscieces as 

9 z>“ “sulphate. of mannesiaw. . csc. sleweiece 306 
“2. 2. £2) TUTIALE OL WOcaSitaew ss nies cick stots & aes 

2°" * gulphate ‘OL amMOMAt ij. +e serie 
3.) mewts superphosphates 22.5. .ea ces 6 tee aes 189 
4 Acwt: SUperpnospnate®.c.dclat «sets ee «clans t 201 

: 2 ‘* sulphate of ammonia....... Aa ite Gate $e 
4 ewt. superphosphate wn... cctcm s hes awe 

Batt Se) eAMUTIALCIOL POUABIAS cm eiacis Siete ei ciejaccta cleters 340 
2 "+ sulphate Ob aIMIONIA. oh ce/ataine bos sea 

6 4 cwt: ‘superphospliate::. 2.ce ces. s t ree seins | 249 
; | aoe muriate Of potash... ca. ce clea ses 

“This is a very interesting experiment,” said the Doctor. 
“Superphosphate alone gives an increase of thirteen bushels. 

Superphosphate and potash an increase of seventy-three bushels. 

The potash, therefore, gives an increase of sixty bushels. Super- 
phosphate and ammonia give twelve bushels more than superphos- 

phate alone, and the reason it does not produce a better crop is 
owing to a deficiency of potash. When this is supplied the am- 

monia gives an increase (plots 5 and 6) of ninety-one bushels per 
acre. 

In 1870 the above experiments were repeated on the same land, 
with the same general results. 

In 1871 some experiments were made on a sharp, gravelly soil, 

which had been over-cropped, and was in poor condition. The fol- 
lowing are the results :— 

Bushels per acre. 
1 Siewt, superphosphate: 4 set ee es 186 

° (3. sulphate of ammonia r...:.. <ajgeienne t 
Jew: superphosphate. 20. css.cs a seeeee ok 

2. 1 Oty a) MUNMALC OL WOLASD yoo cas ce comm tee 204 
3 * sulphate -of ammonia. b.ss ek eo oe 

S. ING@ MATTIE oA7 cI ee Rees, tt ate, ocean 70 
9 cwt. superphosphate....... Reta setae atoias 

4 a+ * HIUEIAtE OF SPOLAGIT 2. we ete ecbee cc 205 
3. sulphate of smimomia.< e085 see ss. 

5. 20 tons farmyard manure’sii.5 sass ek kane 197 

“On this poor soil,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ the ammonia and super- 
phosphate gave an increase of 116 bushels per acre; and 34 hun- 

dred weight of muriate of potash an increase, on one plot, of 

eighteen bushels, and on the other nineteen bushels per acre.” 
In the same year, 1871, another set of experiments was made on 

a better and more loamy soil, which had been in grass for several 

years. In 1369 it was sown for hay, and-in 1870 was broken up 
and sown to oats, and the next spring planted with potatoes. The 
following are some of the results: 
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Bushels per acre. 

6 cwt. superphosphate .......+-+eeeeeeeeee 

1.223 “ wmuriate of potash..........-----++ 321 

2: ‘ sulphate of ammonia...........-+- 

9 64 cwt. superphosphate....-...++s+eeeeeees 296 

-)2h ‘ sulphate of ammonia..........---- 

9° No: MANU Jo o<. wena ioe sean ker encase ss °i 252 

4 62 ewt. superphosphate .......seeseeeseeeee \ 311 

-)2: “ muriate of potash ........-..eeeee- f 

5. 2) cwt. sulphate of ammonia..........---- 238 

6. 15 tons farm-yard Manure.......--.--eeeees 365 

‘Tt is curious,” said the Doctor, “that the plot with sulphate of 

ammonia alone should produce less than the no-manure plot.” 

“The sulphate of ammonia,” said I, “may have injured the 

seed, or it may have produced too luxuriant a growth of vine.” 

Another series of experiments was made on another portion of 

the same field in 1871. The “no-manure” plot produced 337 

bushels per acre. Manures of various kinds were used, but the 

largest yield, 851 bushels per acre, was from superphosphate and 

sulphate of ammonia; fourteen tons barn-yard manure produce 

340 bushels per acre; and Mr. Hunter remarks: “ It is evident 

that, when the produce of the unmanured soil reaches nine tons 

[336 bushels] per acre, there is but little scope for manure of any 

kind.” 

“T do not see,” said the Doctor, “that you have answered my 

question, but I suppose that, with potatoes at fifty cents a bushel, 

and wheat at $1.50 per bushel, artificial manures can be more 

profitably used on potatoes than on wheat, and the same is prob- 

ably true of oats, barley, corn, etc.” 

I have long been of the opinion that artificial manures can be 

applied to potatoes with more profit. than to any other ordinary 

farm-crop, for the simple reason that, in this country, potatoes, on 

the average, command relatively high prices. 

For instance, if average land, without manure, will produce fif- 

teen bushels of wheat per acre and 100 bushels of potatoes, and a 

given quantity of manure costing, say $25, will double the crop, 

we have, in the one case, an increase of :— 

15 bushels of wheat at $1.50.........-.e0e6- $22.50 

Pe Gen SLA Hi aiwisicis dieceie soos veces meemedense 3.50 

$26.00 

Grp OF MGNULEs ca cccede snc cdecweecsnnaes 25.00 

Profit from using MaNure.......-.eee eee eres $1.00 

And in the other :— 

109 bushels of potatoes at 50 cents.........-- $50.00 

Citra MAINTE. sca dan essc wus saviccsgecae. ve 25.00 

Profit from using manure..........+-+++: $25.00 
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The only question is, whether the same quantity of the right 
kind of manure is as likely to double the potato crop as to double 

the wheat crop, when both are raised on average land. 
“It is not an easy matter,” said the Deacon, “‘ to double the yield 

of potatoes.” 

“ Neither is it,’ said I, “to double the yield of wheat, but both 
can be done, provided you start low enough. If your land is clean, 
and well worked, anu dry, and only produces ten bushels of wheat 
per acre, there is no difficulty in making it produce twenty bushels; 
and so of potatoes. If the land be dry and well cultivated, and, 
barring the bugs, produces without manure 75 bushels per acre, 

there ought to be no difficulty in making it produce 150 bushels. 
“ But if your land produces, without manure, 150 bushels, it is 

not always easy to make it produce 300 bushels. Fortunately, or 
unfortunately, our land is, in most cases, poor enough to start 

with, and we ought to be able to use manure on potatoes to great 

advantage.” 
“ But will not the manure,” asked the Deacon,” injure the quality 

of the potatoes?” 

I think not. So far as my experiments and experience go, the 

judicious use of good manure, on dry land, favors the perfect ma- 

turity of the tubers and the formation of starch. I never manured 

potatoes so highly as I did last year (1877), and never had potatoes 

of such high quality. They cook white, dry, and mealy. We 

made furrows two and a half feet apart, and spread rich, well-rotted 

manure in the furrows, and planted the potatoes on top of the ma- 

nure, and covered them witha plow. In our climate, I am inclined 

to think, it would be better to apply the manure to the land for 

potatoes the autumn previous. If sod land, spread the manure on 

the surface, and let it lie exposed all winter. If stubble land, 

plow it in the fall, and then spread the manure in the fall or win- 

ter, and plow it under in the spring. 
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CA a. Po tu, eee Eee 

WHAT CROPS SHOULD MANURE BE APPLIED TO. 

‘*Tt will not do any harm on any crop,” said the Deacon, “ but 
on my farm it seems to be most convenient to draw it out in the 
winter or spring, and plow it under for corn. I do not know any 

farmer except you who uses it on potatoes.” 
My own rule is to apply manure to those crops which require 

the most labor per acre. But I am well aware that this rule will 
have many exceptions. For instance, it will often pay well to use 
munure on barley, and yet barley requires far less labor than corn 
or potatoes. 

People who let out, and those who work farms “on shares” 
seldom understand this matter clearly. I knew a farmer, who last 
year let out afield of good land, that had been in corn the previous 
year, to a man to sow to barley, and afterwards to wheat on ‘‘ the 

halves.” Another part of the farm was taken by a man to plant 
corn and potatoes on similar terms, and another man put in several 
acres of cabbage, beets, carrots, and onions on halves. It never 

seemed to occur to either of them that the conditions were un- 
equal. The expense of digging and harvesting the potato-crop 

alone was greater than the whole cost of the barley-crop; while, 
after the barley was off, the land was plowed once, harrowed, and 

sowed to winter wheat; and nothing more has to be done to it 
until the next harvest. With the garden crops, the difference is 
even still more striking. The labor expended on one acre of 
onions or carrots would put in and harvest a ten-acre field of 

barley. If the tenant gets pay for his labor, the landlord would 

get say $5 an acre for his barley land, and $50 for his carrot and 
onion land. I am pretty sure the tenants did not see the matter 
in this light, nor the farmer either. 

Crops which require a large amount of labor can only be grown 
on very rich land. Our successful market-gardeners, seed-growers, 
and nurserymen understand this matter. They must get great 
crops or they cannot pay their labor bill. And the principle is ap- 
plicable to ordinary farm crops. Some of them require much more 

labor than others, and should never be grown unless the land is 

12 
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capable of producing a maximum yield per acre, or a close ap- 
proximation toit. Asa rule, the least-paying crops are those which 

require the least labor per acre. Farmers are afraid to expend 
much money for labor. They are wise in this, unless all the con- 

ditions are favorable. But when they have land in a high state of 
cultivation—drained, clean, mellow, and rich—it would usually pay 

them well to grow crops which require the most labor. 
And it should never be forgotten that, as compared with nearly 

all other countries, our labor is expensive. No matter how cheap 
our land may be, we can not afford to waste our labor. It is too 
costly. If men would work for nothing, and board themselves, 
there are localities where we could perhaps afford to keep sheep 

that shear two pounds of wool a year; or cows that make 75 Ibs. 

of butter. We might make a profit out of a wheat-crop of 8 bush- 
els per acre, or a corn-crop of 15 bushels, or a potato-crop of 50 
bushels. But it cannot be done with labor costing from $1.00 to 
$1.25 per day. And TI do not believe labor will cost much less in 
our time. The only thing we can do is to employ it to the best ad- 

vantage. Machinery will help us to some extent, but I can see no 
real escape from our difficulties in this matter, except to raise larger 

crops per acre. 
In ordinary farming, “larger crops per acre” means fewer acres 

planted or sown with grain. It means more summer fallow, more 
grass, clover, peas, mustard, coleseed, roots, and other crops that 

are consumed on the farm. It means more thorough cultiva- 
tion. It means clean and rich land. It means husbanding the 

ammonia and nitric acid, which is brought to the soil, as well as 

that which is developed from the soil, or which the soil attracts 

from the atmosphere, and using it to grow acrop every second, 
third, or fourth year, instead of every year. If a piece of land will 
grow 25 bushels of corn every year, we should aim to so manage 
it, that it will grow 50 every other year, or 75 every third year, or, 
if the climate is capable of doing it, of raising 100 bushels per acre 
every fourth year. 

_ Theoretically this can be done, and in one of Mr. Lawes’ experi- 
ments he did it practically in the case of a summer-fallow for 
wheat, the one crop in two years giving a little more than two 
crops sown in succession. But on sandy land we should probably 
lose a portion of the liberated plant-food, unless we grew a crop of 

some kind every year. And the matter organized in the renovat- 
ing crop could not be rendered completely available for the 
next crop. Jn the end, however, we ought to be able to get it with 
little or no loss. How best to accomplish this result, is one of the 
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most interesting and important fields for scientific investigation and 
practical experiment. We know enough, however, to be sure that 

there is a great advantage in waiting until there is a sufficient ac- 
cumulation of available plant-food in the soil to produce a large 
yield, before sowing a crop that requires much labor. 

If we do not want to wait, we must apply manure. If we have 

no barn-yard or stable-manure, we must buy artificials. 

HOW AND WHEN MANURE SHOULD BE APPLIED. 

This is not a merely theoretical or chemical question. We must 

take into consideration the cost of application. Also, whether we 

apply it at a busy or a leisure season. I have seen it recommended, 

for instance, to spread manure on meadow-land immediately after 

the hay-crop was removed. Now, I think this may be theoretically 
very good advice. But, on my farm, it would throw the work 
right into the midst of wheat and barley harvests; and I should 
make the theory bend a little to my convenience. The meadows 
would have to wait until we had got in the crops—or until harvest 
operations were stopped by rain. 

I mention this merely to show the complex character of this 
question. On my own farm, the most leisure season of the year, 
except the winter, is immediately after wheat harvest. And, as 
already stated, it is at this time that John Johnston draws out his 
manure and spreads it on grass-land intended to be plowed up the 
following spring for corn. 

If the manure was free from weed-seeds, many of our best farm- 

ers, if they had some well-rotted manure like this of John John- 
ston’s, would draw it out and spread it on their fields prepared for 

winter-wheat. 
In this case, I should draw out the manure in heaps and then 

spread it carefully. Then harrow it, and if the harrow pulls the 
manure into heaps, spread them and harrow again. It is of the 

greatest importance to spread manure evenly and mix it thor- 

oughly with the soil. If this work is well done, and the manure 
is well-rotted, it will not interfere with the drill. And the manure 
will be near the surface, where the young roots of the wheat can 
get hold of it. 
“You must recollect,” said the Doctor, “that the roots can only 

take up the manure when in solution.” 
“Tt must also be remembered,” said I, “ that a light rain of, say, 

only half an inch, pours down on to the manures spread on an 
acre of land about 14,000 gallons of water, or about 56 tons. If 
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you have put on 8 tons of manure, half an inch of rain would fur- 
nish a gallon of water to each pound of manure. It is not difficult 
to understand, therefore, how manure applied on the surface, or 

near the surface, can be taken up by the young roots.” 

“That puts the matter in a new light to me,” said the Deacon. 

“Tf the manure was plowed under, five or six inches deep, it 

would require an abundant rain to reach the manure. And it is 

not one year in five that we get rain enough to thoroughly soak 

the soil for several weeks after sowing the wheat in August or 

September. And when it does come, the season is so far advanced 
that the wheat plants make little growth.” 

My own opinion is, that on clayey land, manure will act much 
quicker if applied on, or near the surface, than if plowed under. 

Clay mixed with manure arrests or checks decomposition. Sand 
has no such effect. If anything, it favors a more active decompo- 
sition, and hence, manure acts much more rapidly on sandy 
land than on clay land. And I think, asa rule, where a farmer 
advocates the application of manure on the surface, it will be 

found that he occupies clay land or a heavy loam; while those 

who oppose the practice, and think manure should be plowed 
under, occupy sandy land or sandy loam. 

‘¢ J. J. Thomas,” said I, ‘‘ once gave me a new idea.” 
“Ts that anything strange,” remarked the Deacon. ‘‘ Are ideas 

so scarce among you agricultural writers, that you can recollect 
who first suggested them ?” 

“ Be that as it may,” said I, ‘‘this idea has had a decided influ- 

ence on my farm practice. I will not say that the idea originated 
with Mr. Thomas, but at any rate, it wasnew to me. I had always 
been in the habit, when spading in manure in the garden, of putting 
the manure in the trench and covering it up; and in plowing it in, 

I thought it was desirable to put it at the bottom of the furrow 

where the next furrow would cover it up.” 
“ Well,’ said the Deacon, “and what objection is there to the 

practice?” 
“Tam not objecting to the practice. I do not say that it is not a 

good plan. It may often be the only practicable method of apply- 

ing manure. But it is well to know that there is sometimes a better 
plan. The idea that Mr. Thomas gave me, was, that it was very 
desirable to break up the manure fine, spread it evenly, and thor- 

oughly mix it with the soil. 

‘“* After the manure is spread on the soil,” said Mr. Thomas, “ and 
before plowing it in, great benefit is derived by thoroughly harrow- 
ing the top-soil, thus breaking finely both the manure and the soil, 
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and mixing them well together. Another way for the perfect dif- 

fusion of the manure among the particles of earth, is, to spread 

the manure in autumn, so that all the rains of this season may dis- 

solve the soluble portions and carry them down among the parti- 

cles, where they are absorbed and retained for the growing crop. 

“In experiments,” continues Mr. Thomas, “ when the manure 
for corn was thus applied in autumn, has afforded a yield of about 

70 bushels per acre, when the same amount applied in spring, gave 
only 50 bushels. A thin coating of manure applied to winter- 
wheat at the time of sowing, and was harrowed in, has increased 
the crop from 7 to 10 bushels per acre—and in addition to this, by 

the stronger growth it has caused, as well as by the protection it 

has afforded to the surface, it has not unfrequently saved the crop 

from partial or total winter-killing. 

“In cases where it is necessary to apply coarse manures at once, 

much may be done in lessening the evils of coarseness by artificially 

grinding it into the soil. The instrument called the drag-roller— 

which is like the common roller set stiff so as not to revolve—has 

been used to great advantage for this purpose, by passing it over 

the surface in connection with the harrow. We have known this 

treatment to effect a thorough intermixture, and to more than 

double the crop obtained by common management with common 

manure.” 

TOP-DRESSING WITH MANURE. 

The term “top-dressing ” usually refers to sowing or spreading 

manures on the growing crop. For instance, we top-dress pastures 

or meadows by spreading manure on the surface. If we sow ni- 

trate of soda, or guano, on our winter-wheat in the spring, that 

would be top-dressing. We often sow gypsum on clover, and on 

barley, and peas, while the plants are growing in the spring, and 

this is top-dressing. 

“If the gypsum was sown broadcast on the land before sowing 

the seed,” said the Deacon, ‘‘ would not that be top-dressing also r” 

Strictly speaking, I suppose that would not be top-dressing. 

Top-dressing in the sense in which I understand the term, is 

seldom adopted, except on meadows and pastures as a regular sys- 

tem. It is an after-thought. We have sown wheat on a poor, 

sandy knoll, and we draw out some manure and spread on it in the 

winter or early spring; or we top-dress it with hen-manure, or 

guano, or nitrate of soda and superphosphate. I do not say that 

this is better than to apply the manure at the time of sowing the 
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wheat, but if we neglect to do so, then top-dressing is a commend- 
able practice. 

Dr. Velcker reports the result of some experiments in top-dress- 

ing winter-wheat on the farm of the Royal Agricultural College at 
Cirencester, England. The manures were fincly sifted and mixed 
with about ten times their weight of fine soil, and sown broadcast 

on the growing wheat, March 22. A fine rain occurred the follow- 
ing day, and washed the manure into the soil. The following is 
the yield per acre :— 

INO. CMMAMUTG? one tee hc le eG tee eceae ee 27 bushels and 1984 lbs. of straw. 
230 lbs." Peruvian) 2uano, ice: = tee AUS at ahe ‘¢ 2576 a “ 
195.“ rcnjtraterot Soda: ve atews toc bons Bie oct 66 2695 ss * 
180 ‘“ nitrate of soda, and 168 lbs. of 

COMMRIGUISEI bee eke fae eke ee one na 407° (S236 ss bs 
448 lbs. Proctor’ s wheat-manure Gone 393 ‘6 2668 us fe 
CECA aR POETS DUNE enna ean A 66" 8089" <6 ie 
4 tons teeter SPER NEL: ta 5 Se Ie ae oe 1872 cs m 

The manures in each case cost $7.80 per acre, except the large 

dose of Proctor’s wheat-manure, which cost $11.70 per acre. The 

wheat was worth $1.26 per bushel. Leaving the value of the straw 
out of the question, the profit from the use of the top-dressing was : 

With guano. eeneeorry eno nae ies per acre. 
MebeTUIBT A LOUO tS OCB cik sees nec ale eishaee mh sia ies 
‘nitrate of soda and common salt.. oes 
P4483 lbs. wheab-manutess.cccesene ce 7.94 
Peay} at Oe SE? bh Sa shel i ak 10.16 

The marl did no good. 
The nitrate of soda and common salt contained no phosphoric 

acid, and yet produced an excellent effect. The guano and the 
wheat-manure contained phosphoric acid as well as nitrogen, and 

the following crop of clover would be likely to get some benefit 
from it. 

John Johnston wrote in 1868, “I have used manure only as a 
top-dressing for the last 26 years, and I do think one load, used in 
that way, is worth far more than two loads plowed under on our 

stiff land.” - 
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CHAP TER XXX ETT. 
~ 

MANURES ON PERMANENT MEADOWS AND 

PASTURES. 

In this country, where labor is comparatively high, and hay 
often commands a good price, a good, permanent meadow fre- 

quently affords as much real profit as any other portion of the 

farm. Now that we have good mowing-machines, tedders, rakes, 
and loading and unloading apparatus, the labor of hay-making 

is greatly lessened. The only difficulty is to keep up and increase 
the annual growth of good grass, 
Numerous experiments on top-dressing meadows are reported 

from year to year. The results, of course, differ considerably, being 
influenced by the soil and season. The profit of the practice de- 
pends very much on the price of hay. In the Eastern States, hay 
generally commands a higher relative price than grain, and it not 

unfrequently happens that we can use manure on grass to decided 
advantage. 

The celebrated experiments of Messrs. Lawes & Gilbert with 

‘“*Manures on Permanent Meadow-land” were commenced in 1856, 

and have been continued on the same plots every year since that 
time. 

“You need not be afraid, Deacon,” said I, as the old gentleman 
commenced to button up his coat, ‘I am not going into the details 

of these wonderful experiments; but I am sure you will be inter- 
ested in the results of the first six or seven years, 

The following table explains itself: 
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MANURES ON PERMANENT MEADOWS. wie 

These are all the figures I will trouble you with. The “mixed 
mineral manures” consisted of superphosphate of lime (composed 
of 150 lbs. bone-ash and 150 lbs. sulphuric acid, sp. gr. 1.7), 300 lbs. 
sulphate of potash, 200 Ibs. sulphate of soda, and 100 lbs. sulphate 
of magnesia. The ammonia-salts consisted of equal parts sulphate 
and muriate of ammonia, containing about 25 per cent. of ammo- 
nia. The manures were sown as early as possible in the spring, 
and, if the weather was suitable, sometimes in February. The 
farmyard-manure was spread on the land, in the first year, in the 
spring, afterwards in November or December. The hay was cut 
from the middle to the last of June; and the aftermath was pas- 
tured off by sheep in October. 

“It is curious,” said the Deacon, “ that 400 lbs. of ammonia-salts 
should give as great an increase in the yield of hay the first year 
as 14 tons of farmyard-manure, but the second year the farmyard- 
manure comes out decidedly ahead.” 

“The farmyard-manure,” said I, “ was applied every year, at the 
rate of 14 gross tons per acre, for eight years—1856 to 1863. Aftér 
1863, this plot was left without manure of any kind. The average 

yield of this plot during the first 8 years was 4,800 lbs. of hay per 
acre. 

On the plot dressed with 14 tons of farmyard-manure and 200 
Ibs. ammonia-salts, the average yield of hay for 8 years was 5,544 
Ibs. per acre. After the eighth year the farmyard-manure was dis- 
continued, and during the next twelve years the yield of hay 

averaged 3,683 Ibs., or 1,149 lbs. more than the continuously unma- 
nured plot. 

In 1859, superphosphate of lime was used alone on plot 3, and 
has been continued ever since. It seems clear that this land, which 

had been in pasture or meadow for a hundred years or more, was 
not deficient in phosphates. 

“It does not seem,” said the Deacon, “ to have been deficient in 
anything. The twentieth crop, on the continuously unmanured 

plot was nearly 14 ton per acre, the first cutting, and nearly 2-ton 
the second cutting. And apparently the land was just as rich in 

1875, as it was in 1856, and yet over 25 tons of hay had been cut 

and removed from the land, without any manure being returned. 
And yet we are told that hay is a very exhausting crop.” 

‘““Superphosphate alone,” said the Doctor, “did very little to 
increase the yield of hay, but superphosphate and ammonia pro-— 

duced the first year, 1859, over a ton more hay per acre than the 
superphosphate alone, and when potash is added to the manure, the 

yield is still further increased.” 
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“ Answer me one question,” said the Deacon, “ and let us leave 
the subject. In the light of these and other experiments, what do 
you consider the cheapest and best manure to apply to a perma- 
nent meadow or pasture ?”’ 

“Rich, well-decomposed farmyard or stable manure,” said I, 
“and if it is not rich, apply 200 Ibs. of nitrate of soda per acre, in 
addition. This will make it rich. Poor manure, made from straw, 

corn-stalks, hay, etc., is poor in nitrogen, and comparatively rich 

in potash. The nitrate of soda will supply the deficiency of ni- 
trogen. On the sea-shore fish-scrap is a cheaper source of nitrogen, 

and may be used instead of the nitrate of soda.” 

CHAPTER «XXXIV. 

MANURES FOR SPECIAL CROPS. 

MANURES FOR HOPS. 

“For hops,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ there is nothing better than rich, 
well-decomposed farmyard-manure—such manure as you are now 
making from your pigs that are bedded with stable-manure. ” 
“That isso,” said I, “and the better you feed your horses and 

pigs, the better will the manure be for hops. In England, Mr. 
Paine, of Surrey, made a series of experiments with different ma- 
nures for hops, and, as the result of four years trial, reported that 
rape-cake, singly, or in combination, invariably proved the best 
manure for hops. In this country, cotton-seed, or cotton-seed- 
cake, would be a good substitute for the rape-cake. Whatever ma- 

nure is used should be used liberally. Hops require a large amount 
of labor per acre, and it is, therefore, specially desirable to obtain 

a large yield per acre. This can be accomplished only by the most 
lavish expenditure of manure. And all experience seems to show 

that it must be manure rich tin nitrogen. In the hop districts of 
England, 25 tons of rich farmyard-manure are applied per acre ; 
and in addition to this, soot and rags, both rich m nitrogen, have 

long been popular auxiliaries. The value of soot is due to the 
fact that it contains from 12 to 15 per cent of sulphate of am- 
monia, and the fact that it has been so long used with success as a 

manure for hops, seems to prove that sulphate of ammonia, which 
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can now be readily obtained, could be used to advantage by our 
hop-growers—say at the rate, in addition to farm-yard manure, of 
500 lbs. per acre, sown broadcast early in the spring. 

MANURES FOR TOBACCO. 

When tobacco is grown for wrappers, it is desirable to get a 
large, strong leaf. The richest land is selected for the crop, and 
large quantities of the richest and most stimulating manures are 

used. 
Like cabbages, this crop requires a large amount of plant-food 

per acre; and, like them, it can only be grown by constant and 
high manuring. More manure must be used than the plants can 
take up out of the soil, and hence it is, that tand which has been 

used for growing tobacco for some years, will be in high condition 
for other crops without further manuring. 

Farm-yard or stable-manure, must be the mainstay of the tobac- 
co-planter. With this, he can use artificial fertilizers to advantage 
—such as fish-secrap, woollen-rags, Peruvian guano, dried blood, 
slaughter-house offal, sulphate of ammonia, nitrate of soda, etc. 

For choice, high-flavored smoking-tobacco, the grower aims to 
get quality rather than quantity. This seems to depend more on 
the land and the climate than on the manures used: Superphos- 
phate of lime would be likely to prove advantageous in favor- 
ing the early growth and maturity of the crop. And in raising 
tobacco-plants in the seed-bed, I should expect good results from 
the use of superphosphate, raked into the soil at the rate of three 

or four lbs. per square rod. 

MANURES FOR INDIAN CORN. 

We know less about the manurial requirements of Indian corn, 
than of almost any other crop we cultivate. We know that wheat, 
barley, oats, and grasses, require for their maximum growth a lib- 

eral supply of available nitrogen in the soil. And such facts and 
experiments as we have, seem to indicate that the same is also true 

of Indian corn. It is, at any rate, reasonable to suppose that, as 

Indian corn belongs to the same botanical order as wheat, barley, 
oats, rye, timothy, and other grasses, the general manurial require- 

ments would be the same. Such,I presume, is the case; and yet 

there seem to be some facts that would incline us to place Indian 
corn with the leguminous plants, such as clover, peas, and beans, 

rather than with the cereals, wheat, barley, oats, etc. 
“ Why so,” asked the Deacon, “ Indian corn does not have much 

in common with beans, peas, and clover?” 
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As we have shown, clover can get more nitrogen out of the soil, 
than wheat, barley, and oats. And the same is true of beans and 
peas, though probably not to so great an extent. 

Now, it would seem that Indian corn can get more nitrogen out 
of a soil, than wheat, barley, or oats—and to this extent, at 

least, we may consider Indian corn as a renovating crop. In other 
words, the Indian corn can get more nitrogen out of the soil, than 
wheat, barley, and oats—and when we feed out the corn and 
stalks on the farm, we have more food and more manure than if 

we raised and fed out a crop of oats, barley, or wheat. If this 

idea is correct, then Indian corn, when consumed on the farm, 

should not be classed with what the English farmers term “ white 

crops,” but rather with the “ green crops.” In other words, Indian 
corn is what old writers used to call a “fallow crop ”—or what 
we Call a renovating crop. 

If this is so, then the growth and consumption of Indian corn on 
the farm, as is the case with clover, should leave the farm richer 

for wheat, rather than poorer. {i do not mean richer absolutely, 

but richer so far as the available supply of plant-food is concerned. 
“Tt may be that you are right,” said the Doctor, “ when corn is 

grown for fodder, but not when grown for the grain. It is the for- 
mation of the seed which exhausts the soil.” 

If I could be sure that it was true of corn-fodder, I should have 

little doubt that it is true also of corn as ordinarily grown for 
grain and stalks. For, I think, it is clear that the grain is formed 
at the expense of the stulks, and not directly from the soil. The 
corn-fodder will take from the soil as much nitrogen and phos- 

phoric acid as the crop of corn, and the more it will take, the more 

it approximates in character to clover and other renovating crops. 
If corn-fodder is a renovating crop, so is the ordinary corn-crop, 

also, provided it is consumed on the farm. 
‘* But what makes you think,” said the Deacon, “that corn can 

get more nitrogen from the soil, than wheat?” 

“That is the real point, Deacon,” said I, “and I willask you this 
question. Suppose you had a field of wheat seeded down to clover, 

and the clover failed. After harvest, you plow up half of the field 

and sow it to wheat again, the other half of the field you plow in 
the spring, and plant with Indian corn. Now, suppose you get 15 

bushels of wheat to the acre, how much corn do you think you 

would be likely to get?” 
“ Well, that depends,” said the Deacon, ‘“ but I should expect at 

least 30 bushels of shelled corn per acre,” 
“ Exactly, and I think most farmers would tell you the same; 
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you get twice as much corn and stalks to the acre as you would of 
wheat and straw. In other words, while the wheat cannot find 

more nitrogen than is necessary to produce 15 bushels of wheat 
and straw, the cern can find, and does find, take up, and organize, 

at least twice as much nitrogen as the wheat.” 

If these are facts, then the remarks we have made in regard to 

the value of clover as a fertilizing crop, are applicable in some de- 
gree to Indian corn. To grow clover and sell it, will in the end 
impoverish the soil; to grow clover and feed it out, will enrich the 
land. And the same will be true of Indian corn. It will gather 
up nitrogen that the wheat-crop can not appropriate; and when 

the corn and stalks are fed out, some 90 per cent of the nitrogen 
will be left in the manure. 

“You do not think, then,” said the Doctor, “that nitrogen is 
such an important element in manure for corn, as it is in a manure 

for wheat.” 
I have not said that. If we want a large crop of corn, we shall 

usually need a liberal supply of available nitrogen. But this is 

because a larger crop of cora means a much larger produce per 

acre, than a large crop of wiieat. Forty bushels of wheat per acre 
is an unusually large crop with us; but 80 bushels of shelled corn 
can be grown in a favorable season, and on rich, well-cultivated 
land. As the Deacon has said, 30 bushels of corn per acre can be 
grown as easily as 15 bushels of wheat; and it is quite probable, in 

many cases, that a manure containing no nitrogen, might give us 
a crop of 35 or 40 bushels per acre. In other words, up to a cer- 

tain point, manures containing mineral, or carbonaceous matter, 

might frequently, in ordinary agriculture, increase the yicld of In- 
dian corn; while on similar land, such manures would have little 
effect on wheat. 

“That is so,” said the Deacor, “we all know that plaster fre- 
quently increases the growth of corn, while it seldom does much 
good on wheat.”’ 

But, after you have got as large a crop as the land will produce, 

aided by plaster, ashes, and superphosphate, say 40 bushels of 
shelled corn per acre, then if you want to raise 70 bushels per acre, 

you must furnish the soil with manures containing sufficient avail- 
able nitrogen. 

Some years ago, I made some careful experiments with artificial 
manures on Indian corn. 

“Oh, yes,” said the Deacon, “they were made on the south lot, 

a 
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in front of my house, and I recollect that the N. Y. State Ag, 
Society awarded you a prize of $75 for them.” 

“ And I recollect,” said I, ‘‘ how “you and some other neighbors 
laughed at me for spending so much time in measuring the land 

and applying the manures, and measuring the crop. But I wish I 

could have afforded to continue them. <A single experiment, how- 
ever carefully made, can not be depended on. However, I will 

give the results for what they are worth, with some remarks made 

at the time: 

“The soil on which the experiments were made, is a light, sandy 

loam. It has been under cultivation for upwards of twenty years, 
and so far as I can ascertain has never been manured. It has been 
somewhat impoverished by the growth of cereal crops, and it was 

thought that for this reason, and on account of its light texture 

and active character, which would cause the manures to act imme- 

diately, it was well adapted for the purpose of showing the effect 

of different manurial substances on the corn-crop. 

“The land was clover-sod, two years old, pastured the previous 

summer. It was plowed early in the spring, and harrowed until 

in excellent condition. The corn was planted May 23, in hills 3} 

feet apart each way. 
“The manures were applied in the hill immediately before the 

seed was planted. 

“With superphosphate of lime, and. with plaster (gypsum, or 
sulphate of lime), the seed was placed directly on top of the ma- 

nure, as it is well known that these manures do not injure the 

germinating principle of even the smallest seeds. 

“The ashes were dropped in the hill, and then covered with soil, 

and the seed planted on the top, so that it should not come in con- 

tact with the ashes. 

**Guano and sulphate of ammonia were treated in the same way. 
**On the plots where ashes and guano, or ashes and sulphate of 

ammonia were both used, the ashes were first put in the hill, and 

covered with soil, and the guano or sulphate of ammonia placed 
on the top, and also covered with soil befvre the seed was planted. 

The ashes and superphosphate of lime was also treated in the same 
way. It is well known that unleached ashes, mixed either with 

guano, sulphate of ammonia, or superphosphate, mutually decom- 

pose each other, setting free the ammonia of the guano and sul- 
phate of ammonia, and converting the soluble phosphate of the 

superphosphate of lime into the insoluble form in which it existed 

before treatment with sulphuric acid. All the plots were planted 
on the same day, and the manures weighed and applied under my 
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own immediate supervision. Everything was done that was 

deemed necessary to secure accuracy. 

“The following table gives the results of the experiments: 

TABLE SHOWING THE BESULTS OF EXPERIMENTS ON INDIAN CORN. 
/ 
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“The superphosphate of lime was made on purpose for these 

experiments, and was a pure mineral manure of superior quality, 

made from calcined bones; it cost about 24 cents per pound. The 

sulphate of ammonia was a good, commercial article, obtained 

from London, at a cost of about seven cents per pound. The ashes 

were made from beech and hard maple (Acer saccharinum) wood, 

and were sifted through a fine sieve before being weighed. The 

guano was the best Peruvian, costing about three cents per pound. 

It was crushed and sifted before using. In sowing the ashes 

on plot 7, an error occurred in their application, and for the 

purpose of checking the result, it was deemed advisable to repeat 

the experiment on plot 10. 

“On plot 5, with 200 lbs. of superphosphate of lime per acre, the 

plants came up first, and exhibted a healthy, dark-green appear- 
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ance, which they retained for some time. This result was not an- 
ticipated, though it is well known that superphosphate of lime has 
the effect of stimulating the germination of turnip-seed, and the 

early growth of the plants to an astonishing degree; yet, as it hag 
no such effect on wheat, it appeared probable that it would not 

produce this effect on Indian corn, which, in chemical composition, 
is very similar to wheat. The result shows how uncertain are all 
speculations in regard to the manurial requirements of plants. 
This immediate effect of superphosphate of lime on corn was so 

marked, that the men (who were, at the time of planting, somewhat 

inclined to be skeptical, in regard to the value of such small doses 
of manure), declared that ‘superphosphate beats all creation for 

corn.’ The difference in favor of superphosphate, at the time of 
hoeing, was very perceptible, even at some distance. 

“ Although every precaution was taken that was deemed -ne- 
cessary, to prevent the manures from mixing in the hill, or from 
injuring the seed, yet, it was found, that those plots dressed with 
ashes and guano, or with ashes and sulphate of ammonia, were in- 
jured to some extent. Shortly after the corn was planted, heavy 
rain set in, and washed the sulphate of ammonia and guano, down 

into the ashes, and mutual decomposition took place, with more 
or less loss of ammonia. In addition to this loss of ammonia, these 

manures came up to the surface of the ground in the form of an 
excrescence, so hard that the plants could with difficulty penetrate 

through it. 
‘*Tt will be seen, by examining the table, that although the su- 

perphosphate of lime had a good effect during the eaily stages of 
the growth of the plants, yet the increase of ears of corn in the end 

did not come up to these early indications. On plot 5, with 300 Ibs. 

of superphosphate of lime per acre, the yield is precisely the same 
as on plot 2, with 100 lbs. of plaster (sulphate of lime), per acre. 

Now, superphosphate of lime is composed necessarily of soluble 
phosphate of lime and plaster, or sulphate of lime, formed from a 
combination of the sulphuric acid, employed in the manufacture of 

superphosphate, with the lime of the bones. In the 300 lbs. of 

superphosphate of lime, sown on plot 5, there would be about 100 

Ibs. of plaster; and as the effect of this dressing is no greater than 
was obtained from the 100 lbs. of plaster, sown on plot 2, it fol- 
lows, that the good effect of the superphosphate of lime was due 

to the plaster that it contained. 

“Again, on plot 4, with 150 Ibs. of sulphate of ammonia per 

acre, we have 90 bushels of ears of sound corn, and 15 bushels of 

ears of soft corn, (‘nubbins,’) per acre ; or a total increase over the 
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plot without manure, of 38 bushels. Now, the sulphate of ammo- 
nia contains no phosphate of lime, and the fact that such a manure 

gives a considerable increase of crop, confirms the conclusion we 

have arrived at, from a comparison of the results on plots 2 and 5; 

that the increase from the superphosphate of lime, is not due to 

the pkosphate of lime which it contains, unless we are to conclude 
that the sulphate of ammonia rendered the phosphate of lime in 
the soil more readily soluble, and thus furnished an increased 
quantity in an available form for assimilation by the plants— . 

a conclusion, which the results with superphosphate alone, on 

plot 5, and with superphosphate and sulphate of ammonia, com- 

bined, on plot 6, do not sustain. 

“On plot 12, half the quantity of sulphate of ammonia, was 
used as on plot 4, and the increase is a little more than half what it 

is where double the quantity was used. Again, on plot 18, 200 lbs. 
of Peruvian guano per acre, gives nearly as great an increase of 
sound corn, as the 150 lbs. of sulphate of ammonia. Now, 200 Ibs. 

of Peruvian guano contains nearly as much ammonia as 150 lbs. 
sulphate of ammonia, and the increase in both cases is evidently 
due to the ammonia of these manvres. The 200 lbs. of Peruvian 

guano, contained about 50 lbs. of phosphate of lime; but as the sul- 
phate of ammonia, which contains no phosphate of lime, gives as 
great an increase as the guano, it follows, that the phosphate of 

lime in the guano, had little, if any effect; a result precisely simi- 

lar to that obtained with superphosphate of lime. 

“We may conclude, therefore, that on this soil, which has never 

been manured, and which has been cultivated for many years with 
the Ceralia—-or, in other words, with crops which remove a large 
quantity of phosphate of lime from the soil—the phosphate of 
lime, relatively to the ammonia, is not deficient. If such was not 
the case, an application of soluble phosphate of lime would have 
given an increase of crop, which we have shown was not the case 
in any one of these experiments. 

“Plot 10, with 400 Ibs. of unleached wood-ashes per acre, pro- 
duces the same quantity of sownd corn, with an extra bushel of 
‘nubbins’ per acre, as plot 1, without any manure at all; ashes, 
therefore, applied alone, may be said to have had no effect what- 

ever. On plot 3, 400 Ibs. of ashes, and 100 lbs. of plaster, give the 

same total number of bushels per acre, as plot 2, with 100 lbs. of 
plaster alone. Plot 8, with 400 lbs. ashes, and 150 lbs. of sulphate 
of ammonia, yields three bushels of sound corn, and five bushels 
of ‘nubbins’ per acre, Jess than plot 4, with 150 lbs. sulphate of 
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ammonia alone. This result may be ascribed to the fact previously 
alluded to—the ashes dissipated some of the ammonia. 

“Plot 11, with 100 Ibs. of plaster, 400 lbs. ashes, 300 Ibs. of super- 
phosphate of Jime, and 200 lbs. Peruvian guano (which contains 
about as much ammonia as 150 Ibs. sulphate of ammonia), pro- 
duced precisely the same number of total bushels per acre, as plot 
4, with 150 lbs. sulphate of ammonia alone, and but 4 bushels more 

per acre, than plot 18, with 200 lbs. Peruvian guano alone. It is 
evident, from these results, that neither ashes nor phosphates had 
much effect on Indian corn, on this impoverished soil. Plot 14 re- 
ceived the largest dressing of ammonia (500 lbs. Peruvian guano), 
and produced much the largest crop; though the increase is not so 

great in proportion to the guano, as where smaller quantities were 
used. 

“The manure which produced the most profitable result, was 
the 100 lbs. of plaster, on plot 2. The 200 lbs. of Peruvian guano, 
on plot 13, and which cost about $6, gave an increase of 14 bushels 
of shelled corn, and 6 bushels of ‘nubbins.’ This will pay at the 
present price of corn in Rochester, although the profit is not very 
great. The superphosphate of lime, although a very superior 

article, and estimated at cost price, in no case paid for itself. The 
same is true of the ashes. 

“‘ But the object of the experiment was not so much to ascertain 
what manures will pay, but to ascertain, if possible, what constitu- 
ents of manures are required, in greatest quantity, for the maxi- 

mum growth of corn. * * Hitherto, no experiments have been 

made in this country, on Indian corn, that afforded any certain in- 

formation on this point. Indeed, we believe no satisfactory experi- 
ments have been made on Indian corn, in any country, that throw 

any definite light on this interesting and important question. A 
few years ago, Mr. Lawes made similar experiments to those given 
above, on his farm, at Rothamsted, England; but owing to the 

coolness of the English climate, the crop did not arrive at maturity. 

“Numerous experiments have been made in this country, with 
guano and superphosphate of lime; but the superphosphates used 

were commercial articles, containing more or less ammonia, and if 
they are of any benefit to those crops to which they are applied, it 
is a matter of uncertainty whether the beneficial effect of the appli- 
cation is due to the soluble phosphate of lime, or to the ammonia. 
On the other hand, guano contains both ammonia and phosphate ; 

and we are equally at a loss to determine, whether the effect is at- 

tributable to the ammonia or phosphate, or both. In order, there- 

fore, to determine satisfactorily, which of the several ingredients 
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of plants is required in greatest proportion, for the maximum 
growth of any particuiar crop, we must apply these ingredients sep- 
arately, or in such definite compounds, as will enable us to deter- 

mine to what particular element or compounds the beneficial effect 
is to be ascribed. It was for this reason, that sulphate of ammo- 

nia, and a purely mineral superphosphate of lime, were used in 
the above experiments. No one would think of using sulphate of 

ammonia at its price, [sulphate of ammonia is now cheaper, while 
Peruvian guano is more costly and less rich in ammonia], as an 

ordinary manure, for the reason, that the same quantity of ammo- 
nia can be obtained in other substances, such as barnyard-manure, 

Peruvian guano, etc., at a much cheaper rate. But these manures 
contain ali the elements of plants, and we can not know whether 
the effect produced by them is due to the ammonia, phosphates, or 

any other ingredients. For the purpose of experiment, therefore, 
we must use a manure that furnishes ammonia without any ad- 
mixture of phosphates, potash, soda, lime, magnesia, etc., even 
though it cost much more than we could obtain the same amount 
of ammonia in other manures. I make these remarks in order to 

correct a very common opinion, that if experiments do not pay, 

they are useless. The ultimate object, indeed, is to ascertain the 
most profitable method of manuring; but the means of obtaining 
this information, can not in all cases be profitable. 

“Similar experiments to those made on Indian corn, were made 
on soil of a similar character, on about an acre of Chinese sugar- 
cane. I do not propose to give the results in detail, at this time, 
and allude to them merely to mention one very important fact, the 
superphosphate of lime had o very marked effect. This manure was 
applied in the hill on one plot (the twentieth of an acre,) at the 
rate of 400 lbs. per acre, and the plants on this plot came up first, 
and outgrew all the others from the start, and ultimately attained 
the height of about ten feet; while on the plot receiving no ma- 
nure, the plants were not five feet high. This is a result entirely 
different from what I should have expected. It has been supposed, 
from the fact that superphosphate of lime had no effect on wheat, 
that it would probably have little effect on corn, or on the sugar- 
cane, or other ceralia ; and that, 2s ammonia is so beneficial for 
wheat, it would probably be beneficial for corn and sugar-cane. 
The above experiments indicate that such is the case, in regard to 
Indian corn, so far as the production of grain is concerned, though, 
as we have stated, it is not true in reference to the early growth of 
the plants. The superphosphate of limeon Indian corn, stimulated 
the growth of the plants, in a very decided manner at first, so 
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much so, that we were led to suppose, for some time, that it would 

give the largest crop; but at harvest, it was found that it produced 

no more corn than plaster. These results seem to indicate, that 
superphosphate of lime stimulates the growth of stalks and leaves, 
and has little effect in increasing the production of seed. In raising 
Indian corn, for fodder or for soiling purposes, superphosphate of 
lime may be beneficial, as well as in growing the sorghum for sugar- 

making purposes, or for foddder—though, perhaps, not for seed.” 

“In addition to the experiments given above, I also made the 

same season, on an adjoining field, another set of experiments on 

Indian corn, the results of which are given below. 
“The land on which these experiments were made, is of a some- 

what firmer texture than that on which the other set of experi- 
ments was made. It is situated about a mile from the barn-yard, 
and on this account, has seldom, if ever been manured. It has 

been cultivated for many years with ordinary farm crops. It was 

plowed early in the spring, and it was harrowed until quite 

mellow. Thecorn was planted May 50, 1857. Each experiment 
occupied one-tenth of an acre, consisting of 4 rows 335 feet apart, 

and the same distance between the hills in the rows, with one TOW 

without manure between each experimental plot. 

“The manure was applied in the hill, in the same manner as in 
the first set of experiments. 
“The barnyard-manure was well-rotted, and consisted princi- 

pally of cow-dung with a little horse-dung. Twenty two-horse 
wagon loads of this was applied per acre, and each load would 
probably weigh about one ton. It was put in the hill and covered 
with soil, and the seed then planted on the top. 

“The following table gives the results of the experiments: 

TABLE SHOWING THE RESULTS OF EXPERIMENTS ON INDIAN CORN, MADE NEAR 

ROCHESTER, N. Y¥ , IN THE YEAR 1857. 
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| DESCRIPTIONS OF MANURES, AND Bees a koe a 8 x S 5 
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UNO UAnNsen ooh tet eee raed 1 | 12 | 8% /....- Rrerered | crs 
2. 20 loads barn-yard manure............ 822 | 10 | 924 OF iss arecaze 54 
8. 150 Ibs. sulphate of ammonia..... ... 85 80 | 115 10 18 28 
4. 300 Ibs. superphosphate of lime...... 88 10 | 98 | Dd. acpateat 11 
5. 400 Jbs, Peruvian guano ............. 90 380 | 120 15 18 33 
6. 400 Ibs. of “‘ Cancerine,” or fish man’e| 85 20 | 105 | 10 8 18 
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“ As before stated, the land was of a stronger nature than that 
on which the first set of experiments wac made, and it was evi- 
dently in better condition, as the plot heving no manure produced 

20 bushels of ears of corn per acre more than the plot without 
manure in the other field. 
“On plot 4, 300 lbs. of superphosphate of time gives a total in- 

crease of 11 bushels of ears of corn per acre over the unmanured 
plot, agreeing exactly with the increase obtained from the same 

quantity of the same manure on plot 5, in the first set of experi- 
ments. ; 

“Plot 3, dressed with 150 lbs. of sulphate of ammonia per acre, 
gives a total increase of 28 bushels of ears of corn per acre, over 
the unmanured plot; and an increase of 224 bushels of ears per 
acre over plot 2, which received 20 loads of good, well-rotted barn- 

yard-dung per acre. 
“Plot 5, with 400 lbs. of Peruvian guano per acre gives the best 

crop of this series viz: an increase of 33 bushels of corn per acre 

over the unmanured plot, and 274 over the plot manured with 

20 loads of barnyard-dung. The 400 Ibs. of ‘ Cancerine ’"—an arti- 
ficial manure made in New Jersey from fish—gives a total in- 
crease of 18 bushels of ears per acre over the unmanured plot, and 
124 bushels more than that manured with barn-yard dung, though 

5 bushels of ears of sound corn and 10 bushels of ‘nubbins’ per 
acre Jess than the same quantity of Peruvian guano.” 

MANURES FOR TURNIPS. 

To raise a large crop of turnips, especially of ruta-bagas, there is 
nothing better than a liberal application of rich, well-rotted farm- 

yard-manure, and 250 to 300 lbs. of good superphosphate of lime 

per acre, drilled in with the seed. 
I have seen capital crops of common turnips grown with no 

other manure except 300 lbs. of superphosphate per acre, drilled 
with the seed. Superphosphate has a wonderful effect on the de- 
velopment of the roots of the turnip. And this is the secret of its 
great value for this crop. It increases the growth of the young 
plant, developing the formation of the roots, and when the turnip 

once gets full possession of the soil, it appropriates all the plant- 
food it can find. A turnip-crop grown with superphosphate, can 
get from the soil much more nitrogen than a crop of wheat. The 
turnip-crop, when supplied with superphosphate, is a good “scay- 

enger.” It will gather up and organize into good food the refuse 
plant-food left in the soil. It is to the surface soil, what clover is 

to the subsoil. 
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To the market gardener, or to a farmer who manures heavily, 
common turnips drilled in with superphospuate will prove a valu- 

able crop. On such land no other manure will be needed. I can- 
not too earnestly recommend the use of superphosphate as a ma- 

nure for turnips. 

For Swede turnips or ruta-bagas, it will usually be necessary, in 
order to secure a Maximum crop, to use a manure which, in addi- 
tion to superphosphate, contains available nitrogen. A good dress- 
ing of rich, well-rotted manure, spread on the land, and plowed 
under, and then 800 Ibs. of superphosphate drilled in with the 
seed, would be likely to give a good crop. 

In the absence of manure, there is probably nothing better for 
the ruta-bagas than 300 lbs. of so-called “ rectified” Peruvian 
guano, that is, guano treated with sulphuric acid, to render the 

phosphates soluble. Such a guano is guaranteed to contain 10 per 

cent of ammonia, and 10 per cent of soluble phosphoric acid, and 

would be a good dressing for Swede turnips. 
The best way to use guano for turnips is to sow it broadcast on 

the land, and harrow it in, and then either drill in the turnip-seed 

on the flat, or on ridges. The latter is decidedly the better plan, 
provided you have the necessary implements to do the work expe- 

ditiously. A double mould-board plow will ridge up four acres a 
day, and the guano being previously sown on the surface, will be 

turned up with the mellow surface-soil into the ridge, where the 
seed is tobe sown. The young plants get hold of it and grow so 

rapidly as to be soon out of danger from the turnip-beetle. 

MANURES FOR MANGEL-WURZEL OR SUGAR-BEETS. 

When sugar-beets are grown for feeding to stock, there is prob- 

ably little or no difference in the manurial requirements of sugar- 
beets and mangel-wurzel. Our object is to get as large a growth 
as possible consistent with quality. 

“Large roots,” said the Deacon, “have been proved to contain 
less nutriment than small roots.” 

True, but it does not follow from this that rich land, or heavy 
manuring is the chief cause of this difference. It is much more 
likely to be due to the variety selected. The seed-growers have 
been breeding solely for size and shape. They have succeeded to 
such an extent that 84 gross tons of roots have been grown on an 

acre. This is equal to over 94 of our tons per acre. ‘‘ That is an 
enormous crop,” said the Deacon; ‘‘and it would require some 
labor to put 10 acres of them in a cellar.” 

“If they were as nutritious as ordinary mangels,”’ said I, ‘‘ that 
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would be no argument against them. But such is not the case. 

In a letter just.received from Mr. Lawes, (May, 1878,) he charac- 

terizes them as ‘ bladders of water and salts.’”’ 

Had the seed-growers bred for guality, the roots would have 

been of less size, but they would contain more nutriment. 

What we want is a variety that has been bred with reference to 

quality; and when this is secured, we need not fear to make the 

land rich and otherwise aim to secure great growth and large-sized 

roots. 

It certainly is not good economy to select a variety which has 

been bred for years to produce large-sized roots, and then sow this 

seed on poor land for the purpose of obtaining small-sized roots. 

Better take a variety bred for quality, and then make the land rich 

enough to produce a good crop. 

We are not likely to err in making the land too rich for mangel: 

wurzel or for sugar-beets grown for stock. When sugar-beets are 

grown for sugar, we must aim to use manures favorable for the pro- 

duction of sugar, or rather to avoid using those which are un- 

favorable. But where sugar-beets are grown for food, our aim is 

to get a large amount of nutriment to the acre. And itis by no 

means clear to my mind that there is much to be gained by select- 

ing the sugar-beet instead of a good variety of mangel-wurzel. It 

is not a difficult matter, by selecting the largest roots for seed, and 

by liberal manuring, and continuously selecting the largest roots, 

to convert the sugar-beet into a mangel-wurzel. 

When sugar-beets are grown for food, we may safely manure 

them as we would mangel-wurzel, and treat the two crops pre- 

cisely alike. 
I usually raise from ten to fifteen acres of mangel-wurzel every 

year. I grow them in rotation with other crops, and not as the 
Hon. Harris Lewis and some others do, continuously on the same 
land. We manure liberally, but not extravagantly, and get a fair 
yield, and the land is left in admirable condition for future crops. 

I mean by this, not that the land is specially rich, but that it is 

- very clean and mellow. 
“In 1877,’ said the Deacon, “you had potatoes on the land 

where you grew mangels the previous year, and had the best crop 

in the neighborhood.” 
This is true, but still I do not think it a good rotation. A barley 

crop seeded with clover would be better, especially if the mangels 

were heavily manured. The clover would get the manure which 
had been washed into the subsoil, or left in such a condition that 

potatoes or grain could not take it up. 
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There is one thing in relation to my mangels of 1876 which has 
escaped the Deacon. The whole pigce was manured and well pre- 
pared, and dibbled in with mangels, the rows being 24 feet apart, 
and the seed dropped 15 inches apart in the rows. Owing to poor 
seed, the mangels failed on about three acres, and we plowed up 
the land and drilled in corn for fodder, in rows 24 feet apart, and 
at the rate of over three bushels of seed per acre. We had a great 
crop of corn-fodder. 

The next year, as I said before, the whole piece was planted 
with potatoes, and if it was true that mangels are an “enriching 
crop,” while corn is an “exhausting” crop, we ought to have had 
much better potatoes after the mangels than after corn. This was 
certainly not the case; if there was any difference, it was in favor 

of the corn. But Ido not place any confidence in an experiment 
of this kind, where the rage were not weighed and the results 
carefully ascertained. 

Mr. Lawes has made some most thorough experiments with dif- 
ferent manures on sugar-beets, and in 1876 he commenced a series 
of experiments with mangel-wurzel. 

The land is a rather stiff clay loam, similar to that on which the 
wheat and barley experiments were made. It is better suited to 
the growth of beets than of turnips. 

“Why so,” asked the Deacon, “I thought that black, bottom 
land was best for mangels.” 

“ Not so, Deacon,” said I, “we can, it is true, grow large crops 

of mangels on well-drained and well-manured swampy or bottom 

land, but the best soil for mangels, especially in regard to quality, 
is a good, stiff, well-worked, and well-manured loam.” 

“And yet,” said the Deacon, “you had a better crop last year 

on the lower and blacker portions of the field than on the heavy, 

clayey land.” 
In one sense, this is true. We had dry weather in the spring, 

and the mangel seed on the dry, clayey land did not come up as 

well as on the cooler and moister bottom-land. We had more 

plants to the acre, but the roots on the clayey Jand, when they 

once got fair hold of the soil and the manure, grew larger and bet- 

ter than on the lighter and moister land. The great point is to get 

this heavy land into a fine, mellow condition. 
But to Mr. Lawes’ experiments. They are remarkably interest- 

ing and instructive. But it is not necessary to go into all the de- 
tails. Suffice it to say that the experiments seem to prove, very 

conclusively, that beets require a liberal supply of available nitro- 
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gen. Thus, without manure, the yield of beets was about 7} tons 
of bulbs per acre. 

With 550 lbs. nitrate of soda per acre, the yield was a little over 
22 tons per acre. With 14 tons of farmyard-manure, 18 tons per 
acre. With 14 tons of farmyard-manure and 550 lbs. nitrate of 
soda, over 274 tons per acre. 

Superphosphate of lime, sulphates of potash, soda, and magne- 
sia, and common salt, alone, or with other manures, had compara- 

tively little effect. 

Practically, when we want to grow a good crop of beets or man- 

gels, these experiments prove that what we need is the richest kind 
of barnyard-manure. 

If our manure is not rich, then we should use, in addition to the 
manure, a dressing of nitrate of soda—say 400 or 500 lbs. per acre. 
. If the land is in pretty good condition, and we have no barn- 
yard-manure, we may look for a fair crop from a dressing of ni- 

trate of soda alone. 
“T see,” said the Deacon, “ that 550 lbs. of nitrate of soda alone, 

gave an increase of 14} tons per acre. And the following year, on 
the same land, it gave an increase of 134 tons; and the next year, 

on the same land, over 9 tons.” 
“ Yes,”’ said I, ‘“‘ the first three years of the experiments (1871-2-3), 

550 Ibs. of nitrate of soda alone, applied every year, gave an average 
yield of 19 tons of bulbs per acre. During the same three years, 
the plot dressed with 14 tons of barnyard-manure, gave an average 
yield of 164 tons. But now mark. The next year (1874) all the 
plots were left without any manure, and the plot which had been 
previously dressed with nitrate of soda, alone, fell off to 3 tons per 
acre, while the plot which had been previously manured with 
barnyard-manure, produced 102 tons per acre.” 

