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- material taken out in the thinning will have been a clear

"";the-unthinwed plot grew faster both.in height and diameter

fight ont the»natnral etruggle for existence. At the
rete the lightly thinned plot ie growing its volume will N ~gg

Py

be eqnal to that of the check plot in another ten years,
end as wasg pointed out in the caee.of the Castor plots the

gain, qnite aside from the improvement in the quality and
value of what was left. There has also been a slight gain
in the reavily thinned piot over the unthinned plot, fol-
lowing the same basis of comparison and this gain will
undoubtedly'show mnch more plainly at the end of another
five yearse. The response of trees twenty-years old to a
thinning can hardly be expected to equal that in younger
stands and furthermore the record shows that the heavily
hinned plot in 1915 had been suffering from the presence
of too large.over-topping hardwoods which were of oourse
removed in. ths thinning Another oddity of the figures as
given namely the fact that‘although th%ﬁewerage tree on
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than on the thinned plots, the N Torse growth of the stand was
less, is explained by the very large number of trees which
died on the unthinned plot in five years. This number

was 188, as oppos=d to eight and'sixteen on the lightly

and heavily'thinned rlots, respectively. -




