S

'been left. in 1ts natural oondition as a check upon the

growth of the other two plots was destroyed by fire in

\
1917, so that it ia 1mpossible to compare the growth of
. in this case. -

‘thinned and_unthinned stands{ The only comparison which

it is possible to make is that between the second plot

h'f W

_which was lightly thinned and the third, which was heavily
thinned. 37% of the trees on plot 2 were removed in the

1915 thizming, and 58% of ‘the trees in plot 3. At the
end of . five years,the average tree on the heav11y thinned
plot had grown .8 of an inch diameter and ‘seven feet in

B

~height t .6 £ i h fi f t for th
((heghmasagaiwﬁs of an ine ;rﬁm Ve . eie or )e

.average tree on the lightly thlnned plot.A The volume

growth on hoth these plots was tremendous, being 3 9. cords
per acre per year for the five year period on the lightly

- thinned, plot and 3.5 cordsvon the. heavily th1nned.? The

%glume growth on the 1ightly thinned plot'was greater—than .

=

.on. the heawily'thinned because of the greater numher of

»‘1 ,k % ~ ,‘,'-',

u'fr

o

individual trees was not so0 great.A

*ftrees although as above pointed ont the growth of the

In order that comnarisons with unthinned stands

_may be carried on, & new plot was established by'Mr. Tillot—

son in 1920 to take the place of that which the fire de-

stroyed. In another five years we hooe to have results
. more plainly
which will bring out/th, comparatively small response to
‘ in five years

thinning which may'be expected/from e stend of &his,r, 2l

&

- .




