
i i ^ f f t l i i n n e d , and the h e i g h t growth i s a l s o eonsiderably l e s s . 
••••Dixder these circj-amstances i t would appear as i f t h i n n i n g s 
had been a c t t i a l l y harmful i n s t e a d of helpful.. 

A more c a r e f u l examination of conditions i n 
1915,-and of the growth v/hich has taken place i n volume 
between 1915 and 1920, goes f a r , however, to b r i n g the 
r e s u l t s a r r i v e d a t i n t o l i n e w i t h previous experian^on. 
S'or example, we f i n d t h a t although a l l three of the quar­

t e r - a c r e p l o t s were extremely crov/ded i n 1915, the p l o t 

w h i a i was l e f t xmthinned had considerably fewer t r e e s per 

acre than the other p l o t s , whida also meant that the average-
than 

s i x e .tree was l a r g e r / o n e i t h e r of the. two p l o t s which 

were to be thinned.- . She unthinnod p l o t had 6% percent 

fewer t r e e s than the p l o t which i t . was planned to t h i n 

l i g h t l y , and ll?a percent l e s ^ i than the p l o t which was 

to be h e a v i l y thinned.* -̂ 'he l i g h t thinning reduced the ^ 
number of t r e e s n e a r l y , one t h i i f l , while the heavy th i n n i n g 

.• • /• - •• • — 

made a reduction of almost two-thirds i n the number of 
t r e e s * Inasmuch as G h e s m a l l e r t r e e s were i n every i n -
Stance s e l e c t e d f o r c u t t i n g the average s i z e of the t r e e s 
l e f t on both the thinned p l o t s then exceeded the average 
s i z e on the untouched p l o t . 

A f t e r t h i n n i n g i n 1915 the volume of the 
l i g h t l y thinned quarter-acre wa»^ 75^ that of the check 

p l o t ; by 1920 the r a t i o between tho volumes had r i s e n to 

835^, showing t h a t the volume growth a f t e r l i g h t t h i n n i n g 
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