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Soybean Date of Planting  

Trial 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

First soybean planting date 

on March 14th at Dean Lee 

Research and Extension 

Center.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Late Planting 

Because weather conditions are different from year to  

year, seeding dates can be affected by environmental conditions. 

Early or late planting can cause reduction in plant  height in many 

varieties.  Generally, late plantings have less chance of success  

unless irrigation is available or optimal weather and  timely rains 

occur throughout the growing season. A general rule is that a half 

bushel per day is lost for every day  planting is delayed past the 

first week of June. When planting is delayed until June 15 or later, 

the amount of vegetative growth the plant produces becomes 

more critical. It is important to choose varieties that grow rapidly 

in a short time. When blooming starts, most vegetative growth 

ceases in determinate varieties.  Maturity Group VI  soybeans 

should be used when planting after June 1. Also, when planting 

late, seeding rates should be increased to compensate for re-

duced vegetative growth. 
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Managing Diseases in Louisiana Corn  

Boyd Padgett and Clayton Hollier 

 

I have received a few reports of northern corn leaf blight and common rust in corn. These reports are ear-

lier compared to previous years, and disease management strategies will change based on this fact. The 

diseases most prevalent are southern rust, common rust, and northern corn leaf blight. The LSU AgCenter 

DOES NOT recommend an automatic fungicide application to corn. HOWEVER, when disease epidemics 

are progressing in young corn (tassel or earlier) a fungicide may be needed to slow epidemics and protect 

yield and quality.  

 

Ideally, fungicides should be applied prior to disease onset, but realistically, fungicides are usually ap-

plied at or just after onset. Therefore, individuals should make efforts to detect and treat diseases as ear-

ly as possible to prevent losses to yield and quality. When it is determined an application is needed, a 

premix fungicide will offer wide spectrum activity (examples are: Headline AMP, Stratego YLD, Quilt, and 

Quilt Xcel). Follow label instructions for application timings, rates, etc. In most cases, a single application 

at tassel is justified when disease is present and active. The decision to apply a fungicide should be 

made on a field by field basis. The remainder of this newsletter will address disease identification and 

management considerations. 

 

Diseases can be found in Louisiana corn fields every year, but their impact on grain quality and yield is 

dependent on several variables. Therefore, the decision to apply a fungicide should be based on a solid 

understanding of disease initiation and development. Diseases commonly found in Louisiana corn in-

clude common and southern rusts, smut, and northern corn leaf blight. Other diseases that occur less 

frequently are ear and stalk rots, gray leaf spot, and southern corn leaf blight. While these diseases rarely 

develop to statewide damaging levels in most years, disease incidence and severity in individual fields 

may warrant a fungicide application. However, before applying a fungicide, several factors need to be 

considered. These include: disease identification, environmental conditions favoring disease develop-

ment, and the relationship between disease severity and yield loss. 

 

Identification and Development 

 

Common Rust 

Common rust usually can be found every year in Louisiana (figures 1 &2). This disease is caused by the 

fungus Puccinia sorghi. In some fields signs of this disease can be present early in the growing season. 

Common rust is usually the first disease present in Louisiana corn, but subsides when temperatures ex-

ceed 77oF. Initial infections occur from wind-blown spores from corn-producing areas in tropical and sub-

tropical regions of the world. This disease usually does not cause yield loss in Louisiana corn.  

 

Conditions favoring development: 

Temperature: 60-77oF 

 Moisture period: 6 hours of leaf wetness or high relative humidity 
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Symptoms 

This disease can be found in fields prior to tasseling.  Sporulation on the leaf surface can occur within 7 

days after infection. Pustules are elongated, ragged looking and occur on the upper and lower leaf sur-

faces. Spores with pustules are cinnamon-brown in color. In some cases, pustules occur in bands be-

cause of infections that occurred while the leaf was in the whorl. 

 

Southern Rust 

Southern rust, caused by the fungus Puccinia polysora, is also present in Louisiana corn (figure 3). Simi-

lar to common rust, initial infections are caused by wind-blown spores. This is a warmer-season rust 

compared to common rust and usually occurs late season and does not have adequate time to impact 

yield. However, this rust is very aggressive and if disease epidemics initiate early (prior to or at tasseling), 

yields could be reduced. 

