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USGA COMPETITIONS FOR 1949

Walker Cup Matech: August 19 and 20, at Winged Foot G. C., Mamaroneck, N. Y.
Men’s amateur teams, British Isles vs. United States.

(Dates entries clcse mean last dates for applications to reach U.S.G.A. office, except in the case of the
Amateur Public Links Championship. For possible exceptions in dates of Sectional Qualifying Rounds.
see entry forms.)

Sectional
Entries Qualifying Championship
Championship Close Rounds Dates Venue
Open . May 16 May 31 June 9-10-11 Medinah C. C. (No. 3)

Medinah, Ill.
Amat. Public Links *June 9 **June 19 Team: July 9 Rancho G. C.
to 25 Indiv.: July 11-16  Los Angeles, Cal.

Junior Amateur July 5 July 19 July 27-30 Congressional C. C.
Washington, D. C.
Amateur Aug. 1 Aug. 16 Aug. 29-Sept. 3 Oak Hill C. C. (East)
Pittsford, N. Y.
Girls’ Junior July 29 None Aug. 15-20 Phila. Country C.
. (Bala), Phila., Pa.
Women’s Amateur Aug. 12 Aug. 30-31 Sept. 12-17 Merion G. C. (East)

Ardmore, Pa.
* Entries close with Sectional Qualifying Chairmen. ** Exact date in each Section to be fixed by Sectional
airmen,
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Special Balls? - Makers Say No

By JOHN D. AMES

CHATRMAN, USGA: IMPLEMENTS AND BALL COMMITTEE

In the latter 1930s, with the golf ball
apparently growing “longer” every year,
the USGA started on a program to limit
the ball’s distance qualities. For some
time there had been a Rule specifying
maximum weight and minimum diame-
ter for the ball, but this had now be-
come inadequate to meet the new situ-
ation fully.

It now seemed necessary to regulate
directly the performance of the ball.
Some courses were being outmoded as
regards length, and it was qostly to the
clubs and their members to bring them
up to date. Further, it seemed desira-
ble, as a USGA announcement said, to
have “greater emphasis on individual
playing skill by promoting uniformity
in ‘the manufactured elements of the
game.” Finally, it was hoped that lim-
itation of distance qualities would cause
competing manufacturers to concentrate
mainly not on distance but on making
balls of better all-around quality and
uniformity of performance (and per-
haps reduce their cost!).

So, to obviate further distortion of
the game, the USGA retained Armour
Research Foundation of Chicago to de-
vise apparatus which would scientifically
measure the velocity of the ball imme-
diately after impact. There is, of course,
a direct relation between the velocity of
a ball and its “carry.”

After the device tested some 6,000 balls
during 1941, at temperatures varying
from 45 to 100 degrees Fahrenheit, the
USGA added the following provision to
the Rules:

“The velocity of the ball shall be not
greater than 250 feet per second when
measured on the USGA’s apparatus; the
temperature of the ball when so tested
shall be 75 degrees Fahrenheit; a max-
jmum tolerance of 2% will be allowed
on any ball in such velocity test.”

This had the effect of “freezing” the
ball at its 1941 “length.” The manu-

facturers agrced to cooperate in main-
taining the new standard.

The golf balls tested prior to the war
fell, generally, within the specifications.
During the war, testing first was cur-
tailed and finally suspended, and the
test equipment was dismantled and
stored. When peace came, the appara-
tus was put into operation, tests were
resumed, and are continuing.

According to the post-war records of
the USGA device, there has been a ten-
dency for the ball to go faster, and the
tendency is continuing, v

The USGA Executive Committee felt
that this should be brought to the atten-
tion of the ball manufacturers, so that
they could take the proper steps to hold
the ball within the prescribed limits.

Further, there has been much gossip
to the effect that certain companies make
special golf balls for playing profes-
sionals on their staffs, and it was de-
cided that this matter also should be
thoroughly aired.

Therefore, late last year the USGA
wrote to all golf ball manufacturers set-
ting forth the situation and asking what
steps, if any, they were taking to hold
all their golf balls within the specifica-
tions.

All manufacturers responded. With-
out exception, they stated that they had
made no change in the construction of
the ball and that they did not manufac-
ture any special balls for individuals.

In recent weeks a new phase of the
problem has arisen in reports that some
balls are being made slightly smaller
than the specified size, and we know of
one source which has advertised a small-
sized ball, even though it does not con-
form with USGA Rules. Variations in
size admit of on-the-spot checking. The
Association naturally assumes that the
manufacturers keep the factor of size in
mind as well as weight and speed.

The report that manufacturers pro-
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“Honor Caddie”

By CHARLES BARTLETT

Gorr EpITOR, CHicaco TRIBUNE; SECRETARY, GOLF WRITERS’ ASSOCIATION

The 50th candle in the golden anni-
versary cake of the Western Golf Asso-
ciation flamed into “Honor Caddie”, one
of the game’s finest movies, on the eve-
ning of March 29 in the grand ballroom
of the Chicago Athletic Club. The oc-
casion of this half-century celebration of
American golf’s second oldest national
organization was the formal premiere
of the film with a cast including 15 of
the sport’s leading professionals and
amateurs, men and women, and a two-
some of fair country duffers named
Bing Crosby and Bob Hope.

This was no Hollywood premiere, with
searchlights picking out the mink-and-
black-tie set. The audience was com-
posed of golf leaders from every section
of the country, headed by John D. Ames,

L “Tomorrow’s My Lucky Day”

That'’s the title of the song which Bing
Crosby sings in the Western Golf Asso-
ciation’s new motion picture, “Honor
Caddie,” and here are the lyrics by
Johnny Burke (music by Jimmy Van
Heusen):

Oh, the av'rage golfer gives up golf

On the av'rage of twice a week,

But it won’t take long till he’ll admit

It was just an unlucky streak.

If you ever get near him, flatter and cheer him,
Likely you'll hear him speak:

I only play golf for the fun —
Tomorrow’s my lucky day.

It's great to get out in the sun —
Tomorrow’s my lucky day.

When there’s a broad green fairway,
What picture compares?

! love to tee the ball up

And well, who cares?

This morning the grass was too long —
Yomorrow's my lucky day.

The putter 1 broke was all wrong,
The caddie got in my way.

| took eleven lessons,

I know how to play.

Really, | only went out for the walk —
Tomorrow’s my lucky day,

Used by permission of copyright owners, BURKE
and VAN HEeUSEN, INC. — EpwiNn H. Morris and
Co., INcC., sole selling agents.

of the United States Golf Association,
and Maynard G. Fessenden, president of
the Western Golf Association.

Among the guests were three former
caddies who grew up into a trio of the
most illustrious names in golf—Chick
Evans, Walter Hagen and Gene Sarazen.
Hagen recalled the first time he cadd.ied
in his native Rochester, N. Y., receiving
the munificent sum of 15 cents for his
labors. Sarazen harked back to his bag-
toting days in Westchester County, New
York, when he was Caddie No. 99, and
only on week-ends did as many as 99
golfers go forth.

Both Hagen and Sarazen made special
mention of Chick Evans and his mother,
who originated the Evans Scholars Foun-
dation, now administered by the Western
Golf Association to provide college edu-
cations for deserving and academically
qualified caddies.

Nearly 100 former caddies have been
graduated from or are now attending col-
lege under this plan. Northwestern Uni-
versity was the original school in the
Evans plan, and is the site of the Evans
Scholars House, but the W.G.A., under
the leadership of Fessenden, has now
expanded so that 10 colleges and uni-
versities throughout the nation are now
joined in the Evans Foundation. De-
troit, Wisconsin, the Pacific Northwest,
and the Illinois Women’s Golf Associ-
ation foster separate scholarships, and
the Massachusetts Golf Association has

indicated that it will presently join the
plan,

The 10 schools now associated with
the Western-Evans plan are American
Academy of Art, Colorado A. and M.
College, Michigan State College, North-
western University, Purdue University,
University of California, University of
Chicago, University of Michigan, Uni-
versity of Wisconsin, and Wheaton Col-
ege.
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This was clearly a case of professional
intent. Even so, before the Executive
Committee could consider the matter
seriously, it would need evidence that
the player actually filed application for
the pro position.

These three cases are cited merely to
illustrate the point in question—that the
basic determining factor is evidence,
even though it may be the consensus
that debarment in all three instances
would be for the best interest of the
game.

11-

The USGA Amateur Status and Con-
duct Committee welcomes comments and
complaints regarding violations of the
amateur code, whether intentional or un-
intentional, and will make immediate
investigation of them. ' But successful
prosecution will depend largely upon
the evidence produced.

Gossip, reared on false information,
or locker-room tips coming sotto voce
only tend to aggravate a delicate situa-
tion which is harmful to the game.

Championships

The Open

Thirty sectional qualifying locations

have been arranged to serve the con- -

venience of entrants in this year’s Open
Championship, 49th in the USGA series
which began in 1895.