“Good,” said the Deacon, “ there is nothing like manure.” 

MANURES FOR CABBAGE, PARSNIPS, CARROTS, LETTUCE, 
ONIONS, ETC. 

I class these plants together, because, though differing widely in 
many respects, they have one feature in common. They are all 
artificial productions. 
A distinguished amateur horticulturist once said tome, “Ido 

not see why it is I have so much trouble with lettuce. My land is 
rich, and the lettuce grow well, but do not head. They have a 
tendency to run up to seed,and soon get tough and bitter.” 

I advised him to raise his own seed from the best plants—and 

especially to reject all plants that showed any tendency to go pre- 

13 
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maturely to seed. Furthermore, I told him I thought if he would 
sow a little superphosphate of lime with the seed, it would greatly 
stimulate the early growth of the lettuce. 

As I have said before, superphosphate, when drilled in with the 

seed, has a wonderful effect in developing the root-growth of the 
young plants of turnips, and I thought it would have the same 
effect on lettuce, cabbage, cauliflowers, etc. 

“ But,” said he, “it is not vocts that I want, but heads.” 

“ Exactly,” said I, “ you do not want the plants to follow out 

their natural disposition and run up to seed. You want to induce 

them to throw out a great abundance of tender leaves. In other 
words, you want them to ‘head.’ Just as in the turnip, you do not 
want them to run up to seed, but to produce an unnatural develop- 
ment of ‘ bulb.’ ” 

Thirty years ago, Dr. Gilbert threw out the suggestion, that 
while it was evident that turnips required a larger proportion of 

soluble phosphates in the soil than wheat ; while wheat required a 

larger proportion of available nitrogen 1n the soil, than turnips, it 
was quite probable, if we were growing turnips for seed, that then, 

turnips would require the same kind of manures as wheat. 

We want exceedingly rich land for cabbage, especially for an 
early crop. This is not merely because a large crop of cabbage 

takes a large amount of plant-food out of the soil, but because 

the cultivated cabbage is an artificial plant, that requires its food 
in a concentrated shape. In popular language, the plants have to 
be “ forced.” 

According to the analyses of Dr. Anderson, the outside leaves of 
cabbage, contain, in round numbers, 91 per cent of water; and the 
heart leaves, 944} per cent. In other words, the green leaves con- 

tain 8} per cert more dry matter than the heart leaves. 
Dr. Velcker, who analyzed more recently some. “ cattle-cab- 

bage,” found 894 per cent of water in the green leaves, and 83% 

per cent in the heart and inner leaves—thus confirming previous 
analyses, and showing also that the composition of cabbages varies 
considerably. 

Dr. Veelcker found much less water in the cabbage than Dr, 
Anderson. 

The specimen analyzed by Dr. V., was grown on the farm of 
the Royal Ag. College of England, and I infer from some incidental 
remarks, that the crop was grown on rather poor land. And it is 
probably true that a large crop of cabbage grown on rich land, con- 

tains a higher percentage of water than cabbage grown on poorer 



MANURES FOR SPECIAL CROPS. 291 

land. On the poor land, the cabbage would not be likely to head 
so well as on the rich land, and the green leaves of cabbage con- 
tain more than half as much again real dry substance as the heart 
leaves. 

The dry matter of the heart leaves, however, contains more 
actual nutriment than the dry matter of the green leaves. 

It would seem very desirable, therefore, whether we are raising 
cabbage for market or for home consumption, to make the land 
rich enough to grow good heads. Dr. Veelcker says, “In ordinary 
seasons, the average produce of Swedes on our poorer fields is 
about 15 tons per acre. On weighing the produce of an acre of 
cabbage, grown under similar circumstances, I found that it 
amounted to 17} tons per acre. On good, well-manured fields, 
however, we have had a much larger produce.” 

In a report on the “ Cultivation of Cabbage, and its comparative 
Value for Feeding purposes,” by J. M. M’Laren, of Scotland, the 
yield of Swede turnips, was 292 tons per acre, and the yield of cab- 
bage, 472 tons per acre. 

“*It is very evident,” said the Deacon, “that if you grow cabbage 
you should make the land rich enough to produce a good crop— 
and I take it that is all you want to show.” 

“T want to show,’ I replied, “that our market gardencrs have 
reason for applying such apparently excessive dressings of rich 
manure to the cabbage-crop. They find it safer to put far more 
manure into the land than the crop can possibly use, rather than 
run any risk of getting an inferior crop. An important practical 
question is, whether they can not grow some crop or crops after 
the cabbage, that can profitably take up the manure left in the soil.” 

Prof. E. Wolff, in the last edition of ‘‘ Praktische Diingerlehre,” 
gives the composition of cabbage. For the details of which, see 
Appendix, page 345. 
From this it appears that 50 tons of cabbage contain 240 lbs. of 

nitrogen, and 1,600 Ibs. of ash. Included in the ash is 630 lbs. 
of potash; 90 lbs. of soda; 310 Ibs. of lime; 60 lbs. of magnesia; 
140 lbs. of phosphoric acid; 240 lbs. of sulphuric acid, and 20 Ibs. 
of silica. 

Henderson, in “ Gardening for Profit,” advises the application 
of 75 tons of stable or barn-yard manure per acre, for early cab- 
bage. For late cabbage, after peas or early potatoes, he says about 
10 tons per acre are used. 

Brill, in “Farm Gardening and Seed Growing,” also makes the 
same distinction in regard to the quantity of manure used for early 
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and late cabbage. He speaks of 70 to 80 tons or more, per acre, of 
well-rotted stable-manure as not an unusual or excessive dressing 

every year. : 
Now, according to Wolff's table, 75 tons of fresh stable-manure, 

with straw, contains 820 lbs. of nitrogen; 795 lbs. of potash; 150 
lbs. soda; 315 Ibs. of lime; 210 lbs. of magnesia; 420 lbs. of phos- 
phoric acid ; 105 lbs. sulphuric acid ; 2,655 lbs. of silica, and 60 lbs. 

of chlorine. 
“Put the figures side by side,” said the Deacon, “ so that we can 

compare them.” 
’ Here they are: 

"5 tons 
Fresh Horse| D9, fons 

Manure. Cabbage. 

IfRORED 2 a2 sh. cece SA Sin Dar thee amen rere a: 820 lbs. 240 lbs. 
Eee Sen GAMeS SB OME hy Pte tLe US POSSE Reel ep ent ccoiere ot Roaeeteia/e R95 Tes 630 °° 
Donor etl BsSancas coposccccdas seed boone sesc0dc 420 ena 140 * 
OLDE eee eeyetiny Abn Ee 6 ae Meer me ea y inn cae aCoe 150) 5 GOenss 
dh 00 ts eee eee Pe RIS On meee On ek detedeias OLD es S10) ss 
OMT meee oe hen ein oe apelis gis ace erniaets sist 6 fal esis niger inline 210 “ 60 ‘ 

“That is rather an interesting table,” said the Doctor. “In the 
case of lime, the crop takes about all that this heavy dressing of 
manure supplies—but I suppose the soil is usually capable of fur- 
nishing a considerable quantity.” 

“That may be so,” said the Deacon, “ but all the authorities on 
market gardening speak of the importance of either growing cab- 

bage on land containing lime, or else of applying lime as a manure. 
Quinn, who writes like a sensible man, says in hs book, ‘ Money 
in the Garden,’ ‘A top-dressing of lime every third year, thirty or 

forty bushels per acre, spread broadcast, and harrowed in, just be- 

fore planting, pays handsomely.’ ” 
Henderson thinks cabbage can only be grown successfully on 

land containing abundance of lime. He has used heavy dressings 
of lime on land which did not contain shells, and the result was 

satisfactory for a time, but he found it too expensive. 
Experience seems to show that to grow large crops of perfect 

cabbage, the soil must be liberally furnished with manures rich in 
nitrogen and phosphoric acid. 

In saying this, I do not overlook the fact that cabbage require a 
large quantity of potash. I think, however, that when large quan- 

tities of stable or barn-yard manure is used, it will rarely be found 
that the soil lacks potash. 

What we need to grow a large crop of cabbage, is manure from 
well-fed animals. Such manure can rarely be purchased. Now, 

the difference between rich manure and ordinary stabie or barn- 
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yard-manure, consists principally in this: The rich manure con- 
tains more nitrogen and phosphoric acid than the ordinary stable- 
manure—and it is in a more available condition. 

To convert common manure into rich manure, therefore, we must 
add nitrogen and phosphoric acid. In other words, we must use 
Peruvian guano, or nitrate of soda and superphosphate, or bone- 
dust, or some other substance that will furnish available nitrogen 
and phosphoric acid. 

Or it may well be, where stable-manure can be bought for $1.00 
per two-horse load, that it will be cheaper to use it in larger quan- 
tity rather than to try to make it rich. In this case, however, we 
must endeavor to follow the cabbage by some crop that has the 
power of taking up the large quantity of nitrogen and other plant- 
food that will be le{t in the soil. 

The cabbage needs a large supply of nitrogen in the soil, but re- 
moves comparatively little of it. We see that when 7% tons of 
manure is used, a crop of 50 tons of cabbage takes out of the soil 
less than 380 per cent of the nitrogen. And yet, if you plant cab- 
bage on this land, the next year, without manure, you would get 
a small crop. 

‘*It cannot be for want of nitrogen,” said the Deacon. 
“Yes it can,” said I. ‘‘ The cabbage, especially the early kinds, 

must have in the soil a much larger quantity of available nitrogen 
than the plants can use.” 

I do not mean by this that a large crop of cabbage could be 
raised, year after year, if furnished only with a large supply of avail- 
able nitrogen. In sucha case, the soil would soon lack the necessary 
inorganic ingredients. But, what I mean, is this: Where land has 
been heavily manured for some years, we could often raise a good 
crop of cabbage by a liberal dressing of available nitrogen, and still 
more frequently, if nitrogen and phosphoric acid were both used. 
You may use what would be considered an excessive quantity 

of ordinary stable-manure, and grow a large crop of cabbage; but 
still, if you plant cabbage the next year, without manure of any 
kind, you will get a small crop; but dress it with a manure con- 
taining the necessary Amount of nitrogen, and you will, so far as 
the supply of plant-food is concerned, be likely to get a good crop. 

In such circumstances, I think an application of 800 lbs. of ni- 
trate of soda per acre, costing, say $32, would be likely to afford a 
very handsome profit. 

For lettuce, in addition to well prepared rich land, [ should sow 
83 Ibs. of superphosphate to each square rod, scattered in the rows 
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before drilling in “che seed. It will favor the formation of fibrous 
roots and stimulate the growth of the young plants. 

In raising onions from seed, we require an abundance of rich, 
well-rotted manure, clean land, and early sowing. 

Onions ere often raised year after year on the same land. That 
this entails a great waste of manure, is highly probable, but it is 
not an easy matter to get ordinary farm-land properly prepared 

for onions. It needs to be clean and free from stones and rubbish 
of all kinds, and when once it is in good condition, it is thought 

better to continue it in onions, even though it may entail more or 
less loss of fertility. 

“What do’ ye mean,” asked the Deacon, “by loss of manure ?” 
“Simply this,” said L “We use a far greater amount-of plant- 

food in the shape of manure than is removed by the crop of onions. 
And yet, notwithstanding this fact, it is found, as a matter of ex- 

perience, that it is absolutely necessary, if we would raise a large 
and profitable crop, to manure it every year.” 

A few experiments would throw much light on this matter. I 

_ Should expect, when land had been heavily dressed every year for 
a few years, with stable-manure, and annually sown to onions, 
that 800 lbs. of sulphate of ammonia, or of nitrate of soda, or 1,200 

lbs. of Peruvian guano would give as good a crop as 25 or 80 tons 

of manure. Or perhaps a better plan would be to apply 10 or 15 

loads of manure, and 600 lbs. of guano, or 400 lbs. sulphate of am- 
monia, 
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MANURES FOR GARDENS AND ORCHARDS. 

MANURE FOR MARKET-GARDENS. 

The chief dependence of the market-gardener must be on the 
stable-manure which he can obtain from the city or village. The 
chief defect of this manure is that it is not rich enough in avail- 
able nitrogen. The active nitrogen exists principally in the urine, 

and this in our city stables is largely lost. A ton of fresh, unmixed 
horse-Gdung contains about 9 Ibs. of nitrogen. A ton of horse-urine, 
311bs. But this does not tell the whole story. The nitrogen in 
the dung is contained in the crude, undigested portions of the 

food. It is to a large extent insoluble and unavailable, while the 
nitrogen in the urine is soluble and active. 



MANURES FOR GARDENS AND ORCHARDS. 295 

The market-gardener, of course, has to take such manure as he 
can get, and the only points to be considered are (1), whether he 
had better continue to use an excessive quantity of the manure, or 

(2), to buy substances rich in available nitrogen, and either mix 

them with the manure, or apply them separately to the soil, or (8), 

whether he can use this horse-manure as bedding for pigs to be 
fed on rich nitrogenous food. 

The latter plan I adopt on my own farm, and in this way I get 
a very rich and active manure. I get available nitrogen, phosphoric 

acid, and potash, at far cheaper rates than they can be purchased in 

the best commercial fertilizers. 

Pigs void a large amount of urine, and as pigs are ordinarily 
kept, much of this liquid is lost for want of sufficient bedding to 
absorb it. With the market-gardener or nurseryman, who draws 
large quantities of horse-manure from the city, this need not be 

the case. The necessary buildings can be constructed at little cost, 
and the horse-manure can be used freely. The pigs should be fed 
on food rich in nitrogen, such as bran, malt-combs, brewers’ grains, 

the refuse animal matter from the slaughter-houses or butchers’ 
stores, fish scrap, pea or lentil-meal, palm-nut cake, or such food 

as will furnish the most nitrogenous food, other things being 
equal, at the cheapest rate. 

The market-gardener not only requires large quantities of rich 
manure, but he wants them to act quickly. The nurseryman who 
sets out a block of trees which will occupy the ground for three, 
four, or five years, may want a “lasting manure,” but such is not 
the case with the gardener who grows crops which he takes off the 
land in a few months. As long as he continues to use horse or 
cow-manure freely, he need not trouble himself to get a slow or 
lasting manure. His great aim should be to make the manure as 
active and available as possible. And this is especially the case if 
he occupies clayey or loamy land. On sandy land the manure will 
decompose more rapidly and act quicker. 

“There are many facts,” said the Doctor, “that show that an 
artificial application of water is equivalent to an application of 
manure. It has been shown that market-gardeners find it neces- 
sary to apply a much larger amount of plant-food to the soil than 
the crops can take up. This they have to do year after year. And 
it may well be that, when a supply of water can be bad at slight 
cost, it will be cheaper to irrigate the land, or water the plauts, 
rather than to furnish such an excess of manure, as is now found 
necessary. Even with ordinary farm-crops, we know that they feel 
the effects of drouth far less on rich land than on poor land. In 
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other words, a liberal supply of plant-food enables the crops to 
flourish with less water; and, on the other hand, a greater supply 
of water will enable the crops to flourish with a less supply of 
plant-food. The market-gardeners should look into this question 
of irrigation. 

MANURES FOR SEED-GROWING FARMS. 

In growing garden and vegetable seeds, much labor is neces- 
sarily employed per acre, and consequently it is of great import- 
ance to produce a good yield. The best and cleanest land 1s neces- 
sary to start with, and then manures must be appropriately and 

freely used. 

“ But not too freely,” said the Doctor, “for If am told it is quite 
possible to have land too rich for seed-growing.” 

It is not often that the land istoo rich. Still, it may wel] be that 
for some crops too much stable-manure is used. But in nine cases 
out of ten, wien such manure gives too much growth and too little 

or too poor seed, the trouble is in the quality of the manure. It 
contains too much carbonaceous matter. In other words, it is so 

poor in nitrogen and phosphoric acid, that an excessive quantity 
has to be used. 

The remedy consists in making richer manures and using a less 

quantity, or use half the quantity of stable-manure, and apply the 
rectified or prepared Peruvian guano, at the rate of 300 lbs. or 400 

lbs. per acre, or say 200 lbs. superphosphate and 200 lbs. nitrate of 
soda per acre. 

Where it is very important to have the seeds ripen early, a lib- 
eral dressing, say 400 lbs. per acre, of superphosphate of lime, will 
be likely to prove beneficial. 

MANURE FOR PRIVATE GARDENS. 

I once had a small garden in the city, and having no manure, I 
depended entirely on thorough cultivation and artificial fertilizers, 

such as superphosphate and sulphate of ammonia. It was culti- 

vated not for profit, but for pleasure, but I never saw a more pro- 

ductive piece of land. I had in almost every case two crops a year 

on the same land, and on some plots three crops. No manure was 
used, except the superphosphate and sulphate of ammonia, and 

coal and wood ashes from the house. 
About 5 lbs. of sulphate of ammonia was sown broadcast to the 

square rod, or worked into the soil very thoroughly in the rows 
where the seed was to be sown. Superphosphate was applied at 

the same rate, but instead of sowing it broadcast, I aimed to get it 
as near the seed or the roots of plants as possible. 
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Half a teaspoonful of the mixture, consisting of equal parts of 
superphosphate and sulphate of ammonia, stirred into a large three 
gallon can of water, and sprinkled on to a bed of verbenas, seemed 
to have a remarkable effect on the size and brilliancy of the flowers. 
Even to this day, although I have a good supply of rich barn- 

yard-manure, I do not like to be without some good artificial ma- 
nure for the garden. 

MANURE FOR HOT-BEDS. 

The best manure for hot-beds is horse or sheep-dung that has 
been used as bedding for pigs. 
When fresh stable-manure is used, great pains should be taken to 

save all the urine. In other words, you want the horse-dung 
thoroughly saturated with urine. 

The heat is produced principally from the carbon in the manure 
and straw, but you need active nitrogenous matter to start the fire. 
And the richer the manure is in nitrogenous matter, and the more 
thoroughly this is distributed through the manure, the more readily 
will it ferment. There is also another advantage in having rich 
manure, or manure well saturated with urine. You can make the 
heap more compact. Poor manure has to be made in a loose heap, 
or it will not ferment ; but such manure as we are talking about 
can be trodden down quite firm, and still ferment rapid enough to 
give out the necessary heat, and this compact heap will continue 
to ferment longer and give out a steadier heat, than the loose heap 
of poor manure. 

MANURE FOR NURSERYMEN. 

Our successful nurserymen purchase large quantities of stable 
and other manures from the cities, drawing it as fast as it is made, 
and putting it in piles until wanted. They usually turn the piles 

once or twice, and often three times. This favors fermentation, 
greatly reducing it in bulk, and rendering the manure much more 
soluble and active. It also makes the manure in the heap more 
uniform in quality. 

Messrs. Ellwanger & Barry tell me that they often ferment the 
manure that they draw from the stables in the city, and make it so 

fine and rich, that they get but one load of rotted manure from 
three loads as drawn from the stables. For some crops, they use 

at least 20 loads of this rotted manure per acre, and they esti- 
mate that each load of this rotted manure costs at least $5.00. 

H. E. Hooker places the cost of manure equally high, but seems 
willing to use all he can get, and does not think we can profitably 

employ artificial manures as a substitute. 
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In this I agree with him. But while I should not expect arti- 
ficial manures, when used alone, to prove as cheap or as valuable 

as stable-manure at present prices, I think it may well be that 

a little nitrate of soda, sulphate of ammonia, and superphosphate 
of lime, or dissoived Peruvian guano, might be used as an auail- 
vary manure to great advantage. 

Mr. H. E. Hooker, once sowed, at my suggestion, some sulphate 

of ammonia and superphosphate on part of a block of nursery 

trees, and he could not perceive that these manures did any good. 
Ellwanger & Barry also tried them, and reported the same nega- 

tive result. This was several years ago, and I do not think any 
similar experiments have been made since. 

“ And yet,” said the Deacon, “‘ you used these self same manures 
on farm-crops, and they greatly increased the growth.” 
“There are several reasons,” said the Doctor, “ why these ma- 

nures may have failed to produce any marked effect on the nursery 
trees. In the first place, there was considerable prejudice against 

them, and the nurserymen would hardly feel like relying on these 

manures alone. They probably sowed them on Jand already well 
manured ; and I think they sowed them too late in the season. I 
should like to see them fairly tried.” 

So would I. It seems to me that nitrate of soda, and superphos- 

phate, or dissolved Peruvian guano, could be used with very great 
advantage and profit by the nurserymen. Of course, it would 

hardly be safe to depend upon them alone. They should be used 
either in connection with stable-manure, or on land that had pre- 

viously been frequently dressed with stable-manure. 

MANURE FOR FRUIT-GROWERS. 

How to keep up the fertility of our apple-orchards, is becoming 
an important question, and is attracting considerable attention. 

There are two methods generally reeommended—I dare not say 
generally practised. The one, is to keep the orchard in bare-fal- 
low ; the other, to keep it in grass, and top-dress with manure, and 

either eat the grass off on the land with sheep and pigs, or else 
mow it frequently, and let the grass rot on the surface, for mulch 
and manure. 
“You are speaking now,” said the Deacon, “of bearing apple- 

orchards. No onerecommends keeping a young orchard in grass. 

We all know that young apple trees do far better when the land is. 

occupied with corn, potatoes, beans, or some other crop, which can 

be cultivated, than they do on land occupied with wheat, barley, 
oats, rye, buckwheat, or grass and clover. And even with bearing 
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peach trees, I have seen a wonderful difference in an orchard, half 
of which was cultivated with corn, and the other half sown with 

wheat. The trees in the wheat were sickly-looking, and bore a 
small crop of inferior fruit, while the trees in the corn, grew vigor- 
ously and bore a fine crop of fruit. And the increased value of 
the crop of peaches on the cultivated land was far more than we 
can ever hope to get from a crop of wheat.” 

“ And yet,” said the Doctor, “the crop of corn on the cultivated 

half of the peach-orchard removed far more plant-food from the 

soil, than the crop of wheat. And so it is evident that the differ- 
ence is not due wholly to the supply of manure in the surface-soil. 

It may well be that the cultivation which the corn received favored 
the decomposition of organic matter in the soil, and the formation 
of nitrates, and when the rain came, it would penetrate deeper into 

the loose soil than on the adjoining land occupied with wheat. 

The rain would carry the nitrogen down to the roots of the peach 

trees, and this will account for the dark green color of the leaves 
on the cultivated land, and the yellow, sickly-looking leaves on 
the trees among the wheat. 

HEN-MANURE, AND WHAT TO DO WITH IT. 

A bushel of corn fed toa hen would give no more nitrogen, 
phosphoric acid, and potash, in the shape of manure, than a bushel 

of corn fed toa pig. The manure from the pig, however, taking 
the urine and solid excrement together, contain 82 per cent of 
water, while that from the hen contains only 56 per cent of water. 
Morcover, hens pick up worms and insects, and their food in sech 

case would contain more nitrogen than the usual food of pigs, and 
the manure would be correspondingly richer in nitrogen. Hence 

it happens that 100 lbs. of dry hen-manure would usually be richer 
in nitrogen than 100 lbs. of dry pig-manure. But feed pigs on 
peas, and hens on corn, and the dry pig-manure would be much 
richer in nitrogen than the dry hen-manure. The value of the 
manure, other things being equal, depends on the food and not on 
the animal. 

Let no man think he is going to make his farm any richer by 
keeping hens, ducks, and geese, than he will by keeping sheep, 
pigs, and horses. 

‘Why is it, then,” asked the Deacon, “that hen-dung proves 

such a valuable manure. I would rather have a hundred Ibs. of 
hen-dung than half a ton of barnyard-manure ?” 
“And I presume you are right,” said I, “ but you must recollect 

that your hen-manure is kept until it is almost chemically dry. Let 
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us figure up what the half ton of manure and the 100 lbs. of hen- 
manure would contain. Here are the figures, side by side: 

(100 lbs. dry, Half ton 
Hen-MUa- | Cow-Dung 

; _ nure. with straw. 

Water (estimated) —asacsrrancteieseis mise soe sce eee Tee hoy. 15 Ibs. 
 acaad IMaGGOD SIS. sctstotwne b ccm mierootee atomic ais cuhe ster baetsiats Dilicies: 203 

BEDI si osacess vel Goalie tal ble feiclove ots SIS seins ee heie Sletelsbvelisteveiatcle miter ete OW ee 22. ee 

ei SOO OCT or OCR ro Toe rnin a 33] ae 
TOT SENSOR MP ea tcoiats Saale a a OE Me bei Miah inal oR ae 4 fon 
LOT CEI ey eh es Ary aa etree eee es teste cy eM CIEE EPL ee Se ly arta se SEs 
PROSpHONC (Geld a. esntiecy osenee ese we omae ashe Aone Ble ae ab Ss 0 

T would, myself, far rather have 100 Ibs. of your dry hen-manure 
than half a ton of your farmyard-manure. Your hens are fed on 
richer food than your cows. The 100 lbs. of hen-manure, too, 
would act much more rapidly than the half ton of cow-manure. 
It would probably do twice as much good-—possibly three or four 
times as much good, on the first crop,as the cow-manure. The ni- 

trogen, being obtained from richer and more digestible food, is in 
a much more active and available condition than the nitrogen in 
the cow-dung. 

“Tf you go on,” said the Deacon, “I think you will prove that I 
am right.” 

“T have never doubted,” said I, “‘ the great value of hen-dung, as 
compared with eee yand pasar. And all I wish to show is, that, 
notwithstanding its acknowledged value, the fact remains that a 
given quantity of the same kind of food will give no greater 
amount of fertilizing matter -when fed to a hen than if fed to a pig.” 

I want those farmers who find so much benefit from an applica- 
tion of hen-manure, ashes, and plaster, to their corn and potatoes, 

to feel that if they would keep better cows, sheep, and pigs, and 

feed them better, they would get good pay for their feed, and the 
manure would enable them to grow larger crops. 

While we have been talking, the Deacon was looking over 18g 
tables. (See Appendix.) “I see,” said he, ‘‘ that wheat and rye 

contain more nitrogen than hen-manure, but less potash and phos- 
phoric acid.” ; 

“This is true,” said I, ‘‘ but the way to compare them, in order 
to see the effect of passing the wheat through the hen, is to look at 
the composition of the air-dried hen-dung. The fresh hen-dung, 

according to the table, contains 56 per cent of water, while wheat 

contains less than 144 per cent.” 
Let us compare the composition of 1,000 lbs. air-dried hen-dung 

with 1,000 lbs. of air-dried wheat and rye, and also with bran, 
malt-combs, etc. ; 



MANURES FOR GARDENS AND ORCHARDS. 301 

Phosphoric 
Nitrogen. Potash. Acid. 

Whest rosa te eis eR rey ern 20.8 5B} 7.9 
WWilteati “Brains ire vlan cae oc scelaletatets sislaitie's 22.4 14.3 27.3 
UHC cede CUlo te eats le BL isi via, Oe bra bid als getdanes 17.6 5.6 8.4 
ES VG NER: api hans ars) euaiaia oan cleyes a moses ane 23.2 19.3 34.3 
BiG WHEHts ccs ccc acuba wees dscns eauwe te 14.4 PAE 5.7 
Buckwheat Br AD. ese ee eee eee eee ceeeeeee 27.2 11.2 12.5 
IAT ERG Ee oraeers cin atd so asd totais oe She era ieee 36.8 20.6 18.0 
Airdty Hen-GUne cece octet coe sleweste 32.6 17.0 30.8 

“That table,” said the Doctor, “is well worth studying. You 
see, that when wheat is put through the process of milling, the 
miller takes out as much of the starch and gluten as he wants, and 
leaves you a product (bran), richer in phosphoric acid, potash, and 

nitrogen, than you gave him.” 

“ And the same is true,” continued the Doctor, “ of the hen. You 
gave her 2,000 grains of wheat, containing 41.6 grains of nitrogen, 

She puts this through the mill, together with some ashes, and 
bones, that she picks up, and she takes out all the starch and fat, 
and nitrogen, and phosphate of lime, that she needs to sus- 

tain life, and to produce flesh, bones, feathers, and eggs, and 

leaves you 1,000 grains of manure containing 32.6 grains of nitro- 
gen, 17.0 grains of potash, and 30.8 grains of phosphoric acid. I 

do not say,” continued the Doctor, “that it takes exactly 2,000 

grains of wheat to make 1,000 grains of dry manure. I merely 

give these figures to enable the Deacon to understand why 1,000 
Ibs. of hen-dung is worth more for manure than 1,000 Ibs. of 

wheat.” 
“*T must admit,” said the Deacon, “ that I always have been trou- 

bled to understand why wheat-bran was worth more for manure 
than the wheat itself. I see now—it is because there is less of it. 
It is for the same reason that boiled cider is richer than the cider 
from which it is made. The cider has lost water,and the bran has 

lost starch. What is left is richer in nitrogen, and potash, and 
phosphoric acid. And so it is with manure. The animals take 

out of the food the starch and fat, and leave the manure richer in 

nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash.” 
“ Exactly,” said I, “Mr. Lawes found by actual experiment, that 

if you feed 500 lbs. of barley-meal to a pig, containing 420 lbs. of 
dry substance, you get only 70 lbs. of dry substance in the manure. 
Of the 420 lbs. of dry substance, 276:2 lbs. are used to support res- 
piration, étc.; 73.8 Lt are Pana in the increase of the pig, and 70 

lbs. in the manure.” 
The food contains 52 Ibs. of nitrogenous matter ; the increase of 

pig contains 7 lbs., and consequently, if there is no loss, the ma- 
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nure should contain 45 Ibs. of nitrogenous substance=to 7.14 Ibs, 
of nitrogen. 