 

Conditions favoring development 

 Temperature: 80-90oF 

 Moisture: High relative humidity or abundant rainfall 

 

Symptoms 

Southern rust produces small circular to oval pustules and contain orange to light brown spores. The 

spores are lighter in color when compared to spores associated with common rust. Pustule size is usual-

ly smaller and less ragged looking than those produced by the common rust pathogen. Pustules are 

more abundant on the upper leaf surface and can also be found on the leaf sheath when disease is se-

vere. 

 

Northern Corn Leaf Blight 

Northern corn leaf blight is caused by the fungus Exserohilum turcicum (figures 4-6). This disease was 

present at damaging levels in some fields during the 2010 growing season. The disease can be found in 

Louisiana corn fields during mid-season (tasseling/flowering) and, in some cases, can cause yield loss. 

The fungus can survive on infected corn debris left on the soil surface from the previous growing season. 

Therefore, the risk to this disease increases in fields where reduced-tillage practices are used and corn 

is planted continuously. Corn debris from the previous season provides inoculum for disease initiation 

and establishment. Spores produced on this debris are disseminated by wind and rain splash infecting 

the current crop. Subsequent infection results from spores produced within lesions on the current crop. 

There are several races of this pathogen. Therefore, the effectiveness of genetic resistance may vary de-

pending on the races present in a particular field. 

 

Conditions favoring development 

 Temperature: 60-90oF 

 Moisture: 6-18 hours 
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Symptoms 

Lesions of Northern corn leaf blight usually begin in the lower canopy and progress upward. Lesions 

begin as small elliptical or spindle shaped lesions. Mature lesions can be six inches in length and about 

½ to 1 inch wide. The lesions are grayish green in color. 

 

Less Common Disease and Abnormalities 

 

Gray Leaf Spot 

Gray leaf spot is caused by the fungus Cercospora zeae-maydis. The fungus can overwinter on infected 

corn debris from the previous season. Therefore, risk to disease is increased when corn is continuously 

cropped and  reduced tillage allows debris to overwinter.  

 

Conditions favoring development 

 Temperature: 70-85oF 

Moisture: Repeated moisture over 11 or more hours OR high relative humidity  

(95% or more) 

 

Symptoms 

Initial lesions are rectangular, small, necrotic, with yellow halos. As lesions mature, they expand and turn 

gray where the fungus may sporulate on the underside of the leaf. 

 

Smut 

This disease is caused by the fungus Ustilago madis and is generally not thought to impact yield. This dis-

ease is usually present at very low levels in every corn field, and is most severe when actively growing tis-

sue of young corn is wounded. The fungus overwinters on infected corn debris from the previous growing 

season or in the soil (for many years). The fungus is NOT seedborne, as is the case with some smuts in 

other crops.  

 

Symptoms 

Symptoms can occur on foliage and ears and are very evident. Individual kernels enlarge and are silvery 

gray in color (figures 7&8). Diseased kernels can be cut in half to reveal black sooty spores. 

 

Purple leaf sheath 

Each year this abnormality can be found in some corn fields within the state. THIS IS NOT A DISEASE.  

While fungi and bacteria are associated with this condition, this is not harmful to the plant. The purple 

discoloration on the stalk and leaf sheath results from colonized (fungi and bacteria) pollen that is lodged 

between the sheath and stalk.  

 

Risk and Management 

Risk to disease is influenced by several factors including:  genetic resistance, tillage practices, planting 

date, and environmental conditions. Plant debris left on the soil surface (no-till or reduced-tillage produc-

tion systems) harbors disease pathogens which increase the risk to disease. Later planted corn can also 

heighten risk to southern rust and possibly common rust.  
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A favorable environment will always increase risk; therefore, it is important to know what conditions fa-

vor disease development. 

 

The first line of defense for managing corn diseases should be selecting a disease-resistant variety. 

When resistance is not available, a fungicide may be needed. However, when disease is not present a 

fungicide is not necessary. Another factor to consider is when disease epidemics initiate relative to crop 

growth stage. The potential for yield loss is high when disease develops prior to tasseling and conditions 

remain favorable for development during the growing season. When disease initiates after tasseling, the 

potential for disease loss decreases. Therefore, a fungicide may not be needed even in the presence of 

disease. 

 

The relationship of yield and defoliation can be found in table 1 adapted from the National Crop Insur-

ance Service ‘Corn Loss Instruction’.  

Table 1. Estimated % corn grain yield loss due to defoliation at various growth stages.  

 

Adapted from the National Crop Insurance Service’s ‘Corn Loss Instruction’ to represent the 

leaf collar growth staging method. Included in the Mississippi State University, Grain Crops 

Update June 4, 2010, Erick Larson. 

  % Defoliation 

Growth Stage 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 

Tassel 3 7 13 21 31 42 55 68 83 100 

Silked 3 7 12 20 29 39 51 65 80 97 

Silks Brown 2 6 11 18 27 36 47 60 74 90 

Pre-Blister 2 5 10 16 24 32 43 54 66 81 

Blister 2 5 10 16 22 30 39 50 60 73 

Early Milk 2 4 8 14 20 28 36 45 55 66 

Milk 1 3 7 12 18 24 32 41 49 59 

Late Milk 1 3 6 10 15 21 28 35 42 50 

Soft Dough 1 2 4 8 12 17 23 29 35 41 

Early Dent 0 1 2 5 9 13 18 23 27 32 

Dent 0 0 2 4 7 10 14 17 20 23 

Late Dent 0 0 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 

Nearly Mature 0 0 0 0 1 3 5 6 7 8 
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Figure 1a. Common rust. Spore brick red. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Common rust. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3. Southern rust. Spores orange. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4. Young lesion northern corn leaf blight. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5. Young lesion northern corn leaf blight. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. Northern corn leaf blight. 

 



Figure 7. Smut on ear tip.  

Figure 8. Smut on foliage. 



Ryegrass Management:  Scout Now for Fall Control 

Donnie Miller and Daniel Stephenson 

LSU AgCenter 

 

The lingering effects of winter temperatures and excessive moisture conditions into May 

will result in much later planting of soybean and cotton than in years past.  If anything 

positive can be taken from this scenario it is the fact that producers have time to scout 

their fields for ryegrass infestations and the need for control measures in the fall.  

Ryegrass infestations were very prominent this year in many fields in Northeast Louisi-

ana.  As is the case with most situations with ryegrass, infestations began primarily 

along head lands and drains within the field and appeared to be spreading out from 

there.  Ryegrass can linger into crops until temperatures increase and can cause prob-

lems with competition, especially under limited moisture conditions.  Effective control of 

infestations often requires a two-fold approach, with residual soil applied herbicides in 

the fall followed by POST treatment in late January for escapes.  The primary objective is 

to eliminate seed production and deplete the seed-bank over time.  The confirmation of 

glyphosate-resistant (GR) ryegrass in Mississippi several years ago led to a tremendous 

amount of research in the programs of Dr. Jason Bond and Dr. Tom Eubanks in identify-

ing effective control measures.  These measures have proven very successful in re-

search in Louisiana as well in the absence of GR plants.  The fact sheet below devel-

oped by Drs. Bond and Eubanks outlines control strategies for GR ryegrass in various 

cropping systems.  It is very important to remember that emerged plants need to be 

controlled at the time of fall residual application.         

http://msucares.com/pubs/infosheets_research/i1355.pdf  

 
 

http://msucares.com/pubs/infosheets_research/i1355.pdf


The battle within the battle:  Glyphosate Resistant Palmer amaranth 

Donnie Miller and Daniel Stephenson 

LSU AgCenter 

 

Each year producers in Louisiana fight a constant battle against weed species bent on robbing 

yields and shrinking profit margins.  Due to the widespread adaptation of the Roundup Ready 

technology and subsequent overuse of only glyphosate for weed management, confirmation of 

weed resistance to glyphosate takes the battle to an entirely different level.  For several years, 

producers in Louisiana were fortunate to watch glyphosate resistance issues with Palmer ama-

ranth played out in articles of Delta Farm Press regarding neighbors to the north in Mississippi, 

Tennessee, and Arkansas.  The old adage “Mother Nature Always Wins” has unfortunately 

proven true again and resistance cases have been confirmed to glyphosate here in Louisiana.  