A number of new centers were estab-
lished in the Middle West inasmuch as
the Championship proper will be held
at the ‘Medinah Country Club’s No. 3
course, in the Chicago district. Another
large entry is expected after last year’s
record of 1,411.

Entries, filed on USGA forms, must
arrive not later than 5 P. M. on Monday,
May 16, at the USGA office, 73 East
57th St., New York 22, N. Y.

Sectional rounds will be held Mon-
day, May 31 in 28 districts. At Hono-
lulu the date is May 24, and at Wash-
ington, D. C,, it is June 1, to avoid con-
flict with the final day of the PGA Cham-
pionship at Richmond, Va. The Cham-
pionship proper at Medinah will be
played June 9, 10 and 11, with 162 com-
petitors,

Girls’ Junior

The newest Championship will be
played at one of the oldest clubs. The
Philadelphia Country Club, which was

formed in 1890, has kindly invited the

USGA to hold the first Girls’ Junior
Championship over its Bala Course, and
arrangements have been completed for
the tournament there from August 15
through 20.

The Bala course is the older of the
Philadelphia Country Club’s two courses,
and is within the city limits. The newer
course, Spring Mill, was the scene of the
1939 Open Championship, won by Byron
Nelson.

The Girls’ Junior is the only USGA
Championship in which all entrants go
direct to the Championship location
without engaging in sectional qualifying.
The tournament will start with an 18-
hole qualifying round, to determine 32
qualifiers.  All matches will be at 18
holes.

Entrants must not reach their 18th
birthday by the day of the final (August
20). They must be members of USGA
Regular Member Clubs or must enjoy the
privileges of such clubs through mem-
bership of their families.

CHAMPION IS RUNNER-UP

William P. Turnesa is the Amateur
Champion of the country at golf, but he’s
a runner-up in his home town of Elms-
ford, N. Y., where he recently failed to
win an election for mayor. However, he
is on the Board of Trustees of the town.

The Champion is Chairman of the
Metropolitan Golf Association’s Ama-
teur Status Committee, and conducts that
work in an exemplary manner. When-
ever he receives an apolication for rein-
statement to transmit to the USGA, he in-
variably invites the applicant to his bus.
iness office for an interview.
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Golf and Happiness

By R. C. ROBERTSON-GLASGOW

The height of frustration must be a
Grade One American golf tournament
professional who hands in a card of
over 70. Conversely, the happiest games-
player on earth must be the fellow who
wins the big pot with 89—20—69. And,
if you reckon that’s a fanciful score, I
can tell you I played 22 years ago in an
Open Amateur Meeting on a South of
Scotland course where the handicap ev-
ent was won by 75—18—57. I ought to
remember, because I had handed in 69—
9—60, and was already mentally spend-
ing the sweep-money.

The last truly happy big-time golfer
I saw was Walter Hagen. Walter en-
joyed it all, win or lose; and his fat
smile wasn’t just face deep. Mark you,
anyone who chipped from the rough and
holed the putt as often as Walter did—
well, he had cause to smile.

But for perambulating advertisements
of misery, give me the field in a big
tournament. A year or two ago, on a
lovely summer’s day, I sat in a con-
venient and comfortable spot, watching
the entrants in the Open pass. Iron
shot after iron shot went whizzing to the
distant green, but their players, almost
without ‘exception, looked as if iron
shots were a felony for which they would
shortly be sentenced to imprisonment.
And, high above them, the larks sang.

Of course, they’ve got the idea of the
Open all wrong in these days. There
is a general impression that if a com-
petitor doesn’t win it, he might just as
well not have entered.

Having watched a good many different
sports and pastimes, I have concluded
that golf knocks all the others in its
power of giving happiness to its less ef-
fectual practitioners.

At golf, the dub has that happiness
which only Hope can give. He can live
for a week on a spoon shot which, un-
expectedly elevated, bounces between two
bunkers and runs on to the side of the

Reprinted with the kind permission of Gour MoNTHLY, Edinburgh, Scotland.

reprinting must be obtained from GoLFr MoNTHLY.

or nine or twelve holes after tea.

hole. Better still, he can pretend that
he meant it so. At no other game could
he thus enjoy the sweet indulgence of
hypocrisy. He follows this stroke with
others of a varied and complex futility.
But he knows his moment will come
again.

~
-2

Soon, unknown, unknowable golfers
will be hurrying from office to play, for
the first time since last spring, those six
Dur-
ing the darkness of winter they have
pondered over a new sort of interlock in
the grip, is more open stance of the tee,
another and yet more infallible system
of holing the four-yarders. These are
the happy ones.

My memory floats back to the expon-
ents of hope and happiness at a club
where I played for many years. Insight
of his own bungalow by the second hole,
Mr. A. will be playing mashie shots at
his hat. It will be an old hat, and an
old deception; for he plays these shots
in a valley whose sloping sides convey
the ball, almost automatically, to the
same spot. Mr. B. will be doing that
well-known 94 of his, which would have
been a 89 but for the entirely needless
top-dressing on the 15th green and a
huge footmark in the bunker by the
ninth, left by Major C., whose ignorance
of the game’s etiquette is notorious and
igexcusable. On the putting green by
the clubhouse, Mr. D. will be scooping
away in his inimitable egg-and-spoon
style.

And the Secretary, who believes noth-
ing impossible, will be pinning up a
notice requesting the world at large not
to remove the monthly magazines from
the members’ lounge.

Permission for further
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Changes in the Rules of Golf

By ISAAC B. GRAINGER
CHAIRMAN, USGA RULEs oF GoLF COMMTITEE

To the average golfer, the only no-
ticeable change in the 1949 edition of
the USGA Rules of Golf booklet proba-
bly is the color of the cover. However,
a number of refinements will be de-
tected by one who has made it a prac-
tice to carry a Rules book in his golf
bag (a practice which all golfers would
find most helpful).

Rule 17, probably the most often vio-
lated, has received the most attention.
It will be noted that, in the definition of
a hazard, “road” has been eliminated.

The classification of a road as a haz-
ard has existed throughout the game’s
American history, so far as available
records show, and the effect of the change
1s that, when a ball lies in a road, it may
be dealt with in the same manner as a
ball lying through the green. If you
wish to sole your club or remove loose
impediments, that is your privilege un-
der this revision.

Few if any roads on American courses
have been constructed with the view of
purposely creating hazard conditions;
hence, roads have often interfered unfair-
ly with normal play. Likewise, much
confusion has resulted from inability, in
many cases, to distinguish between ac-
tual roads and tracks, such as those made
by the occasional passage of vehicles or
of greenkeepers’ equipment,

However, under the new Rules, roads
do not enjoy any other preferential treat-
ment. For instance, there is no lifting
without penalty, as is allowed on some
courses.

A significant change has been made
in the language of Sub-section (1) of
Rule 17. One purpose of the former

How to Obtain Rules Books

The 1949 edition of the USGA
Rules of Golf booklet may be ob-
tained from the Association’s office,
73 East 57th St., New York 22, N. Y.

The price is 15 cents per copy, re-
gardless of quantity.

Rule was to prohibit the testing of sand
and grass conditions of other hazards
for such benefits as might be derived for
playing a ball from the hazard within
which it lies. The new Rule is specific
on this point and thereby eliminates the
possibility of a penalty arising simply
from inadvertence.
The Obstruction Rule

Rule 7 (4) also has been clarified.
Artificial drains have been added to the
list of artificial obstructions, and relief
from all .artificial obstructions in a haz-
ard has been given.

If your ball lies within two club-
lengths of any artificial obstruction with-
in the confines of a hazard and your
contemplated stroke is interfered with
by such obstruction, you may now lift
and place your ball in a similar lie and
position as near as possible to its original
location—without penalty. As an exam-
ple, if your ball is in the water under a
bridge, relief is granted from interfer-
ence by the bridge, but in obtaining such
relief the ball must be replaced in the
water as near as possible to the bridge.
If unplayable in the original position,
the ball cannot be made playable by
moving to shallow water. '

You no doubt are asking yourself,
“What must I do if a ball comes to rest
on that portion of a bridge or other ob-
struction within the confines of a haz-
ard?” Obviously, it would be impos-
sible to find a similar lie; hence, you
have only one course to follow without
penalty if you do not wish to play from
the obstruction. You may lift and place
the ball within the hazard, not nearer
the hole, but as near as possible to the
obstruction without interference there-
from.

Do you ever have occasion to brush
away loose impediments on the putting
green? If so, be sure that the brushing
takes place across the line of putt, which
is permitted, rather than along the line
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of putt, which is prohibited under Rule
18 (2). '

If your ball stops on the lip of the
cup and you have an urge to influence
its movement with the hope that it may
drop in the hole, Rule 18 (5) admon-
-ishes you to restrain yourself if you
wish 1o avoid the general penalty of loss
of hole in match play or two strokes in
stroke competition. The old Rule re-
ferred only to shielding the ball from
‘wind and did not cover other methods
of changing the position of the ball,
such as deliberately jarring the ground
around the hole.

If you are a “creeper” who thought-
lessly delays other players, new Rule 2
(3) “should provide a helpful warning.
This Rule formerly carried an automatic
disqualification penalty for interfering
with others through delay in play. The
Rule now requires that “A player shall
play without undue delay”, and the pen-
alty has been changed to the general pen-
-alty of loss of hole in match play or two
strokes in stroke play; but repetition or
deliberate interference will result in dis-
qualification.

Because of the severity of the former
‘penalty, automatic disqualification, it
‘was difficult to invoke the provisions of
Rule 2 (3), with the result that some
‘general disregard of the effect on other
players has crept into the game, particu-
arly in major competition. Under the
new provisions, the committee or the
referee may now give warning before ap-
plying either the general penalty or the
disqualification penalty.

Do you ever have an urge to break a
club over your own or your opponent’s
anatomy? If so, you are advised to read
the new Preamble to the Rules, because
you may find yourself without the use
of a necessary club. A club may now
be replaced only if it becomes unfit for
play “in the normal course of play”.
There is no substitute allowed for a club
which has been deliberately broken.

- Can you distinguish the difference be-
tween a forecaddie and a caddie? If not,
new Definition 10 will be of assistance.
Actually, when employed by a player,
there is no difference in status. - A fore-
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caddie so employed is a part of the match
and, accordingly, subject to all the pro-
visions of the Rules relating to a caddie.
However, if the forecaddie is provided
by the committee, he is an outside agen-
cy and, as such, can do nothing to pre-
cipitate a penalty on the player, nor may
the player seek advice from him.

A major refinement of the 1949 Rules
booklet appears in the index. For a long
time the Rules of Golf Committee has
wanted to develop an index which would
be brief but sufficient to promote quick
reference to the appropriate Rule. From
comments which have been made to the
Committee, our last previous experiment
seems to have over-simplified this prob-
lem. We have, therefore, returned to an
alphabetical cross-reference index, al-
though less extensive than that which
prevailed for many years prior to 1947.

“HONCR CADDIE”

(Continucd from page 9)

Day”, a ballad of a hopeful golfer. Hope
almost steals the show with a sequence
in which he takes a vicious cut at the
ball while starting a foursome with Cros-
by, Evans, and Ben Hogan. The sound
track produces a sibilant “S-s-s-w-w-i-
sh”, but no connecting click. Finally,
Bob, after squinting into the distance as
though following the flight of his al-
leged drive, says to his caddie, “Pick up
that ball, son, and follow me!”

In addition to Crosby and Hope, the
personnel of “Honor Caddie” includes
Frank Faylen, Hollywood actor who
portrays the caddie-master; Joe Novak,
President of the Professional Golfers’
Association; Hogan, Byron Nelson,
Lloyd Mangrum, Jimmy Demaret, Ev-
ans, Sam Snead, Babe Zaharias, Frank
Stranahan, Bud Ward, Johnny Dawsen,
Patty Berg, Louise Suggs, .Jimmy
Thomson, and Porky Oliver.

The Western Golf Association began
national distribution of “Honor Caddie”
on April 1. Contributions through club
membership in the W.G.A. ($35 per year)
or individual memberships ($5) will
be directed to the Evans Scholars Fund.
Clubs interested in securing the film for
special showings may contact the West-
ern G.A., 8 S, Dearborn St., Chicago 3.
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Swinging the Clubhead

By ERNEST JONES

AUTHOR OF “SWINGING INTO GOLF”

When teaching golf, I try to present a
picture of a fundamental principle that
applies to all golfers. It does not mat-
ter to me whether the pupil is a natonal
champion or has never held a golf club.
I try to explain exactly what he should
try to do, somewhat in this fashion:

What you must realize is, as Sir Wal-
ter Simpson explained 60 years or so
ago, that there is only one categorical
imperative in golf, and that is: to hit
the ball. There are no minor absolutes.

There is only one thing you are al-
lowed to hit the ball with, and that is the
head of the club. So therefore, the ob-
ject is to use your power to transmit as
much force as you are capable of pro-
ducing into the clubhead.

No one can do more than one thing
at one time, and golf is no different
from anything else. For instance, I refer
very often to a circle; I point out that
you do not have to know how many parts
you can break it into, such as 360 de-
grees, sO many minutes, so many seconds,
etc., but it is simply one line, perfectly
round. And it is just the same with a
swing. A swing is one continuous mo-
tion, to and fro, backward and forward.

In 1917 1 collaborated with Daryn
Hammond in a series of articles entitled
“The Essence of the Matter”, which be-
came the basis of the book, ‘“The Golf
Swing—The Ernest Jones Method”. In
that, it was pointed out that I was con-
vinced that the golf swing could be read-
ily taught and consistently performed
only if it were conceived as one move-
ment, under one control — the hands.
Further, that various members of the
body (including the shoulders) were
normally anxious to get busy too strenu-
ously and too soon, and that the only
way of insuring their working in due
co-ordination with the other members
of the body, notably the hands and
fingers, was to treat them as disastrous

leaders, but as wholly admirable fol-
lowers. The basis of the swing was
the proper action of the hands and
fingers.

Now, after thirty years of teaching, it
has become an axiom that the only way
to have control of the motion of the
clubhead is through the medium of the
hands and fingers.

Emphasizing the Positive

Today all golfers talk about their
swing. Any kind of hitting or any kind
of style in golf is referred to as that
person’s swing. Practically every pupil
who comes to me for help wants to know
what is wrong with his or her swing.

Invariably 1 ask, “Do you think it
would help you if I were to tell you
what is wrong?”

“Most certainly I do,” is the usual
reply.
~ “Well, now, if I did tell you what is
wrong, | would only be telling you some-
thing you should not do, or something
to avoid. Don’t you think it would be
much better for me to tell you what is
right and give you a chance to learn
something positive?”

Anything you do that is possible to
exaggerate is no good—you can carica-
ture only an imperfection—but you can-
not overdo what is right, so let us begin
with what you must be aware of doing.
You are going to use your powers to
generate as much force as possible into
the head of the club.

Now, your power means your strength,
energy, which is in every part of your
body. Force is speed times weight. The .
club has the weight, but you have to
create the speed, so the next point is what
kind of motion will produce the great-
est force. The greatest force you can
create is centrifugal, which moves away
from and around a center. :

At this point, I bring out a weight on
the end of a string and, by whirling it
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Ontario’s Novel Opening Rally

Our neighbors to the north may have
added something new to the promotional
side of the game by what — for want of
a better name — the Ontario Golf Asso-
ciation called a “Monster Golf Rally”.
The Ontario Association, which is com-
parable with a State or district associa-
ation in the United States, administers
golf in Canada’s largest Province.

The Golf Rally was the dream child
of Phil Farley, President of the O.G.A.,
Canada’s second ranking amateur, aided
by Charles Watson, First Vice-President
of the Royal Canadian Golf Association.
The purpose was to launch the new sea-
son auspiciously.

The Rally was held at Toronto’s Royal
York Hotel, largest hostelry in the Brit-
ish Empire. First item was a dinner
for 980 golfers, men and women.
Clubs had their long tables, each plain-
ly marked with the club name, and there
was the spirit of a class reunion. One
club ‘turned out 85 strong.

During the dinner there were a wel-
coming message from Nicol Thompson,
dean of Canadian professionals and now
retired; a civic welcome from Mayor
H. E. McCallum of Toronto, and pre-
sentation of the CanNADIAN SpoRrTs
MonTHLY trophy by publisher H. R.
Pickens, of Montreal, to Walter McEIl-
roy, of Vancouver, who had been ad-
judged Canada’s top-ranking amateur

of 1948.

After dinner 350 persons who could
not be accommodated for the meal were
admitted to the hall. The program
began with a technicolor movie of Can-
ada’s 1948 Open Championship. Next,
a short address by Mr. Farley, who then
introduced the guest speaker, Francis
Ouimet, of Boston. He reminisced about
the past and, with characteristic mod-
esty, said his winning of the USGA
Open in 1913 was due almost wholly to
a series of fortunate circumstances. He
gave the audience an intimate insight
into what goes on within the breast of
a 20-year-old who is winning a great
championship.

Mr. Ouimet closed with a plea for
more international matches. He de-
clared that golf can be one of the great-
est agencies for better understanding
among peoples, and he voiced the hope
that a way might be found for the
North American nations to meet in an-
nual competition.

A motion picture was then shown —
“Muscles and the Lady”, with Frank
Stranahan, Canadian ' Amateur Cham-
pion, and Miss Louise Suggs.

Next, there was a novel and preten-
tious “Golf Clinic”. On the main stage
of the great room, Horton Smith took
charge. Armed with a portable micro-
phone and a set of clubs, he acted as
class leader in a onehour clinic with
the assistance of Canadian professionals
Bill Chinery, Bob Gray, Jack Littler,
Joe Noble, Lex Robson and Lloyd Tuck-
er. They occupied six stages spotted
along the walls of the room; each stage
was covered with an artificial grass tee,
and each was within easy viewing dis-
tance of a substantial part of the spec-
tators. .

As Smith went from orientation to
{fundamentals, to progression of power,
to mental attitudes and to mechanical
faults, the six assisting professionals
demonstrated in unison what Horlon was
explaining from his large stage.

Many impartial observers voted it the
most comprehensive and intelligent golf
lesson they had ever been given.

The program concluded with a show-
ing of the Michigan PGA picture —
“Behind the Scenes with the PGA”.

The majority of the guests arrived
by 6:30 p. m.- and were still “on the
course” at 11:30. The Ontario officials
were so encouraged by the reception of
the experiment that they intend to hold
an annual variation of it from now on.
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- Changing to USGA Handicap System

By WILLIAM O. BLANEY
CHAIRMAN, USGA HaNbpicAP COMMITTEE

We have been asked many times what
is the best method for a club to change
over to the USGA Handicap System
from some other system. Unless we
know what the other system is or how
the previous scoring records have been
kept, our answer must be limited to gen-
eralities. Briefly, the following steps
should be taken:

1. The club should have its course
rated according to USGA methods as out-
lined in the USGA booklet “Golf Han-
dicap System”. It is preferable that this
rating be done by a rating committee
from the local golf association to which
the club belongs so that the rating will
conform to the standards used in rating
neighboring courses. If the local asso-
ciation does not have a ratiag committee,
the club should strongly urge the asso-
ciation to establish one. Failing this,
the rating should be dene by the club
professional and two or three of the
best member players after careful study
of “Golf Handicap System”.

2. An enlarged copy of Handicap Ta-
ble A should be obtained from the USGA
and posted prominently in the club-
house as near as possible to the place
where the handicap and scoring records
are kept.. Red lines should be drawn on
either side of the handicap column under
the course rating figure assigned to the
course. This makes locating the proper
handicap a quicker and more nearly cer-
tain process.

3. If existing club records include
the last 50 or more scores for members,
or if it is known that members have
played 50 or more rounds during the past
year or two and a record is available
covering the lowest 10 scores, then the
total of the lowest 10 scores for each
such player should be applied to Han-
dicap Table A and new USGA basic
handicaps assigned to said players.

If scoring records do not contain suf-
ficient information to carry out the sug-

gestions in the preceding paragraph,
there are several satisfactory ways of
establishing new USGA basic handicaps
for club members. Two of the better
methods are: 7

~

(a) Start the season with the han-
dicaps produced under the former
handicap system. When a player
has recorded 10 consecutive scores,
assign him a temporary USGA basic
handicap by applying the average
of the lowest 20% of his total num-
ber of scores to Table A. For ex-
ample, if 13 consecutive scores have
been recorded, the average of the
lowest 3 (the nearest whole number
to 2.6) should be used. If the 3
lowest scores average 79, Table A
will show that a handicap of 10
should be assigned to the player on
a course rated 70. If 22 scores have
been recorded, the average of the-
lowest 4 (the nearest whole number
to 4.4) should be used. These tem-
porary handicaps should be adjust-
ed frequently until 50 scores have
been turned in, at which time per-
manent handicaps can be assigned
according to the regular formula.

(b) For clubs having each player’s
5 lowest scores recorded under a
previous handicap system, add 5
scores equal to the highest of the
five lowest scores and apply the to-
tal to Table A. For example, if a
player’s five lowest scores are 70,
77, 78, 79 and 80, add thereto five
scores of 80, making a total of 790,
which when applied to Table A will
give the player a handicap of 10 if
his course is rated 70. When 20 to
30 scores have been recorded for the
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current season, check the handicap
produced by the above method with
one produced by applying the aver-
age of the lowest 20% of the play-
er’s total number of scores to Table
A. If there is any difference, the
lower of the two handicaps should
apply.

Both of the above methods assume
.that every player has turned in all
of his scores.

How To Obtain Scores
4. Several suggestions have been re-
ceived on how to induce players to turn
in all their scores. Rather than recom-
mend any particular method, the best of
these suggestions are briefly outlined be-
low:— ’

(a) Have the man in charge of the
scoreboard collect from every player
completing a round either (1) his
score card, or (2) his actual score.
A golf manager, starter, caddie-
master, or any other employee con-
stantly on duty near the first tee
or 18th green can do this task. This
plan, of course, will not work at
clubs having no regular employee
on duty near the course.

(b) Have the caddie-master keep
a list of every member who tees off.
Alongside the entrance to the locker
room, keep a pad of forms on which

- a member can write his name, score
and the date, and put it in a Handi-
cap Box provided for the purpose.
Check the scores turned in with the
starter’s sheets, and for anyone not
turning in a score and not having a
valid excuse (such as not playing a
full round), use for the missing
round a score equal to the lowest
score already posted on the player’s
record. (This method will upset
the accurate scoring records of the
players unless these fictitious scores
are circled or otherwise marked to
show they are not actual scores.)

(c) Have the man in charge of the
golf shop or bag-room where play-
ers keep their clubs maintain a chart
on which he is to record the dates
on which each player takes out his
clubs. [Each weck-end check the
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chart against the scores actually

turned in and apply a penalty to

players not turning in all their
scores. This penalty, for use in club

tournaments only, might call for a

reduction of 3 strokes from the han-

dicap of players turning in less than

75% of their scores, 2 strokes for

those turning in 75% to 84% of -

their scores, 1 stroke for those turn-
ing in 85% to 94%, and no strokes
for those turning in 95% or more of
their scores. This method is a bit

complicated and will not be 100%

perfect if some sets of clubs are

kept at players’ homes or in their
lockers.

None of the above suggestions are per-
fect, all having some “out” about them.
Perhaps a combination of two or more
would prove satisfactory, and probably
no one system will work perfectly at all
clubs. We will, however, continue to
entertain ideas on how to obtain all scores
and will pass along the best of them
through the pages of this JOURNAL.

Every Golfer His Own Referee
(Continued from page 15)
front of the markers and do numerous
other things that are violations of the
code and which give them-a definite ad-
vantage over those who will not do such
things.

These are only a few instances of vio-
lations that will only lead eventually to
embarrassment. Get a copy of the Rules
and study them. They are easily avail-
able. Unfortunately, most professionals
instruct in the mechanics of the game,
not the Rules. Few players in any sport
read the Rules for themselves. They de-
pend upon their coaches, and golf profes-
sionals could render a great service here.

If one does not have the time or de-
sire to read the Rules, follow the Golden
Rule. Every person wants to be treated
squarely by others. Why not try the
same treatment on others?

If every golfer played the game ac-
cording to his own knowledge of right
and wrong, he would, when in doubt,
carefully avoid doing the wrong thing,

and then he could be sure he was right.
(Reprinted from the Denver Post)
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THE REFEREE

Decisions by the USGA Rules of Golf Committee

Example of symbols: “No. 49-1”
Section 3 of Rule 7 in the current Rules of Golf.

Practice Swing Toward Hole
No. 48-97. R. 7(3)

Q: My committee has been asked to
rule as to whether or not a player may
take a practice swing in the direction of
the putting green on the hole in which
he is engaged in play.

I have read Rules 7 and 17 quite thor-
oughly and find nothing therein that
prohibits a practice swing towards the
putting green but, as your Rule 7(3)
states, a practice swing may be taken
any place on the course, etc., and also
forbids drawing a club backward and
forward across the line of play.

I personally believe that it is a point of
etiquette involved rather than a rule
not to take a practice swing toward the
putting green.

Do these rules mean that a player may
or may not take a practice swing to-
ward the putting green?

Paur L. DEVORE
NewtoN, N. J.

A: Rule 7(3) is explicit. A practice
swing may be taken in any direction or
at any distance from the ball provided
Rules 7 and 17 are not violated. A well-
mannered player will take care that he
%oeis not come close to violating these

ules.

Not a Hole-in-One

No. 48-98. R. 15(3)

Q: The following quotation will ex-
plain an unusual occurrence in connec-
tion with a hole-in-one:

“Frederick J. Day of Council Bluffs,
playing the third hole of the qualifying
round, arched a spectacular tee shot to
the green on the 188-yard hole.

. “His ball stopped approximately 18
inches from the flag, and a bit to the
right of the hole.

“Meanv-hile, some unidentified quali-
fier had let fly a wild slice from No. 5.
This ball, in its descent, landed on top
of Day's ball at just the proper angle
to send it caroming into the cup as Day
neared the green.

“Under the rules of golf, Day’s shot
stands as ‘a hole-in-one and was so reg-

M
means the first decision issued in 1949.

