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taking the utmost p~ains that we were able to secure a fair measure
of control.

In analyzing the resuits of this work we are unable to make
comparison with check plots, as the owner did flot desire to leave
any trees untreat 'J, and to have done so would have disturbed our

COMPARISON OF~ VALLEY CR00 WITH TIIAT 0F EXPERIMENTAI. ORCHARD.

Tonua No. 1.

Totalnrop Prortago Total Pemrtage Total
Vor vaIley .ra.ons crop ta years .c rop in Gmv. Noopuuett Rumst.

lible. cr00 orchard àI vtit orcmad

1510o 32,3.000

1911 1,740,000 538.7 2200 20 9 0

1912 093.338 57.1 1800 81.4 1259 206 55 400

1913 620.901 Ob5à 1300 72.4 1179 123 110 81

19Î14 00,00 100.0 780 80. IWO0 150 4 75

1915- 613.882 94.3 [O 7,.8 735 90 1 49

191j6891.470 111.0 300 .643 921 39 3 25

1917 I744,730 100.26 1445 4f6.9 393 240 [ 75 330

sprayed plots to some extent, owing to the flying in of aduits from
the untreated plots. It was, therefore, necessary to compare the
quantity and quality of apples obtained in 1917 with that obtained
in previous years, and further to compare this with the general
crop for the whole Valley over the same period. Tihis is to make
certain that the resuits obtained actually represent the effects of
our work, and flot of other factors which might have operated
over the entire district. Last of ail, we will compare the resuits
obtained by our own work with those obtained on the portion
sprayed by the owner, as far as this is possible. In doing so, it
should be remembered that the conditions in that part werc flot
ideal for good work and that the comparative inexperience of the
man who did the spràying, would render effective control un-
likely. On the other hand, however, the infestation in this part
of the orchard was much lighter than the rest.

Table No. 1 shows that in 1911 there was a phenomenally
large crop, following an abnormally low one of the pi -vious y 7ar.
The crop of 1912 was also large, but since that year the fluctuations
have not been wide.
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