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Hello Again, 
So much has transpired since the previous 
newsletter.  COVID-19 has impacted everyone in 
one form or another.  Hopefully we are on the 
downhill side of this and a return to some form of 
normal is just around the corner. 
Agricultural production in San Patricio County for 
the most part has been good.  During the dry spell 
we experienced, production looked to be affected, 
however, yields in both grain sorghum and corn 
have exceeded expectations, and cotton is poised 
for another exceptional year.  The rains showed up 
just in time and all crops, including grass 
benefitted. 
The late freeze really hurt our range and pastures.  
The freeze knocked our grasses back which were 
already growing and with no follow up rain, it 
caused pastures to struggle to get going again.  
Range and pasture conditions have recovered and 
livestock have done well the past few months.  Hay 
production has been on going and there has been 
good supplies put up thus far. Our hay supplies 
were extremely tight earlier this year and hopefully 
another good cutting is put up this fall and 
availability becomes a little less worrisome.  
Speaking of hay now is a good time to pull a hay 
sample for analysis.  We have a core sampler that 
can be checked out at the office if needed.  I have 
included an insert that is the form to use if you want 
to get this accomplished through the forage lab at 
A&M.  If you are using hay as a form of 
supplementation, knowing the protein and TDN 
“total digestible nutrients”, is a starting point to 
know what you have so you can determine what 
you need as conditions dictate.  The small amount 
of effort and cost is minimal compared to the 
information you have to help make economic 
decisions.  Hay is an expensive input, the less you 
may need to feed the better the returns.  If you 
need assistance with the interpretation of analysis 
or how it works into your supplementation program, 
please feel free to give me a call. 
Please mark your calendar for October 15, 2020 for 
our annual Fall CEU Conference.  Our plan at the 
moment is to have a live program but it will be 
streamed as well.  We will be requesting approval 

for 5 CEU’s for this event.  If you are interested in 
participating there will be more information as we 
get closer and please give us a call if you want 
more information. 
I have also included the 2020 grain sorghum and 
corn result demonstrations.  I want to thank Andrew 
Miller Farms and Ring Brothers Farms for 
cooperating on these trials.  The yields turned out 
good on both tests.  We should be harvesting the 
cotton plot in a few days.   
A plastic pesticide container collection is scheduled 
for October 21, 2020.  If for some reason you have 
a large amount of drums and or totes, please call 
the office and let us know. 
I also want to call attention to the monthly 
Southeast Region Row Crop Team Grain and 
Cotton Marketing update held on the 3rd 
Wednesday of the month at 7:00am via Zoom.  Dr. 
Mark Welch, Extension State Grain Marketing 
Specialist, Dr. John Robinson, Extension State 
Cotton Marketing Specialist and a representative 
from one of our program sponsors, The Texas Corn 
Producers Board, Texas Sorghum Producers 
Board or the Cotton Board will be our guest.  The 
updates are recorded and the link to the recording 
will be sent out via email. 
For anyone not on our ag contacts email list I would 
encourage you to call the office and give Monica 
your email. 
We will continue, at this time, to send out hard 
copies of our newsletter but often times we receive 
and send out information in between times the 
newsletters are published. 
AgriLife Extension face to face programming is still 
restricted to some extent but if you need anything 
the office is open and just call and make an 
appointment. 

Till Next Time, 

 

 

 

So often in Agriculture, there is not a simple answer 
to a simple question. 

SPECIAL POINTS OF INTEREST: 

 

219 N. Vineyard, , Sinton, TX 78387; Phone: 361-587-3400; Fax: 361-364-6237 
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Grain Sorghum Hybrid Performance Evaluation 
Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service San Patricio County 2020 
Cooperator: Andrew Miller Farms 
Authors: Bobby R. McCool 

Summary 
This test was located on the Andrew Miller Farm in Taft, Texas. Soil moisture conditions were good at planting, good stands were 
established, however, an extended dry spell did occur, but yields were good. Nine sorghum hybrids were evaluated for agronomic 
performance.  Dekalb 44-07 was the highest yielding hybrid, producing 5791 lbs. /acre, as compared to the lowest yielding hybrid at 
4801 lbs./ acre. Yields were above normal across the test with a 5256 lbs. /acre average.    

Objective 
To evaluate commercially available grain sorghum hybrids under San Patricio County conditions in a replicated evaluation. 

Materials and Methods 
The evaluation was done on Victoria clay with a 1-2% slope. The grain sorghum was planted 3-02-20 on 30-inch row spacing, 500 ft. 
by 8 row plots, replicated 3 times in a randomized complete block. The test was planted with a JD 1770 CCS planter, at a seed rate 
of 55,119 seeds / acre. The test was fertilized with 84 lbs. / acre of nitrogen, and 28 lbs. P2O5/ acre. Weed control consisted of 9 oz. 
of Outlook. Minimum tillage was used, and previous crop was cotton. 
The test was harvested on 7-10-20 using a JD S690 combine, weighed on a Par-Kan weigh wagon, moisture readings were taken 
using JD moisture tester, and bushel weight determined with a hand-held bushel weight scale.  Yields were corrected to 14% 
moisture.  

Results and Discussion 
The data below provides a comparison of nine hybrids evaluated during 2020 on the Andrew Miller Farm in Taft, Texas.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusions 
Using a July 29th market price of $6.71/cwt., the highest yielding hybrid DeKalb 44-07 would gross return $388.57, as compared to 
the lowest yielding hybrid at $322.15, a difference of $66.42/acre. In this test we can see a statistical difference in the hybrid yields 
and the economic effect of the various hybrids. Thus, the continued use of testing grain sorghum hybrids in local conditions is 
necessary for the advancement of hybrid genetics suited for this county. 

Acknowledgements 
I would like to take this opportunity to say Thank You to Andrew Miller for his resources, management and support of AgriLife 
Extension and our County endeavors. To AgriLife Specialists, Dr. Ronnie Schnell and Dr. Josh McGinty for assistance throughout the 
test and the seed companies for supplying the seed and continued support of our programming efforts. 

Company Hybrid 
Moisture Test Weight Yield 

% Ib/bu lb/A 
Bayer DKS 44-07 15.7  60.3  5791 a 
Bayer DKS 54-07 15.8  58.7  5511 ab 
Dyna-Gro M72GB71 15.9  59.0  5478 abc 
Bayer DKS 37-07 15.6  59.0  5224 bcd 
Advanta ADV G3189 15.9  59.0  5209 bcd 
Pioneer 83P11 15.7  58.7  5151 cd 
Pioneer 85P81 15.5  58.0  5135 cde 
Dyna-Gro M60GB31 15.4  59.7  5001 de 
Pioneer 83P27 16.0  58.0  4801 e 
 Mean 15.7  58.9  5256  

 P>F 0.0642  0.4283  0.0007  
 LSD (0.05) NS  NS  347.07  

  CV (%) 1.87   2.05   6.19   
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Corn Hybrid Performance Evaluation 
Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service San Patricio County 2020 
Cooperators: Charles and Brian Ring 
Authors: Bobby R. McCool 

Summary 
This test was located on the Ring Brothers Farm in Edroy Texas. Soil moisture conditions were good at planting; however, an 
extended dry period did occur within the growing period, but yields turned out good. Eight corn hybrids were evaluated for agronomic 
performance in dryland conditions. There was statistical difference in the yields of the hybrids evaluated, but all performed well. Dyna 
Gro 57VC51 was the highest yielding hybrid, producing 111.0 bu. / acre, as compared to lowest yielding hybrids, that yielded 91.0 
bu. / acre. The average across the test was 101.0 bu./ acre.  These are good yields for dry-land corn in San Patricio County. 

Objective 
To evaluate commercially available corn hybrids under San Patricio County conditions in a replicated evaluation. 

Materials and Methods 
The evaluation was done on Victoria clay loam, the previous crop was cotton, the stalks from previous crop were shredded and 
conventional tillage was used. It was planted on 2-27-2020 with a JD Max-Emerge planter, eight rows on 38 in row spacing, 825 ft. 
rows, replicated 3 times in a randomized complete block, and using 19,500 seeds /acre. Fertilizer was applied at a rate of 112 lbs. / 
acre N, 16 lbs. / acre P2O5, and 4.0 lbs. / acre S. A pop-up of 6-26-2 at 2.0 gal / acre was applied at planting. There was also 20 oz. / 
acre of Power Max, 1oz / acre of Detinate and 10.0 lb./acre of Prevail was applied.  
The test was harvested on 7-21-2020 using a JD 9760 combine, JD moisture tester, and determined bushel weight with a hand-held 
bushel weight scale. Yields were corrected to 15.5% moisture.  

Results and Discussion 
The data below provides a comparison of eight hybrids evaluated during 2020 on the Ring Brothers Farm, Edroy, Texas, under 
dryland conditions.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Conclusions 
Using a July 29th market price of $3.40/bu., the highest yielding hybrid would gross return $377.40/acre, as compared to the lowest 
yielding hybrid at $309.40/acre, a difference of $68.00/acre. As shown by the statistical difference in the hybrids, an economical 
difference did occur within the hybrids, thus the continued use of testing corn hybrids in local conditions is necessary for the 
advancement of hybrid genetics suited for this county. 

Acknowledgements 
I would like to take this opportunity to Thank Ring Brothers Farms for their resources, management and their many years of support 
of AgriLife Extension, to AgriLife Specialists Dr. Ronnie Schnell and Dr. Josh McGinty and to the Seed Companies for supplying the 
seed and their support of our programming efforts. 

Brand Hybrid 
Moisture Test Weight Yield 

% lb/bu bu/A 

Dyna-Gro D57VC51 13.6 d 59.0 d 111 a 
LG Seeds LG64C30 13.8 cd 59.0 d 108 a 
Dyna-Gro D54VC14 13.9 cd 58.7 d 105 ab 
Dekalb DKC67-44 14.2 ab 59.3 cd 104 abc 
Dekalb DKC68-69 14.4 a 60.0 bc 102 a-d 
Pioneer P2042 14.4 a 61.0 a 93 bcd 
LG Seeds LG68C22 14.0 bc 60.7 ab 91 cd 
LG Seed LG68C88 13.9 bc 59.3  cd 91  d 

 Mean 14.0  59.6  101  
 P>F 0.0002  0.0007  0.0231  
 LSD (0.05) 0.3  0.9  13  

  CV (%) 2.1   1.5   9.6   
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Texas Row Crops Newsletter 

By: Dr. Calvin Trostle, Extension Agronomy, TAMU Dept. of Soil & Crop Sciences, Lubbock 

REMAINING CROP STUBBLE after HARVEST - YOUR OPTIONS AND A MYTH 

Producers across Texas know that field crop stubble on fields offers potential benefits.  There is erosion control, the reduction of 
raindrop impact (protection of the soil surface), potential protection to a subsequent crop that is fragile in the seedling stage (e.g., 
cotton), etc.  USDA-NRCS often uses a rating scale for fields with stubble to estimate the erodibility.  Other programs through FSA 
may require at least 30% of the soil surface be covered with residues. 

But also, farmers note that in some instances substantial crop residues may curtail yields in a subsequent crop.  Perhaps the most 
common concern is that high amounts of crop residues, especially if they are incorporated near the planting of the next crop, lead to 
a tie up of nitrogen thus reducing growth of the next crop, at least in key early growth stages where components of yield potential 
may be determined.  College students in agronomy are often taught about the need to add supplemental N for a crop if there is a 
large amount of incorporated wheat stubble stimulating a great increase in soil microbial activity.  For residues, like wheat, where the 
ratio of carbon to nitrogen is above 20:1 then microbes are scavenging nitrogen so they can grow.  And if they are competing against 
a crop root the microbes win.  The crop must wait for recycled N or have supplemental N applications. 

In general, farmers likely view crop residues as a means to reduce evaporation of existing soil moisture.  This is generally true due to 
reduced wind speed at the soil surface, shading of the soil, etc.  But there are instances where this might be detrimental.  One 
example is published in Hockley/Cochran/Lamb AgriLife Extension IPM agent Kerry Siders’ August 13, 2020 newsletter (https://
hockley.agrilife.org/newsletters/ipm/).  In this example, wheat stubble appears to have potentially wicked moisture out of the soil thus 
reducing cotton yields. 

