
was much more r a p i d than where the trees 'were l e f t to 
f i g h t out the n a t u r a l struggle for ex istence . At the 
r a t a the l i g h t l y thinned p lot i s growing i t s volume w i l l 
be equAl to that of the checlc plot i n another ten y e a r s , 
and as was pointed out i n the case of the Castor p lo ts the 
m a t e r i a l taken out i n the thinning w i l l have "been a c lear 
g a i n , quite aside from the improvement i n tho q u a l i t y and 
value of what was l e f t . There has also heen a s l i g h t gain 
i n the h e a v i l y thinned plot over the unthinned p l o t , f o l ­
lowing the same h'asia of comparison, and t h i s gain w i l l 
undoubtedly show much more p l a i n l y a t the end of another 
f i v e . y e a r s . She response of treea twenty-years old to a 
thinning can hardly be expected to equal that in younger 
stands , and furthermore the record shows that the h e a v i l y 
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-Jthlnned p lo t i n 1915 had been suf fer ing from the presence 

of too large over-topping hardwoods which were of course 

removed in . the th inn ing . Another oddity of the f igures as 

g iven , namely the f a c t that a l thou^i the-average tree on 

the xmthin ed plot grew f a s t e r bo t lv in height and diameter 

than on the thinned p l o t s , the Volume growth of the stand was 

l e s s , i s explained by the very large number of trees which 

died on the unthinned plot i n f i v e y e a r s . This number 

was 1S8. as opposed to eight and s ixteen on the l i g h t l y 

and h e a v i l y thinned p l o t s , r e s p e c t i v e l y . 
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