
CORRESPONDENCE 
The Editor, 
N.Z. Journal of Forestry. 
Dear Sir, 

STRIPLINGS AND SPINDLINGS 
Attention has been drawn by Mr G. H. Hocking to a growing prac

tice of using the epithet stripling for young beech at a stage when 
neither of the terms seedling nor sapling appears apt. He questioned 
the validity of this use of stripling and his objection is sound. The 
word is used currently by New Zealand foresters to describe certain 
eucalypt planting stock, a usage in accordance with that cited in the 
British Commonwealth Forest Terminology, Part 1. 

There is, however, as Mr Hocking recognised, perhaps a need for 
a new term where stripling has been misapplied. It has been the 
custom in the National Forest Survey to class young trees between one 
and four inches d.b.h, as saplings and those less than one inch d.b.h. 
as seedlings. No limits of height have been imposed except that 
seedlings under six inches high are recorded quantitatively only. In 
practice the result has been that specimens as much as eight feet high 
have been recorded as seedlings—not only beech, but tawa, rewarewa, 
rimu, kauri, indeed, almost any species. It does seem unrealistic to 
call a young tree a seedling when it is eight feet tall and, moreover, 
may be 50 years old. 

The discrepancy could be overcome in either of two ways. The 
limits of the classes could be modified, so that the term sapling would 
include juveniles under one inch d.b.h, but over breast height tall and 
the term seedling would refer to anything below that height. Such a 
distinction would be in line with that drawn in some other countries. 
Alternatively, sap ling could be left defined as hitherto and the present 
seedling class split into two, one of juveniles under breast height tall 
and one of those over that. For the second seedling class, that is, 
young trees over breast height tall yet under one inch d.b.h., the term 
spindling might be suitable. 

Yours faithfully, 
J. L. NICHOLLS 

Rotorua, 
16 March 1959. 

153 