But in this example, the possible solution to the wheat stubble issue (or other residue) does not mean ‘soil incorporation,’ rather 
leaving the residues on the soil surface.  This would apply to most crop residue decisions.  Some farmers might like to think of the 
residue as a nutrient source, and they are correct.  There is a short-term (incorporation) vs. long-term aspect (leave stubble 
standing—no stalk cutting, no tillage) to this question.  The intermediate term comparison is tillage or cutting operations that leave the 
stubble on the surface.  This hastens breakdown, and in high residue situations this may be necessary at a minimum.  But for 
growers across the Texas, the windier your production environment then increasingly is the value of standing stubble. 

Your Planter Capability 

What you as a farmer do with crop residues may depend on your planter and how it is equipped to plant into higher residues.  (I will 
write later this year about my opinion on what a farmer’s most important piece of equipment is and why.)  A planter with the needed 
trash whippers, coulters, etc. enables you to plant into at least moderate residue environments.  This gives you the farmer an 
option.  You may be able to eliminate an expensive—and potentially erosive—tillage operation. 

Most planters are equipped with some sort of disk to move stubble or soil for desired seed placement.  Moving soil is more likely a 
priority in dryland farming in drier regions of Texas as you reach for sufficient soil moisture to germinate your seed.  The disk opener 
itself can serve as a cutting coulter in many cases, and that is all that is needed. 

Standard planter unit with no specialized equipment planting into thin sorghum/sudan stubble, Lubbock Co., TX.  In this instance the 
disk openers are doing a good job of cutting the stubble as the furrow is opened for cotton planting.  Heavier stubble might require 
use of the trash whipper disks to clear a narrow band for planting.  (This figure was published originally in an October 2018 Row 
Crops Newsletter on cover crops.) 

Higher biomass present on fields may present additional planting issues.  Corn production produces so much residues in some 
instances that direct planting for a subsequent crop is difficult if not impossible.  (But burning that residue or shipping it off as forage 
has a downside as well.)  Biomass that is five tons per acre or more would need substantial soil contact—surface contact, not 
necessarily incorporation) to degrade for ready planting the next year.  

Some dryland cover crop work in West Texas has produced several tons per acre of sorghum/sudan stubble.  A late fall observation 
might be “How could I possible plant into that next year?”  But after lots of wind and the gradual contact of residues with the soil, 
farmers at our demonstration sites agree they wouldn’t have too much trouble planting into the stubble.  The key is having a coulter 
to cut the residues, so they don’t hairpin around the planter unit. 
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Texas Row Crops Newsletter - Continued 

By: Dr. Calvin Trostle, Extension Agronomy, TAMU Dept. of Soil & Crop Sciences, Lubbock 

REMAINING CROP STUBBLE after HARVEST - YOUR OPTIONS AND A MYTH 

November high sorghum/sudan biomass from a summer cover crop with intent plant a spring crop into untouched biomass (Lamesa, 
TX).  This looks difficult for later planting, but after a winter and spring of wind and some precipitation, direct planting conditions 
appear manageable without tillage if a planter is equipped properly.  In this case area farmers said they would have no problem 
planting if they used a coulter to cut the biomass in front of the planter unit. 

Plowing in Crop Residues for Organic Matter—A Trostle Agricultural Pet Peeve 

In my region of the Texas South Plains most farming is cotton.  Cotton doesn’t produce much residue, but more farmers now 
recognize that even allowing the cotton stalks to stand to near planting the next cotton crop offers some slight advantages on erosion 
protection.  But more commonly in the low residue system of continuous cotton, occasionally the cotton fails, and farmers may plant 
grain sorghum as a catch crop.  When that crop is harvested, the response of some farmers is to plow the sorghum assuming it will 
increase organic matter.  Wait a minute! 

As one moves from humid to semi-arid regions of Texas, whether far south Texas back from the Gulf Coast, or through the Rolling 
Plains into the High Plains, soil organic matter levels decline.  It is common in the Lubbock region to find soil test reports with 0.3% 
carbon (C) which would be about 0.5% organic matter (OM).  This is unbelievably low.  But if sorghum residues are plowed in that 
should increase OM? 

For example, a farmer ekes out a 2,000 lb./A catch crop sorghum yield on dryland near Lubbock after a failed cotton crop.  That 
would be about 3,000 lbs. of dry matter from the stubble, leaves, and threshed head.  That is somewhat marginal in protecting the 
soil from strong winds, but if left standing it can help.  Is this a tradeoff versus incorporating the stubble?  Yes, it is.  And, importantly, 
because the typical soil in West Texas tends to be sandy it does not afford good stability to soil organic matter.  Tillage disturbs the 
little organic matter you have.  Yes, some of above-ground stubble if incorporated does become stable long-term organic matter.  But 
the tillage operation disturbs some of the organic matter you already had.  