The majority of parishes in Northeast and Northwest Louisiana boarding the Mississippi and 

Red Rivers, as well as St. Landry Parish, now have documented cases of glyphosate resistant 

Palmer amaranth.  Seed from resistant populations in neighboring states is carried along 

these main waterways and distributed in adjacent fields with back water flooding and seep wa-

ter in spring.  Three characteristics that make glyphosate resistance in Palmer amaranth such 

a problem are a very aggressive growth habit, tremendous seed producing capability, and a 

73% germination rate.  In our perfect growing conditions in mid to late summer, it is not un-

common to see Palmer amaranth plants put on 8 to 10 inches of growth in a week’s period 

and produce viable seed.  Studies in Arkansas have shown that female plants are capable of 

producing up to 1.77 million seed.  At that rate, managing the weed becomes a numbers 

game.  Take for instance an area with 50 female plants that each produce 500,000 seed.  

Let’s say that 90% of those seed are lost to predation or rot or other means.  Also, let’s say a 

producer implements a management strategy that provides 99% control.  He/she is still left 

with 4.975 million seed.  With a 73% germination rate, that means there is a potential to have 

3.63 million plants, each capable of producing 1.77 million seed!!! 

 

The main recommendation for preventing introduction of or managing an established popula-

tion of glyphosate resistant Palmer amaranth is to start clean with a planned rotation of herbi-

cides that are effective on the weed species and offer a completely different mode of action, 

or means of controlling the weed, than glyphosate.  Switching from Roundup Powermax to 

Touchdown or Glyfos Xtra does no good as all are glyphosate products.  In corn, products like 

Callisto, Laudis, or products that contain atrazine are effective on Palmer amaranth and offer 

a differing mode of action that is not available in soybean or cotton.  In soybean, a number of 

products are effective soil applied on Palmer including Prefix, Boundary, Authority MTZ, Valor 

SX, Envive, Valor XLT among others.  In cotton, programs including preplant applications of Val-

or SX, Reflex, or Direx coupled with at planting application of Cotoran, Caparol, or Prowl have 

been proven effective on Palmer amaranth.  A number of postemergence options are also 

available within each crop.  Effective options for control of Palmer and other pigweed species 

are listed in the Louisiana Suggested Chemical Weed Control Guide which can be accessed at 

http://www.lsuagcenter.com/en/communications/publications/management_guides/

Louisianas+Suggested+Chemical+Weed+Control+Guide.htm.    

http://www.lsuagcenter.com/en/communications/publications/management_guides/Louisianas+Suggested+Chemical+Weed+Control+Guide.htm
http://www.lsuagcenter.com/en/communications/publications/management_guides/Louisianas+Suggested+Chemical+Weed+Control+Guide.htm


An effective strategy for management of this weed is to overlay residual herbicides to never 

let the weed off the mat.  This includes application of residual herbicides preplant, at 

planting, in early season over-the-top applications, and at layby.  You always want an effec-

tive material present at peak strength when another is playing out.  This will ensure season 

long control of the weed.  Liberty 280 SL herbicide, used within the Liberty Link system 

and offering a different mode of action to glyphosate, is effective on pigweed species, in-

cluding Palmer, if applied to very small weeds 1 inch or less.  Control of pigweed 2 to 4 

inches can be somewhat erratic.  Addition of residual herbicides mentioned before at 

planting or included with Liberty in early over-the-top applications (Dual Magnum, Staple 

LX etc.) are needed for season long control.  Since Palmer amaranth has a light require-

ment for germination, burial of the seed utilizing deep tillage can prove effective in its man-

agement.  Germination and soil life are drastically reduced with seed burial of depths 2 

inches are greater.  Re-hipping of row following deep tillage, however, negates this ad-

vantage by bringing seed up to light exposure and subsequent germination.  Prevention of 

seed production after removal of the crop is also essential to prevent replenishment of the 

seed bank.  Utilize whatever means necessary, be it hand rouging, tillage, or herbicides to 

prevent plants from producing seed.  Also remember that Palmer amaranth seed can be 

carried by equipment between fields so make sure it is thoroughly clean prior to entering/

exiting fields, especially if custom harvesting is being utilized. 