—

“R. 7 (3)” means

istered on the qualifying score card. He
had a 76 for the round.”’

It is my belief that the tournament
official’s ruling was incorrect according
to USGA Rule 15(3). Can you tell me
if this rule is applicable in my case,
and, if not, what would your decision
be?

FREDERICK J. Day
Councit BLUFFs, Iowa

A: The official’s ruling was incorrect.
Rule 15(3) is specific and your ball
should have been replaced as nearly as
possible to the place where it lay, with-

out penalty.

Ball Almost Lost
No. 48-101. R. 8 (Def.)

Q. In stroke play, a competitor played
a shot from the teeing ground which
she did not think could possibly be lost,
and therefore she did not play a provi-
sional ball. Upon arriving at the spot
where the ball was presumed to have
come to rest, it was not readily found.
The competitor left the area where the
search was being made and started back
to play a second ball. She was within
a few feet of the teeing ground when
the ball was found and the five minutes
were not yet up. She returned and
played out with her original ball, never
having played a provisional ball.

It has been my understanding that
once a player leaves the area where her
ball is presumed to be lost, regardless of
whether the five minutes are up or not,
if it is then found she must consider it
as lost under the Rules and cannot play
it from then on.

If this is not the rule today, was it
not a rule about ten years ago?

MRs. RAYMOND S. PATTON, JR.
West HarrrForp, CONN.

A: It would be permissible to play
the original ball if it were found within
five minutes after the player or her cad-
die had begun to search for it (see Rule
8, Definition), and if the player had not
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played a second ball after returning
to the tee. Had the player played a
second ball prior to the termination of

the five-minute period permitted under -

the Rules for the search, she would be
deemed to have abandoned her first
ball and would have to. continue play
with the second ball.

There has been no change in the Rule
covering a lost ball. :

Ball Striking Opponent’s
No. 48-79. R. 12 (4, 4a)
Q: In match play, with both play-
ers’ balls on the putting green, the play-
er putts and his ball hits the oppon-

ent’s ball. Is a penalty invoked?
DesMoOND A. HARRY

OroYa, PERU
A: There is no penalty. Under Rule
12(4), the opponent has the choice of re-
placing his ball in its original position
(which must be done immediately) or
of playing it from the position to which

it was moved. See also Rule 12(4a).

Use Current Handicap
No. 48-84. Hdcp.

Q: In playing handicap matches
where strokes are exchanged, do you
use your latest posted handicap, or do
you play the entire match with your
handicap as posted on qualifying day,
or if paired from the handicap boarag,
that handicap?

Mrs. WALTER P. KIMMEL
MILWAUKEE, Wis.

A. A player should use his current
handicap when entering a tournament.
Generally, a handicap should not be
changed during the progress of a com-
petition unless the event extends over
a_considerable period and the rules pro-
vide for handicap adjustment. Such
matters should be determined by the
committee in charge and its rules should
be posted in advance.

Borrowing Partner’s Club
No. 48-85. Pre. (14-Club Rule)

Q: In playing a match in the Mas-
sachusetts State Mixed Foursomes, our
opponents once used each other’s clubs
for a shot. The lady needed a blaster
and her man partner lent it to her. If
she had 14 clubs that would theoretically
make her use 15. If, on the other hand,
she only had 12 or 13 clubs she would
be within regulation.

When there are partners (four-ball,
best-ball, mixed foursomes or four-
somes), can clubs be interchanged be-
tween partners?

Miss RuTrH Woobwarnp
FaLL River, Mass.

A: No. The Preamble to the Rules

of Golf provides that a player may not
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borrow a club from a partner. The pen-
alty is disqualification.

Pushing or Scraping Ball
No. 48-168. R. 2 (1), 10 (1)

Q: Rule 10(1) states that a ball must
be fairly struck at—that it must not be
pushed, scraped or spooned.

I am unable to find where the Rules
state any penalty for not conforming
with this Rule. Would I be safe in rul-
ing, as referee, that the penalty would
be loss of the hole in match play and
two strokes in medal play?

: : WirLarp M. WHITE
ForTr WORTH, TEXAS

A: Yes. Rule 2(1) provides: “The
penalty for the breach of a Rule or local
rule is the loss of the hole in match play
and two strokes in stroke play, except.
when otherwise specifically provided in
the Rules.”

Lost Ball Procedure

No. 48-173. R. 2 (1), 8, 17 (Def. 2), 19

Q. 1: Will you kindly explain the
conflict between Rule 8 and Rule 19? In
Rule 19, “a provisional ball may be
played only before the player . .. goes
forward”, yet in Rule 8 the player “must
play his next stroke as nearly as possible
at the spot from which the lost or un-
playable ball was played.”

A. 1: There is no conflict between
the basic provisions of Rules 8 and 19.

If the player believes that his original
ball may be lost or unplayable, Rule 19
allows him to play a provisional ball
immediately, before he or his partner
goes forward to search for the original
ball. In playing a provisional ball, the
player must observe the directions in
Rule 8(1) as well as in Rule 19.

If a provisional ball has not been
played and the original ball is either
lost or unplayable, the player must
proceed under Rule 8(1).

Lost Ball Assumed in Hazard

Q. 2: A drove a ball toward a ditch
where it disappeared. He dropped a sec-
ond ball at. ditch, counting a penalty
stroke, and drove on the green. Upon
crossing the bridge, A’s first ball was
found on the fairway. Must he now play
ball No. 1 or continue with ball No. 2?
Has he a choice?

A. 2: It is assumed that the ditch
was a water hazard. (A ditch is a haz-
ard but is not necessarily a water hazard
—see Rule 17, Definition.)

Rule 17 (2) provides in part: “It is a
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question of fact whether a ball lost after
having been struck toward a water haz-
ard is lost in the hazard or outside the
hazard. In order for the player to ireat
the ball as having been lost in the water
hazard and to proceed in accordance with
Rule 17(2), there must be reasonable ev-
idence that the ball lodged in the water
hazard. In the absence of such evidence
the ball must be treated as a lost ball, and
Rule 8 applies.”

The player’s ball was not in the water
hazard, and he therefore was not entitled
to drop a ball under Rule 17(2a), as he
apparently did. He should have treated
the original ball as lost under Rule 8(1)
and proceeded accordingly. As he did not
do so, it is therefore ruled as follows:

Match play — The player lost the hole
for failing to proceed as provided in Rule
8 (1)—see also Rule 2 (1).

Stroke play - The player dropped a
ball nearer the hole than he should have
done under Rule 8(1). In order that he
may avoid disqualification for so doing,
he should, in equity, be considered to
have dropped the ball under option (b)
of Rule 8(2). Thus, he should be penal-
ized two strokes and should proceed with
the ball he dropped, abandoning the orig-
inal ball. :
Questions by: NormAN D. MEISNER
Derrorr, MicH.

Ball Resting Against Flagstick
No. 48-177. R. 7 (4, 4a, 7), 10 (5)
Q. 1: Match play. A played his
third shot to the edge of the green. B
played his second shot and his ball came
to rest against the flagstick which was in
the hole. B’s caddie stepped on A’s ball.
B removed the flagstick and his ball fell
into the hole. Does B get a half?
A. 1: B won the hole, as he holed his
second stroke — see Rule 7(7).

Caddie Removing Flagstick for “Leaner”

Q. 2: Match play. A played his
third shot to the edge of the green. B
played his recond shot and his ball came
to rest against the flagstick. B’s caddie
remove the flagstick and the ball fell
into the hole. Does B lose the hole?

A. 2: B won the hole, as he holed his
second stroke — see Rule 7(7). Under
this Rule, the player need not personally
remove the flagstick. but mav have his
caddie or anyone on his side do so.

Greater Part of Ball Below Surface

Q. 3: A player's ball rests against
the flagstick but only one-quarter of the
ball shows above the surface of thc green.
Has the player holed out? '

A. 3: Yes. As the greater portion
of the ball was below the surface of the
green and within the area of the hole,
the ball was holed. Further, even if ve-
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moval of the flagstick should pull the
ball out of the hole, the player must re-
place the ball, inasmuch as the flagstick
is an obstruction, and a ball moved in re-
moving an obstruction on the putting
green must 'be replaced — see Rules 7(4
and 4a) and 10(5).

Ball Not at Bottom of Cl&

Q. 4: A player’s ball rests against
the flagstick but the top of the ball is
half an inch below the surface of the
green. The flagstick was of bamboo and
had a diameter of less than one inch at
the surface of the green, but the joint in
the stick being much larger prevented
the ball from dropping to the bottom
of the cup. Has the player holed out?

A. 4: Yes. See Answer 3.
Questions by: A. B. SuesMAaN

-ATLANTA, GA.

