being retained by the Tour to advise on course preparation
and final presentation. Together with Roger, his eldest son,
Richard has provided practical help at many Tour venues,
with improvement to these courses having at times been so
dramatic that this has resulted in the Tour providing long-
term agronomy advice.
BRUCE JAMIESON
Director of Agronomy, PGA European Tour

Quite unconsciously, Bruce confirms what many have been
saying for years: that Tour players (and indeed the majority
of uninformed amateur players too, who demand Tush green
grass’ and are totally unable to evaluate good playing condi-
tions when they are presented to them) are quite happy with
Poa annua for summer tournaments, whilst admitting they
are not very good in winter — and winter is a period which is
often seven months long in Britain. — Editor.

B Whilst most greenkeepers are eager to make use of new
techniques to produce better playing surfaces, I feel we are
being discouraged by what I view as misinformation. The
comments in the September issue were typical of innumer-
able fallacies printed on the subject of Penncross. May 1
take this opportunity to counter those views of Mr Arthur
by reminding him that:
* Penncross has been grown successfully throughout North-
ern Europe for several years. I don’t doubt Mr Arthur will
have seen many poor results using Penncross, but I can
assure him from personal experience that many greenkeep-
ers are producing excellent results on heavily used facilities
open 365 days a year.
* Although the maintenance of Penncross requires a differ-
ent approach, this does not necessarily lead to a high
increase in costs. Its tendency to thatch up easily can be
counteracted by frequent grooming and top dressing, car-
ried out quickly and efficiently with modern machinery.
* In my experience a healthy Penncross sward is no more
susceptible to pests and diseases than a traditional mix and
mercurial fungicides are neither necessary nor desirable for
disease control. Does Mr Arthur really believe that green-
keepers have an inexhaustible supply of illegal chemicals at
their disposal, as his comment implies?
* Although Penncross in unavailable in the UK at the
moment, there are several varieties of creeping bent avail-
able that will produce the same results both quickly and
cost effectively. These should be considered as a viable
alternative by any new development wishing to produce
greens of the highest standard, particularly in the warmer
regions of Britain.
Davip WHITAKER
Course Manager, The Wisley Golf Club, Surrey

M [ am sure the manufacturers of Blazon are pleased with
the article ‘A Better Way to Spray’ (August), showing their
product in such a favourable light. However, it was disap-
pointing, unbalanced and missed an opportunity to deal
with the whole question of spray marking in more detail.

The whole subject of mixing anything into a pesticide
solution in the spray tank is subject to the Control of Pesti-
cides Regulations. The article failed to establish if mixing
marker dyes with pesticide solutions without written guid-
ance from the manufacturer is possible.

The foam mixture in bout markers can be adjusted to

B Penncross: another twist B Marker dyes not the only way B Soils need analysis
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break down at different speeds, there being no need to have
‘blobs’ on the course long after spraying is finished.

It is bad advice to suggest that the operator can rely on
marker dye to show how poor his nozzle spray pattern is, or
if a nozzle is blocked! The Code of Practice sets out in detail
the procedures to ensure that the spraying job will be accu-
rate and the calibration procedures also require careful
inspection of nozzles.

Some marker dyes can have a higher hazard classification
than the pesticide and from a COSHH point of view it is
important to include these materials in the Risk Assessment
now required before the spraying can commence.

Marker dyes are an important aid to accurate spraying,
but they are not the only way. More balance please.

Jon AuLsutT
Biggin Hill, Kent

Jon Allbutt is a technical consultant to the leisure and
amenity industry. He is perhaps best known to greenkeepers
as a technical trainer of those who apply pesticides, and in
assisting with COSHH assessments.

M I do not agree with the content of my good friend Mr Jim
Arthur’s article: ‘The Analysis Fallacy’ (September 1991).

There is a need for chemical analyses of soils taken from
golf courses, particularly golf greens. Nowadays, with large
quantities of sand being incorporated with soils and organic
matter in green constructions, it is vitally important that
pH, phosphate and potash levels be monitored regularly in
these very sandy rootzone mixes.

It is true that most of our old golf greens have very high
levels of phosphate and potash present and in these cases
there is no need whatsoever to apply phosphatic or potassic
fertilisers.

There are a small number of cases each year where phos-
phate levels in greens are very low (less than 10 ppm) and
here our agronomist would recommend the application of
phosphatic fertilisers, however I would wish to emphasise
that these are rare occasions.

On golf greens there is a continual removal of phosphate
within clippings and if not replaced phosphate deficiencies
can occur and a lack of vigour in grass growth can result.

I fully agree with Mr Arthur’s comments concerning trace
elements. A deficiency of any trace elements is extremely
rare on British golf courses.

Dr PeTER HavES
Director, Sports Turf Research Institute

I now admit to being confused, my understanding being that
application of phosphates positively encourage Poa annua in
every case (see Goss et al, Washington University Trials
1975). If a green appears healthy and the grass type is ideal,
even if soil analyses show levels of 10 ppm or below, does this
automatically call for phosphate application? Further, if the
turf is not good on a modern sand/soil green at what levels
should corrective treatment be applied? I am drawn by an
article by an STRI Agronomist which appeared no later than
August; which states: ‘it should be borne in mind that there
are no exact limits for deficiencies in individual elements,
whilst excesses in some, particularly available phosphate, are
known to cause severe problems in the useability of turf long-
term’. — Editor.
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