“In other words,” said the Doctor, “the 70 Ibs. of dry tiquid and 
solid pig-manure contains 7.14 lbs. of nitrogen, or 100 lbs. would 
contain 10.2 lbs. of nitrogen, which is more nitrogen than we now 
get in the very best samples of Peruvian guano.” 

“ And thus it will be seen,” said I, “that though corn-fed pigs, 
leaving out the bedding and water, produce a very small quantity 
of manure, it is exceedingly rich.” 

The table from which these facts were obtained, will be found in 
the Appendix—pages 342-3. 

CHAPTER. XXXVI. 

DIFFERENT KINDS OF MANURE. 

COW-MANURE, AND HOW TO USE IT. 

“Tt will do more good if fermented,” said a German farmer in 
the neighborhood, who is noted for raising good crops of cabbage, 
“but I like hog-manure better than cow-dung. The right way is 
to mix the hog-manure, cow-dung, and horse-manure together.” 
“No doubt about that,” said I, “but when you have a good 

many cows, and few other animals, how would you manage the 

manure ?” 
“T would gather leaves and swamp-muck, and use them for bed- 

ding the cows and pigs. Leaves make splendid bedding, and they 
make rich manure, and the cow-dung and leaves, when made into 

a pile, will ferment readily, and make grand manure for—any- 
thing. I only wish I had all I could use.” 

There is no question but what cow-manure is better if fermented, 
but it is not always convenient to pile it during the winter in such 
a way that it will not freeze. And in this case it may be the better 

plan to draw it out on to the land, as opportunity offers. 

“JT have heard,” said Charley, “that pig-manure was not good 
for cabbage, it produces ‘ fingers and toes,’ or club-foot.” 

Possibly such is the case when there is a predisposition to the 

disease, but our German friend says he has never found any ill- 
effects from its use. 
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“Cows,” said the Doctor, “when giving a large quantity of 
milk, make rather poor manure. The manure loses what the milk 

takes from the food.” 
“ We have shown what that loss is,” said I. “It amounts to less 

than I think is generally supposed. And in the winter, when the 

cows are dry, the manure would be as rich as from oxen, provided 
both were fed alike. See Appendix, page 342. It will there be 

seen that oxen take out only 4.1 lbs. of nitrogen from 100 Ibs. of 
nitrogen consumed in the food. In other words, provided there 
is no loss, we should get in the liquid and solid excrements of the 
ox and dry cow 95.9 per cent. of the nitrogen furnished in the 

food, and a still higher per cent of the mineral matter. 

SHEEP-MANURE. 

According to Prof. Wolff’s table of analyses, sheep-manure, both 
solid and liquid, contain less water than the manure from horses, 
cows, or swine. With the exception of swine, the solid dung is 
also the richest in nitrogen, while the urine of sheep is pre- 

eminently rich in nitrogen and potash. 
These facts are in accordance with the general opinions of farm- 

ers. Sheep-manure is considered, next to hen-manure, the most 

valuable manure made on the farm. 
I do not think we have any satisfactory evidence to prove that 

3 tons of clover-hay and aton of corn fed toa lot of fattening- 
sheep will afford a quantity of manure containing any more plant- 
food than the same kind and amount of food fed to a lot of fat- 

tening-cattle. The experiments of Lawes & Gilbert indicate that 
if there is any difference it is in favor of the ox. See Appendix, 
page 343. But it may well be that it is much easier to save the 
manure from the sheep than from the cattle. And so, practically, 
sheep may be better manure-makers than cattle—for the simple 
reason that less of the urine is lost. 

‘‘Asarule,” said the Doctor, ‘‘the dung of sheep contains far 
less water than the dung of cattle, though when you slop your 

breeding ewes to make them give more milk, the dung differs but 
little in appearance from that of cows. Ordinarily, however, sheep- 

dung is light and dry, and, like horse-dung, will ferment much 
more rapidly than cow or pig-dung. In piling manure in the win- 

ter or spring, special pains should be used to mix the sheep and 

horse-manure with the cow and pig-manure. And it may be re- 
marked that for any crop or for any purpose where stable-manure 

is deemed desirable, sheep-manure would be a better substitute 

than cow or pig-manure.” 
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MANURE FROM SWINE. 

The dry matter of hog-manure,‘especially the urine, is rich in 
nitrogen, but it is mixed with such a large quantity of water that 
a ton of hog-manure, as it is usually found in the pen, is less valu- 

able than a ton of horse or sheep-manure, and only a little more . 
valuable than a ton of cow-manure. 

As I have before said, my own plan is to let the store-hogs sleep 

in a basement-cellar, and bed them with horse and sheep-manure. 
I have this winter over 50 sows under the horse-stable, and the 
manure from 8 horses keeps them dry and comfortable, and we 

are not specially lavish with straw in bedding the horses. 

During the summer we aim to keep the hogs out in the pastures 
and orchards as much as possible. This is not only good for the 
health of the pigs, but saves labor and straw in the management 
of the manure. It goes directly to the land. The pigs are good 
grazers and distribute the manure as evenly over the land as sheep 

—in fact, during hot weather, sheep are even more inclined to hud- 

dle together under the trees, and by the side of the fence, than 
pigs. This is particularly the case with the larger breeds of sheep. 

In the winter it is not a difficult matter to save all thé liquid 
and solid excrements from pigs, provided the pens are dry and no 

water comes in from the rain and snow. As pigs are often man- 
aged, this is the real difficulty. Pigs void an enormous quantity 
of water, especially when fed on slops from the house, whey, etc. If 
they are kept in a pen with a separate feeding and sleeping apart- 
ment, both should be under cover, and the feeding apartment may 
be kept covered a foot or so thick with the soiled bedding from 
the sleeping apartment. When the pigs get up in a morning, they 

will go into the feeding apartment, and the liquid will be dis- 
charged on the mass of manure, straw, etc. 

“ Dried muck,” said the Deacon, “comes in very handy about a 
pig-pen, for absorbing the liquid.” 

“ Yes,” said I, “and even dry earth can be used to great advan- 
tage, not merely to absorb the liquid, but to keep the pens sweet 

and healthy. The three chief points in saving manure from pigs 
are: 1, To have the pens under cover; 2, to keep the feeding 

apartment or yard covered with a thick mass of strawy manure 
and refuse of any kind, and 3, to scatter plenty of dry earth or 
dry muck on the floor of the sleeping apartment, and on top of 

the manure in the feeding apartment.” 
““You feed most of your pigs,” said the Deacon, “ out of doors 

in the yard, and they sleep in the pens or basement cellars, and it 
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seems to me to be a good plan, as they get more fresh air and ex- 

ercise than if confined.” 

“ We do not lose much manure,” said I, ‘‘ by feeding in the yards, 

You let a dozen pigs sleep in a pen all night, and as soon as they 

hear you putting the food in the troughs outside, they come to the 

door of the pen, and there discharge the liquid and solid excre- 

ments on the mass of manure left there on purpose to receive and 

absorb them. Iam well aware that as pigs are often managed, we 

losc at least half the value of their manure, but there is no neces- 

sity for this. A little care and thought will save nearly the whole 

of it. 

BUYING MANURE BY MEASURE OR WEIGHT. 

The Deacon and I have just been weighing a bushel of different 

kinds of manure made on the farm. We made two weighings of 

each kind, one thrown in loose, and the other pressed down firm. 

The following is the result: 

WEIGHT OF MANURE PER BUSHEL, AND PER LOAD oF 50 BUSHELS. 

LS oe 3 

2's 2/} & 3 

No. KIND AND CONDITION OF MANURES. SHS S83 
= Ss). Ses 
Se SS 

| Ibs. | Ibs 
1. |Fresh horse-mannre free from Straw.........+--++-eeeeseeee- 87%| 1875 

2. <6 “é te ue *s eh MNCSSCUssae es a se aeteoa stor 55 2750 

3. |Fresh horse-manure, as used for bedding pigs.........----- 28 1400 

4. & ee “f sr So SPNCRSEG.)-1e1 ale 46 2300 

5. |\Horse-manure from pig cellar............seesee cece eee eee eee 50 2500 

6. ss ie Soe Ss VE VESBED. co ucsc cee tse «scar tanner "2 3600 

%. |Pie¢-manure..../.5...+ OB ERY eatiae cas et Soh he SE SRS eC AOE 57 2850 

8. SS RE RSE ee ies oa sla aalaieeiaie Sere BS Accel ote'e's) chal efeenleiatoieis'o'= 75 3750 

9. |Pig-manure and Gry earth .........eeees cece eeer erence cess 98 4900 

10. \Sheep-manure from open shed... ....  seeseeeeeeeseeeee eee 42 2100 

De ee oe $s = 4 PDTERSCE . - caacns owns nnele s se'nisae 65 3250 

12. |Sheep-manure from closed shed.......- ssesee+ eerees eeeee 28 1400 

13. . ae - Es ke) “PICBSEAs coy cronmiee. Yelvis) exci 38 1900 

14. |Fresh cow-dung, free from straw... ... seeeeee ener eeeeeces 87 4350 

15. |Hen-manure........... BRR TA seated eine Charan Saree oieinisiasiel Sissel 34 1700 

16. Be Mit EO UMERROU vais deteisinr=s a Ee etch sticecien neers 48 2400 

“In buying manure,” said the Deacon, “*it makes quite a differ- 

ence whether the load is trod down solid or thrown loosely into the 

box. A load of fresh horse-manure, when trod down, weighs half 

as much again as when thrown in loose.” 

“ A Joad of horse-manure,” said Charley, “after it has been used 

for bedding pigs, weighs 3,600 Ibs., and only 2,300 Ibs. when it is 

thrown into the pens, and I suppose a ton of the ‘ double-worked’ 

manure is fully as valuable as a ton of the fresh horse-manure. If 

so, 15 ‘loads’ of the pig-pen manure is equal to 24 ‘loads’ of the 

stable-manure.” 
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“A ton of fresh horse-manure,” said the Doctor, “contains 
about 9 lbs. of nitrogen; a ton of fresh cow-dung about 6 lbs.; a 
ton of fresh sheep-dung, 11 lbs., and a ton of fresh pig-manure, 12 
lbs. But if the Deacon and you weighed correctly, a ‘load’ or 
cord of cow-manure would contain more nitrogen than a load of 
pressed horse-manure. The figures are as follows: 

A load of 50 bushels of fresh horse-dung, pressed 
and free from. straw Contains: <<)... es cies pete 2 12.37 Ibs. nitrogen. 

A load Of freshyCo we GMs iayava. cers alsin Shower aisvele sisicfe nicer 18.05 ** 
oe SHEEP “8 se eee ec eeeecee ec cceneees 10,45" By 

. ss IEE PF Eo cre kaectanielt casein. osreeanas 22.50 ‘ “ 

‘*These figures,” said I, “‘show how necessary it is to look at 
this subject in all its aspects. If I was buying manures by weight, 
I would much prefer a ton of sheep-manure, if it had been made 

under cover, to any other manure except hen-dung, especially 
if it contained all the urine from the sheep. But if buying manure 
by the load or cord, that from a covered pig-pen would be prefer- 

able to any other.” 

LIQUID MANURE ON THE FARM. 

I have never had any personal experience in the use of liquid 
manure to any crop except grass. At Rothamsted, Mr. Lawes used 
to draw out the liquid manure in a water-cart, and distribute it 
on grass land. 
“What we want to know,” said the Deacon, “is whether the 

liquid from our barn-yards will pay to draw out. If it will, the 
proper method of using it can be left to our ingenuity.” 

According to Prof. Wolff,a ton of urine from horses, cows, 
sheep, and swine, contains the following amounts of nitrogen, 
phosphoric acid, and potash, and, for the sake of comparison, I 
give the composition of drainage from the barn-yard, and also of 
fresh dung of the different animals: 

TABLE SHOWING THE AMOUNT OF NITROGEN, PHOSPHORIC ACID, AND POTASH, 

IN ONE TON OF THE FRESH DUNG AND FRESH URINE OF DIFFERENT 

ANIMALS, AND ALSO OF THE DRAINAGE OF THE BARN-YARD. 

1 TON FRESH DUNG. 1 TON FRESH URINE. 

a Phos- sins Phos- 
Meir phoric | Potash. Ne phoric | Potash. 
Te acid. Ge: || 5a. 

Ibs lhe. lbs lbs. lbs Ibs, 
18 (a) ao Cot peers el Areas chee te a oe 8.8 7.0 7.0 31.0 30.0 
GOWar sre orc s Reba errs (oare teins 5.8 3.4 2.0 11.6 9.8 
Sleep cake eee ee ans 11.0 6.2 3.0 39.0 0.2 45.2 
SWIM Gece dees etree 12.0 8.2 5.2 8.6 1.4 16.6 
IMG aT aS hs See er Tt Se anes 9.4 6.2 4.3 22.5 0.4 25.4 
Drainage of barn-yard....... 3.0 (03 9.8 
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The drainage from a barn-yard, it will be seen, contains a little 
more than half as much nitrogen as cow-dung; and it is probable 
that the nitrogen in the liquid is in a much more available condi- 
tion than that in the dung. It contains, also, nearly five times as 
much potash as the dung. It would seem, therefore, that with 

proper arrangements for pumping and distributing, this liquid 
could be drawn a short distance with profit. 

But whether it will or will not pay to cart away the drainage, it 
is obviously to our interest to prevent, as far as possible, any of 

the liquid from running to waste. 

It is of still greater importance to guard against any loss of 
urine. It will be seen that, on the average, a ton of the urine of 
our domestic animals contains more than twice as much nitrogen 
as a ton of the dung. 

Where straw, leaves, swamp-muck, or other absorbent materials 
are not sufficiently abundant to prevent any loss of urine, means 
should be used to drain it into a tank so located that the liquid 
can either be pumped back on to the manure when needed, or 
drawn away to the land. 

“T do not see,” said the Deacon, “ why horse and sheep-urine 
should contain so much more nitrogen and potash than that from 
the cow and pig.” 

“The figures given by Prof. Wolff,” said I, “are general aver- 
ages. The composition of the urine varies greatly. The richer the 
food in digestible nitrogenous matter, the more nitrogen will there 
be in the dry matter of the urine. And, other things being equal, 
the less water the animal drinks, the richer will the urine be in 
nitrogen. The urine from a sheep fed solely on turnips would 
contain little or no more nitrogen than the urine of a cow fed on 
turnips. An ox ora dry cow fed on grass would probably void 
no more nor no poorer urine than a horse fed on grass. The urine 
that Mr. Lawes drew out in a cart on to his grass-land was made 
by sheep that had one Ib. each of oil-cake per day, and one jb. of 
chaffed clover-hay, and all the turnips they would eat. They voided 
a large quantity of urine, but as the food was rich in nitrogen, the 
urine was doubtless nearly or quite as rich as that analyzed by 
Prof. Wolff, though that probably contained less water. 

If I was going to draw out liquid manure, I should be very care- 
ful to spout all the buildings, and keep the animals and manure as 
much under cover as possible, and also feed food rich in nitrogen. 
In such circumstances, it would doubtless pay to draw the urine 
full as well as to draw the solid manure. 
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NIGHTSOIL AND SEWAGE. 

The composition of human excrements, as compared with the 
mean composition of the excrements from horses, cows, sheep, and 
swine, so far as the nitrogen, phosphoric acid, fa potash are con- 
cerned, is as follows: 

TABLE SHOWING THE AMOUNT OF NITROGEN, PHOSPHORIC ACID, AND POTASH, 

IN ONE TON OF FRESH HUMAN EXCREMENTS, AND IN ONE TON OF FRESH 

EXCREMENTS FROM HORSES, COWS, SHEEP, AND SWINE. 

SOLIDS. URINE. 

One ton (2000 Ibs). : Phos- i Phos- 
Nitro- 3 Nitro- phorie | Potash. phori¢e | Potash. 
gen. | “acid. oA gerd: 

Hamas. tate ee 20.0 Ibs. 21.8 Ibs.| 5.0 Ibs. {12.0 Ibs.| 3.7 Ibs.| 4.01bs, 
Mean of horse, cow, sheep, ; 

ands wiles cea ete hone Oia ES i GsQeets NAB SS IQS eS IOLA sea OE aauance 

One ton of fresh feeces contains more than twice as much nitro- 
gen, and more than three times as much phosphoric acid, as a ton 

of fresh mixed animal-dung. The nitrogen, too, is probably in a 
more available condition than that in common barnyard-dung ; 
and we should not be far wrong in estimating 1 ton of feces equal 
to 24 tons of ordinary dung, or about equal in value to carefully 
preserved manure from liberally-fed sheep, swine, and fattening 
cattle. 

“Tt is an unpleasant job,” said the Deacon, “ but it pays well to 
empty the vaults at least twice a year.” 

“Tf farmers,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ would only throw into the vaults 

from time to time some dry earth or coal ashes, the contents of 

the vaults could be removed without any disagreeable smell.” 
“That is so,” said I, “and even where a vault has been shame- 

fully neglected, and is full of offensive matter, it can be cleaned 
out without difficulty and without smell. I have cleaned out a 
large vault in an hour. We were drawing manure from the yards 
with three teams and piling it in the field. We brought back a load 
of sand and threw half of it into the vault, and put the other half 
on one side, to be used as required. The sand and feces were then, 
with a long-handled shovel, thrown into the wagon, and drawn to 

the pile of manure in the field, and thrown on to the pile, not more 

than two or three inches thick. The team brought back a load of 

sand, and so we continued until the work was done. Sand or dry 
earth is cheap, and we used all that was necessary to prevent the 

escape of any unpleasant gases, and to keep the material from ad- 

hering to the shovels or the wagon. 

‘* Human urine,” said the Doctor, “is richer in phosphoric acid, 
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but much poorer in nitrogen and potash than the urine from 
horses, cows, sheep, and swine.” 

“Some years ago,” said the Deacon, “ Mr. H. E. Hooker, of Roch- 
ester, used to draw considerable quantities of urine from the city 
to his farm. It would pay better to draw out the urine from farm 
animals.” 

“The figures given above,” said I, “showing the composition of 
human excrements, are from Prof. Wolff, and probably are gener- 
ally correct. But, of course, the composition of the excrements 
would vary greatly, according to the food.” 

It has been ascertained by Lawes and Gilbert that the amount of 
matter voided by an adult male in the course of a year is—feces, 
95 lbs.; urine, 1,049 lbs.; total liquid and solid excrements in the 
pure state, 1,144 lbs. These contain: 

Dry substance—feces, 23% lbs.; urine, 343; total, 583 Ibs. 
Mineral matter—feces, 23 lbs.; urine, 12; total, 143 Ibs. 
Carbon—feces, 10 Ibs.; urine, 12; total 22 Ibs. 
Nitrogen—feces, 1.2 lbs.; urine, 10.8; total, 12 lbs. 
Phosphoric acid—feces, 0.7 lbs.; urine, 1.93 ; total, 2.63 lbs. 
Potash—feces, 0.24 lbs.; urine, 2.01; total, 2.25 Ibs. 

The amount of potash is given by Prof. E. Wolff, not by Lawes 
and Gilbert. 

The mixed solid and liquid excrements, in the condition they 
leave the body, contain about 95 per cent of water. It would re- 
quire, therefore, 20 tons of fresh mixed excrements, to make one 
ton of dry nightsoil, or the entire amount voided by a mixed family 
of 43 persons in a year. 

One hundred lbs. ot fresh faeces contain 75 lbs. of water, and 25 
Ibs. of dry substance. 

One hundred lbs. of fresh urine contain 964 lbs. of water, and 
34 lbs. of dry substance. 

One hundred lbs. of the dry substance of the feces contain 5 Ibs. 
of nitrogen, and 54 lbs. of phosphates. 

One hundred Ibs. of the dry substance of the urine contain 27 
Ibs. of nitrogen, and 1032 lbs. of phosphates. 

These figures are from Lawes and Gilbert, and may be taken as 
representing the composition of excrements from moderately well- 
fed persons. 

According to Wolff, a ton of fresh human urine contains 12 Ibs. 
of nitrogen. According to Lawes and Gilbert, 18 lbs. 

The liquid carted from the city by Mr. Hooker was from well-fed 
adult males, and would doubtless be fully equal to the figures given 
by Lawes and Gilbert. If we call the nitrogen worth 20 cents a lb., 
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and the phosphoric acid (soluble) worth 124 cents, a ton of such 
urine would be worth, on the land, $4.06. 
“A ton of the fresh feces,’ said the Deacon, ‘‘at the same esti- 

mate, would be worth (20 Ibs. nitrogen, at 20 cents, $4; 212 lbs. 
phosphoric acid, at 124 cents, $2.70), $6.70.” 

“Not by a good deal,” said the Doctor. “The nitrogen and 
phosphoric acid in the urine are both soluble, and would be imme- 

diately available. But the nitrogen and phosphoric acid in the 
feeces would be mostly insoluble. We cannot estimate the nitrogen 
in the feces at over 15 cents a 1b., and the phosphoric acid at 

5 cents. This would make the value of a ton of fresh feces, on the 
land, $4.09.” 

“ This makes the ton of feeces worth about the same asa ton of 
urine. But I would like to know,” said the Deacon, “if you really 
believe we could afford to pay $4 per ton for the stuff delivered on 
the farm?” 

“If we could get the genuine article,” said the Doctor, “it would 
be worth $4 a ton. But, as a rule, it is mixed with water, <nd dirt, 
and stones, and bricks, and rubbish of all kinds. Still, it is un- 
questionably a valuable fertilizer.” 

*‘In the dry-earth closets,” said I, “such a large quantity of 
earth has to be used to absorb the liquid, that the material, even if 

used several times, is not worth carting any considerable distance. 
Dr. Gilbert found that 5 tons of absolutely dry earth, before usins, 
coniained 16.7 lbs. of nitrogen. 

After being used onee,........ 5 tons of the dry earth contained 24.0 Ibs, 
«cc 66 o6 twice se 66 66 6e 6c ae 36 3 6c 

9 eeeeveee hed 

iT 4 ee iT three times,. (7 ee 24 6b ¢eé ae 73 44.6 ée 

Ge Ge (79 four times de (7 oe a 66 (73 79 66 54.0 66 

« “ 6. Ra Atmieen ae aks “ “ rT ‘ 61.4 
ce 66 it 9 six times, aCe ac Gh “ce G 6é 66 "1.6 6 

Dr. Veelcker found that five tons of dry earth gained about 7 Ibs. 
of nitrogen, and 11 lbs. of phosphoric acid, each time it was used 
in the closets. If we consider each lb. of nitrogen with the phos- 
phoric acid worth 20 cents a lb., 5 tons of the dry earth, after being 

used once, would be worth $1.46, or less than 30 cents a ton, and 
after it had been used six times, five tons of the material would be 
worth $11.98, or about $2.40 per ton. 

In this calculation I have not reckoned in the value of the nitro- 
gen the soil contained before using. Soil, on a farm, is cheap. 

It is clear from these facts that any earth-closet manure a farmer 
would be likely to purchase in the city has not a very high value. 
It is absurd to talk of making “ guano” or any concentrated fertil- 
izer out of the material from earth-closets. 
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“Tt is rather a reflection on our science and practical skill,” said 
the Doctor, “but it looks at present as though the only plan to 
adopt in large cities is to use enormous quantities of water and 
wash the stuff into the rivers and oceans for the use of aquatic 
plants and fishes. The nitrogen is not all lost. Some of it comes 
back to usin rains and dews. Of course, there are places where 
the sewage of our cities and villages can be used for irrigating 
purposes. But when water is used as freely as it ought to be used 
for health, the sewage is so extremely poor in fertilizing matter, 
that it must be used in enormous quantities, to furnish a dressing 

equal to an application of 20 tons of stable-manure per acre.” 
“Tf,” continued the Doctor, “ the sewage is used merely as water 

for irrigating purposes, that is another question. The water itself 

may often be of great benefit. This aspect of the question has not 
received the attention it merits.” 

PERUVIAN GUANO. 

Guano is the manure of birds that live principally on fish. 
Fish contain a high percentage of nitrogen and phosphoric acid, 

and consequently when fish are digested and the carbon is burnt 
out of them, the manure that is left contains a still higher percent- 
age of nitrogen and phosphoric acid than the fish from which it 
was derived. | 

Guano is digested fish. If the guano, or the manure from the 
birds living on fish, has been preserved without loss, it would con- 
tain not only a far higher percentage of nitrogen, but the nitrogen 
would be in a much more available condition, and consequently 
be more valuable than the fish from which the guano is made. 

The difference in the value of guano is largely due to a difference 
in the climate and locality in which it is deposited by the birds. 
In a rainless and hot climate, where the bird-droppings would dry 
rapidly, little or no putrefaction or fermentation would take place, 
and there would be no loss of nitrogen from the forimation and 
escape of ammonia. 

In a damper climate, or where there was more or less rain, the 
bird-droppings would putrefy, and the ammonia would be liable to 
evaporate, or to be leached out by the rain. 

Thirty years agoI saw a quantity of Peruvian guano that con- 
tained more than 18 per centof nitrogen. It was remarkably light 

colored. You know that the white part of hen-droppings consists 
principally of uric acid,which contains about 33 per cent of nitrogen. 

For many years it was not difficult to find guano containing 13 

per cent of nitrogen, and genuine Peruvian guano was the cheap- 
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est and best source of available nitrogen. But latterly, not only 
has the price been advanced, but the quality of the guano has de- 
teriorated. It has contained less nitrogen and more phosphoric 
acid. Sce the Chapter on “ Value of Fertilizers,” Page 324. 

SALTS OF AMMONIA AND NITRATE OF SODA. 

“T wish,” said the Deacon, “ you would tell us something about 
the ‘ ammonia-salts’ and nitrate of soda so long used in Lawes and 
Gilbert’s experiments. I have never seen any of them.” 

“You could not invest a little money to better advantage than 
to send for a few bags of sulphate of ammonia and nitrate cf soda. 

You would then see what they are, and would learn more by using 
them, than I can tell you ina month. You use them just as you 
would common salt. Asa rule, the better plan is to sow them 

broadcast, and it is important to distribute them evenly. In sowing 
common salt, if you drop a handful in a place, it will kill the 

planis. And so it is with nitrate of soda or sulphate of ammonia. 
Two or three pounds on a square rod will do good, but if you put 
half of it on a square yard, it will burn up the crop, and the other 
half will be applied in such a small quantity that you will see but 
little effect, and will conclude that it is a humbug. Judging from 
over thirty years’ experience, I am safe in saying that not one man 
in ten can be trusted to sow these manures. They should be sown 
with as much care as you sow grass or clover-seed.” 

“The best plan,” said the Doctor, “is to mix them with sifted 
coal-ashes, or with gypsum, or sifted earth.” 

“Perhaps so,” said I, “though there is nothing gained by mix- 
ing earth or ashes with them, except in securing a more even dis- 
tribution. And if I was going to sow them myself, I would much 
prefer sowing them unmixed. Any man who can sow wheat or 
barley can sow sulphate of ammonia or nitrate of soda.” 

“ Lawes and Gilbert,” said the Deacon, “ used sulphate and mu- 
riate of ammonia, and in one or two instances the carbonate of 

ammonia. Which is the best ?” 
“The one that will furnish emmonia or nitrogen at the cheapest 

rate,” said the Doctor, “is the best to use. The muriate of ammo- 

nia contains the most ammonia, but the sulphate, in proportion 

to the ammonia, is cheaper than the muriate, and far cheaper than 
the carbonate. 

Carbonate of ammonia contains 214 per cent of ammonia. 
Sulphate of ammonia contains 253 per cent of ammonia=21’/; 

of nitrogen, 
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Muriate of ammonia contains 31 per cent of ammonia=254 of 
nitrogen. 

Nitrate of soda contains 16°/; per cent of nitrogen. 
Nitrate of potash, 182 per cent of nitrogen. 

From these figures you can ascertain, when you know the price 
of each, which is the cheapest source of nitrogen. 

“True,” said I, “ but it must be understood that these figures re- 

present the composition of a pure article. The commercial sul- 
phate of ammonia, and nitrate of soda, would usually contain 10 
per cent of impurities. Lawes and Gilbert, who have certainly had 
much experience, and doubtless get the best commercial articles, 
state that a mixture of equal parts sulphate and muriate of ammo- 

nia contains about 25 per cent of ammonia. According to the fig- 
ures given by the Doctor, the mixture would contain, if pure, over 

28 per cent of ammonia. In other words, 90 lbs. of the pure article 
contains as much as 100 lbs. of the commercial article.” 

As to whether it is better, when you can buy nitrogen at the 

same price in nitrate of soda as you can in sulphate of ammonia, 

to use the one or the other will depend on circumstances. The 

nitrogen exists as nitric acid in the nitrate of soda, and as ammo- 
nia in the sulphate of ammonia. But there are good reasons to 

believe that before ammonia is used by the plants it is converted 
into nitric acid. If, therefore, we could apply the nitrate just 

where it is wanted by the growing crop, and when there is rain 
enough to thoroughly distribute it ‘through the soil to the depth of 
six or eight inches, there can be little doubt that the nitrate, in 

proportion to the nitrogen, would have a quicker and better effect 
than the sulphate of ammonia. 

