
THE () A Cr

thintted (out ini Mtrch lîr April. Ti
erîbjtet is tii fîîrti il fraîiii.wîîrk that
Ple.îsitg to the. eye, anîd .ît th, san,
ti me will carry a mimum~11(1n load i
fruit %vithîut damav-- mwhcr tht. tr,
cornes intî liearing.

SuMMmi;R IR IN. Tht. trut.s ar
well thintietl out ii .August anid cu
back <înly entough iii lcetp the. tre
within lxiunds, which usîtally involve
simply pinching îîut tht. terminal hîud
front tht. higher bîranches. The. <il
ject is as much i% po)ssilîlt. to adîi:
a maximum <if sunlight .tnî air ti
deVelop no many frutit liuîs and fruit
%Purs as piossible, lîut at tht. sami
time ugit to sacrifice tht. shape oif th(
tret. anîy more thatt is nect-ssatr)*
Harly licdring is the. <iljeut in View.

LITTL.E OR No PINi:Tht.se
trces receivu, ni) pruning whatever ex.
cept that a few cross an,' briîken or
Otherwise injured lirnbs are remnoved.
Thcy are left as much aligne as is con-
v'eniently possible.

('areful recordls are malle <if tht.
size and vigor of the. trecs, lîlossoming
dlates, nuV')-r<if fruit spurgi and
fruit set, q, .sntity of fruit harvestt.d,
and comparative size. color and keep-
'iug quality of tht. fruit.

RE.suiS-r
Table 1: SummarY of Fruit Produced
1916. Pruning Experiment Section 7.

Mrîbod. No- Togol Togai A-r W,

T 9 W.e~ht Nonihor 0<16.

tl61irnrd 37 &MI61 14.416 .26

As will bc reautly seen from a
careful study of the above tables,
the results to date are very uniform
throughout. Tht. summer pruned and
unpruned trees were loaded with fine
marketable fruit bath in 1915 and
1916, while tht. winter pruned trees,
with the exception of two or three

fflrolgh
Wr.ih-
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The. evidence presenteil in Table 2
is fully as marked as in tht. previous
table, and is again strongly in favor
of the. Unpruned and Summer pruncd
trees. It is of interest aliso tri note that
tht. dilTerence between IJnpruned and
Summer pruned is quite marked in
tht. case of tht. earlier bearing, smaller
growing varieties, Wlealthy and Duch-
cis, whilc in tht. case of the later
bearing, larger growing varieties, Bald-
win and Greening, iý is comparatively
small.

Tht. differences in the. average dia.
meter of the. trunks in the. three systemas
of pruning is, of course, corgclated with
differences in the. general size and vigor
of the. trees. The. Unprunt.d and Sum-
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<if the. filler viarittivs, haîve lsîrîîu
Practicallv no> fruit. ( fil 19115, tht.
Winter lirUttci trees bore nio fruit,
the. rummur Prutitd trucs 127.7 Ibs.
anil the. unhiruneil trees 209.A ibs.)
rherî tpur tii lie no diiuhi that
summer pruning, will hring the. yiiung
iîrcharîl in to profi table liedring much
<luickt.r than tht. plan usuallV follgiwe<î
îîf heading back severclY e-ach year.
The. unprurjedî treus, <if coturse., have
gi 'un sil m lar reu Its, lnt (flitc ti t his
laCk uof îîruning tht. trucs, art. nît in as
gîid i') ii io fîîr futt uru bearintg.
They a':t. n'ire- straggly, atid hatve tîsi
man)* btranches, thus tî<t alluiwing
oif as fret. a circulatîiuon îf air, uîr as ni' c-h
sunlight as is ilesiralî for tht. umn trîîl
<if insect pest, and iliscases and th,.
Production oif the. lest quality uof fruit.
Tale 2: Average iamtr inbihe
of Trunks <if Twgî Standa.rd anîl Twiî
Filler Varieties:


