


























CHOOSING THE
BEST APPROACH

Down’t bump the “bump and run.”

has changed tremendously from

its humble beginnings some 400
years ago in Scotland. It began as a
game played on naturally windy sites
that were maintained more by Mother
Nature than by man. However, the
game has now been transported
around the world, and our ability to
irrigate and fertilize, coupled with the
demand for green turf and better
playing conditions, have undeniably
and dramatically altered the style of
play.

Perhaps the biggest change is that, in
the United States, golf has been turned
into an aerial game, and at many
courses throughout the country, the
“bump and run” shot is but a distant
and fading memory that is revisited
only during the British Open telecast.
Traditionalists and better players still
understand the “bump and run” shot
and may even play it on occasion, but
I submit that most of today’s golfers
view it with disdain and this is reflected
in the maintenance of our golf courses.
Golfers or green committee members
sometimes exclaim, “We don’t want
them to run the ball up on the green!”
Apparently, playing a bump and run
shot is considered by some to be as
tactless as putting out of a bunker! This
notion is ridiculous and has resulted
in thousands (perhaps millions) of
golfers being cheated out of playing
one of the oldest and most interesting
shots in golf.

The higher-handicap players often
are the most penalized. Too often, the
objective in maintaining approaches is
to provide healthy, attractive turf and
good definition. This results in mowing
patterns and maintenance programs
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that are based more on aesthetics than
their effect on playability. The purpose
of this article is to call attention to this
important area of our golf courses and
to offer suggestions for improving it.

Identifying The Problem

So how does one identify whether a
golf hole was designed for the bump
and run shot? Experience is perhaps
the best teacher, but common sense
and careful examination of the green,
approach, and the bunkering can pro-
vide many clues. Hard green com-
plaints often result when golfers ex-
perience difficulty stopping balls on
greens. Although the greens could
indeed be firm, this complaint also
could be a tipoff that the hole is not
playing the way it was intended (e.g.,
a very long approach shot to a green
not designed to accept it).

The solution may actually lie in the
architecture of the hole. Thus, the first
step is to consider the architecture of
the hole and determine what type of
approach shot is required. Is it a short,
mid, or long iron or fairway wood, and
what is the orientation of the landing
zone? Remember, it is much more dif-
ficult to stop a ball on a green from a
downbhill lie. If the shot required is a
long one from a downhill lie, it may be
that a low running shot is called for.

The next consideration is the orien-
tation of the green. Does the green
slope toward the landing zone, is it
level, or does it slope away from the
landing zone? The orientation of the
green and the landing zone must be
considered along with the mounding
and bunkering around the green and
approach. One of the questions to ask
here is which way will the ball bounce

if hit into the approach? Stand in the
center of a green and look back toward
the landing zone. Oftentimes, you can
clearly see whether or not the approach
was designed to receive a shot. It is vital
to pay more attention to the topog-
raphy than the existing mowing pat-
terns since mowing patterns can
change dramatically over time.

Finally, go out into the approach
with a few golf balls. Throwing them
into the approach to see precisely
which way they bounce is a very
instructive technique. With a few
throws you can easily determine
if the topography of an approach is
receptive to this type of shot. You can
also identify which areas of an
approach produce the best results. Just
be careful to consider different angles
of play and be sure to disregard the
existing mowing pattern.

There are many mistakes that can
be made with the management of
approaches. Following are a few of
the more common ones.

Mowing Patterns

The roughs on either side of the
approaches often are encouraged or
allowed to grow inward, closing down
or pinching in the approach. This can
hinder or prevent players from running
the ball onto the green and can be
especially devastating on an old course
that may have been designed specifi-
cally for that type of shot. Occasionally,
rough is grown completely across the
approach on a short par-4 or par-5.
While this may be appropriate in some
cases, it eliminates the bump and run
shot and it is certainly not appropriate
in all cases. If the objective is to in-
crease difficulty, narrowing or elimi-









TW-72: A Potential
New Bermudagrass
For Golf Greens

A bermudagrass for golf greens that can be
mowed at Ys-inch may be released soon!

