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to more than one pest at a time. It
would be foolish to work for 25 years
to develop a fire blight resistant pear,
and then start over again and work for
another 30 years to add resistance to
pear Psylla, the major insect pest of
pears says Dr. Faust.

Apart from the breeding of pear for
psylla resistance (9), strawberries for
mite and aphid resistance (10), and
raspberries for aphid resistance (10),
information on breeding temperate
zone fruit crops for insect resistance is
scarce. There have been reports, how-
ever, of differences in susceptibility
for major insect gests in apple (2),
f)eeach (4), almond (8), and chestnut

The above examples indicate that
development of insect resistant fruit
cultivars is possible. But before this
can become a reality, insect resistance
must become a major goal of both
fruit breeders and entomologists.
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Apple Performance on M.8 and M.9 Interstems
Davip C. FERREE

‘Empire’ and ‘Miller Sturdeespur
Delicious’ with a 6 inch interstem of
either M.9 or M..8 on Antonovka seed-
ling rootstock were compared to trees
on MM.111 all planted in 1975. The
first significant crop occurred in 1979
with trees on M.8 interstems produc-
ing less than trees on either M.9 inter-
stems or MM.111. Trees on MM.111
were 61 or 52% larger than trees on
M.8 and M.9 interstem trees respec-
tively. Tree height and across row

spread of trees on M.9 and yield effi-
ciency of M.8 interstems was lower
than interstems on M.9. Thus M.9
would be preferred as an interstem
over M.§

‘Miller Sturdeespur Delicious’ was
generally smaller than ‘Empire’ likely

ue to its spur habit and compact
nature. The larger ‘Empire’ trees out
produced ‘Delicious’ in this 10 year
trial, but there was no difference in
tree efficiency.



