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to be eavily thinned. A The 1 ght thinning reduced the
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¢ nnm'ber of trees nearly one thiid while the heavy thinning
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ma.de a reduction of a.lmost two-thirds in the num‘ber of
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trees. Inasmuch ae tb.e smaller t:reee were 1n every in- : |
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thes cirdmnetancee it"uldap . as 1f 1 thinnings

l:d been actna.lly hermfnl instead of helpi‘ul
' 4 more ce.refu.l examination of conditione insd
1915 a.nd of the growth which has taken place in volume‘ |
between 1915 and 1920, goes far, however, to bring the
results mived at into line with previous experinnpe"
For example, we find that although all three of the quar-
ten-aere plote_ werei extremely crowded in 1918, 'the plot
.W'h‘idl was left nnthinned had coneiderably fewer tree's ”per
acre tha.n the other plots, which also meant ‘that the average-
sixe tree was 1arge:7“n either of -the. two plots which
weTe to be thinned. The unthi;;ed .plot had ; 6 percent
fewer trees than the plot which it was planned to thin
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lightly, and . 1175 ercent less than the plot which was

stance eelected :eor cutti_ng the everage size of the trees

'.2...4- ¥y,

left on 'both the thinned plbts then exceeded the e.verage
size on the untonched plot.
A.'Bter thinning in 1915 ‘the volume of the.
lightly thinned quarter-acre was. 75% that' of the check.
plot; by 1920 the ratio e tatsntise volumes had risen to ' ¥

83%, shawing that the volume growth after light thimning