 

Another area to manage Palmer amaranth is on field turn-rows and ditch banks surround-

ing fields.  Allowing Palmer amaranth to grow on turn-rows and ditch banks and produce 

seed is an excellent way to infest the field.  Therefore, if Palmer amaranth is present on a 

turn-row prior to planting, the turn-row needs to be either tilled or paraquat should be ap-

plied to control it.  For best management, a soil-applied residual herbicide, such as the one 

a farmer will be applying to the field for Palmer amaranth management, should be tank-

mixed with the paraquat.  Palmer amaranth management on a ditch bank is not as easy 

because of aquatic restrictions for many herbicides that are effective for Palmer amaranth 

control.  Herbicides that can be applied in aquatic situations, such as diuron and diquat, 

are alternatives for management of Palmer amaranth on ditch banks.  However, be sure to 

read the label to verify that a herbicide is labeled for use on in these situations. 

 

Devastating effects of glyphosate resistant Palmer amaranth are many and include loss in 

value of the technology on your farm, possible decreased land value, outright field aban-

donment, and increased production costs due to incorporation of additional herbicides 

and tillage needed for successful management of the weed.  In other words, all of the ben-

efits associated with the Roundup Ready technology such as reduced herbicide use, re-

duced tillage, faster applications, are no longer realized. Therefore, use all available tools 

to prevent this problem from causing you to have to fight the battle within the battle. 

inches can be somewhat erratic.  Addition of residual herbicides mentioned before at 

planting or included with Liberty in early over-the-top  



Transform Receives Full Registration for Louisiana 

Sebe Brown, David Kerns: LSU AgCenter Entomologists 

 

The EPA has granted Transform, with the active ingredient sulfoxaflor, unconditional registra-

tion for cotton and many other crops. Transform was used in Louisiana in 2012 for tarnished 

plant bug control under a Section 18 emergency use exemption. The new registration is a full 

Section 3 registration and will provide growers a new pest management tool for use on tar-

nished plant bug and cotton aphid in cotton. Because sulfoxaflor is a novel mode of action it 

will also help combat development of insecticide resistance. Contact your local parish exten-

sion office or extension specialist for more information. 

 

Identification of Common Thrips in Louisiana Cotton 

 

Western Flower Thrips 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by Lui -  

University of Florida 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by David Kerns –  

LSU AgCenter 

 



Eastern Flower Thrips 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by Lui -  

University of Florida 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by courtesy of North 

Carolina State University 

 

 

 

 

These insects are difficult to discern from western flower thrips. They are typically yellow with grey 

bands or spots on their abdominal segments and are similar to western flower thrips.  

 

 



Western flower thrips are generally light amber to yellow in color with dark areas on the abdomen. These in-

sects can also be a dark brown superficially resembling tobacco thrips.  

 

Tobacco Thrips 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by Lui - University of Florida 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo by Kakkar and Kumar - University of Florida  

 

Tobacco thrips are black to brown in color and are very common in Louisiana cotton. Both sexes of this insect 

may or may not have wings.   

 

There are a number of other species of thrips that may be found infesting cotton in Louisiana, but those listed 

here tend to be most common and economically damaging. 



Louis iana Crops Newslet ter  Page 16  

 

 

Upcoming Calendar of Events 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

June 19 - Northeast Research Station Crop Production Field Day , St. Joseph, Louisiana 

 

 

June 27-30, 2013 - Louisiana Farm Bureau Federation Annual Meeting, New Orleans Marriott, New 
Orleans, Louisiana 

 

July 18 - Dean Lee Research and Extension Center Crop Production Field Day ,  

Alexandria, Louisiana 

 

 

For additional calendar information on LSU AgCenter Parish and Statewide events, visit our 

website at www.lsuagcenter.com/calendar  



 P AR I S H  C O N TAC T  I N F O R M AT I O N  

 Parish  County Agent Phone  Email 
 Acadia    Barrett Courville   337-788-8821  bcourville@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Allen    Randall Bellon   337-639-4376  rbellon@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Ascension  Al Orgeron  225-562-2320  aorgeron@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Avoyelles  Silas Cecil  318-964-2249  scecil@agcenter.lsu.edu  