Lost Ball Penalty

: No. 48-176. R. 8 (1)

Q: Although I have repeatedly quoted
Decision 48-111 to members of my club in
regard to penalty for a lost ball being loss
of stroke and distance, I am still getting
an argument that a more recent decision
stated that the penalty for a lost ball was
distance only, just as it is for a ball out
of bounds.

I shall appreciate receiving a definite
decision in regard to the penalty for a
lost ball.

WALTER N. STEELE
MiLLBrag, CaAL.

A: The penalty for a lost ball is loss
of stroke and distance, and has been so
for many years. The Rules of Golf do
not condone remission of the penalty
stroke or any procedure other than the
following provided in Rule 8 (1):

“Except as provided for in Rules 16
(1) and 17 (2), if a ball be lost or be
deemed by the player to be unplayable,
the player shall play his next stroke as
nearly as possible at the spot from which
the lost or unplayable ball was played,
adding a penalty stroke to the score for
the hole.”

Handicap Changing During Competition

No. 49-7 Hdcp.

. A competition was held by the
local golf association on eclectic. (ring-
er) conditions over two days at 18 holes
each. One competitor saw published in
the paper two days before the compe-
tition the name of the person with
whom he would be playing and his
handicap was published as 16, whereas
his recognized club handicap was 18.
He immediately procured a letter from
the secretary of his golf ¢lub, and the
day of competition ‘he produced the
evidence to the secretary of the golf
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association that his club handicap was
18, and the secretary said he would
look after it. .

He played the first round but nothing
was said about the change of his handi-
cap. On the second day when the scores
were brought in they took off 16
as the handicap. He again called it to
the attention of the secretary and he
was advised that the golf association
committee had reduced his handicap
two strokes and that they had the au-
thority to do so.

The par of the golf course on which
the competition was played is identical
to that of the course of which he is g
member and on which his handicap
was based. The golf committee of his
club was not consulted, nor was the
handicap committee nor the ecaptain
of golf of his club. It does not seem
proper that this condition should have
existed, and I would appreciate your
opinion in respect to an authority of
this nature changing handicaps without
notice and in such an arbitrary manner.

1. DELEVANTE
KinGsToN, Jamalca, B.W.I.

A: Eclectic contests are not covered
by the Rules of Golf.

Generally, a handicap should not be
changed during progress of a compe-
tition unless it extends over a consider-
able period and the rules provide for
handicap adjustment. Such matters
should be determined by the committee
in charge and its rules should be posted
in advance.

Ringer Tournament: Tie
No. 48-179. Tourn.
Q: A ringer competition ends in a
tie. How is the winner determined?
Mrs. Luuian Hever
TeNAFLY, N, J.

A: The Rules of Golf Committee is
not aware of any fair way of playing
off such a tie, and therefore recommends
that it be decided by lot or that dup-
licate prizes be awarded.

As ringer contests are not covered by
the Rules of Golf, the conditions should
be clearly prescribed in advance and
interpreted by the local committee,

Burrowing Animal Hole:
Evidence re Ball
No. 49-3. R. 7 (6), 8 (1)
Q: One of our local rules states that a
ball lodging in crab holes may be lifted
without penalty. If you cannot find your
ball in the area where it was driven, can
you assume that it went down the crab
hole far enough that it cannot be seen
and can you drop a new ball and play it
without penalty?

W. Y. STEMBLER

Mramr, Fra.
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A: Rule 7(6) gives relief for a ball ly-
ing in or touching a hole, a cast or a run-
way made by a burrowing animal. Your
local rule is therefore unnecessary.

It is a question of fact whether a ball
is lost in a hole made by a burrowing an-
imal. On occasions when the fact cannot
be positively determined, the possibility
that the ball may be in a hole made by a
burrowing animal is not sufficient; there
must be a preponderance of evidence to
that effect. Even if the weight of evi-
dence be to that effect and there yet re-
mains the possibility that the ball is not
in the burrowing animal hole, the player
must strengthen the evidence by search-
ing five minutes for the ball. In the ab-
sence of strong evidence that the ball is
in the burrowing animal hole, the ball
must be treated as lost, and Rule 8 (1)
applies.

Local Rule: Committee Must Interpret
No. 48-174. LR.

Q: John Doe, in playing the 18th hole,
hits his ball across 18th and 1st fairways
into river. No. 1 hole has local parallel
water hazard rule with a penalty of loss
of distance only.

Can John Doe call parallel water haz;
ard rule on hole which he isn’t playing?

GEORGE E. FAULHABER
Rocky River, OHIO

A: The local rule should be inter-
preted by the committee which put it
into effect, as only that committee knows
its intention. If the local rule specifically
states that it applies only in the play of
No. 1 hole, John Doe must proceed under
Rule 17 (2).

The USGA does not recommend a loss-
of-distance penalty for a local rule cover-
ing such a situation. USGA recommen-
dations for local rules for water hazards
are contained in the USGA JOURNAL
for July, 1948.

If We Drag

If we drag our spikes while putting,
How can other putts run true?

Let’s remember those behind us
Have to use the same greens, too.

T. G. McMauoN
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Better Turf for Better Golf

X

TIMELY TURF TOPICS

from the USGA Green Section

THE HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT OF CONTROLS
FOR MAJOR DISEASES OF BENTGRASS

ON PUTTING GREENS

By MARVIN H. FERGUSON AND FRED V. GRAU
AGRONOMIST AND DIRECTOR, RESPECTIVELY, OF USGA GREEN SECTION

The two major diseases of bentgrass
on putting greens are brownpatch (Pel-
licularia ~ filamentosa) and dollarspot
(Scleroiinia homoeocarpa).

Diseases of lesser importance include
snowmold, copperspot, Pythium, pink
patch and yellow tuft.

Diseases of putting-green turf have
come into prominence in relatively re-
cent times. Brownpatch is the only turf
discase for which the causal organism
had been determined prior to the begin-
ning of turf research by the United
States Golf Association Green Section
in 1921.

The more intensively maintained turf
on our putting greens today may be more
susceptible to disease attacks, but it is
more likely that diseases were overlooked
under the conditions of less intensive
maintenance which existed in the early
days of greenkeeping. Fungus attacks
are much more likely to be noticed on a
well-kept, luxuriant putting green than
they are on poorly kept turf. -

In order to satisfy the demands for
more nearly perfect turf on putting
greens, greenkeepers have been forced
to spend much more time and money in
their efforts to control diseases. At the
present time disease control is one of the
greenkeeper’s foremost problems. The
magnitude of the problem has stimu-

lated a great deal of research by indus-
try, by State experiment stations and by
the USGA Green Section.

Brownpatch is probably the most seri-
ous disease of putting-green turf. It
was first definitely recognized as a dis-
ease in the turf garden of Fred W. Tay-
lor of Philadelphia in 1914, In 1915
the causal fungus was isolated from
similar browned patches of turf. It was
found to be Rhizoctonia solani. This
name has been changed recently to Pel-
licularia filamentosa since the finding
of the perfect stage of the fungus has
been reported.

Brownpatch occurs usually in rings
which are nearly circular but which may
be irregular in shape because of the fact
that several small rings have run to-
gether. These patches may vary from
a few inches to as much as three feet
in diameter. They are characterized by
a smoky ring around the edge of the
circle in the area of mycelial activity.
This characteristic “stnoke-ring” may be
seen easily in the early morning of a
warm, muggy day. Later in the day, the
fungus is not ordinarily so active, and
the “smoke-ring” is not so easily visible.
Often the fungus does not kill all the
leaves completely, so that, in the case of
light attacks, brownpatch is sometimes
difficult to recognize.
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Dollarspot was thought for many years
to be a different form of brownpatch,
and the causal organism was considered
to be the same. Greenkeepers spoke of
“big brownpatch” and “small brown-
patch.” In 1926 Dr. John Monteith, Jr.,
proposed that the name “dollarspot” be
used to describe the latter condition. He
noted at that time that the large brown-
patch occurred more often in the south-
ern portion of the range of bentgrass,
whereas the dollarspot disease occurred
more often in cooler weather and was
more prevalent in the cooler part of the
bentgrass range.

It is interesting to note that as late
as 1926 he found it necessary to write
at length and to offer experimental evi-
dence to prove that these diseases were
in reality caused by a fungus rather
than by spiders or by weather conditions.
Perhaps it is not too surprising to find
that laymen believed that diseases were
caused by certain weather conditions in-
asmuch as weather conditions are known
to have a marked influence on the inci-
dence of disease.

In 1940 a note in Turr CULTURE de-
scribed the work of F. T. Bennett in
England. Bennett worked with Ameri-
can, British and Australian strains of
the dollarspot fungus, and he found that
some strains of the fungus produced
spores while others did not. He consid-
ered the fungus to be a species of Sclero-
tinia and suggested the same Sclerotinia
homoeocarpa. In the course of physio-
logical studies Bennett found that vari-
ations in acidity from pH 4.0 to pH 8.0
had no effect upon the growth of the
fungus. He also found that the opti-
mum temperature for growth was 68°
F. to 78° F. for the British strains and
86° F. for the American strains.

