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Finally, the most important advice is: Don't let
the tree be defoliated again next season.
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ABSTRACT

Baumgardt, J.P. 1978. Soil chemistry and structure as related to water. Grounds Maintenance 13(3):
24, 26, 30, 32.

Water occurs in soil in several forms. Following a rain considerable free water is found in the spaces be-
tween soil particles. But not all soil water coating particles is held loosely. A very thin layer of bound water
covers each particle or, in the case of humus matter, the faces of the spongy materials. This water is
unavailable to plants, being held by molecular forces to the particles. It pays to know the structure and
chemistry of your particular soil. Only by knowing your soil profile can you make the most of an irrigation
program. You can also manage an optimum fertilizing program based on plant needs, leaching, and soil
retention.