“There is another point to be considered,” said the Doctor. 
“ Nitric acid is much more easily washed out of the soil than am- 
monia. More or less of the ammonia enters into chemical com- 

bination — portions of the soil, and may be retained for months 
or years.” 
When we use nitrate of Saag we run the risk of losing more or 

less of it from leaching, while if we use ammonia, we lose, for the 
time being, more or less of it from its becoming locked up in in- 

soluble combinations in the soil. For spring crops, such as barley 
or oats, or spring wheat, or for a meadow or lawn, or for top- 

dressing winter-wheat in the spring, the nitrate of soda, provided 
it is sown early enough, or at any time in the spring, just previous 
to a heavy rain, is likely to produce a better effect than the sulphate 
of ammonia. But for sowing in the autumn on winter-wheat the 
ammonia is to be preferred. 

14 
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“ Saltpetre, or nitrate of potash,” said the Deacon, “does not 

contain as much nitrogen as nitrate of soda.” 

“And yet,” said the Doctor, ‘if. it could be purchased at the 
same price, it would be the cheaper manure. It contains 46} per 
cent of potash, and on soils, or for crops where potash is needed, 

we may sometimes be able to purchase saltpetre to advantage.” 
“Tf I could come across a lot of damaged saltpetre,” said I, 

‘that could be got for what it is worth as manure, I should like to 
try it on my apple trees—one row with nitrate of soda, and one row 

with nitrate of potash. When we apply manure to apple trees, the 

ammonia, phosphoric acid, and potash, are largely retained in the 

first few inches of surface-soil, and the deeper roots get hold of 
only those portions which leach through the upper layer of earth. 
Nitric acid, however, is easily washed down into the subsoil, and 

would soon reach all the roots of the trees.” 

Gil le: es aa! US Sha ame Gap Ci, GS Gas OL 

BONE-DUST AND SUPERPHOSPHATE OF LIME. 

Bone-dust is often spoken of as a phosphatic manure, and it has 

been supposed that the astonishing effect bone-dust sometimes pro- 

duces on old pasture-land, is due to its furnishing phosphoric acid 

to the soil. 
But it must be remembered that bone-dust furnishes nitrogen 

as well as phosphoric acid, and we are not warranted in ascribing 

the good effect of bones to phosphoric acid alone. 

Bones differ considerably in composition. They consist essen- 
tially of gelatine and phosphate of lime. Bones from young ani- 
mals, and the soft porous parts of all bones, contain more gelatine 

than the solid parts, or the bones from older animals. On the aver- 

age, 1,000 Ibs. of good commercial bone-dust contains 38 Ibs. of 

nitrogen. 

On the old dairy farms of Cheshire, where bone-dust produced 
such marked improvement in the quantity and quality of the pas- 

tures and meadows, it was usual to apply from 4,000 to 5,000 Ibs. 
per acre, and often more. In other words, a dressing of bone-dust 
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frequently contained 200 lbs. of nitrogen per acre—equal to 20 or 
25 tons of barn-yard manure. 

“Tt has been supposed,” said the Doctor, ‘*that owing to the 

removal of so much phosphoric acid in the cheese sold from the 

farm, that the dairy pastures of Cheshire had been exhausted of 
phosphoric acid, and that the wonderful benefits following an ap- 

plication of bone-dust to these pastures, was due to its supplying 
phosphoric acid.”’ 

“Tdo not doubt,” said I, “the value of phosphoric acid when 
applied in connection with nitrogen to old pasture lands, but I 
contend that the experience of the Cheshire dairymen with bone- 
dust is no positive proof that their soils were particularly deficient 

in phosphoric acid. There are many instances given where the 
gelatine of the bones, alone, proved of great value to the grass. 
And I think it will be found that the Cheshire dairymen do not find 
as much benefit from superphosphate as they did from bone-dust. 

And the reason is, that the latter, in addition to the phosphoric 

acid, furnished a liberal dressing of nitrogen. Futhermore, it is 

not true that dairying specially robs the soil of phosphoric acid. 
Take one of these old dairy farms in Cheshire, where a dressing of 
bone-dust, according to a writer in the Journal of the Royal Agri- 
cultural Society, has caused ‘a miserable covering of pink grass, 

rushes, and a variety of other noxious weeds, to give place to the 
most luxuriant herbage of wild clover, trefoil, and other succulent 

and nutritious grasses.’ It is evident from this description of the 
pastures before the bones were used, that it would take at least 
three acres to keep a cow for a year. 

“T have known,” says the same writer quoted above, “many a 
poor, honest, but half broken-hearted man raised from poverty to 

comparative independence, and many a sinking family saved from 

inevitable ruin by the help of this wonderful manure.” And this 
writer not only spoke from observation and experience, but he 

showed his faith by his works, for he tells us that he had paid 
nearly $50,000 for this manure. 
Now, on one of these poor dairy farms, where it required 3 acres 

to keep a cow, and where the grass was of poor quality, it is not 
probable that the cows produced over 250 lbs. of cheese in a year. 
One thousand pounds of cheese contains, on the average, about 

454 Ibs. of nitrogen; 24 lbs. of potash, and 114 lbs. of phosphoric 
acid. From this it follows, if 250 lbs. of cheese are sold annually 
from three acres of pasture, less than one Ib. of phosphoric acid 
per acre is exported from the farm in the cheese. 

One ton of timothy-hay contains nearly 144 lbs. of phosphoric 
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acid. And soa farmer who raises a ton of timothy-hay per acre, 
and sells it, sends off as much phosphoric acid in one year as such 
a Cheshire dairyman as I have alluded to did in fourteen years. 
What the dairymen want, and what farmers generally want, is 

nitrogen and phosphoric acid. Bone-dust furnishes both, and this 
was the reason of its wonderful effects. | 

It does not follow from this, that bone-dust is the cheapest and 
best manure we can use. It is an old and popular manure, and 

usually commands a good price. It sells forall it is worth A 
dozen years ago, I bought ten tons of bone-dust at $18 per ton. I 
have offered $25 per ton since for a similar lot, but the manufac- 
turers find a market in New York for all they can make. 

Bone-dust, besides nitrogen, contains about 23 per cent of 

phosphoric acid. 
“That does not give me,” said the Deacon, “‘ any idea of its 

value.” 
‘* Let us put it in another shape, then,” said I. “One ton of good 

bone-dust contains about as much nitrogen as 84 tons of fresh 
stable-manure, and as much phosphoric acid as 110 tons of fresh 

stable-manure. But one ton of manure contains more potash than 

5 tons of bone-dust. 

Bone-dust, like barnyard-manure, does not immediately yield 
up its nitrogen and phosphoric acid to plants. The bone phosphate 
of lime is insoluble in water, and but very slightly soluble in 
water containing carbonic acid. The gelatine of the bones would 
soon decompose in a moist, porous, warm soil, provided it was 

not protected by the oil and by the hard matter of the bones. 

Steaming, by removing the oil, removes one of the hindrances to 
decomposition. Reducing the bones as fine as possible is another 

means of increasing their availability. 
Another good method of increasing the availability of bone-dust 

is to mix it with barnyard-manure, and let both ferment together 
in a heap. I am inclined to think this the best, simplest, and 
most economical method of rendering bone-dust available. The 
bone-dust causes the heap of manure to ferment more readily, and 
the fermentation of the manure softens the bones. Both the ma- 

nure and the bones are improved and rendered richer and more 
available by the process. 

Another method of increasing the availability of bone-dust is by 
mixing it with sulphuric acid. 
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The phosphate of lime in bones is insoluble in water, though 
rain water containing carbonic acid, and the water in soils, slowly 
dissolve it. By treating the bones with sulphuric acid, the phos- 
phate of lime is decomposed and rendered soluble. Consequently, 
bone-dust treated with sulphuric acid will act much more rapidly 

than ordinary bone-dust. The sulphuric acid does not make it any 
richer in phosphoric acid or nitrogen. It simply renders them more 
available. 

“And yet,” said the Doctor, “the use of sulphuric acid for ‘ dis- 
solving’ bones, or rather phosphate of lime, introduced a new era 

in agriculture. It is the grand agricultural fact of the nineteenth 
century.” 

‘“It is perhaps not necessary,” said I, “ to give any direction for 
treating bones with sulphuric acid. We have got beyond that. 
We can now buy superphosphate cheaper than we can make it 

from bones.” 
“ But is it as good?” asked the Deacon. 
“Soluble phosphate of lime,” said I, “is soluble phosphate of 

lime, and it makes no difference whether it is made from burnt 
bones, or from phosphatic guano, or mineral phosphate. That ques- 

tion has been fully decided by the most satisfactory experiments.” 
“Before you and the Deacon discuss that subject,” said the Doc- 

tor, “it would be well to tell Charley what superphosphate is.” 
“T wish you would tell me,” said Charley. 
“Well,” said the Doctor, “ phosphate of lime, as it exists in 

bones, is composed of three atoms of lime and one atom of phos- 
phoric acid. Chemists call it the tricalcic phosphate. It is also 

called the basic phosphate of lime, and not unfrequently the 

‘bone-earth phosphate.’ It is the ordinary or common form of 
phosphate of lime, as it exists in animals, and plants, and in the 
various forms of mineral phosphates. 

“Then there is another phosphate of lime, called the dicalcic 
phosphate, or neutral phosphate of lime, or reverted phosphate of 

lime. It is composed of one atom of water, two atoms of lime, 
and one atom of phosphoric acid. 
“Then we have what we call superphosphate, or acid phosphate 

of lime, or more properly monocalcic phosphate. It is composed ° 
of two atoms of water, one atom of lime, and one atom of phos- 
phoric acid. This acid phosphate of lime ts soluble in water. 

“The manufacture of superphosphate of lime is based on these 
facts. The one-lime phosphate is soluble, the thvee-lime phosphate 

is insoluble. To convert the latter into the former, all we have 
to do is to take away two atoms of lime. 
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“ Sulphuric acid has a stronger affinity for lime than phosphoric 

acid. And when you mix enough sulphuric acid with finely ground 
three-lime phosphate, to take away two atoms of lime, you get the 
phosphoric acid united with one atom of lime and two atoms of 
water.” 
“And what,” asked the Deacon, “ becomes of the two atoms of 

lime ?” 
“They unite with the sulphuric acid,’ said the Doctor, “and 

form plaster, gypsum, or sulphate of lime.” 

‘‘The molecular weight of water,’ continued the Doctor, “is 
18; of lime, 56; of sulphuric acid, 80; of phosphoric acid, 142. 

“An average sample of commercial bone-dust,” continued the 

Doctor, “ contains about 50 per cent of phosphate of lime. If we 
take 620 lbs. of finely-ground bone-dust, containing 310 Ibs. of 
three-lime phosphate, and mix with it 160 lbs. of sulphuric acid 
(say 240 tbs. common oil of vitriol, sp. gr. 1.7), the sulphuric acid 
will unite with 112 lbs. of lime, and leave the 142 lbs. of phos- 
phoric acid united with the remaining 56 lbs. of lime.” 

‘‘And that will give you,” said the Deacon, “780 Ibs. of ‘ dis- 
solved bones,’ or superphosphate of lime.” 

“Tt will give you more than that,” said the Doctor, “‘ because, as 
I said before, the two atoms of lime (112 lbs.) are replaced by two 
atoms (86 Ibs.) of water. And, furthermore, the two atoms of 

sulphate of lime produced, contained two atoms (86 Ibs.) of water. 

The mixture, therefore, contains, even when perfectly dry, 72 Ibs. 
of water.” 
“Where does this water come from?” asked the Deacon. 
“When I was at Rothamsted,” said I, “the superphosphate 

which Mr. Lawes used in his experiments was made on the farm 
from animal charcoal, or burnt bones, ground as fine as possible— 

the finer the better. We took 40 lbs. of the meal, and mixed it 

with 20 lbs. of water, and then poured on 30 lbs. of common sul- 

phuric acid (sp. g. 1.7), and stirred it up rapidly and thoroughly, 
and then threw it out of the vessel into a heap, on the earth-floor 

in the barn. Then mixed another portion, and so on, until we had 

the desired quantity, say two or three tons. The last year I was 
at Rothamsted, we mixed 40 lbs. bone-meal, 30 lbs. water, and 30 

Ibs. acid; and we thought the additional water enabled us to mix 
the acid and meal together easier and better.” 

‘‘Dr. Habirshaw tells me,” said the Doctor, “that in making 
the ‘Rectified Peruvian Guano’ no water is necessary, and none 
is used. The water in the guano and in the acid is sufficient to 
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furnish the two atoms of water for the phosphate, and the two 

atoms for the sulphate of lime.” * 

“Such is undoubtedly the case,” said I, “and when large quan- 
titics of superphosphate are made, and the mixing is done by ma- 
chinery, it is not necessary to use water. The advantage of using 
water is in the greater ease of mixing.” ; ‘ 

“ Bone-dust,” said the Doctor, “contains about 6 per cent of 

water, and the sulphuric acid (sp. g. 1.7) contains about one-third 
its weight of water. So that, if you take 620 lbs. of bone-dust, 
and mix with it 240 lbs. of common sulphuric acid, you have in 
the mixture 117 lbs. of water, which is 45 lbs. more than is needed 
to furnish the water of combination.” 

“The superphosphate produced from 620 lbs. of bones, there- 
fore,” continued the Doctor, “ would contain: 

Phosphoric acid...... 142 Ibs. 
BAN ara fats ofial a tre: of acid phosphate...... aa 
V2 ee ees bo ee 
Sulphuric acid .......,. 160 Ibs 
BAO ine oie sie dishes aratecle's © sulphate of lime.....< 112 “ 

NAEP. cats vit coe se oo. - © 
Organic matter, ash, etc., of the bones*........ S30 . 

Total dry superphosphate........ecvesessse 2 it ima 
MOIROUEE OE LOSE Toe sana are acs ve tee eetae oe ere 45 « 

Mote aie GUrel ik readies eA es wat 922 lbs. 
* Containing nitrogen, 2314 Ibs. 

“There is a small quantity of carbonate of lime in the bones,” 
said I, “which would take up alittle of the acid, and you will 

have a remarkably good article if you calculate that the 620 Ibs. of 

bone-dust furnish you half a ton (1,000 lbs.) of superphosphate. It 
will be a better article than it is practically possible to make.” 

“ Assuming that it made half a ton,” said the Doctor, “it would 
contain 14} per cent of soluble phosphoric acid, and 2} per cent 
of nitrogen.” 
“With nitrogen at 20 cents per lb., and soluble phosphoric 

acid at 124c. per lb., this half ton of superphosphate, made from 
620 Ibs. of good bone-dust, would be worth $22.50, or $45 per ton.” 

“Or, to look at it in another light,” continued the Doctor, “a 
ton of bone-dust, made into such a superphosphate as we are talk- 

ing about, would be worth $72.58.” 
“ How much,” asked the Deacon, ‘‘ would a ton uf the bone-dust 

be considered worth before it was converted into superphosphate ? ” 

“ A ton of bone-dusi,” replied the Doctor, “ contains 76 lbs. of 
nitrogen, worth, at 18 cents per lb., $13.68, and 464 lbs. phosphoric 
acid, worth 7 cents per Ib., $32.48. In other words, a ton of bone- 

dust, at the usual estimate, is worth $46.16.” 
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“And,” said the Deacon, “after it is converted into superphos- 
phate, the same ton of boges is worth $72.58. It thus appears that 
you pay $26.42 per ton for simply making the phosphoric acid in 
a ton of bones soluble. Is’nt it paying a little too much for the 
whistle?” 

‘*Possibly such is the case,” said I, ‘‘and in point of fact, I 
think bone-dust, especially from steamed or boiled bones, can be 

- used with more economy in its natural state than in the form of 

superphosphate.” . 
Superphosphate can be made more economically from mineral 

phosphates than from bones—the nitrogen, if desired, being sup- 
plied from fish-scrap or from some other cheap source of nitrogen. 

But for my own use I would prefer to buy a good article of 
superphosphate of lime, containing no nitrogen, provided it can 

be obtained cheap enough. I would buy the ammoniacal, or nitro- 
genous manure separately, and do my own mixing—unless the 
mixture could be bought at a less cost than the same weight of 
soluble phosphoric acid, and available nitrogen could be obtained 
separately. 

A pure superphosphate—and by pure I mean a superphosphate 

containing no nitroren—can be drilled in with the seed without 
injury, but I should be a little afraid of drilling in some of the 
ammoniacal or nitrogenous superphosphates with small seeds. 

And then, again, the “nitrogen” in a superphosphate mixture 
may be in the form of nitric acid, or sulphate of ammonia, in one 

case, or, in another case, in the form of hair, woollen rags, hide, 
or leather. It is far more valuable as nitric acid or ammonia, 
because it will act quicker, and if I wanted hair, woollen rags, 
horn-shavings, etc., I would prefer to have them separate from 
the superphosphate. 

Sg OR ei We) Si cau ue oe el bg Bab 

SPECIAL MANURES. 

Twenty-five to thirty years ago, much was said in regard to spe- 
cial manures. Fertilizers were prepared for the different crops with 
special reference to the composition of the plants. 

“ But it was known then, as now,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ that all 

our agricultural plants were composed of the same elements.” 
“True, but what was claimed was this : Some crops contain, for 
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instance, more phosphoric acid than other crops, and for these a 
manure rich in phosphoric acid was provided. Others contained a 

large. proportion of potash, and these were called ‘ potash crops,’ 

and the manure prescribed for them was rich in potash. And so 
with the other ingredients of plants.” 

‘*T recollect it well,” said the Doctor, “and, in truth, for several 
years I had much faith in the idea. It was advocated with con- 
summate ability by the lamented Liebig, and in fact a patent was 
taken out by the Musgraves, of Liverpool, for the manufacture of 

_Liebig’s Special Manures, based on this theory. But the manures, 
though extensively used by the leading farmers of England, and 
endorsed by the highest authorities, did not in the end stand the 
test of actual farm practice, and their manufacture was abandoned. 
And Ido not know of any experienced agricultural chemist who 
now advocates this doctrine of special manures. 

‘Dr. Velcker says: ‘ The ash-analyses of plants do not afford 
a sufficiently trustworthy guide to the practical farmer in selecting 
the kind of manure which is best applied to each crop.’” 

“ Never mind the authorities,” said the Deacon ; “ what we want 
are facts.” 

“Well,” replied the Doctor, “ take the wheat and turnip crop as 
an illustration. 

“We will suppose that there is twice the weight of wheat-straw 
as of grain ; and that to 10 tons of bulbs there is 3 tons of turnip- 
tops. Now, 100 lbs. each of the ash of these two crops contain: 

Wheat crop. Turnip crop. 
44 7.33 Phosphoric g6ldii es 65. as ssea nea it. 

RRR otis cost Ue dale ie Sora BCR oe 15.44 32.75 
Risin tines BCI SP. oc ec ee we 2.44 11.25 

DUBEEN adieu, ico tcs alk oh aie ©! atte Sratentte ae 5.09 19.28 
PERE CEND syn sis hu ne yiolis 4 ae ot ooh 3.30 1.56 

“There are other ingredients,” continued the Doctor, “ but these 
are the most important. 

‘Now, if you were going to compound a manure for wheat, say 

100 lbs., consisting of potash and phosphoric acid, what would be 
the proportions?” ~ 

The Deacon figured for a few moments, and then produced the 
following table: 

100 LBS. SPECIAL MANURE FOR WHEAT AND TURNIPS. 

Wheat manure. Turnip manure. 
1 Plrospitaric ail), 20S. seco sis 423 Ibs. 183 lbs. 

EROB Sb Pit ae b ile pede e etek area bra 813 “ 

100 lbs. 100 Ibs. 

“Exactly,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ and yet the experiments of Lawes 
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and Gilbert clearly prove that a soil needs to be richer in available 

phosphoric acid, to produce even a fair crop of turnips, than to 

produce a large crop of wheat. - And the experience of farmers 

everywhere tends in the same Girection. England is the greatest 

turnip-growing country in the world, and you will find that where 

one farmer applies potash to turnips, or superphosphate to wheat, 

a hundred farmers use superphosphate as a special manure for the 

turnip crop.”’ 

‘** And we are certainly warranted in saying,” continued the Doc- 
tor, “ that the composition of a plant affords, in practical agriculture, 

and on ordinary cultivated soils, no sort of indication as to the com- 

position of the manure tt is best to apply to the crop.” 
‘* Again,” continued the Doctor, “if the theory was a correct one, 

it would follow that those crops which contained the most nitro- 

gen, would require the most nitrogen in the manure. Beans, peas, 
and clover would require a soil or a manure richer in available ni- 

trogen than wheat, barley, or oats. We know that the very reverse 

is true—know it from actual, and repeated, and Jong-continued ex- 

periments like those of Lawes and Sa and from the common 

experience of farmers everywhere.” 
“You need not get excited,” said the Deacon, “the theory is a 

very plausible one, and while I cannot dispute your facts, I must 
confess I cannot see why it is not reasonable to suppose that a 

plant which contains a large amount of nitrogen should not want 
a manure specially rich in nitrogen; or why turnips which contain 
so much potash should not want a soil or manure specially rich in 
potash.” 
“Do you recollect, ” said I, “that crop of turnips I raised on a 

poor blowing-sand ?” 
“Yes,” said the Deacon, “it was the best crop of turnips I ever 

saw grow.” 
“That crop of turnips,” said I, “ was due to a dressing of super- 

phosphate of lime, with little or no potash in it.” 
“T know all that, ” said the Deacon. “I admit the fact that 

superphosphate isa good manure for turnips. What I want to 
know is the reason why superphosphate is better for turnips than 

for wheat?” 
“Many reasons might be given,” said the Doctor; “Prof. 

Veelcker attributes it to the limited feeding range of the roots of 
turnips, 2s compared to wheat. ‘The roots of wheat, says Prof. 

Veelcker, ‘as is well known, penetrate the soil to a much greater 

depth than the more delicate feeding fibres of the roots of turnips. 
Wheat, remaining on the ground two or three months longer than 
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turnips, can avail itself for a longer period of the resources of tle 
soil; therefore in most cases the phosphoric acid disseminated 

through the soil is amply sufficient to meet the requirements of the 
wheat crop; whilst turnips, depending on a thinner depth of soil 
during their shorter period of growth, cannot assimilate sufficient 
phosphoric acid, to come to perfection. This is, I believe, the 
main reason why the direct supply of readily available phosphates 
is so beneficial to root-crops, and not to wheat.” 

‘“‘This reason,” said I, “has never been entirely satisfactory to 

me. If the roots of the turnip have such a limited range, how are 

they able to get such a large amount of potash? 
“Tt is probable that the turnip, containing such a large relative 

amount of potash and so little phosphoric acid, has roots capable 

of absorbing potash from a very weak solution, but not so in re- 
gard to phosphoric acid.” 

“There is another way of looking at this matter,” said the Doc- 
tor. ‘‘ You must recollect that, if turnips and wheat were grow- 
ing in the same field, both plants get their food from the same so- 
lution. And instead of supposing that the wheat-plant has the 

power of taking up more phosphoric acid than the turnip-plant, 
we may suppose that the turnip has the power of rejecting or ex- 

cluding a portion of phosphoric acid. It takes up no more potash 
than the wheat-plant, but it takes Zess phosphoric acid.” 

But it is not necessary to speculate on this matter. For the 
present we may accept the fact, that the proportion of potash, 
phosphoric acid, and nitrogen in the crop is no indication of the 
proper proportion in which these ingredients should be applied to 
the soil for these crops in manure. 

It may well be that we should use special manures for special 

crops; but we must ascertain what these manures should be, not 
from analyses of the crops to be grown, but from experiment and 
experience. 

So far as present facts throw light on this subject, we should 
conclude that those crops which contain the /east nitrogen are the 
most likely to be benefited by its artificial application; and the 
crops containing the most phosphoric acid, are the crops to which, 

in ordinary practical agriculture, it will be unprofitable to apply 
superphosphate of lime. 

“That,” said the Doctor, “may be stating the case a little too 
strong.” . 

“Perhaps so,” said I, “ but you must recollect I am now speak- 
ing of practical agriculture. If I wanted to raise a good crop of 
cabbage, I should not think of consulting a chemical analysis 



324 TALKS ON MANURES, 

of the cabbage. IfI set out cabbage on an acre of land, which, 
without manure, would produce 16 tons of cabbage, does any one 
mean to tell me that if I put the amount of nitrogen, phospboric 

acid and potash which 10 tons of cabbage contain, on an adjoining 

acre, that it would produce an extra growth of 10 tons of cabbage. 

I can not believe it. The facts are all the other way. Plant 
growth is not such a simple matter as the advocates of this theory, 
if there be any at this late day, would have us believe.” 

OO AE i ie eee ae ie ees 

VALUE OF FERTILIZERS. 

In 1857, Prof. 8. W. Johnson, in his Report to the Connecticut 
Agricultural Society, adopted the following valuation: 

Ly ST CR ea ale it i te a arr cP 4 cents per Ib. 
Phosphorie acid, insoluble in water.... 43 “ ‘ ‘ 

e soluble: ae ee Ses > lees 
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Analyses of many of the leading commercial fertilizers at that 
time showed that, when judged by this standard, the price charged 
was far above their actual value. In some cases, manures selling 
for $60 per ton, contained nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash 

worth only from $20 to $25 per ton. And one well-known mauure, 
which sold for $28 per ton, was found to be worth only $2.33 per 
ton. A Bone Fertilizer selling at $50 per ton, was worth less than 
$14 per ton. 

“In 1852,” said the Doctor, “ superphosphate of lime was manu- 
factured by the New Jersey Zinc Co., and sold in New York at 
$50 per ton of 2,000 lbs. At the same time, superphosphate of 
lime made from Coprolites, was selling in England for $24 per ton 

of 2,240 lbs. The late Prof. Mapes commenced making “Im- 
proved Superphosphate of Lime,” at Newark, N. J., in 1852, and 

Mr. De Burg, the same year, made a plain superphosphate of lime 
in Brooklyn, N. Y. The price, in proportion to value, was high, 
and, in fact, the same may be said of many of our superphos- 

phate manures, until within the last few years. 

Notwithstanding the comparatively high price, and the uncer- 
tain quality of these commercial manures, the demand has been 
steadily on the increase. We have now many honorable and in- 
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telligent men engaged in the manufacture and sale of these artifi- 
cial manures, and owing to more definite knowledge on the part 

of the manufacturers and of the purchasers, it is not a difficult 

matter to find manures well worth the money asked for them. 

“A correct analysis,” said I, “furnishes the only sure test of 
value. ‘Testimonials’ from farmers and others are pre-eminently 
unreliable. With over thirty years’ experience in the use of these 
fertilizers, I would place far more confidence on a good and reli- 

able analysis than on any actual trial I could make in the field. 
Testimonials to a patent fertilizer are about as reliable as testimo- 
nials to a patent-medicine. In buying a manure, we want to know 

what it contains, and the condition of the constituents.” 

In 1877, Prof. 8. W. Johnson gives the following figures, show- 
ing “‘ the trade-values, or cost in market, per pound, of the ordi- 

nary occurring forms of nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, as 
recently found in the New York and New England markets: 

Cents per pound. 
Nitrogen in ammonia and nitrates..........ccccccecsccsecees 24 

2 in Peruvian Guano, fine steamed bone, dried and 
fine ground blood, meat, and fish............... 20 

ss in fine ground bone, horn, and wool-dust.......... 18 
& in coarse bone, horn-shavings, and fish-scrap...... 15 

Phosphoric. acid soluble in water... << scien scsova xoncc > ovens 123 
ee ‘* “reverted,” and in Peruvian Guano........ 9 
e ‘¢ insoluble, in fine bone and tish guano...... 7 
sig a " in coarse bone, bone-ash, and 

Bigteaarele eo. 3 wl is Satins 5 
ae &¢ bs in fine ground rock phosphate... 384 

Potash in high-erade. sulpupte. 50k oc 3% adea te wiase'se soo eek: 2 
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dn muriate, or potassium: chloride. 32). .<se. secs kces 6 

‘* These ‘ estimated values,’ ”’ says Prof. Johnson, “ are not fixed, 
but vary with the state of the market, and are from time to time 
subject to revision. They are not exact to the cent or its fractions, 
because the same article sells cheaper at commercial or manufac- 
turing centers than in country towns, cheapcr in large lots than in 
small, cheaper for cash than on time. These values are high 

enough to do no injustice to the dealer, and accurate enough to 
serve the object of the consumer. 

“By multiplying the per cent of Nitrogen, etc., by the trade- 
value per pound, and then by 20, we get the value per ton of the 
several ingredients, and adding the latter together, we obtain the 

total estimated value per ton. 

‘The uses of the ‘ Valuation’ are, 1st, to show whether a given 
lot or brand of fertilizer is worth as a commodity of trade what it 
costs. If the selling price is no higher than the estimated value, 
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the purchaser may be quite sure that the price is reasonable. If 
the selling price is but $2 to $3 per ton more than the estimated 

value, it may still be a fair price,’ but if the cost per ton is $5 or 

more over the estimated value, it would be well to look’ further. 