Although several other diseases were
mentioned in the introductory paragraph,
they are not considered to be so wide-
spread nor so important as are brown-
patch and dollarspot. This paper, there-
fore, is confined to a discussion of these
two diseases.

Manipulation of Environment

The two primary contributing fac-
tors to disease incidence are weather
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conditions and soil conditions. Weather
conditions are, of course, uncontrollable.
However, there are some practices which
may partly oftset the influence of un-
favorable weather conditions.

Location of the putting green is im-
portant in this respect. It has been ob-
served many times that greens in a
pocketed area where air movement is
restricted are much more frequently at-
tacked by fungi than greens which are
located in areas where air can move
more freely. The cutting out of under-
brush and a few trées may be effective
in transforming an undesirable location
into a desirable one. Hillside areas are
choice locations for greens from the
standpoint of freedom of disease, but
these may be poor locations from the
standpoint of architectural design or
ease of maintenance.

While soil conditions are probably on
a par with weather conditions insofar as
their potential influence on disease inci-
dence is concerned, soil conditions are
considered to be a lesser problem be-
cause they are controlled more easily.
The soil on a putting green is subjected
to many operations which are condu-

-cive to compaction, poor drainage and

poor aeration. Therefore few natural
soils are satisfactory under these condi-
tions. A good agricultural soil will, in
all probability, be a poor putting-green
soil. Obviously, physical characteristics
are more important in a putting-green soil
than is fertility.

Putting greens are subjected to a num-
ber of practices which make them unique
in that on no other area do we attempt
to grow plants under similar conditions.
They are subjected to extremely heavy
traffic. On some municipal golf courses
as many- as 60,000 rounds are played
annually. On many courses the greens
are mowed daily with power mowers
which contribute to compaction. Bent-
grass and well-kept putting greens is
mowed at heights ranging from 3/16
inch to 5/16 inch. This very close
mowing naturally restricts the develop-
ment of the root system to some extent.

Players demand that putting greens be
soft enough to hold a shot. Unless the
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.greenkeeper, “Too much drainage and
‘too much sand make a good green.”

Cultivation of turf areas, particularly
putting greens, has been tried by many
«different methods during the short history
of greenkeeping in the United States.
Only in the last two years has thorough
-cultivation been possible on a large scale.
The development of the Aerifier, a hol-
low-tined, rolling aerator, has made
rapid and economical cultivation of turf
-areas possible. It is believed that this
-machine will do much to lessen the effects
of diseases because of the role it will
play in the improvement of soil condi-
tions.

Water management is closely related
to soil characteristics in that poor soil
-characteristics lead to difficulties in the
-application and drainage of water. Faulty
watering in turn may aggravate existing
soil conditions. However, the time of
-day when watering is done may also be
important in disease control.

In the early days of greenkeeping re-
search it was thought that copious wa-
tering helped the grass to make a come-
back after a disease attack, and therefore
recommendations were made to water
heavily at any time of day. Later, inves-
‘tigations showed that such watering could
-do much more harm than good. Al
though it is recognized that our knowl-
-edge is not complete, the present view-
point is that water should be applied
in the early morning, and later in the
day only if needed.

Brownpatch and dollarspot mycelium
-appears to be most active in the early
morning when there is dew or guttated
water on the grass and when the air is
-comparatively still. Watering knocks
the droplets of dew off the grass blades
and leaves a thin, even film of water,
This film dries more rapidly than does
the dew. Watering at night or in the
late afternoon, on the other hand, causes
the grass blades to be wet during the
night and gives the fungus a longer period
during which to spread.

Inasmuch as water is one of our criti-
cal natural resources, it is believed that
a thorough study of the use of water
and methods of conserving water would
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be well worth while. James Johnson has
reported the results of some studies at the
University of Wisconsin. This work. has
thrown considerable light on host-parasite
relations as affected by water congestion
in plants. '

There is evidence to indicate that the
nutritional status of plants may have
some effect on their susceptibility or
resistance to disease. Johnson reports
that the level of potassium fertilization
affects the degree of water congestion in
some plants. Water congestion, in turn,
may make the plants more suscentible to
invasion by fungi. Many greenkeepers
have reported that the level of nitrogen
fertilization has a marked effect on the
incidence of dollarspot on greens. At
present there is not sufficient experi-
mental evidence to substantiate these re-
ports. There is a need for investigation
of such nutritional effects in order to
reach a better understanding of the
mechanism whereby increased resistance
is brought about.

Lime has been used frequently to check
attacks of brownpatch and algae. While
the value of lime for this purpose has
been recognized for many years by prac-
tical greenkeepers, the mechanism in-
volved in the action of the lime is not-
well understood.

It is believed that when a full under-
standing of water relations, nutrition?l
balance and other management factors is

teached, turf may be grown which will be

much less susceptible to disease attacks.

Protection by the Use of Fungicides

The first recommendations for the
treatment of turf diseases advocated the
use of Bordeaux mixture. Tests with
this material were begun in 1917. By
1919 its use was rather general.

Several disadvantages were associated
with the use of Bordeaux mixture;
among them were the unsightly color,
the need for frequent application and the
phytotoxicity of copper accumulations in
the soil.

Other copper compounds were used
experimentally, and all of them were
found to produce injury after a period
of time. Other materials, such as sulfur
compounds and formalin, were used,
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but the mercury compounds which were
first used on turf about 1923 were found
to be so effective against both brown-
patch and dollarspot that other com-
pounds never found a wide use.

Tests at the Arlington Turf Gardens in
1925 included such materials as Seme-
san, Uspulun, Corona 620, Corona 640
and mercuric chloride. These tests were
continued through 1927, at which time
the conclusion was drawn that mercury
products were the most satisfactory ma-
terials for the control of turf diseases
and that mercury should be bought on
a pound basis. Since the effectiveness
of the mercury compounds appeared to
vary proportionately to their actual mer-
cury content, the workers recommended
that mercury be bought in the cheapest
form,

Subsequent investigations showed that
mercuric chloride was the quicker act-
ing form of mercury for the checking
of actively growing dollarspot and
brownpatch. However, heavy applications,
especially in hot weather, produced
some injury on turf.  Calomel (mer-
curous chloride) is a slower-acting ma-
terial and was found to have some value
as a protectant against attacks of dollar-
spot. :
The fact that these two materials
behaved differently led to their use in
combinations. The most common mix-
ture is the 2:1 mixture, wherein there
are two parts of calomel and one part
of corrosive sublimate. This mixture
is sold under the trade names of Calo-
Clor and Pfizer Mixture. The two
forms of mercury mixed in these pro-
portions are still probably the most wide-
ly used ones for the control of turf dis-
eases. Corrosive sublimate provides very
quick action, and calomel provides a last-
ing effect. The mixture is normally
applied at the rate of 3 ounces to 1,000
square feet. This rate of application,
however, often is reduced by half in
very hot weather.

Organic mercury compounds have
been used to a considerable extent but
have never been popular enough to com-
pete with the inorganic mercury materials
for use on turf diseases. Many organic
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mercury compounds have been intro-
duced but none of them has had suf-
ficient appeal to induce greenkeepers to
abandon their stand-bys.

In 1940, when world conditions caused
a scarcity in mercury products, the Greem
Section undertook the task of finding:
substitute materials for the mercurials..
Numerous organic fungicides were avail--
able for experimental purposes at that:
time. The Green Section procured a:
large number of these materials, many of
which were used as accelerators in the-
rubber industry. By far the most effec-
tive material found was tetramethyl thi-.
uram disulfide, bearing the trade name-
Tuads. Since 1940 this product has.
been marketed in various forms under
several names. Thiosan was the name of
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the first product. It contained 50%
tetramethyl thiuram disulfide. Later
names have been Tersan, Arasan and
Arasan SF. The latter two products are
being sold for seed-treatment purposes.

Tersan has been used widely during
and since the war. It has provided ex-
cellent control of brownpatch, and there
have been no reports of phytotoxicity,
even at very high rates. Iis effective-
ness on dollarspot, however, is rather
poor. Almost all greenkeepers have con-
served their limited mercury supplies for
use on dollarspot and have used Tersan
for the treatment of brownpatch.

There have been some reports that skin
irritations have resulted from the use of
Tersan, but this danger apparently is not
too serious if the workmen use reason-
able care.

In 1946 and 1947 workers at Penn-
sylvania State College and Rhode Island
State College investigated the effective-
“ness of cadmium compounds for the con-
trol of turf diseases. These compounds
were found to be quite effective in con-
trolling dollarspot. At least two of these
compounds, No. 531 and Puratized 177,
are now being sold and are used quite
widely. These materials appear to give
longer-lasting protection than do the
mercury compounds, and they also ap-
pear to be less injurious to turf.

