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been l e f t i n i t s n a t u r a l oondltlon as a check upon the. 
growth of the other two p l o t s was destroyed hy f i r e i n 
1917, so that i t i s impossible to compare ths growth of 

i n t h i s case. 
thinned and nnthinned s t a n d s / '-Che only comparison which 
i t i s p o s s i b l e to make i s t h a t between the second p l o t , ...̂  

which was l i g h t l y thinned, and the t h i r d , which was h e a v i l y 
thinned. 37% of the t r e e s on p l o t 2 were removed i n the 
1915 t h i n n i n g , and 585^ of the t r e e s i n p l o t 3. At the 
end of . f i v e y e a r s the average t r e e on the h e a v i l y thinned 
p l o t had grown .8 of an inchonj diameter and seven f e e t i n 
height, a s a g a i n s t •$ of an inch and f i v e f e e t f o r the 

( CflO^aJ'-iW vocAUttt gnti^-jUMtii \i<Mf fjJor, MMWi ) 
average t r e e on t h e / ^ l i g h t l y thinned plot./\e voltime 
growth on both these p l o t s was tremendous, being 3.9 cords 
per a c r e per year f o r the f i v e yeai* period on the l i g h t l y 
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tMnned plot, and 3.3 cords on the h e a v i l y thinned. The 
•Volume growth on the l i g h t l y thinned p l o t was greater than 
on the h e a v i l y thinned because of the greater nnmber'of 

t r e e s , although a s above pointed out the grov^th of the 
i n d i v i d u a l t r e e s waa not so groat. 

I n order t h a t comparisons w i t h unthinned stands 
may be c a r r i e d on, a new p l o t was e s t a n l i s h e d by Mr. T i l l o t -
son i n 1920 to take the place of t h a t which the f i r e de­
s t r o y e d . I n another f i v e year^) wo hope to have r e s u l t s 

more p l a i n l y 
which w i l l b r i n g out/th:; comparatively small response to 

i n f i v e y e a rs 
t h i n n i n g which may be expected/from a stand of • . 
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