 Beauregard    Keith Hawkins  337-463-7006   khawkins@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Bossier   Ricky Kilpatrick  318-965-2326  rkilpatrick@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Caddo   John Terrell  318-226-6805  jterrell@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Calcasieu   James Meaux  337-475-8812  jmeaux@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Caldwell   Jim McCann  318-649-2663  jmccann@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Cameron   James Meaux  337-475-8812  jmeaux@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Catahoula  Josh Price  318-744-5442  jprice@agcenter.lsu.edu   

 Concordia  Sebe Brown  318-498-1283  sbrown@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Desoto   Chuck Griffin  318-872-0533  cgriffin@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 East Carroll  Donna Lee  318-282-1292  drlee@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Evangeline  Keith Fontenot  337-363-5646  kfontenot@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Franklin   Carol Pinnell-Alison  318-267-6713  cpinnell-alison@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Grant   Donna Morgan  318-627-3675  dmorgan@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Iberia    Blair Hebert   337-369-4441  bhebert@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Jeff Davis   Frances Bellard  337-824-1773  fbellard@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Lafayette   Stan Dutile   337-291-7090  sdutile@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 LaSalle   Donna Morgan  318-992-2205  dmorgan@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Madison   R.L. Frasier  318-267-6714  rfrasier@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Morehouse  Terry Erwin  318-282-3615  terwin@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Natchitoches  Stephen Roberts  318-332-7274  sroberts@agcenter.lsu.edu  

 Ouachita  Richard Letlow  318-282-2181  rletlow@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Pointe Coupee  Miles Brashier  225-281-9469  mbrashier@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Rapides   Donna Morgan  318-473-6605  dmorgan@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Red River  Robert Berry  318-932-4342  rmberry@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Richland   Keith Collins  318-355-0703  kcollins@agctr.lsu.edu 

 St. Charles   Rene’ Schmit   985-785-4473  rschmit@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 St. John   Mariah Bock  985-497-3261  mbock@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 St. Landry  Vincent Deshotel  337-831-1635  vdeshotel@agctr.lsu.edu 

 St. Martin   Stuart Gauthier  337-332-2181  sgauthier@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 St. Mary   Jimmy Flanagan   337-828-4100  jflanagan@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 Tensas   Dennis Burns  318-267-6709  dburns@agctr.lsu.edu 

 Vermilion   Andrew Granger   337-898-4335  agranger@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 West  Baton Rouge  Stephen Borel   225-281-9474  sborel@agcenter.lsu.edu 

 West  Carroll  Myrl Sistrunk  318-267-6712  msistrunk@agctr.lsu.edu 

  West  Feliciana  Andre’ Brock  225-635-3614  abrock@agcenter.lsu.edu 
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Specialists  

Specialty Responsibilities Name Phone Email 

Soybean, Corn Soybeans, Corn Ron Levy 318-542-8857 (cell) rlevy@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Cotton  Cotton,  David Kerns 806-438-6672 (cell) dkerns@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Weeds  
Corn, Grain Sorghum, 
Cotton. Soybeans 

Daniel Stephenson 318-308-7225 (cell) dstephenson@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Asst. Integrated Pest 
Management, Northeast 

Cotton, Corn, Soybean, 
Grain Sorghum 

Sebe Brown 318-498-1283 sbrown@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Entomology  
Cotton, Corn, Soybean,  
Grain Sorghum 

David Kerns 806-438-6672 (cell) dkerns@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Nematodes  All agronomic crops Charlie Overstreet 225-578-2186 coverstreet@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Pathology  
Soybean, Corn, Grain 
Sorghum  

Boyd Padgett 318-308-9391(cell) bpadgett@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Pathology  
Soybean, Corn, Grain 
Sorghum  

Clayton Hollier 225-578-1464 chollier@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Economics  Cotton Kurt Guidry 225-578-3282 kmguidry@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Ag Economics and  

Agribusiness 

Soybean and Feed Grain 

marketing 
Kurt Guidry 225-578-3282 kmguidry@agcenter.lsu.edu 

Fertility  All agronomic crops J. Stevens 318-308-0754 (cell) jstevens@agcenter.lsu.edu 
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We’re on the Web. 
www.lsuagcenter.com/en/crops_livestock/crops 
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