2d, Comparisons of the estimated values, and selling prices of a 

number of fertilizers will generally indicate fairly which is the 
best for the money. But the ‘estimated value’ is not to be too 
literally construed, for analysis cannot always decide accurately 
what is the form of nitrogen, etc., while the mechanical condition 

of a fertilizer is an item whose influence cannot always be rightly 
expressed or appreciated. 

“The Agricultural value of a fertilizer is measured by the benefit 
received from its use, and depends upon its fertilizing effect, or 
crop-producing power. As a broad general rule it is true that 

Peruvian guano, superphosphates, fish-scraps, dried blood, potash 

salts, plaster, etc., have a high agricultural value which is related 

to their trade-value, and to a degree determines the Jatter value. 

But the rule has many exceptions, and in particular instances the 

trade-value cannot always be expected to fix or even to indicate 
the agricultural value. Fertilizing effect depends largely upon soil, 
crop, and weather, and as these vary from place to place, and from 

year to year, it cannot be foretold or estimated except by the 
results of past experience, and then only in a general and probable 

manner.” 
“Tt will be seen,” said the Doctor, “that Prof. Johnson places 

a higher value on potash now than he did 20. years ago. He re- 

tains the same figures for soluble phosphoric acid, and makes a very 

just and proper discrimination between the different values of dif- 
ferent forms of nitrogen and phosphoric acid.” 

‘“The prices,” said I, “are full as high as farmers can afford to 
pay. But there is not much probability that we shall see them 
permanently reduced. The tendency is in the other direction.. In 
a public address Mr. J. B. Lawes has recently remarked: ‘A 
future generation of British farmers will doubtless hear with some 
surprise that, at the close of the manure season of 1876, there were 
40,000 tons of nitrate of soda in our docks, which could not find 
purchasers, although the price did not exceed £12 or £13 per ton.’” 

‘* He evidently thinks,” said the Doctor, ‘‘ that available nitro- 
gen is cheaper now than it will be in years to come.” 

‘Nitrate of soda,” said I, ‘‘at the prices named, is only 24 to 2% 
cents per 1>., and the nitrogen it contains would cost less than 18 
cents per lb., instead of 24 cents, as given by Prof. Johnson.” 

‘‘No. 1 Peruvian Guano, ‘ guaranteed,’ is now sold,” said the 
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Doctor, ‘‘ at a price per ton, to be determined by its composition, 
at the following rates: 

Value per pound. 
Nitrogen (ammonia, 173C.).....esceeeseseeees 21ie 
Soluble phosphoric acid Shi tiaceeaaiha ois set 4 hehe 10 ec. 
Reverted crate tatoancrp see Careeteiss SG: 
Insoluble ys SOR akrd ath aie ve tesa lea ae 2 ¢. 
Potash, as sulphate and phosphate........... Vac 

‘‘The first cargo of Peruvian guano, sold under this guarantee, 
contained : 

Value per ton, 
PROT oi5:< saris ate: sieeve 6.8 per cent ane ae $23.80 
Soluble phosphoric acid.. a SE SO. tee 7.60 
Reverted SS 0 oe ee eee 18.40 
Insoluble ‘“ aa anes ees 1.20 
Pitas Ibs Sz ses Fe As Foss Sul eee anaes. 5.55 
Estimated retail price per ton of 2,000 Ibs... . $56.55 
Marked on bars for salezcsfciet ciecrscneee ac $56.00 

The second cargo, sold under this guarantee, contained : 

Value per ton. 
AMWMROW i 5. t i eR. 11.5 per CON. .meens $40.50 
Soluble phosphoric acid.. 5.4 oD Gace nie 10.80 
Reverted es ED | ig magma 16.00 
Insoluble ‘ Tae, ENG eee as aa ac 68 
Passa ss 235% Gatlin J Sheters NS i aie Eee 3.45 

$71.43 
Selling price marked on bags................ $70.00 

“Tt is interesting,” said I, ‘‘to compare these analyses of Peru- 
vian guano of to-day, with Peruvian guano brought to England 
twenty-nine or thirty yearsago. I saw at Rothamsted thirty years 
ago a bag of guano that contained 22 per cent of ammonia. And 
farmers could then buy guano guaranteed by the dealers (not by 

the agents of the Peruvian Government), to contain 16 per cent of 
ammonia, and 10 per cent of phosphoric acid. Price, £9 5s. per 
ton of 2.240 lbs.—say $40 per ton of 2,000 Ibs. 

The average composition of thirty-two cargoes of guano im- 
ported into England in 1849 was as follows: 

ASU Ao ches aa oc lew anin F< A oles ias 17.41 per cent. 
ROO ONORIE SON 56 ct wacv antes sexed FER ee bene 
PLO RHR. Chee ce eis Jace ts. Ss oa ictal 

At the present valuation, adopted by the Agents of the Peruvian 
guano in New York, and estimating that 5 per cent of the phos- 
phoric acid was soluble, and 4 per cent reverted, and that there 
was 2 lbs. of potash in the alkaline salts, this guano would be 
worth: 
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Value per ton of 2,000 Ibs. 
60.93 AMIN GNIA-s:2)<.cic, 05126) ess are 17.41 per cent cee $ 

Soluble phosphoric acid. . B00 esta terre che chee 10.00 
Reverted é aed Oe ae ese 6.40 
Insoluble ‘ RD RA oy rag cnn aes sr 30 
Potashs.'s aioe cstisiee een ten SAM Dade 3.00 

$80.63 
Selling price per ton of 2,000 lbs............. $40.00 

Ichaboe guano, which was largely imported into England in 
1844-5, and used extensively as a manure for turnips, contained, 

on the average, 74 per cent of ammonia, and 14 per cent of phos- 
phoric acid. Its value at the present rates we may estimate as 

follows: 

Animonia na per Cent. sss dic G's, 6b sociales wadteies © Seating amie ce $26.25 
Soluble Phosphoric acid, 4 per cent wit piclogy a inelgee sale chaste aaa 8.00 
Reverted ue since bai aa re ee dass tate wetcete 16.00 

$50.25 
Selling price per ton Of 2,000 Wg. 1i./5:. cwiaia ain’ em i< cicln oie sialeiaisjeteptsearere $21.80 

The potash is not given, or this would probably add four or five 
dollars to its estimated value. 

“All of which goes to show,” said the Deacon, “that the Peru- 

vian Government is asking, in proportion to value, from two to 

two and a half times as much for guano as was charged twenty- 
five or thirty yearsago. That first cargo of guano, sold in New 
York under the new guarantee, in 1877, for $56 per ton, is worth 
no more than the Ichaboe guano sold in England in 1845, for less 
than $22 per ton ! 

“ And furthermore,’ continued the Deacon, “from all that I can 
learn, the guano of the present day is not only far poorer in nitro- 
gen than it was formerly, but the nitrogen is not as soluble, and 
consequently not so valuable, pound for pound. Much of the 
guano of the present day bears about the same relation to genuine 
old-fashioned guano, as leached ashes do to unleached, or as a ton 
of manure that has been leached in the barn-yard does toa ton 
that has been kept under cover.” 

“True, to a certain extent,” said the Doctor, “but you must 
recollect that this ‘guaranteed’ guano is now sold by analysis. 
You pay for what you get and no more.” 

“Exactly,” said the Deacon, “ but what you get is not so good. 
A pound of nitrogen in the leached guano is not as available or as 
valuable as a pound of nitrogen in the unleached guano. An this 
fact ought to be understood.” 

‘*One thing,” said I, “‘seems clear. The Peruvian Government 

is charging a considerably higher price for guano, in proportion 
to its actual value, than was charged 20 or 25 years ago. It may 
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be, that the guano is still the cheapest manure in the market, but 

at any rate the price is higher than formerly—while there has been 

no corresponding advance in the price of produce in the markets 

of the world.” 

POTASH AS A MANURE. 

On land where fish, fish-scrap, or guano, has been used freely 

for some years, and the crops exported from the farm, we may ex- 

pect a relative deficiency of potash in the soil. In such acase,an , 

application of unleached ashes or potash-salts will be likely to 

produce a decided. benefit. 
Clay or loamy land is usually richer in potash than soils of a 

more sandy or gravelly character. And on poor sandy land, the 

use of fish or of guano, if the crops are all sold, will be soon likely 

to prove of little benefit owing to a deficiency of potash in the soil. 

They may produce good crops for a few years, but the larger the 

crops produced and sold, the more would the soil become deficient 

in potash. 

We have given the particulars of Lawes and Gilbert's experi- 

ments on barley. Mr. Lawes at a late meeting in London, stated 

that “he had grown 25 crops of barley one after the other with 

nitrogen, either as ammonia or nitrate of soda, but without 

potash, and that by the use of potash they had produced practically 

no better result. This year (1877), for the first time, the potash 

had failed a little, and they had now produced 10 or 12 bushels 

more per acre with potash than without, showing that they were 

coming to the end of the available potash in the soil. This year 

(1877), they obtained 54 bushels of barley with potash, and 42 

bushels without it. Of course, this was to be expected, and they 

had expected it much sooner. The same with wheat; he expected 

the end would come in a few years, but they had now gone on be- 

tween 30 and 40 years. .When the end came they would not be 

sorry, because then they would have the knowledge they were 

seeking for.” 

Dr. Veelcker, at the same mecting remarked: “ Many soils con- 

tained from 1} to 2 per cent of available potash, and a still larger 

quantity locked up, in the shape of minerals, which only gradually 

came into play; but the quantity of potash carried off in crops 

did not exceed 2 ewt. per acre, if somuch. Now 0.1 per cent of 

any constituent, calculated on a depth of six inches, was equiva- 

lent to one ton peracre. Therefore, if a soil contained only 0.1 

per cent of potash, a ton of potash might be carried off from a 
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depth of 6 inches. But you had not only 0.1 per cent, but some- 
thing like 14 per cent and upwards in many soils. It is quite true 
there were many soils from which you could not continuously 
take crops without restoring the potash.” 

“Tn all of which,” said the Doctor, “ there is nothing new. It 
does not help us to determine whether potash is or is not deficient 
in our soil.” 

“That,” said I, “can be ascertained only by actual experiment. 
Put a little hen-manure on a row of corn, and on another row a 

little hen-manure and ashes, and on another row, ashes alone, and 
leave one row without anything. On my farm I am satisfied that 

we need not buy potash-salts for manure. I do not say they would 

do no good, for they may do good on land not deficient in availa- 
ble potash, just as lime will do good on land containing large 
quantities of lime. But potash is not what my land needs to make 
it produce maximum crops. Itneeds available nitrogen, and 
possibly soluble phosphoric acid.” 

The system of farming adopted in this section, is much more 
likely to impoverish the soil of nitrogen and phosphoric acid than 
of potash. 

If a soil is deficient in potash, the crop which will first indicate 
the deficiency, will probably be clover, or beans. Farmers who can 
grow large crops of red-clover, need not buy potash for manure. 

On farms where grain is largely raised and sold, and where the 
straw, and corn-stalks, and hay, and the hay from clover-seed are 

retained on the farm, and this strawy manure returned to the land, 
the soil will become poor from the lack of nitrogen and phos- 
phoric acid long before there would be any need of an artificial 
supply of potash. 
On the other hand, if farmers should use fish, or guano, or 

superphosphate, or nitrate of soda, and sell all the hay, and straw, 

and potatoes, and root-crops, they could raise, many of our sandy 

soils would soon become poor in available potash. But even in 
this case the clover and beans would show the deficiency sooner 

than wheat or even potatoes. 
“ And yet we are told,” said the Deacon, “that potatoes contain 

no end of potash.” 
‘‘ And the same is true,” said I, “ of root-crops, such as mangel- 

wurzel, turnips, etc., but the fact has no other significance than 
this: If you grow potatoes for many years on the same land and 
manure them with nitrogenous manures, the soil is likely to be 

speedily impoverished of potash.” 
“ But suppose,” said the Deacon, “that you grow potatoes on the 
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same land without manure of any kind, would not the soil become 

equally poor in potash ?” 
“No,” said I, “ because you would, in such a case, get very 

small crops—small, not from lack of potash, but from lack of nitro- 
gen. If I had land which had grown corn, potatoes, wheat, oats, 
and hay, for many years without manure, or an occasional dress- 

ing of our common barnyard-manure, and wanted it to produce a 

good crop of potatoes, I should not expect to get it by simply 

applying potash. The soil might be poor in potash, but it is 
almost certain to be still poorer in nitrogen and phosphoric acid. 
Land that has been manured with farm-yard or stable-manure 

for years, no matter how it has been cropped, is not likely to need 
potash. The manure is richer in potash than in nitrogen and 
phosphoric acid. And the same may be said of the soil. 

If a farmer uses nitrogenous and phosphatic manures on his 

clayey or loamy land that is usually relatively rich in potash, and 
will apply his common manure to the sandy parts of the farm, he 

will rarely need to purchase manures containing potash. 
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CHAP Tt hy x i. 

RESTORING FERTILITY TO THE SOIL. 

BY SIR J. B. LAWES, BART., LL.D., F.R.S., ROTHAMSTED, ENG. 

A relation of mine, who already possessed a very consider- 
able estate, consisting of light land, about twenty years ago 
purchased a large property adjoining it at a very high price. 
These were days when farmers were flourishing, and they no 
more anticipated what was in store for them in the future, 
than the inhabitants of the earth in the days of Noah. 

Times have changed since then, and bad seasons, low prices 

of wheat, and cattle-disease, have swept off the tenants from 
these two estates, so that my relation finds himself now in the 
position of being the unhappy owner and occupier of five or 
six farms, extending over several thousand acres—one farm 

alone occupying an area of two thousand four hundred acres. 
Fortunately for the owner, he possesses town property in addi- 
tion to his landed estates, so that the question with him is not, 

as it is with many land owners, how to find the necessary capi- 
tal to cultivate the land, but, having found the capital, how to 

expend it in farming, so as to produce a proper return. 
It is not very surprising that, under these circumstances, my 

opinion should have been asked. What, indeed, would have 
been the use of a relation, who not only spent all his time in 
agricultural experiments, but also pretended to teach our 

neighbors how to farm on the other side of the Atlantic, if he 
could not bring his science to bear on the land of an adjoining 
county! Here is the land—my relation might naturally say— 
here is the money, and I have so much confidence in your 
capacity that I will give you carte-blanche to spend as much as 

you please—what am I to do? 
An inspection of the property brought out the following facts 

—that all the land was very light, and that you might walk 
over the fresh plowed surface in the wettest weather without 

any clay sticking to your boots : still a portion of the soil was 
dark in color, and therefore probably contained a sufficient 
amount of fertility to make cultivation profitable, provided the 
management could be conducted with that care and economy 
which are absolute essentials in a business where the expendi- 

ture is always pressing closely upon the income. 
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Upon land of this description meat-making is the backbone 
of the system, which must be adopted, and a large breeding 
flock of sheep the first essential towards success. 

Science can make very little improvement upon the four- 
course rotation—roots, barley, clover, and wheat, unless, per- 

haps, it may be by keeping the land in clover, or mixed grass 

and clover, for two or three years. 
A good deal of the land I was inspecting was so light, that, in 

fact, it was hardly more than sand, and for some years it had been 
left to grow anything that came up, undisturbed by the plow. 

To a practised eye, the character of the natural vegetation is 
a sure indication of the fertility of the soil. Where herds of 
buffaloes are to be seen—their sides shaking with fat—it is 
quite evident that the pastures upon which they feed cannot 
be very bad ; and in the same way, where a rank growth of 
weeds is found springing up upon land that has been abandon- 
ed, it may be taken for certain that the elements of food exist 

in the soil. This ground was covered with vegetation, but of 
the most impoverished description, even the ‘‘Quack” or 

‘“Couch-grass” could not form a regular carpet, but grew in 

small, detached bunches ; everything, in fact, bore evidence of 

poverty. 
Possibly, the first idea which might occur to any one, on 

seeing land in this state, might be: Why not grow the crops by 

the aid of artificial manures? 
Let us look at the question from two points of view : first, in 

regard to the cost of the ingredients; and, secondly, in regard 

to the growth of the crop. 
We will begin with wheat. A crop of wheat, machine-reap- 

ed, contains, as carted to the stack, about six pounds of soil in- 

gredients in every one hundred pounds; that is to say, each 
five pounds of mineral matter, and rather less than one pound 
of nitrogen, which the plant takes from the soil, will enable it 
to obtain ninety-four pounds of other substances from the at- 
mosphere. To grow a crop of twenty bushels of grain and 

two thousand pounds of straw, would require one hundred and 
sixty pounds of minerals, and about thirty-two pounds of nitro- 
gen; of the one hundred and sixty pounds of minerals, one- 
half would be silica, of which the soil possesses already more 

than enough ; the remainder, consisting of about eighty pounds 

of potash and phosphate, could be furnished for from three 

to four dollars, and the thirty-two pounds of nitrogen could 
be purchased in nitrate of soda for six or eight dollars, 
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The actual cost of the ingredients, therefore, in the crop of 
twenty bushels of wheat, would be about ten to twelve doilars. 
But as this manure would furnish the ingredients for the 
growth of both straw and grain, and it is customary to return 

the straw to the land, after the first crop, fully one-third of the 

cost of the manure might, in consequence, be deducted, which 

would make the ingredients of the twenty bushels amount to 
six dollars. Twenty bushels of wheat in England would sell 
for twenty-eight dollars ; therefore, there would be twenty-two 
dollars left for the cost of cultivation and profit. 

A French writer on scientific agriculture has employed 
figures very similar to the above, to show how French farmers 

may grow wheat at less than one dollar per bushel. At this 
price they might certainly defy the competition of the United 
States. It is one thing, however, to grow crops in a lecture 
room, and quite another to grow them in a field. In dealing 
with artificial manures, furnishing phosphoric acid, potash, 

and nitrogen, we have substances which act upon the soil in 

very differents ways. Phosphate of lime is a very insoluble 
substance, and requires an enormous amount of water to dis- 
solve it. Salts of potash, on the other hand, are very soluble in 
water, but form very insoluble compounds with the soil. Salts 
of ammonia and nitrate of soda are perfectly soluble in water. 
When applied to the land, the ammonia of the former sub-° 

stance forms an insoluble compound with the soil, but in a very 
short time is converted into nitrate of lime; and with this salt 

and nitrate of soda, remains in solution in the soil water until 

they are either taken up by the plant or are washed away into 
the drains or rivers. 

Crops evaporate a very large amount of water, and with this 
water they attract the soluble nitrate from all parts of the soil. 
Very favorable seasons are therefore those in which the soil is 
neither too dry nor too wet; as in one case the solution of 
nitrate becomes dried up in the soil, in the other it is either 
washed away, or the soil remains so wet that the plant cannot 
evaporate the water sufficiently to draw up the nitrates which 
it contains. 

The amount of potash and phosphoric acid dissolved in the 
water is far too small to supply the requirements of the plant, 
and it is probable that what is required for this purpose is dis- 
solved by some direct action of the roots of the plant on com- 
ing in contact with the insoluble phosphoric acid and potash in 
the soil. 
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In support of this view, I may mention that we have clear 
evidence in some of our experiments of the wheat crop taking 
up both phosphates and potash that were applicd. to the land 
thirty years ago. 

To suppose, therefore, that, if the ingredients which exist in 
twenty bushels of wheat and its straw, are simply applied to a 
barren soil, the crop will be able to come in contact with, and 

take up these substances, is to assume what certainly will not 
take place. 

I have often expressed an opinion that arable land, could not 
be cultivated profitably by means of artificial manures, unless 
the soil was capable of producing, from its own resources, a 

considerable amount of produce; still the question had never 
up to this time come before me in a distinct form as one upon 
which I had to decide one way or the other. I had, however, 

no hesitation in coming to the conclusion, that grain crops could 
never be grown at a profit upon my relation’s land, and that 
consequently, for some years, it would be better to give up the 
attempt, and try to improve the pasture. 

After what I have said about the insolubility of potash and 

phosphoric acid, it may possibly be asked—why not give a good 

dose of these substances at once, as they do not wash out of 

the soil—say enough to grow sixty crops of grain, and apply 
the nitrate, or ammonia every year in just sufficient amounts 
to supply the wants of the crop? 

The objections to this plan are as follows: assuming the most 
favorable conditions of climate, and the largest possible pro- 
duce, the wheat could certainly not take up the whole of the 
thirty-two pounds of nitrogen applied, and the crop which re- 
quires nearly one pound of nitrogen in every one hundred 
pounds of gross produce, would be certainly less than three 
thousand two hundred pounds, if supplied with only thirty-two 
pounds of nitrogen. If we take the tctal produce of the best 
and worst wheat crop, grown during the forty years of our ex- 
periments, we shall arrive at a better understanding in the 
matter. The following are the figures : 

WEIGHT OF DRY PRODUCE OF WHEAT PER ACRE, 

, Straw and Grain. 
ite, Sets te Tix lla cael oie eo epee ee 9330 lbs. 
LY Ui a, eal a WINS Op ple pk! 97 ot oe rr 3859 ‘* 

In order to ascertain the increase due to the nitrogen of the 
salts of ammonia or nitrate of soda, we must deduct from the 
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crop the produce obtained, where mineral manures without 
nitrogen were used. In 1863 this amount was three thousand 
pounds, and in 1879 it was one thousand two hundred pounds. 
Deducting these amounts from the gross produce in each case, 
leaves six thousand three hundred and thirty as the produce 
due to the nitrogen in the season of 1863, and two thousand six 
hundred and fifty-nine as the produce due to the nitrogen in 
1879. 

But in each case we applied the same amount of nitrogen, 
eighty-seven pounds ; and as the amount of nitrogen in a wheat 
crop, as carted from the field, contains less than one per cent. of 

nitrogen, it is evident that if all that was contained in the 
manure had been taken up by the plant, the increased crop 
should have weighed eizht thousand seven hundred pounds in- 
stead of six thousand three hundred and thirty. Thus even in 
our best year, some of the nitrogen applied failed to produce 
growth ; and when we come to the bad year we find that only 

twenty-six and a half pounds were taken up out of the eighty- 
seven pounds applied, thus leaving more than two-thirds of the 

whole unaccounted for. 
Seasons are only occasionally either very bad or very good. 

What we call an average season does not differ very much from 

the mean of the best and worst years, which in this case 
would be represented by a crop of four thousand four hundred 

and ninety-four pounds, containing nearly forty-five pounds of 
nitrogen. I may say that, although I have employed one per 

cent. to avoid fractions in my calculations, strictly speaking 
three-quarters of a per cent. would more nearly represent the 
real quantity. If, however, on the average, we only obtain 
about forty-five pounds from an application of about eighty- 
seven pounds of nitrogen, it is evident that not more than one- 
half of the amount applied enters into the crop. 

Now in dealing with a substance of so costly a nature as am- 
monia, or nitrate of soda—the nitrogen contained in which 

substances cannot cost much less than twenty-five cents per 
pound by the time it is spread upon the land, it becomes a ques- 

tion of importance to know what becomes of the other half, 

or the residue whatever it may be, which has not been taken 

up by the crop. Part is undoubtedly taken up by the weeds 
which grow with the wheat, and after the wheat has been 
cut. Part sinks into the sub-soil and is washed completely 
away during the winter. 

I, myself, am disposed to think that the very great difference 
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in the size of the Indian corn crops, as compared with the 
wheat crops in the States, is partly accounted for by their 
greater freedom from weeds, which are large consumers of 
nitric acid, and, in the case of the wheat crop, frequently re- 
duce the yield by several bushels per acre. It must, however, 
be borne in mind that, though the wheat is robbed of its food 
where there are weeds, still if there were no weeds, the amount 

of nitric acid which the crop could not get hold of, would, in 
all probabilty, be washed out of the soil during the ensuing 
winter. I come to the conclusion, therefore, that the nitro- 

gen alone, which would be required to produce one bushel of 
wheat, would cost not much less than fifty cents; and that, in 

consequence, wheat-growing by means of artificial manures, 
will not pay upon very poor land. 

I have said that the land, about which I was consulted, had 
not been plowed for several years, and that although nature 
had done all she could to clothe the soil with vegetation, the 
most disheartening feature in the case was, the poverty of the 
weeds. A thistle may be a giant or a dwarf, according to cir- 

cumstances ; here they wereall dwarfs. The plaintain, which 

{ believe is sometimes sown in these districts for food, has a 

very deep root; here the plants were abundant, but the leaves 
were very small and lay so close to the ground, that, as the 
manager informed m2, ‘‘the sheep were often injured from the 
amount of sand which they swallowed with the leaves when 
feeding.” 

At Rothamsted, the analyses of the rain water passing 
through the ordinary soil of one of my fields, which has been 
kept free from vegetation, have shown that the amount of 
nitric acid liberated in a soil, and washed out each year, is very 
large. Taking the ten years during which these special experi- 
ments have been in progress, I should think that the loss of 

nitrogen would be equal to, or possibly exceed, the amount of 

that substance removed by the average crops grown in the 
United States. 

The results obtained by the rain gauges, are further com- 
pletely confirmed by those in an adjoining field, where wheat 
and fallow have been grown alternately for twenty-seven years. 
The liberation of nitric acid, during the year of rest, produced 
for a time a large growth of wheat, but it was done at a very 
great waste of the fertility of the soil, and the produce is now, 
in proportion, considerably lower than that grown on the con- 
tinuously unmanured land. 

15 
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These results, if they are to be accepted as correct, must 

bring about a very considerable .change in the generally re- 
ceived views in regard to fertility. We not only see more clearly 
the connection between a former vegetation and the stored up 

fertility in our soil, but we also see the importance of vegeta- 
tion at the present day, as the only means by which tbe loss of 
nitric acid is prevented. The more completely the land is coy- 
ered with vegetation, and the more growth there is, the greater 
will be the evaporation of water, and the less will be the loss of 

nitric acid by drainage. 
I was not at all surprised to find, that the surface soil of a 

wood on my farm, was poorer in nitrogen than the soil of an 

old permanent pasture, to which no manure had been applied 

for twenty-five years, though during the whole period, the crop 
of hay had been removed every year from the land. The wood 
to which I refer is covered with oak, centuries old, and the 

foliage is so dense that but little underwood or other vegetation 
can grow beneath it. If both the wood and the pasture were 
put into arable cultivation, I have no doubt that the pasture 
would prove much more fertile than the wood land. 

In our experiments on permanent pasture, it has been ob- 
served that the character of the herbage is mainly dependent on 
the food supplied. Weeds, and inferior grasses, can hold their 
own as long as poverty exists, but with a liberal supply of ma- 
nure, the superior grasses overgrow and drive out the bad 
grasses and weeds. In consequence of the low price of wheat 
a good deal of land in England has been laid down to perma- 
nent pasture, and much money has been spent in cleaning the 

land preparatory to sowing the grass-seeds. JI have on more 
occasions than one, suggested that the money employed in this 
process would be better expended in manure, by which the 

weeds would be ‘‘improved” off the face of theland. While 
walking over the abandoned portion of these estates I explained 
my views upon this point to the manager. They were, how- 

ever, received with the usual skepticism, and the rejoinder that 
‘‘there was only one ideas of getting rid of the weeds, which 

was by the plow and fire.” 
There is nothing that speaks to me so forcibly as color in 

vegetation ; when travelling by rail, I do not require to be told 

that such a farm is, or is not, in high condition, or that we are 

passing through a fertile or infertile district. There is a pecu- 
liar green color in vegetation which is an unmistakable sign 
that it is living upon the fat of the land. I need hardly say 
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that, in this case, the color of the vegetation gavc unmistakable 
signs of the poverty of the soil; but in the midst of the dingy 
yellowish-green of the herbage, I came upon one square of 
bright green grass. In answer to my enquiry I was told that, 
a ‘*lambing-fold had been there last year,” and my informant 
added his opinion, ‘‘ that the manure would be so strong that 
it would kill anything !” It had certainly killed the weeds, but 
in their place, some good grasses had taken possession of the 
soil, 

The plan I proposed to adopt was, to spend no more money 
on tillage operations, but to endeavor to improve the pasture by 
giving to it the food necessary to grow good grasses, sowing at 
the same time asmall quantity of the best seeds. I further 
suggested that aflock of sheep should be allowed to run over 
the whole of the land by day, and be folded there every night 
—about one pound of cotton-seed cake per head being allowed 
daily. By this means, as the fold would be moved every day, 
the amount of manure deposited on the soil could be 
estimated. 

If there were a hundred sheep, receiving one pound of de- 
corticated cotton-seed cake per head, daily, and the hurdles 

were arranged to enclose a space of twenty-five by twenty yards, 
in the course of ten days an acre of land would have received 
manure from one thousand pounds of cake; which amount 
would supply seventy-seven pounds of nitrogen, sixty-eight 

pounds of phosphate of lime, and thirty-two pounds of potash. 
This amount of cake would cost about sixteen dollars. 
As regards the value of the cake as a food, it is 

somewhat difficult to form an estimate; but it takes nine or 

ten pounds of dry food—say roots, cake, and hay—to produce 
an increase of one pound of live weight in sheep. The cake 

has certainly a higher feeding value, than either hay or roots, 

but I will here give it only the same value, and consider that 
one hundred and ten pounds of increase of the animal was ob- 
tained by the consumption of the one thousand pounds of cake. 
The value of the increase of the live weight would be in Eng- 
land fully eleven dollars, leaving five dollars as the cost of the 
manure. Now the cake furnished seventy-seven pounds of 
nitrogen alone, which, if purchased in an artificial manure, 

would have cost nineteen dollars; and the other substances 

supplied by the cake, would have cost from four to five dollars 
more. The manures required, therefore, would be obtained 

much more cheaply by this than by any other process, 
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Labor would be saved by not cultivating the land. Manure 
would be saved by substituting vegetation which grows under 

or above ground, almost all the year round. And, by feeding 
the stock with cake, the necessary fertility would be obtained 
at the lowest possible cost. 

