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The Tree-Ring Bulletin is devoted to papers dealing with the growth rings of trees
and the application of tree-ring studies to problems in a wide variety of fields,
including but not limited to archaeology, geology, ecology, hydrology, climatology,
forestry and botany. Original research results involving applications, new techniques
for data acquisition or analysis, and regionally oriented or subject-matter reviews or
syntheses will all be considered.

Manuscripts in two categories will be considered for publication. 4 rticles should
not exceed 5000 words, or approximately 20 double-space typewritten pages,
including tables, references, and an abstract of 200 words or less. All manuscripts
submitted for publication as Articles will be reviewed by at least two references.
Research Reports, which will not normally receive peer review, should not exceed 1500
words nor include more than two figures. Short papers in this category should address
recent technical innovations or developments, describe well-documented but
preliminary results of ongoing research, or should present findings for which the full-
length article format is not required.

Only papers in English will be published, but abstracts of Articles will appear in at
least two languages in addition to English. Contributors are encouraged to supply a
translation of the abstract into French, German or both when submitting a
manuscript. Abstracts in other languages may be printed if supplied by the author(s)
together with English translation.
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CORRIGENDUM

A number of errors occurred in “Climatic Response of Densitometric Properties in
Semiarid Site Tree Rings” by Malcolm K. Cleaveland (Tree-Ring Bulletin, Volume 46, pp.
13-29). The most serious of these was the omission of half of each of Figures 3, 4, and
5, making relations between text and figures impossible. The Editor sincerely regrets these
omissions and offers Dr. Cleaveland his apologies.

ERRATA;

page 13, line 8 - “anlyzed” and ‘“definest” should read “analyzed” and
“defines”, respectively.

page 13, line 11- “response” should read “Response”.

page 20, line 5 -
paragraph 2 “(46.2° F)” should read “(46.3° F)”.

Figures 3, 4, and 5 are reprinted in their intended form with the original captions.
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Figure 3. Douglas-fir response functions averaged from three collection sites (Spruce
Canyon, Pueblito Canyon, Crystal). Separate Pueblito Canyon response functions
were computed with north and south regional climatic data. Shaded months and prior
growth or density lags are mean weights significantly different from zero at P <95
level. The signs accompanying the months indicate in how many of the individual
response functions the weights are significant or close to significant.
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Figure 3, continued.
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Figure 4. Ponderosa pine response functions averaged from two collection sites
(Ditch Canyon, Crystal). Separate Ditch Canyon response functions were computed
with north and south regional climatic data. Interpretation is the same as in Figure 3.
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Figure 4, continued.
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