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o5 28 ' \h_ % "‘".. Rter the trees had been removed from

the thinned}%fot}ﬁ:e remeining volume of wood was 67% of

‘ the plot which had not been thinned. B‘ive years later,,i
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althongh both plots had made extremely sati sfaotory growth

the grovth on the thinned gﬁot had been so much more rapid
that its volume was 77% of/the unthinned plot. At the seme

rate of inorease the thinned p] ot in another ten yeers will

e

have caught np with the untouched etsnd and the ten oords

4 oi’ wood nhich were taken out in the 1915 thinning, will

o

have been a clear gain for the owner of the land. What is

—

more, “the trees on the thinned plot will have reached .

greater dimensions on the average than those on the un-

¥ t&inned area. and can, be put into mneh higher grades of. oA

i’orest prodnets than those on the neighboring plot. SOme
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will have reached the size to make ties, for example, while
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there Will still be nothing but, eordwood on the unthinned

plot. The actual inerease in diameter of the average . tree
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on the thinned plot was l. '7 inches in five years, as con-
"~ of 1.2 inches

trasted with & WFIHTHTE growth/on the unthinned plot. ‘

In the same spa,ee of time the growth in height was 14 feet

as opposed to Lnfine). The amazing productivity of shortleaf

pine, ‘especially 'on an old field is shown by the fact
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that dnring the past i’ive years the growth per acre pe.r