It is probable that the land would require this treatment to 
be repeated for several years, before there would be a fair 
growth of gr ss. The land might then be broken up and one 

grain crop be taken, then it might again be laid down to grass. 
Hitherto, I have considered a case where fertility is almost 

absent from the land, this, however, is an exception, as agri- 
culture generally is carried on upon soils which contain large 
stores of fertility, though they may be very unequally distribu- 
ted. By analysis of the soil we can measure the total amount 
of fertility which it contains, but we are left in ignorance in re- 
gard to the amount of the ingredients which are in such a form 
that the crops we cultivate can make use of them. 

At Rothamsted, among my experiments on the growth of con- 
tinuous wheat, at the end of forty years, the soil supplied with 
salts of ammonia has yielded, during the whole time, and still 
continues to yield, a larger produce than is obtained by a liberal 

supply of phosphates and alkaline salts without ammonia. 
When we consider that every. one hundred pounds of wheat 

crop, as carted to the stack, contains about five per cent. of 

mineral matter, and one per cent. of nitrogen, it is impossible 
to avoid the conclusion that my soil has a large available bal- 
ance of mineral substances which the crop could not make use 

of for want of nitrogen. The crop which has received these 
mineral manures now amounts to from twelve to thirteen 

bushels per acre, and removes from the land about sixteen 
pounds of nitrogen every year. 

Analyses of the soil show that, even after the removal of 
more than thirty crops in succession, without any application 
of manure containing ammonia, the soil still contains some 

thousands of pounds of nitrogen. This nitrogen is in combina- 
tion with carbon ; it is very insoluble in water, and until it be- 

comes separated from the carbon, and enters into combination 

with oxygen, does not appear to be of any use to the crop. 
The combination of nitrogen with oxygen, is known as ni- 

tric acid. The nitric acid enters into combination with the 

lime of the soil, and in this form becomes the food of plants. 

From its great importance in regard to the growth of plants, 

nitric acid might be called the main spring of agriculture, but 
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being perfectly soluble in water, it is constantly liable to be 
washed out of the soil. In the experiment to which I have re- 
ferred above—where wheat is grown by mineral manures alone 

—we estimate that, of the amount of nitric acid liberated each 

year, not much more than one-half is taken up by the crop. 
The wheat is ripe in July, at which time the land is tolerably 

free from weeds; several months, therefore, occur during 

which there is no vegetation to take up the nitric acid; and 

even when the wheat is sown at the end of October, much ni- 

tric acid is liable to be washed away, as the power of the plant 
to take up food from the soil is very limited until the spring. 

The formation of nitric acid, from the organic nitrogen in the 
soil, is due to the action of a minute plant, and goes on quite 
independent of the growth of our crops. We get, however, in 

the fact an explanation of the extremely different results ob- 
tained by the use of different manures. One farmer applies lime, 

or even ground limestone to a soil, and obtains an increase in 
his crops ; probably he has supplied the very substance which 
has enabled the nitrification of the organic nitrogen to increase; 

another applies potash, a third phosphates; if either of these 
are absent, the crops cannot make use of the nitric acid, how- 

ever great may be the amount diffused through the soil. 
It may possibly be said that the use of mineral manures tends 

to exhaust the soil of its nitrogen; this may, or may not, be 
true ; but even if the minerals enable the crop to take up a 

larger amount of the nitric acid found in the soil year by year, 
this does not increase the exhaustion, as the minerals only tend 
to arrest that which otherwise might be washed away. 
We must look upon the organic nitrogen in the soil, as the 

main source of the nitrogen which grows our crops. Whatever 
may be the amount derived from the atmosphere, whether in 
rain, or dew ; or from condensation by the soil, or plants, it is 
probable that, where the land is in arable cultivation, the ni- 
trogen so obtained, is less than the amount washed out of the 
soil in nitric acid. Upon land which is never stirred by the 
plow, there is much less waste and much less activity. 

The large increase in the area of land laid down to perma- 
nent pasture in England, is not due alone to the fall in the price 
of grain. The reduction of fertility in many of the soils, which 
have been long under the plow, is beginning to be apparent. 
Under these circumstances a less exhausting course of treat- 

ment becomes necessary, and pasture, with the production of 
meat, milk, and butter, takes the place of grain fields. 
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LETTER FROM EDWARD JESSOP, YORK, PA. 

York, Pa., March-16, 1876. | 
Joseph Harris, Esq., Moreton Farm, Rochester, N. Y.: 
DEAR Sir—Your favor of the 22d of last month came safely to hee 

and I am truly obliged to you for the reply to my question.—You ask, 
can I help you with facts or suggestions, on the subject of manure ? I 
fear not much; but it may be useful to you to know what others need 

to know. Iwill look forward to the advent of ‘‘ Talks on Manures’’ 
with much interest, hoping to get new light on a subject second to none 

in importance to the farmer. 

I have done a little at composting for some years, and am now having 
a pile of about forty cords, made up of stable-manure and earth taken 

from the wash of higher Jands, turned and fined. The labor of digging 
and hauling the earth, composting in thin layers with manure, turning, 

and fining, is so great, I doubt whether it pays for most farm crops— 

this to be used for mangel-wurzel and market-garden. . 

The usual plan in this county is to keep the stable-manure made dur- 

ing winter, and the accumulation of the summer in the barn-yard, where 

it is soaked by rain, and trampled fine by cattle, and in August and Sep- 
tember is hauled upon ground to be seeded with wheat and grass-seeds. 

I do not think there is much piling and turning done. 
My own conclusions, not based on accurate experiments, however, 

are, that the best manure I have ever applied was prepared in a covered 

pit on which cattle were allowed to run, and so kept well tramped— 

some drainage into a well, secured by pouring water upon it, when 

necessary, and the drainage pumped and distributed over the surface, at 

short intervals, particularly the parts not well tramped, and allowed to 

remain until it became a homogeneous mass, which it will do without 

having undergone so active a fermentation as to have thrown off a con- 

siderable amount of gas. 

The next best, composting it with earth, as above described, piled 

about five or six feet high, turned as often as convenient, and kept moist 
enough to secure fermentation. 

Or, to throw all the manure as made into a covered pit, until it is 

thoroughly mixed and made fine, by allowing hogs to run upon it and 

root at will; and when prepared for even spreading, apply it as a top- 

dressing on grass-land—at any convenient time. 

As to how many loads of fresh manure it takes to make one of well- 

rotted manure, it may be answered approximately, three to one, but that 

would depend a good deal on the manner of doing it, and the amount 

of rough material in it. If well trodden by cattle under cover, and suf- 

ficient drainage poured over it, to prevent any violent fermentation, the 

342 
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loss of weight, I think, would not be very great, nor the bulk lessened 

over one-half. 
Many years ago an old and successful farmer said to me, “if you want 

to get the full benefit of manure, spread it as a top-dressing on some 

growing crop,’ and all my experience and observation siuce tend to con- 

firm the correctness of his advice. 
While on this subject, allow me to protest against the practice of 

naming the quantity of manure applied to a given space, as so many 

loads, as altogether too indefinite. The bushel or cord is a definite quan- 

tity, which all can understand. 
The average price of good livery stable horse-manure at this place has 

been for several years four dollars a cord. 
With two and a half miles to haul, 1am trying whether keeping a flock 

of 50 breeding ewes, and feeding liberally with wheat bran, in addition 

to hay and pasture, will not produce the needed manure more cheaply. 

Respectfully yours, EDWARD JESSOP. 

P. §.—You ask for the average weight of a cord of manure, such as we 
pay four dollars for. 

I had a cord of horse-stable manure from a livery stable in York which 
had been all the time under cover, with several pigs running upon it, 

and was moist, without, any excess of wet, loaded into a wagon-box 

holding an entire cord, or 128 cubic feet, tramped by the wagoner three 

times while loading. 

The wagon was weighed at our hay-scales before loading, and then the 

wagon and load together, with a net result for the manure of 4,400 lbs. 

I considered this manure rather better than the average. I had another 

load, from a different place, which weighed over 5,000 Ibs., but on ex- 

amination it was found to contain a good deal of coal ashes. We never 

buy by the ton. Harrison Bros. & Co., Manufacturing Chemists, Phila- 
delphia, rate barnyard-manure as worth $5.77 per ton, and say that would 

be about $7.21 per cord, which would be less than 13 tons to the cord. 

If thrown in loosely, and it happened to be very dry, that might be pos- 
sible. 

Waring, in his ‘‘ Handy Book of Husbandry,”’ page 201, says, he caused 
a cord of well-trodden livery stable manure containing the usual pro- 

portion of straw, to: be carefully weighed, and that the cord weighed 
7,080 lbs. 

The load I had weighed, weighing 4,400 Ibs., was considered by the 
wagoner and by myself asa fair sample of good manure. In view of 

these wide differences, further trials would be desirable. Dana, in his 

“Muck Manual,” says a cord of green cow-dung, pure, as dropped, 

weighs 9,289 lbs. 

Farmers here seldom draw manure with less than three, more generally 
with four horses or mules; loading is done by the purchaser. From the 

barn-yard, put on loose boards, from 40 to 60 bushels are about an aver- 
age load. 

In hauling from town to a distance of three to five miles, farmers gen- 

erally make two loads of a cord each, a day’s work. From the barn-yard, 
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a very variable number, per day. In my own case, two men with three 
horses have been hauling six and seven loads of sixty bushels, fine com- 

post, a distance of from one-half to three-fourths of a mile, up a long 
and rather steep hill, and spreading from the wagon, as hauled, upon 
grass-sod. 

Our larger farmers often have one driver and his team, two wagons, 
one loading, while the other is drawn to the field ; the driver slips off 

one of the side-boards, and with his dung-hook jee off piles at nearly 
equal distances, to be spread as convenient. EDWARD JESSOP. 

LETTER FROM DR. E. L. STURTEVANT, SOUTH FRAMINGHAM, MASS. 

SoutH FRAMINGHAM, Mass., April 2, 1876. 
FRIEND Harris—Manure about Boston is sold in various ways. First, 

according to the number of animals kept; price varying so much, that I 

do not venture to name the figures. By the cord, to be trodden over 

while loading; never by weight, so far as I can learn—price from 0 to 

$12.00 per cord, according to season, and various accidental circum- 

stances. During the past winter, manure has been given away in Boston. 

Handling, hauling to the railroad, and freight costing $4 per cord for 

carrying 30 miles out. Market-gardeners usually haul manure as a re- 

turn freight on their journeys to and from market. About South Fra- 
mingham, price stiff at $8 a cord in the cellar, and this may be considered 

the ruling suburban price. Very friendly yours, 

K. LEwis STURTEVANT. 

LETTER FROM M. C. WELD. 

New Yors, Nov. 9, 1876. 
My Dear Harris—[ don’t know what I can write about manures, 

that would be of use. I have strong faith in humus, in ashes, leached 
and unleached, in lime, gas-lime, plaster, bones, ammonia ready formed, 

nitrates ready formed, not much in meat and blood, unless they are 

cheap. Nevertheless, they often are cheap, and produce splendid effects. 

I believe in sulphuric acid, with organic nitrogenous manures ; the com- 

posting of meat, blood, hair, ete., with peat and muck, and wetting it 

down with dilute sulphuric acid. I believe in green-manuring, heartily, 

and in tillage, tillage, tillage. Little faith in superphosphates and com- 

pounded manures, at selling prices. Habirshaw’s guano is good enough. 

So much for my creed. Truly yours, M. C. WELD. 

LETTER FROM PETER HENDERSON. 

New York, Oct. 26, 1876. 
Mr. Joseph Harris: 
Dear Sir—If you will refer to my work “‘ Gardening for Profit,’? New 

Edition, page 34, you will get about all the information I possess on 

Manures, except that I do not say anything about price. In a general 
way it might be safe to advise that whenever a ton (it is always best to 
speak of manures by weight) of either cow, horse, hog, or other stable- 

manure can be laid on the ground for $3, it is cheaper than commercial 
fertilizers of any kind at their usual market rates. This $3 per ton, I 
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think, would be about the average cost in New York, Boston, or Phila- 
delphia. We never haul it on the ground until we are ready to plow it 
in. If it has to be taken from the hog or cattle yards, we draw it out into 

large heaps, convenient to where it is to be put on the land, turning it, 

to keep it from burning or “‘ fire-fanging,’’ if necessary. None of our 
farmers or market-gardeners here keep it under cover. The expense of 

such covering and the greater difficulties in getting at it, for the immense 
quantities we use, would be greater than the benefits to be derived from 
keeping it under cover—benefits, in fact, which, I think, may be greatly 
overrated. Very truly yours, PETER HENDERSON. 

LETTER FROM J. M. B. ANDERSON, ED. ‘CANADA FARMER,’’ TORONTO. 

“*CANADA FARMER” OFFICE, ToRoNTO, March 29, 1876. 
J. Harris, Esq. : 

Dear Str—Yours of the 25th inst. is to hand, and I shall be most 

happy to render you any assistance in my power. The work you under- 

take is in able hands, and I have every confidence that, when completed, 

it will form an invaluable acquisition to the agricultural literature of the 
day. 

Manure in this city is usually sold by the two-horse load—about 14 

tons—at the rate of $1 per load, or 66 cents per ton. The load contains 

just about a cord of manure, consequently a cord will weigh about 13 tons. 

With reference to the general management of manure in Canada, I may 

say that the system followed differs in no material respect from that of 
New York and the other Eastern States. It is usually kept over winter 
in the open barnyard (rarely under cover, I am sorry to say), laid out on 
the land about the time of disappearance of last snow, and plowed in. 
In some cases it is not carted out until the land is ready for immediate 

plowing. With some of our more advanced farmers, the system has 

lately been adopted of keeping manure under cover and sprinkling it 
thoroughly at intervals with plaster and other substances. Tanks are 
also be¢oming more common than formerly, for the preservation of liq- 

uid manure, which is usually applied by means of large, perforated hogs- 

heads, after the manner of street-watering. 
You ask, how the manure is managed at Bow Park, Brantford. That 

made during fall and winter is carefully kept in as small bulk as possible, 

to prevent exposure to the weather. In February and March it is drawn 
out and put in heaps 8 feet square, and well packed, to prevent the es- 

scape of ammonia. Im spring, as soon as practicable, it is spread, and 

plowed under immediately. Manure made in spring and summer is 
spread on the field at once, and plowed under with a good, deep furrow 

Very truly yours, J. M. B. ANDERSON, Ed. Canada Farmer. 

MANURE STATISTICS OF LONG ISLAND. 

THE MANURE TRADE OF LONG ISLAND—LETTER FROM J. H. RUSHMORE. 

OLp Westsury, Long Island, April 6, 1876. 

Joseph LHarris, Esq. : 
DEAR S1tr—The great number of dealers in manure in New York pre- 
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cludes accuracy, yet Mr. Skidmore (who has been testifying volumi- 
nously before the New York Board of Health in relation to manure and 
street dirt), assures me that the accompanying figures are nearly correct. 

Tenclose statement, from two roads, taken from their books, and the 

amount shipped over the other road I obtained verbally from the General 

Freight Agent, and embody it in the sheet of statistics. 

The Ash report I know is correct, as I had access to the books showing 
the business, for over ten years. I have made numerous applications, 

verbally, and by letter, to our largest market gardeners, but there seems 
to exist a general and strong disinclination to communicate anything 
worth knowing. I enclose the best of the replies received. Speaking 

for some of our largest gardeners, I may say that they cultivate over one 

hundred acres, and use Jand sufficiently near to the city to enable them 
to dispense with railroad transportation in bringing manure to their 

places and marketing crops. I have noticed that one of the shrewdest 

gardeners invariably composts horn-shavings and bone-meal with horse- 

manure several months before expecting to use it. A safe average of 
manure used per acre by gardeners, may be stated at ninety (90) tubs, 

and from two hundred to twenty hundred pounds of fertilizer in addi- 
tion, according to its strength, and the kind of crop. 

The following railroad manure statistics will give a generally correct 

idea of the age of manure, when used: 

STATEMENT OF MANURE SENT FROM JAN. 1 TO Dec. 31, 1875. 

Over F.N.S.& C.R.R. Over Southern KR. R. 
SU ALITA TEU ae ia one wicte & aie eeeranrete' 1,531 tubs. 5,815 tubs. 
PCDIMALY.. as ocancle ak = © cetee 4,357 “ 
gi Bh oo) 1 eR ea aa aaeeies 740 =“ Oi 
Agel hee cee cee a rae dee tine T2422 (O10 5 5 ies 
Mayo. Su te Se ce ea ER 7,383 “ 3,049 * 
IEINIG oo a eis Saye Solon 6 oie Ds (aor ueee 1,365. * 
Fin hy gerne eee ee einer ering eee 6,4733 Gabi ste 
PAAR OUUS Go) oh oe aati e maaeats Se 6,3705 “ po 0 Be 
September Isa seee vee ose Silo 14,702 * 
MeloOberior sind cee ebeus ewe 8802. 6605; 5 
NOV EWIDET -fidiciss o oicnaiesioaieeek 8 | ee 840.2 
December -..2.. Satteteiptoesiofots ii LANG...’ 4023. 

46,340 tubs. 57,679 tubs. 

A tub is equal to 14 bushels. 

Hobson, Hurtado & Co. report the amount of Peruvian guano sold in 
this country last year at thirty thousand tons. 

Estimated number of horses in New York city, 100,000. 

Estimated product of manure per horse. Four cords. 
Estimated proportion of straw to pure excrement. One-half. 

Amount shipped direct from stables. Nearly all. 

Amount shipped on vessels. One-half. 
Length of time the unshipped manure remains in heaps. From three 

to four months. 
Average cost per horse, annually. $3. 

Greatest distance of shipment. Virginia. 
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Average amount shipped via L.I. R. R. 60,000 tubs. 
Price of manure per tub delivered on cars or vessel. 80 cents. 
Average amount put on car, 40 tubs. 

SraTistics or AsH TRADE.—Time when ashes are delivered. From 
middle of June to middle of October. 

Places from which they are mostly shipped. Montreal, Belleville, and 

Toronto (Canada). 
Method of transportation. Canal boats. 
Average load per boat. About 8,000 bushels. 
Average amount annually sold. 360,000 bushels. 

Average cost delivered to farmers. 20% cents per bushel. 

Fer Acre, about. 
Amount used by farmers for potatoes......... 60 tubs. 

66 OFS te eae és cabbage (late)... 50 

es ot af SOGOU a 64 fanaa Le aad 

Amount of guano used on Long Island, as represented by the books 
of Chapman & Vanwyck, and their estimate of sales by other firms, 
5,000 tons. 

The fertilizers used on the Island are bought almost exclusively by 
market gardeners or farmers, who do a little market gardening, as it is 
the general conviction that ordinary farm-crops will not give a compen- 
sating return for their application. Most market gardeners keep so 
little stock that the manure made on the place is very inconsiderable, 

Our dairy farmers either compost home-made manures with that from 
the city, spread it on the land for corn in the spring, or rot it separate, 

to use in the fall for wheat, on land that has been cropped with oats the 

same year. The manure put on for potatoes is generally estimated to 

enrich the land sufficient for it to produce one crop of winter grain, and 

from five to seven crops of grass, when it is again plowed and cultivated 

in rotation with, first, corn, second, potatoes or oats, and is reseeded in 

autumn of the same year. 

Fish and fish guano are largely used on land bordering the water, and 
adjacent to the oil-works. The average price for guano in bulk at oil- 

works is $12 perton. The average price for fish on wharf is $1.50 per 

thousand, and it is estimated that, as a general average, 6,000 fish make 

aton of guano. The fish, when applied to corn, are placed two at each 
hill, and plowed under at any time after the corn is large enough to cul- 

tivate. Seaweed is highly prized by all who use it, and it will produce 

a good crop of corn when spread thickly on the land previous to plowing. 
Very respectfully, J. H. RUSHMORE. 

LETTER FROM JOHN E. BACKUS, 

NEwtTown, Long Island, N. Y., March 2nd, 1876. 

Mr. G. H. Rushmore: 
Dzar Sir.—Some farmers and market-gardeners use more, and some 

less, manure, according to crops to be raised. I use about 30 good two- 

horse wagon-loads to the acre, to be applied in rows or broad-casted, as 

best for certain crops. I prefer old horse-dung for most all purposes. 
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Guano, as a fertilizer, phosphate of bone and blood are very good; they 
act as a stimulant on plants and vegetation, and are highly beneficial to 

some vegetation—more valuable on poor soil than elsewhere, except to 
produce a thrifty growth in plants, and to insure a large crop. 

By giving you these few items they vary considerably on different 

parts of the Island ; judgment must be used in all cases and all busi- 

ness. Hoping these few lines may be of some avail to Mr. Harris and 
yourself, I remain, yours, etc., Joun E. Backus. 

MANURE IN PHILADELPHIA. 

LETTER FROM JOSEPH HEACOCK. 

JENKINTOWN, Montgomery Co., Pa., April 18th, 1876. 

My Dear FRIEND Harris.—Stable-manure in Philadelphia, costs by 

the single four-horse-load, about $9 or $10. Mostly, the farmers who 
haul much of it, have it engaged by the year, and then it can be had for 
from $7 to $8 per load. Mostly, four horses are used, though we fre- 

quently see two and three-horse teams, and occasionally, five or six 
horses are used. I have never seen any kind of dung hauled but that of 
horses. Cow-manure would be thought too heavy to haul so long a dis- 
tance. Sugar-house waste, spent hops, glue waste, etc, are hauled to a 
small extent. We live about 9 miles from the center of the city, and the 

road is very hilly, though otherwise a good one, being made of stone. 

The loads vary from 2% to 3: or 4 tons for four horses, according to 

the dryness of the manure. The wagons are made very strong, and weigh 

from 1,600 lbs. to 2,300 or 2,400 lbs., according to the number of horses 
that are to be used to them. I cannot say how many cords there are in 

an average load, but probably not less than two cords to four horses. 

One of my neighbors has a stable engaged by the year, He pays $2.50 

per ton, and averages about three tons per load, and the distance from 

the stable in the city to his place, can not be less than 12 miles. His 

team goes empty one way and of course can not haul more than a load 

a day. In fact, can not average that, as it would be too hard on his 
horses. The horses used for the purpose are large and strony. Fifteen 
or twenty years ago, there was kept on most farms of 75 to 100 acres, a 

team purposely for hauling manure from the city. But it is different 
now, many of the farmers using artificial manures, as it costs so much 
less; and others are keeping more stock, and so making their own 

manure. Still, there isa great deal hauled yet. And some of it to a 
distance of 20 miles. Though when hauled to this distance, the teams 
are loaded beth ways. For instance, they will start to the city with a 
load of hay (35 to 50 ewt.), on Monday afternoon (Tuesday is the day of 

the Hay Market); and when they have their load of hay off on Tuesday, 
they load their manure and drive out five or six miles and put up forthe 

night. Next morning they start about 3 o’clock, arriving home before 

noon, having been away two days. On Thursday afternoon, they start 

again. You can see that manuring in this way is very expensive. But 

farmers about here well know that if they do not manure well they raise 
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but little. Probably about four loads are used per acre on the average. 
Each Joad is generally thrown off the wagon in one large heap near 
where wanted, and is allowed to lie until they use it. I can not tell 

how much it loses in bulk by lying in the heap. 

As to what crops it is used on, farmers do not think that they could 

go amiss in applying it to anything except oats. Butit is probably used 
more for top-dressing mowing land, and for potatoes, than for any- 

thing else. 
The usual rotation is corn, potatoes, or oats, wheat seeded to clover 

and timothy, and then kept in grass from twoto four years. Those who 
haul stable-manure, usually use bone-dust or superphosphate to a greater 

or less extent. 

Last December I built a pig-pen, 20 ft. x 40 ft., 13 stories high. The 

upper story to be used for litter, ete. There is a four feet entry on the 

north side, running the length of the building. The remainder is divided 
into five pens, each 8 ft. x 16 ft. It is made so that in cold weather it can 
be closed up tight, while in warmer weather it can be made as open as 

an out-shed. I am very much pleased with it. The pigs make a great 

- deal of manure, and I believe that it can be made much cheaper than 
it can be bought and hauled from Philadelphia. 

JOSEPH HEACOCK, JR. 

LETTER FROM HERMAN L, ROUTZAHN. 

MIDDLETOWN, Md., May 11th, 1876. 

Joseph Harris, Esq. : 
I herewith proceed to answer questions asked. 

Wheat and corn are principal crops. Corn is fed now altogether to 
stock for the manure. 

There is but little soiling done. The principal method of making 
manure is: Feeding all the corn raised, as well as hay, oats, and roots, 

to cattle; using wheat straw, weeds, etc., as bedding, throwing the 

manure in the yard (uncovered), and to cover the pile with plaster (by 

sowing broadcast), at least once a week. To this pile is added the 
manure from the hog-pens, hen-house, etc., and worked over thoroughly 
at least twice before using. It is then applied to corn by plowing 

under ; to wheat, as a top-dressing. For corn it is usually hauled to the 

field, thrown off in heaps 25 feet each way, a cart-luad making two heaps. 
Spread just before the plow. For wheat, spread on directly after plow- 

ing, and thoroughly harrowed,jn. Applied broadcast for potatoes. Com- 

posts of different kinds are made and used same as in other localities, 1 
presume. Artificial manures are going into disrepute (justly too). This 

is the plan now adopted by the farmers in this county (Frederick). 
Where woods are accessible, leaves and mould are hauled in and added to 

the manure-heap ; in fact, every substance that can be worked into the 
manure-heap is freely used. Well-rotted stable-manure is worth from 
$1.50 to $2.50 per cord, accurding to condition and locality. 

Very Respectfully Yours, 
HERMAN L. RovuTzaun, 
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LETTER FROM PROF. E. M. SHELTON, PROF. OF AGRICULTURE, KANSAS 

STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE. 

Kansas STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 
MANHATTAN, Kansas, May 5, 1876. 

DEAR 81r.—In reply to your first question, I would sey that stable- 

manure in this vicinity, is held in very light estimation. Indeed, by the 
householders of this city, and quite generally by the farmers, manure is re- 

garded as one of those things—like drouth and grasshoppers—with which 
a mysterious Providence sees fit to clog the operations of the husband- 
man. The great bulk of the stable-manure made in this city is, every 

spring, carted into ravines and vacant lots—wherever, in short, with 
least expense it can be put out of reach of the senses. 

It must not be understood by this that manure has little influence on 

the growing crops in Kansas. Nowhere have I seen such excellent 
results from application of home-made fertilizers,,as in Kansas. For 

those sterile wastes known as “ Alkali lands,” and ‘‘ Buffalo wallows,”’ 
manure is a speedy and certain cure. During two years of severe drouth, 

I have noticed that wherever manure had been supplied, the crop with- 

stood the effects of dry weather much better than where no application 
had been made. Four years ago, a strip across one of our fields was 
heavily manured ; this year this field is into wheat, and a dark band that 

may be seen half a mile shows where this application was made. 

These facts the better class of our farmers are beginning to appreciate. 

A few days ago, a neighbor, a very intelligent farmer, assured me that 
from manuring eight to ten acres every year, his farm was now in better 

condition than when be broke up the prairie fifteen years ago. 

I know of no analysis of stable or farmyard-manure made in 
Kansas. Concerning the weight of manures, I can give you a few facts, 

having had occasion during the past winter to weigh several loads used 
for experimental purposes. This manure was wheeled into the barnyard, 

chiefly from the cattle stalls, during the winter of 1874-5. It lay in the 

open yard until February last, when it was weighed and hauled to the 

fields. I found that a wagon-box, 14x3x9 feet, into which the manure 

was pitched, without treading, held with slight variations, when level 

full, one ton. At this rate a cord would weigh very close to three tons. 

The greatest difficulty that we have to encounter in the management 
of manure grows out of our dry summers. «During our summer months, 

unless sufficient moisture is obtained, the manure dries out rapidly, be- 

comes fire-fanged and practically worthless. My practice upon the Col- 
lege farm has been to give the bottom of the barn-yard a ‘‘ dishing ’’ 

form, so that it holds all the water that falls upon it. The manure I 

keep as flat as possible, taking pains to place it where the animals will 

keep it trod down solid. Ihave adopted this plan after having tried 

composting and piling the manure in the yards, and am satisfied that it 
is the only practical way to manage manures in this climate. 

There is no particular crop to which manure is generally applied 
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in this State, unless, perhaps, wheat. The practice of applying manure as 
a top-dressing to winter-wheat, is rapidly gaining ground here. It is 

found that the manure thus applied, acting as a mulch, mitigates the 
effects of drouth, besides improving the quality of the grain. 

Very Respectfully Yours, 
E. M. SHELTON. 

LETTER FROM PROF. W. H. BREWER, PROFESSOR OF AGRICULTURE IN 

SHEFFIELD SCIENTIFIC SCHOOL OF YALE COLLEGE. 

