
to draw, conclusions from their, condition at-.the end of 
the experiment. 

However, the r e s u l t s already shown on the 
Maxwell plots point toward the same conclusion reached ^ 
on the Holly p l o t s , namely,that thinning stimulates growth. 
As i s ihtt ease of the Holly plots, one of the Llazwell plots 
was allowed to remain in i t s natural state. Another plot 

saplingK ' 
was l i g h t l y thinned, 450/out of,; 1,09$ being removed. In 
1920 the trees on t h i s l i g h t l y thinned plot averaged about 
four f e e t t a l l e r than .the trees on the unthinned plot and 
the average diameter was eight~t6nths of an inch greater;' 
although i n 1915 the diameter on the thinned plot happened . . 

already . -
to be/.3 of an inch greater than on the unthinned. The 
t h i r d plot was heavily thinned in 1915, 844 trees per acre 
being taken out. The gain i n both height and diameter 
growth over the trees on the unthinned plot was comparatively 
smalls, the 4iameter.increase being more s a t i s f a c t o r y than 
the height increase. The s i g n i f i c a n t thing i s that in 
s p i t e of the thinnings the volume i n cords of a l l three 
plots i s - j o r a c t i c the same i n 1920, showing that tCeither 
thinning ha^the :effeu3- of /reducing- the volume of material 
which was to stand on the plots f i v e years l a t e r , while the 
spacing of the trees on the thinned plots i s much better for 
future growth. 