So, incorporating that stubble, at least in this drier situation, is likely and merely only an exchange of organic matter.  It is probably 
not an increase in soil OM.  And in the process you have lost the value of the residue to protect the soil from erosion. 

But there is a silver lining here:  the potential slow increase in soil organic matter in this scenario comes from the roots.  Left 
undisturbed this contributes to soil organic matter without the potential losses of what you already have. 

If you are in a wetter region of Texas and you have 2% or more organic matter, then consider that a blessing.  It means you also 
have more rain. 

An Additional Downside to Reduced Stubble Value—Harvesting for Forage 

Stubble harvest for forage may be an attractive source of additional income.  Corn farmers in the Texas Panhandle often bale stalks 
to reduce biomass on the field so they can sometimes plant fall small grains.  But apart from forage harvest reducing erosion 
protection, there is a hidden downside that too many growers don’t consider.  Crop residues that leave the field are removing 
nutrients from your cropping system.  Is it a lot?  Or a little? 

Most farmers that occasionally sell stubble, in contrast to a regular forage grower who is likely to account for nutrient removal in 
forages, usually don’t count the replacement cost of the nutrients.  For many stubbles of corn, grain sorghum, perhaps wheat, protein 
content can be in the range of 5 to 6%.  For simplicity, in general 6.25% crude protein is about 1% N.  So, for each ton of residue 
removed, you are taking off about 20 lbs. of N.  At today’s N cost that typically has a value of about $10-13 per ton.  I estimate the 
value of all remaining nutrients (P, K, S, micronutrients) is about 1/4 to 1/3 the value of nitrogen.  So, a ton of stubble may remove 
about $13-18 of nutrient value from your cropping system. 

Is the price you are receiving for the stubble—which is not high—accounting for this?  When I ask farmers about it, most are not 
accounting for nutrient removal.  If you are getting $30-40/ton for the stubble, then as much as half of that income would be needed 
to replenish nutrients.  The stubble sales may seem like free income, but it may not be a good deal.  
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Name _____________________________________ 

       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                                                                              
 

Soil, Water and Forage Testing Laboratory 
Department of Soil and Crop Sciences 
Texas AgriLife Extension Service P20PLANT/FORAGE SAMPLE INFORMATION FORM

Please submit this completed form and payment with samples.  Mark each sample bag with your sample identification and ensure that 
 It corresponds with the sample identification written on this form.  *See sampling and mailing instructions on the back of this form. 

(PLEASE DO NOT SEND CASH) 

CLIENT NAME: 

Name ___________________________________________ 
 
Mailing Address ____________________________________ 
 
City ____________________________State_____ Zip _____ 

County where sampled ___________________ 
 
Phone  _________________________________ 
 
Email*    __________________________ 

SUBMITTAL AND INVOICE INFORMATION: This information will be used for all official invoicing and communication.                       Sheet ___ of ____

Client name only included on result reports. 

                                                                                     SAMPLE INFORMATION (Required)                                                            (See options listed below) 

 Laboratory  #             Your Sample                        Sample Type and Usage:                  Livestock to be Fed:                   Requested 
 (For Lab Use)                    I.D.                  (Bermuda, Wheat, Pecan, etc.)(Feed, Hay, Silage or Plant Tissue)       (Beef, Dairy, Horse, Goat, and etc.)                        Analyses 

    1 2345   
6 7 8 9 10  
11  

    1 23 45   
6 7 8 9 10  
11  

    1 23 45   
6 7 8 9 10  
11  

    1 23 45   
6 7 8 9 10  
11  

   1 23 45   
6 7 8 9 10  
11  

 

1. Protein (101)                           $5 per sample
2. Protein + Nitrates in forages (102)                                            $12 per sample
3. Protein + Minerals  (P, K, Ca, Mg, Na, S, Fe Cu, Mn, Zn and B) (103)      $18 per sample
4. Protein + Acid Detergent Fiber (ADF) (104)                        $14 per sample
    (TDN and energy calculated) 