SHEFFIELD SCIENTIFIC SCHOOL oF YALE COLLEGE, 
New Haven, Conn., April 14th, 1876. 

Joseph Harris, Hsq., Rochester, N. Y.: 

My Dear Srr.—I have made inquiries relating to ‘‘ the price of stable- 
manure in New Haven, and how far the farmers and gardeners haul it, 

etc.’” I have not been to the horse-car stables, but I have to several 
livery stables, and they are all essentially the same. 

They say that but little is sold by the cord or ton, or by any weight or 

measure. It is sold either ‘‘in the lump,’’ ‘‘ by the month,” ‘‘by the 

year,’’ or “per horse.’’ Some sell it at a given sum per month for all 

their horses, on a general estimate of their horses—thus, one man says, 

“TI get, this year, $25 per month forall my manure, he to remove it as 

fast as it accumulates; say one, two, or three times per week. He hauls 
it about five miles and composts it all before using.”’ 

Another says, he sells per horse. ‘‘I get, this year, $13 per horse, 

they to haul it.’ The price per horse ranges from $10 to $15 per 
year, the latter sum being high. 

From the small or private stables, the manure is generally “‘ lumped ” 
by private contract, and is largely used about the city. It is hauled 
sometimes as much as 10 miles, but usually much less. 

But the larger stables often sell per shipment—it is sent by cars 

up the Connecticut Valley to Westfield, etc., where it is often hauled 

several miles from the railroad or river. 

Much manure is sent by boat from New York to the Connecticut 
Valley tobacco lands. Boats (‘‘ barges ’’) are even loaded in Albany, go 
down the Hudson, up the Sound to Connecticut, to various places near 
Hartford, I am told. Two or three years ago, a man came here and 
exhibited to us pressed masses of manure—a patent had been taken out 
for pressing it, to send by R. R. (stable manure). I never heard anything 
more about it—and he was confident and enthusiastic about it. 

Yours truly, Wo. H. BREWER. 



352 TALKS ON MANURES. 

FOOD, INCREASE, MANURE, ETC., OF FATTENING ANIMALS, 

The following table is given by Mr. J. B. Lawes, of Rothamsted, Eng- 

land, showing the relation of the’increase, manure, and loss by respira- 
tion, to the food consumed by different animals: 

OXEN. 

250 lbs. Oil-cake ss . 
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ae pee Increase. supply. Sy 2 
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In the last edition of his book on Manure, ‘‘ Praktische Diingerlehre,” 
Dr. Emil Wollf, gives the following tables: 

Of 100 lbs. of dry substance in the food, there is found in the excre- 
ments : 

Dry SUBSTANCE. | Cow. Ox. | Sheep. | Horse. | Mean. 

Ria Ble PS cs cs tide odacies sn 38.0 Ibs. 45.6 Ibs. 46.9 Ibs. 42.0 Ibs./43.1 lbs. 
BP Tey Ses Oo wily. walt wetes 9.1 5.8 6.6% << Po. Orson uGso. o 

27.1 loa 53.5 “ 145.6“ 149.4 * Total dry substance in the Manure... 

Of 100 lbs. of organic substance in the food, there is found in the ex- 

crements : 

ORGANIC SUBSTANCE. Cow. Ox. | sheep. Horse. | Mean. 

Invihe Dune ieee oma ce acase 36.5 Ibs. !43.9 Ibs. |45.6 Ibs. |38.2 Ibs. |41.0 Ibs. 
Hii Yio’ Urimeet F. 8 eh Oe Sn eee! ee Bo. © [rear eles 
Total organic substance in Manure. .!42.5 ‘* 47. 1 “ (49.5 “ 140.7 “* 44.9 % 

Of 100 lbs. of nitrogen in the food, there is found in the excrements : 

NITROGEN. Cow. Ox. | Sheep. | Horse. | Mean. 

In the Dung.................+.+++++- 45.5 Ibs. |51 0 Ibs. 43.7 Ibs. 56.1 Ibs. 49.1 Ibs, 
Fathi MUP 28 hoc oe ssn veld wm Scie 18.3 *¢ (38.6 ‘ [51.8 “ 27.3 ** 840 * 
Total Nitrogen in Manure............ 63.8 “ (89.6 “ \95.5 “ |93.4 “ |sa1 * 

Of 100 lbs. mineral matter in the food, there is found in the excrements : 

| ; . 
———— — — 

MINERAL MATTER. | Cow. Ox. Sheep. Horse. Mean. 

ia Whe Mune 2. 2 acess rs eae 53.9 Ibs.) 70.8 Ibs. | 63.2 Ibs. | 85.6 Ibs. | 68.4 Ibs. 
in: fhe Urine, she: ee ween: ABTS Vl tA Giese 40.3 ‘ TGSyee 1) Lael 
Total mineral matter in Ma- 

PREC. ii wie S08 Sabor cae a 97.0 ‘* |117.5 ‘* -|108.5 “ [101.9 “ 108.5 “ 

The excess of mineral matter is due to the mineral matter in the 

water drank by the animals. 

The following tables of analyses are copied in full from the 
last edition (1875), of Dr. Emil Wolff’s Praktische Diingerlehre. 

The figures differ materially in many cases from those previously 
published. They represent the average results of numerous relia- 
ble analyses, and are sufficiently accurate for all practical purposes 

connected with the subject of manures. In special cases, it will be 
well to consult actual analyses of the articles to be used. 



TALKS ON MANURES. dd4 

SOILS. 
I.—TABLES FOR CALCULATING THE EXHAUSTION AND EN- 

RICHING OF 

A.—HARVEST PRODUCTS AND VARIOUS MANUFACTURED ARTICLES. 

Average quantity of water, nitrogen, and total ash, and the different ingredi- 
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358 TALKS ON MANURES. 

B._AVERAGE COMPOSITION OF VARIOUS MANURES. 

WaAME OF FERTILIZER. 

T.—ANIMAL EXCRE- 
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APPENDIX. 359 

: Ss . 

: gl lg |&.|.8 
NAME OF FERTILIZER.| = 3s S <S 8 |S~ a y SS 

seas eres kh erties |e S SS/S'8/8 5/58 S |£2) ¢ /8/5)=|8| SSS 8283 
ai YSIS l@ajinxwisw& Bile ss 

(In 100 parts.) __ 0/5} %/a) %o | 7/0} 0! 94a} 0} 0) 40.) eo) 70} °/o 
Bone-Meal from solid | 
DAU n eo wick ees os 5.0/31.5| 68.5 | 8.5) 0.1! 0.2 [38 0] 1.0 25.2) 0.1) 3.0) 0.2 

Bone-Meal from soft 
BEM gage c! widen a awies %.0|387.3| 55.7 | 4.0] 0.2 | 0.3 |29.0) 1.0 20.0) 0.1) 3.5/ 0.2 

Bone-black, before 
MSO: aaacansrcwiesov'-es 0/10.0) 84.0 | 1.0, 0.1! 0.38/48 0) 1.132 0) 0.4) 5.0) .. 

Bonc-black, spent..... 10.0} 6.0} 84.0 | 0.5) 0.1 | 0.2 |37.0} 1.1 126.0) 0 4/15.0) .. 
BOREAS ash feces ces 6.0) 3.0} 91.0 | .. | 0.3/0.6 |46.0) 1.2 |85.4) 0.4) 6.5) .. 
Baker-Guano 10.0) 9.2} 81.0 | 0.5) 0.2; 1.2 |41.5] 1.5 |84.8) 1.5) 0.8) 0.3 
Jarvis Guano......... 11.8) 8.2] 80.0 | 0.4) 0.4/0.3 |39.1) 0 5 |20.6)18.0) 0.5) 0.2 
Estremadura Apatite..| 0 6) .. be -- |0.7| 0.3 /48.1) 0.1 |37.6) 0.2) 9.0) 1.5 
Sombrero Phosphate.) 8.5. 91.5 | 0 1] .. | 0.8|43.5] 0.6 |35.0) 0.5) 1.0) 0.6 
Navassa Phosphate...| 2.6) 5.4] 92.0 | 0.1) .. | .. /87.5) 0.6 |83.2| 0.5) 5.0/ 0.1 
Nassau Phosphorite, 

MIGV waianeet eke nae 2.6] .. | 97.4) e- |0.8| 0.4 45.1) 0.2 |33.0] 0.3) 5.5] 3.1 
Nassau Phosphorite, 

PRC OIBWI Sn se ous 2 2.5) .. | 97.5 | .. | 0.7/0.4 /40.1] 0.2 [24.1] .. |20.8] 1.5 
Westphalian Phos- 
ROP Sos vin cot s+ 6.5|+ 1.61 91-8 |... |: 21.8] 0.9 119.7] 1.0/22.0| 1.6 

Hanover Phosphorite| 2.0) 3.5) 94.5 | .. |... 37.2] 0.2 |29.2] 0.5] 8.3] 1.5 
Coprolites........ -... 4.3) .. | 95.7] .. 11.0] 0.5 45.4) 1.0 26.4) 0 8] 7.5) 0.1 
Sulphate of Ammonia.| 4.0] .. DO Sach OVO! act leiear (OOLOI 20 pelea 
Nitrate of Soda...... BG) o ee Ne DP. J lees OMOla ae) 0. Oot) eae 
Wool-dust and offal ..|10.0'56.0! 34.0 | 5.2/0.3/)0.1] 1 4/0.3) 1.3) 0.5,29.0| 0.2 
DMING-COK Oy axe. che stele » 6.51/47 -0|- 46.5 | 3.11 3.) oe 2052-4) 3.0) 2.19820)... 
Whalc-oil refuse....../23.0/68.4) 8.6 | 5.7] .. | .. | 3.0)0.2; 2.3) .. | 3.0) .. - 
Common Salt......... 5] ea se i a cS A 0.2) -- | 1.4] 2.0/48.2 
Gypsum or Fiaster..../20.0) .. | 80.8) .. | .. | -. /81.0/0.1) .. |44.0) 4.0) .. 
Gus ligte os oe.3o) <2. 7.0) 1.3) 91.7 |.0 410.9} -. |64.5).1.5) .. 112.5) 3.0) .. 
Sugar-House Scum.../34 5/24.5) 41.0 | 1.2/0.2| 0.6 |20.7 0.5) 1.5) 0.3) 9.1) 0.1 
Leached wood ashes..|20.0| 5.0) 75.0 | .. | 2.5] 1.3 |24.5) 2.5) 6.0) 0.8/20.0) .. 
WO0d0-800te ins. anes 5.0/'71.8} 23 2 | 1.8) 2.4)0.5/10.0) 1.5} 0.4) 0.3) 4.0) .. 
Coal-sOnt eco a canis 5.0/0 2] 248] 2.5/0.1] .. | 4.0/1.5) .. | 1.7/16.0) .. 
Ashes from Deciduous 
[ig eR eee 5.0] 5.0} 90.0 | .. |10.0) 2.5 30.0) 5.0) 6.5) 1.6)18.0 

Ashes from Evergreen 
TEBEA sds cseres .... | 5.0! 5.0} 90.0 | .. 16.0} 2.0/35.0] 6.0] 4.5) 1.6/18.0| 0.3 

Peat-aches......s0-... BO ego cO Ww ss dine nhOus)| eat te| OLGiod ole OR 
Bituminous coal-ashes| 5.0| .. | 95.0 | .. |0.5|0.4) ? |38.2) 0.2) 8.5) 2? | .. 
Anthracite coal-ashes.| 5.0) 5.0} 90.0; .. |6.1)0.1| ? [8.0; 0.1) 5.0) ? | .. 

III.—SuPERPHOS- 
PHATE, from 

Peruvian Guano......!16.0'41.9| 42.1 10.0} 2.0] 1.2] 9.5|1.0/10.5 15.0) 1.5) 1.4 
Baker Guano......... 15.0) 6.2] 78.8 | 0.310.1] 0.8 25 9] 0.9 }21.8.28 5) 0.9! 0.2 
Estremadura Apatite../15.0| .. | 85.0 | .. |0.4/ 0.2/28.2/ 0.1/22.1/28.5) 5.3 0.9 
Sombrero Phosphate.|15.0) .. | 85.0 | .. | ..|0.5,26 4/0.4|20 2)25.5) 0.6 0.4 
Navassa Phosphate.../15.0, 2.5) 82.5! . --| 2? 117.0) 0.8)15.4/19.5) 2.3) ? 
Nassau Phosphorite, | 

OMe: Adve dscks aa ee 15.0) .. | 85.0] .. |0.5| 0.2 26.5] 0.1)19.4/25.5} 3.2) 1.8 
Nassau Phosphorite, | 
ACCUM oe oases ve 12.0) .. | 88.0 0.3/0.1 24.2) 0.1/16.6)19.5/18.5) 1.3 

Bone-black......... ../15.0 8.0} 77.0 | 03] .. | 0.1 25.0) 0 7 /16.2/21.0 9.3, an 
Bone-Meal. oo cs.c0 «ss. 13.0 23.8] 63.2 | 2.0, 0.1] 0.2 22.4] 0.7 |16.6)19.5) 2.5 0.2 
Phospho-guano | | 

(manufactured.) ...'15 513.0! 80.3 | 3.3:0.3'0.4 24.0 .. 20.5'28.8' 3.0! 0.9 



360 TALKS ON MANURES. 

2.—TABLE SHOWING THE DISTRIBUTION OF GRED Ey 
IN SOME paraieaih dcs awie cee PROCESSES > 

NAME OF MATERIAL. 

1.—BREWING. 

1000 Ibs. Barley, contain erelGaeiea dhs 
less WELODS Raa ihmecie ittcists wichcrcrs 
Distribution of the ingredients: : 

WATER cou adecinssioerssniacccons us 
Malt- Sprouts er ee tice HOSA ae 
Brewers’ Grabtie. se tee A a 
IsiemniekoytGese adagsunpaoceoopes 
Weastecics ae sece s tae ae wotseua mata 
BORE. c50is seerstix foe Seles ines atiaine’s ole 

2.—DISTILLERY. 

a. 1000 lbs. Potatoes, contain.... 
40 “* Kiln-M Malt.. Saeestes es 
20 “ Yeast-Malt.......... 

The Slump, contains............. 
(0.) Grain Spirits. 

800 lbs. Rye, contain............. 
200 ‘* Kiln-Malt, contain....... 
HOSS VieasG-walGe tS eo tos ee, 
The Slump, eI OS 

8.—YEAST MANUFACTURE. ~ 

“00 lbs. bruised Rye, contain..... 
300 ‘* Barley-Malt, eo 

Distribution of the Ingredients: : 
CAR oie ctecineiarce cia ie ieciere! sine 
Grains and Slump.......... .... 

4.—STarcH MANUFACTURE. 

1000 Ibs. Potatoes, contain........ 
The remains in the Fibre........ 

DAT NYE RETES 0 

5.—MILLING. 

Flour (77.5 per cent).......... 
Mill-feed ( 6.5 SeSeh cy stave ereterets 
Bran Cal) eae faan ee 9D ee an 

6.—CHEESE-MAKING. 

1000 Ibs. Milk, contain........... 
Distribution of the Ingredients: : 

%.—BEET-SUGAR net aaa 

1000 lbs. Roots, contain.......... 
Distribution of the Ingredients: 

Tops and Tails (12 per cent of 
HOO Ke Betoln Hew cia Delpscctacin OOOGe 

Pomace (15 per cent of roots)..... 
Skimmings (4 per cent of nate) 
Molasses (3 per cent of ates 
Sugar and Joss.. : ar 

8.—FLax Dareeme.! 

1000 Ibs. Flax-Stalks, contain... 
Distribution of the Ingredients: 

Unvthe Waterers srs eeseees 
StemSiOr ERUSIKS acc iscisletsereuselciee sre 
Flax and Tow........-..+++-+++: 

20.80 

30.36 

25.15 

1.22 

Se 22 oS Dt 2S 2S aa 

9.426 6.751 

9.175 4.100 
0.171 2.052 
0.054 0 648 

woor coco 

— 

ERS 

HR 

Phosphor- tc Acid 
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eng Ao eS 297 
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ec “6c 
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Sd RR TER Nise gad 259 
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SV onebatioteland:.. 26° 346 
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ou U0 [ae i aes 255 
STUN, Sele hee ie amt 104 

Barley After Ten Crops of Turnips.: 2! . 
apliarcel Vielduor. occse cas 

“and Glover after a heavily 
manured Root-crop, ......287 

SPORE SOUCTOr. 6 eo) ok ae 227 
** Cost of Raising With and 

Without Manure... ...... 245 

361 

Barley,Lawes’ and Gilbert’s Experi- 
AN ENTS OMG aieiaic obivid eee tassel 227 

‘** Potash Increases the Crop of 
at Rothamsted............ 329 

‘* Profits of Raising in Poor 
PIENBO ME So scn ae uses cue 

** Quality and Price of........ 242 
ONG PEP, ACPO sce eco ehe 11 

Barn-yard Manure, Difference in 
Ghaanity Of, 00) eeh dockn demcaeeet « 

Poeun for Manure. are Acer ae 

epee atts on, 288 
ve ce Manure for........ 286 

Blood neice. see. aces Sekt 32 
A Sys oY ee 15) Se ay aa MER PO 314 

= ‘* Composition of Com- 
pared with Stable Ma- 
TUNG rete see son les 316 

‘** Fermented with Manure.316 
oe “Made into Superphos- 

[As pee 9 a 319 
ae © -on Dairy arms. >... . 315 

Bones as Manure).= esc) a 102 
1521 0 Re aeesON gat) tr we ee ee, 2 ean 8 
7 fore Mangrees atk eae 102 
‘Richer - in Hianistood than 

ae t. See oe eee eee 301 

pea ene of eaietteenye ae 
vi Composition of...... 293.093 
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. 275-290 
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RANE 3 tee eras So ides 291 
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but Little Set ar ney 293 

se Potashtor. a |< seen oes, 292 
S Special Manure for......323 
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Checse, from a Ton of Hay......... 

ee Plant-food in....... saree iL 
as Versus Beef uialesatiotece oe 110 

Clay Retains Ammonia... ......... 219 
Clover and Indian'Corn’.. 3. ce. ec: 275 

as a Renovating and me 
hausting Crop............. 

oye Manure. bgeu tek wenieeaih iia798 
ea Manure for W (c\=1, 1 eee 16 

the Atmosphere. . ee oee133-138 
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Ce 
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Hay, Composition of.. 129-137 
Hay, English and German, 

for Manure... ..<.:.0s0<. 47 
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by Growing........... 133-163 

Letting it Rot on the Sur- 
faceas Manure............ 134 

Nitrogen as a Manure for...141 
Pasturing by Sheep versus 
Mowing for Hay 

Plowing Under versus Feed- 
ing Outer | pees ens 123 

Roots, Amount of per Acre, 
143-144-155 

Roots, Composition of. . 145-147 
Seed, Amount of Roots per 
CTO e Baek eee Oe memes 162 

sé Water Evaporated by........ 132 
“| Why it Enriches Land...... 131 

Coal-asbes to Mix with Artificial 
MIATATT CS ON eee eae ciate .312 

Composting Cow-manure w vith 
Muck. Leaves, etc... ............302 

Compost of Stable-manure and 
ETSRT GIVEN fee ee See Veen seen nee nn 342 

Corn, as a Renovating Crop........ 275 
ne -Ashesiforsoecee 5 ee ee) 
“  Barn-yird Manure for........284 
+8 Oost of Raisine.. si /.s6.<. .. 9 
Crop, Composition Ole eames 25 
Soe VEEP ETIM CHES Olle te = ssc sacs cide 20 
tie Guano torisces oe be 279-284 
oe eMC One ne ee ie cee tess 275 
‘6 Meal for Manure OE Is ta 185 

Hodder Cr vs. Mangel-wurzels.. 
“Plaster fore % 
*¢ vs. Wheat, Yield per 

DIGHEs Stop soyenoneenac 26 
Crops Best to Apply Manure to. «2 2 2UD 

be 

eé 

66 

be 

How to Get Larger........ 28-36 
Raised and Sold from the 
Farm EE RS ere ee 27 

NDNA CE. eee en 266 
Sep WillyeSO POORER A. ace ses cisiesatere 28 

Cotton-seed! Cake. oo. ccc. ccc 45-339 
Co. Wiioodey OND be Pernes 6 NG Srscicty aho sie 86-100 

at and How to Use it....302 
te oe Compositiou of... 36 

Cows, Feeding Grain to........ 110-1138 
* Yeeding in Winter for Ma- 

MUO sei ees bees bce eleise os 256 
Dairy Farms, Bone-dust on........315 
Drainage from Barn-yard.......... 3806 
Dry Earth for Pig Pens eters clge 204 
Eartn-closet Manure . oe Jota oll 

£ on Grass Bae earls) 
Mallow, Malice: voc tecnes es cael 12 

‘“¢ for Wheat, How to — Mr. 
Lawes’ Experiments Borne 35 

oe Summer, for Wheat...,,.15-34 

Farm peel Receipts and Expenses 
Solera he og Te eS 109 

— Hon. George Geddes’........ 119 
s * Hon. Joseph Shull’s........- 109 

“ John Jobnston’s....... 46-81-120 
oo Mr: Deweyi8. snc ese ose eae 39 
‘¢ ~Mr. Joseph O. Sheldon’s..... 15 
‘* to Restore a Worn Out...... 37 

Farming, @ Poor Business.........- 9 
BS Difference Between High 

anduGoodss. .2cesene i1 
be Faith in Good............ 14 
aad Good Does Not Lead to 

Over Production....... 14 
ee Slow WOrkii th sack ae see 

Fermenting Manure to Kill Weed- 
Seeds sr ews eR ee eons 

Fish as Manure fepara ec ta'e larecere tere eae .. 847% 

Animal sehr ee: ce . bee eee 
Gardens, Manure for Private....... 
Geddes, Hon. GeOrge ses cc cece 17-117 
Grains, "Malt, English and German. 47 
Grass a Saving” § Bank?! © 7s. leccesnae 41 

*\) Importancelof Rich? 32... 4. 113 
«Manure for ia) saw ia ieee en id 

eos Sf OM OATS cane Sema leone 253 
om Scr KO) ahold cf: i= pe CU a EN aa 17 
cove ST Or VOtaAtOes ssaet se hee 255-258 
ic on. Wheat t=. ee 120-180-184 
ee Peruvian, Composition of. .311 

for Onions) 294 
Price and Compo 

sition of Now 
and 30 Y’rsAgo.327 

Rectified for Tur- 
DIDS}. eecaae se 286 

ese 6b 

of for Potatocs.. 
Tarison, T. L., Letter from. . 
Hay, Best Manure for 

e (Plant-food int. . sacs eee 101 
Heacock, Joseph, Letter from... ..348 
Ecnderson, Peter, Letter from.. ...344 
Hen Manure. -<. 202% eee 43104201 

Se -for PoLatocsaseens sea 255 
High Marming vase. herein rectar 

** “versus Good Farming 11 
HopayMantire foryss. co: S.cee snes 274 
Horse- manure, Composition of. ...806 
Hot-beds, Manure for.............. 29% 
ee Excrements, Csiipoitioin 

Taian Com: See Cor. eee 
Irrigation on Market Gardens...... 295 
Jessup, Edward, Letter from....... 342 
Johnson, Prof. 8. W., on the Value 

of Fertilizers SR eA Aes ntioe 824 
Lawes’ and Gilbert’s Experiments 

on Barley Ade ee ce AE Ee 22% 
Lawes’ and Gilbert’s Experiments 

ON 'Oats's.ofsisec ae ease eee eee 
Lawes’ and Gilbert's Experiments 

on Permanent Meadows..........2¢1 
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Lawes’ and Gilbert’s Experiments 
on the Amount of Excrements 
IMoidedsbyeWannc. .sccteeeicre.:s csr 309 

Lawes’ and Gilbert’s Experiments 
on Sugar beets and Mangel-wur- 

2 VLE REI GS < <Cee SR eRe ies eg dete 
Lawes’ and Gilbert’s Experiments 

OB WN Gatti 3 Pes Sec eas sigpayer sisters siSiepe 
Lawes’ and Gilbert's Experiments, 

Potash Beneficial for Barley...... 829 
Lawes’ Table, Showing Composi- 

tion and Value of Foods.......... Be 
Wetinece, Manure tor... 5.s6..000..<60 289 

: Superphosphate for. . .290-293 
Lewis, Hon. Harris, Letter from. ...103 
Liebig’ s Special Manures.......... 321 
Lime ¢ RE ISEININOE 5 teen 2 Gar oe .c\nie'n 215 

ae nw i Effect of for Thirty 
ea 

Changes the Chemical 
Physical Character of the 
S10 eS Rneee Loppers 

Composting with Oid Sods... 
TOME ND DAS Cas sess sceneries 292 
Hastens the Maturity of the 

Cro 222 
Impoverishes the Soil... .... 222 
ii CONMECTICUG hs. aes basis oe hare 224 
I DCLAWATC ss tic oe ees. 3s 223 
AG INE Wid CLSCY <5 <,s <io-aeiteicon low 223 
ineReansy|VANIA.» o). o eticiece 224 
Mixed with Barn-yard Ma- 
SUMP OR Ree tekewtes ceo hosteeosieeie ois 222 

On Grass WANG es .cecc. 223 
on Lime-stone Land.......... 217 
Quantity per Acre... . 0... <s.- 216 
Sets Free Ammonia in the 

OTR eee Cue < nts Site a eis 221 
Silicate Absorbs Ammonia 
from Atmosphere. 

eS WihentorApply. c/o... see se sectas 223 
oe Wy. benenclal tas s.cctees os 220 

Eiguid Mannees 2. sel ok soe as'e we 306 
Lowland, Draining >. .......:. 0000s 30 
Minicom eo dae on a 
Mangel-wurzels for Manure........ 

‘* Manure tori08 986.288 
es ** _ Yield per Acre..... 11 

Manure Absorbing Liquid.......... 115 
Amount from Feed and 

IBECUING o. sd tiara ass 
“ Amount Made by a Horse 

50-346 
se Made by Horscs, 

Cows, Sheep, and Pigs... 51 
Amount Made on a 250-acre 

BAM MED yo) callow tere aie's! oie radeiae D 
Amount of Rain Required. 

PO DISSOIVE. os. . aces» a 
Amount of Straw in Horse. 316 
and Rotaticn of Crops..... 246 
Applying Artificial........ 312 
Applying Near the Surface. 267 
Applying on the Surface...173 
as Top-dressing............ 269 
Barn-yard for Barley Perens 240 
Barn-yard vs. Artificial for 

ingisni@orn yo! 26s. es 284 
SIE nc POE cer ek sina d c« 92 

«3 ie) 
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Manure Best for Cay...... beh ois bats 274. 
Bone-dust............. 314-316 

‘* — Brings in Red Clover...... 82 
SO MS ERVIN ears soho. vse kg eset 806 
es Snyine by Measure or 

WIRD Reis sa. 54556 as ee ve 

Collar sopesence messstetia\las as 
Cheapest a Farmer Can Use. rer 
ClOVED-ASikeccc tae ee 119-122 
Clover-seed as............. 127 
Comes from the Land.. ... 42 
Common Saltas............ 200 
Composition of Fresh Barn- 

VAarde, sheet ces. 51 
- Composition of from Dif- 

ferent Animals............ 306 
Composition of Heap at 

Different Periods........ 57 
Corm-mealifor,2)).c8eeee: : 185 
Cost of Hauling...... 342 
Cost of Loading and Draw- 
TT 0%, ech Wrst Rts a neclemtiats 7 

COWS: 2. 5. eta ee 87-100 
Dairy-farm, How to Save 

and A pply See sihe crafts tee sas 114 

Drawing Out to the Field.. 80 
English. Plan of Keeping... 69 
Equivalent to Water....... 296 
Farm-yard for Potatoes.... 
Fermenting in W inter.85-92-93 
Fermenting, Shrinkage in..116 
Mines fammene ecb aan sine 84-98 
Fish. as, on Long Island. ..347 
Foods which Make Rich.... 45 
for Cabbage, Parsnips, 

Onions, Carrots, Lettuce, 
oT Cea ee MRE ee ese 289 

LOMO. waee se ears ois 80 
TORG TASH setae weet ewes 82 
TOTO DS aegis otyaecer alesis 274 
fOr HOt DeGs yess se fees as 297 
tor InGaN Comes en see 275 
for Mangel-wurzels and 

SUPAL-DeCIS. .. os. cess s 287 
for Market Gardens........ 294 
ROE Oates cna. se eeaidoucee ¢ 252 
fOr POUMtOes; >... cos.ces,o2ehs 255 
for Seed-growing Farms. ..296 
for Sorghum or Chinese 

DUP EI-CANG other. cincie vs « « 283 
for WoWMERD ..-sceicsdes.. 15 
fOr VormIps . o. di... < 5% os 285-322 
POPIWDERU aie vaca ejarc sas a'sia 167 
rom: COWS oe ee we nneus 
from Earth-closet.......... 310 
ATOM ORCI. oom eb es sees 303 
from Pigs, Mr. Lawes’ Ex- 

periments Sete Ne A ae Ee 301 
TPONT SHEED. sienna. ake oo en 303 
Grain Verne Management 

OFt S224 122. art sale vee ALT 
Guano, Price of Now and 

Thirty Years Ago. 
Guano, Rectified eruvian.319 
Gypsum and Clover as..... 125 
Heap, Changes in... ...... 67 



364 INDEX. 
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