concern about the existing hybrid
bermudagrasses used for putting
greens in the Southern portions of the
United States. Historically, bermuda-
grass has been the dominant putting
green turfgrass for Southern courses,
given its superior heat, traffic, and dis-
ease tolerance, Tifgreen and Tifdwarf,
released by Dr. Glenn Burton in 1956
and 1965, respectively, initially pro-
vided acceptable putting surfaces when
Southern greens were mowed at %i-
inch or higher. But as demands on
bermudagrass greens have increased
in an effort to provide putting green
quality comparable to bentgrass, prob-
lems with bermudagrass have become
serious. Tifgreen won’'t hold up at
mowing heights lower than ¥.e-inch
and is practically never used on greens
in the Southeast today. Tifdwarf is
the present industry standard, but this
variety cannot tolerate today’s lower
mowing heights, demanded by golfers,
for any extended period of time without
decline. Mutation, contamination, and
a lack of reliable planting stock also
have resulted in golf superintendents
and golfers losing faith in one of golf’s
most important turfgrass species.
Even if golfers would allow golf
superintendents to mow the existing
varieties at a higher height, everyone
agrees it will be difficult to clean up the
existing Tifdwarf and Tifgreen planting
stock. Additionally, it is dangerous to
have only two genotypes on all of the
golf courses in the South. Development
of genetically different, fine-textured
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genotypes would lessen the threat of
the industry not having a suitable grass
to plant if either Tifgreen or Tifdwarf
suddenly became susceptible to a pest.
By focusing on the development of new
dwarf varieties and protecting their
purity through new tougher certifi-
cation standards, better bermudagrass
greens for golf would result.

Breeding Program Obijectives

In the mid-1980s, a bermudagrass
breeding program was started at the
Tifton, Georgia, Experiment Station to
develop a new dwarf bermudagrass
that would maintain good putting
green quality at a “-inch (or less) cut-
ting height. After considering the possi-
bilities for developing such a putting-
green bermudagrass, we arrived at three
alternatives: 1) select or induce (with
radiation) finer-textured types in Tif-
dwarf; 2) make new Cynodon trans-
vaalensis x C. dactylon crosses to pro-
duce new triploid hybrids; or 3) induce
fine-textured mutants in an established
cultivar such as Tifway 2 (released in
1981) that has been known for its heat
tolerance and disease resistance. We
decided to try the third procedure since
much is known about this popular
hybrid bermudagrass used on fairways,
roughs, and tees. Two other benefits of
working with Tifway 2 would be that
the genetic diversity of bermudagrass
greens would be increased by this
method, and the time needed for test-
ing would be reduced. On January 10,
1988, we irradiated dormant stolons of

Tifway 2 with 7000 rads of gamma
radiation. Sixty-five mutants were in-
duced, 25 of which appeared more
dwarf than Tifway 2. One of these, the
most dwarf, we named TW-72.

Detailed Description of TW-72

TW-72 has several new agronomic
qualities compared to Tifdwarf that
should make it very popular with
golfers and golf course superinten-
dents. Although TW-72 has a lighter
green color than Tifdwarf, it doesn't
become as purple or red when nights
become cool, since it lacks the red pig-
ment of Tifdwarf. It produces a tighter
and denser turf than Tifdwarf, espe-
cially at the %-inch mowing height. Its
close mowing tolerance produces a
smoother, faster surface, and one with

- less algae growth. TW-72 had a Stimp-

meter reading approximately 12 inches
faster than Tifdwarf at The Landings
Golf Club (Savannah, Georgia) test site
last summer. At Y%-inch, there may be
less difference in turf quality between
TW-72 and Tifdwarf, but our recom-
mendation will be to mow TW-72 at
Ye-inch. Plenty of leaf tissue remains
on this super dwarf even at the '4-inch
mowing height compared to Tifdwarf.
TW-72 tends to produce more thatch
(because of the higher plant density)
than Tifdwarf, but this can be con-
trolled through verticutting.

Dr. Jeff Wilson observed more dollar
spot on TW-72 than on Tifdwarf when
plots were low on nitrogen, but no
disease has been observed at Tifton on
TW-72 when the grass received ade-
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