Disease-Resistant Strains

There is a great deal of evidence to
indicate that bentgrasses vary widely in

their susceptibility to disease attacks..

This fact is of special importance on
putting greens because a large percent-
age of our present-day golf greens are
planted vegetatively to a single clonal
strain.

Arlington bent is one of the most wide-
ly used vegetative bentgrasses on golf
courses at the present time. This grass
has been growing for seven years in a
plot in the Rhode Island State College
turf garden. Half the plot is treated with
fungicide and the other half is not treat-
ed. It is difficult to determine which
half has not been treated. Other grasses
in the same series of plots have been dam-
aged badly by disease.
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The Green Section transferred approxi-
mately 130 selections of creeping bent-
grasses from Arlington Farm to the
Bureau of Plant Industry Station, Belts-
ville, Md., in 1942, Since that time all
but five of the selections have been dis-
carded. Susceptibility to fungus attacks
is one of the chief reasons for discard-
ing these selections.

There is little doubt but that a breed-
ing program directed toward disease re-
sistance would produce some superior
strains. Such a program is in progress.
However, it is a long-range program that
will not produce immediate results.

In summary:

1. Demands for more nearly perfect
putting greens are causing greenkeepers
to spend more time and money for dis-
ease control.

2. To place greens in locations where
free air circulation exists tends to make
conditions less favorable for the growth
of fungus.

3. Attention to physical soil charac-
teristics in greens, drainage, aeration,
proper water management and cultiva-
tion will pay big dividends in healthier
tur{ which is more resistant to disease.

4. Fungicides are adequate and ef-
ficient in controlling the most trouble-
some diceases at the present time.

5. Some selected strains of bentgrass
are in use. There is a definite need for
more improved strains. Disease resist-
ance is one of the most important at-
tributes of a putting-green turf.

WATER AND OXYGEN

When turf is overwatered, it isn’t the
water that suffocates the roots; it is the
lack of oxygen. Everything else being
equal, the most important operation on
turf in the spring is aeration of the soil.

Deep-rooted turf, adequately fertilized
and with minimum irrigation, will re-
sist the extremes of summer weather
with fewer headaches than shallow-
rooted turf growing on dense, compact-
ed soils in low oxygen content.
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COMING EVENTS

May 21-24—Joint Southern Turf Con-

ference and Field Day, Tifton,

~ Georgia, and Jacksonville, Flor- -
ida. Ward Wood, Palm Beach,
Fla.,, and G. W. Burton, Tifton,
Ga.

May 27—Cleveland Distriet Golf As-
sociation and Cleveland Golf
Course Superintendents’ Associ-
ation meeting, Shaker Heights
Country Club. Geolf, dinner,
meeting. Mal McLaren, Oak-
wood Country Club, Cleveland,
Ohio.

Sept. 7-8—Turf Field Day for Green-
keepers, Rhode Island State Col-
lege, Kingston. J. A. DeFrance.

Sept. 9—Lawn Turf Field Day,
Rhode Island.

Sept. 19-20—Turf Field Day and Golf
Tournament, Pennsylvania State
College, State College, Pa. H. B.
Musser. K

Oct. 19—National Turf Field Day,
Beltsville Turf Gardens, Plant
Industry Station, Beltsville, Md.,
on U, S. 1, three miles north of
College Park. Fred V. Grau.

1950

Feb. 20-23—Nineteenth Annual Turf
Conference. Pennsylvania State
College, State College, Pa. H. B.
Musser.

Mar. 6-8—Midwest Regional Turf
Conference, Purdue University,
West Lafayette, Ind. G. O. Mott.

suspension to every square foot of golf-
course green or other turf to be protect-
ed. Such procedure may be desirable
when turf is heavily infested. Not only
will this method result in complete exter-
mination of the ant colonies in turf at
the time of treatment but reasonably long
protection from reinfestation can be ex-
pected.

Longest protection at the least cost
was obtained when four ounces were
used to each 1,000 square feet of turf.
Using this concentration, ant colonies
present at the time of treatment were
completely destroyed and four to six
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weeks freedom from reinfestation fol-
lowed.

The cost of material for a single treat-
ment for an 18-hole golf course with
greens averaging 4,000 square feet in
area would be about $26. Treatment of
all greens on a course (average green
size: 4,000 square feet) three times, from
May 1 to late August, should give ample
protection from ant (Lasius niger) trou-
bles for the season. Although we have
not determined the minimum dose of
Chlordane which causes injury to grass,
four applications in one season have not
caused any injuries in any of our ex-
periments.

It is believed that if all areas of a green
are treated, including the apron, sand
traps, bunkers, fairways and rough for
a radius of 50 feet or so around the
green, reinvasion of the green proper
could perhaps be prevented for a much
longer time than four to six weeks.

It was observed throughout the season
that bent greens treated with 50 per cent
wettable Chlordane and fairways receiv-
ing applications of 5 per cent dust were
generally distinguishable from untreated
areas by the vigor of turf growth and
deeper color of foliage. This remained
obvious for a considerable time. The
insecticide seems to have fungicidal prop-
erties; to just what extent, however, is
not generally known. Golf-course greens
having applications of one pound or
more per 4,000 square feet were obviously
resistant to severe outbreaks of brown-
patch and dollarspot.

Chlordane is a quick-acting and ef-
fective toxicant when used as a control
of the mound-building ant, Formica ex-
sectoides. Small amounts of this ma-
terial destroyed colonies varying in size
from one to eight feet in diameter.

When sprayed into the soil around
chrysanthemum plants at the rate of four
ounces in 50 gallons of water, Chlordane
controlled root aphids tended by ants as
well as the ants. ‘

Two additional species of ants, one
constructing mnests in lawns and the sec-
ond working in grass-free soil at the
base of shrubs, were destroyed when 50
per cent powder was fogged in.
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I'T’"S YOUR HONOR

More Study, Fewer Decisions

TO THE USGA:

In my humble opinion, it is a most serious
mistake to do anything other than encourage
the STUDY of the Rules that now exist. We
have too many Decisions now!

The people who play golf know almost
nothing of the Rules. The people who write
in for information show this in their ques-
tions.

To show you what | mean, some years
ago | asked 1,000 persons who had played
golf for ten years or more this simple
question: “What is a golf stroke?” One,
and only one, answered correcily.

Ask for an accurate definition of “putt-
ing green” . . tell a player the word
“rough” is not in the Rules of Golf . . .
and see his amazement.

With cordial appreciation for your splen-
did work,~
J. C. JESTER
‘ATHENS, GA.

Valley Forge Needs Filled

TO THE USGA:

1 am enclosing check for subscription to
the USGA JOURNAL and wish to say that
| enjoy it very much. However, with regard
to an article in the way of an appeal from
Dr. N. Howard Hyman of New York, there
is no shortage of golf balls, clubs or any
other equipment at Valley Forge General
Hospital.

The golf course at Valley Forge General
Hospital was built by the local PGA, the
Greenkeepers’ Association and the Golf As-
sociation of Philadelphia; 1 have been chair-
man of the committee in charge for the past
six years.

In Dr. Hyman's letter, he appeals for
clubs lying around in lockers and wants
them sent to Major Chesley M. Adams or
himself. 1 was at Valley Forge Hospital re-
cently and gave orders to Major Adams to
destroy several hundred of these “vnused
clubs” that had been sent. Most of them
were made before | was born and belong
in your Museum, and not at Valley Forge
Hospital,

The hospital authorities get their appro-
priations for equipment through usual Army
channels, and they fully understand that
anything they cannot get from the Army
can be obtained through our committee.
We still have several thousand dollars in the
fund, which is in my charge, that can be
drawn on at any time.

In the future, | wish you would get in
touch with the Golf Association of Phil
adelphia on matters in this district. In that
way, you will avoid embarrassment to the
cfficers at Valley Forge and our committee.
Any inquiries should be addressed to Cap-
tain Jones, Reconditioning Officer, Valley
Forge General Hospital, Phoenixville, Pa.

Aside from this blast, please be assured
that | enjoy the JOURNAL.

J. WOOD PLATT
PHILADELPHIA, PA.

Rules Missionary

TO THE USGA:

For the enclosed $6, please send me the
proper number of 1949 Rules of Golf.

These booklets are not for re-sale, but
for distribution among the caddies and
players at clubs where they are not kept
for sale.

I do this missionary work each spring
in connection with the pleasant hobby of
keeping abreast of the Rules of Golf.

W. W. VENABLE
CHARLESTON, W. VA,

Birthday Greetings

TO THE USGA:

Please extend for one year my subscrip-
tion to the USGA JOURNAL.

During the past year—your first—1 have
read the JOURNAL through from cover to
cover, and have always found it entertain-
ing and informative. | recommend it most
highly to all golfers.

HARRY WINTERS
INGLEWOOD, CAL.

Editor's Note: The USGA JOURNAL invites
comments on matters relating to the welfare
of the game and will publish them as space
permits,