5. Protein + ADF + Nitrates (105)         $21 per sample
6. Protein + Minerals + ADF (106)         $26 per sample
7. *NIR Analysis*  Recommended as best overall forage analyses suite 
    (Protein, Fiber, TDN, IVTD--pure grass, alfalfa, and clovers only)  (107)                       $8 per sample
8. Nitrates in forages (108)                            $7 per sample

 9. Nitrate-N in plant tissue (109)      $7 per sample
10. Nitrogen + Minerals (P, K, Ca, Mg, Na, S, Fe Cu, Mn, Zn, B) (110)    $18 per sample
11. Total Nitrogen only (111)                                                     $5 per sample
Hardcopy mailed to address listed above                               $2 per invoice 
 
Contact laboratory to determine services available beyond the suite 
analyses listed to the left or above.              

Pricing valid until 12-31-2020. 
 

The latest form can be downloaded at the laboratory’s website.  
http://soiltesting.tamu.edu 

Lab Use only 
 

*A $2.00 mail fee will be charged for all invoice and sample results mailed via USPS.  Results and invoice can be emailed in PDF 
form for free.                                                                                                                                             email results  Charge $2 for mailing    
 

We strongly suggest emailing the laboratory at soiltesting@tamu.edu prior to shipping your samples.  This will provide the laboratory a 
valid email address for returning your results and invoice.  Bounced emails will be billed $2 and a hardcopy will be mailed to the address 
listed above. 

Payment (DO NOT SEND CASH) 
 Check/ Money Order (keep your M.O. receipt) 
 

Amount Paid $___________________________ 
Make Checks Payable to: Soil Testing Laboratory 
 Prepayment on Aggie Marketplace Payment  
       
     Order Number__________________________ 
 Extension of Credit-Bill, AG-257 on file 
Samples will not be processed if payment is not received or a valid AG-257 is not 
on file with Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service.  See website for more 
information on form AG-257. 



-------------------------Available Services------------------------- 
Analyses are conducted on all feeding commodities including hay, pasture cubes, silage, green chop, mixed feeds and 
concentrates, as well as plant tissue samples and other plant materials (i.e., litter, composts or manure samples). All samples 
are analyzed with the understanding that the results are not in any way associated with feed control regulations.   

Sample Collection 
  

Field Sampling for Hay Production 
 In 10 - 15 areas within a given location or field (not to exceed 40 acres), take 1 random subsample. 
 Grasp a handful of the forage and cut at normal haying height. 
 Combine all 10 - 15 subsamples and place into an appropriate paper sack or envelope (avoid using plastic bags, fertilizer bags, or feed 

sacks, as these containers may produce inaccurate results). 
 Label sack or envelope with appropriate identification for field.  
 

Field Sampling for Grazing Purposes 
 Sample as described above but cut at normal grazing height.  
 

Sampling Bales 
 Use a Penn State or similar hay probe to sample hay bales (grab samples from the edge of the bale often provide inaccurate results). 
 Take one core per each 5 large round bales (1 subcore for each 100 small square bales). Combine all subsamples and mix thoroughly. 
 Package and label as described above. 
 If a probe is not available, carefully collect representative samples by hand. Cut hay into stem lengths of 3 inches or less, carefully 

preventing leaf loss.  
 

Plant/Tissue Samples 
 Collect approximately 25 leaves from representative plants. 
 Rinse leaves with a 1% HCl solution and rinse with distilled water, if foliar nutrient applications have been made. 
 Allow leaves to air dry, then package and label as described above. 
 If it is not possible to wash the leaves prior to sending, please indicate so that the leaves will be washed upon receipt. 
 

Forage Samples 
 Silage should be collected in sealable plastic bags. 
 Forage nitrate samples should be collected from the lower part of the plant stems that might be grazed or cut for hay. 
 The laboratory does not test for prussic acid in hay. 
 
NIR Analysis  
 NIR analysis is valid only for cool season and warm season grasses, alfalfa, and common clovers. 
 NIR analysis data are valid for protein, acid and neutral detergent fiber, TDN, and energy values. 
 

Other Sample Types 
 Manure and litter samples should be submitted on the laboratory’s Biosoild form. 
 Fertilizer and similar inorganic materials should not be submitted on either the Plant/Forage or Biosolid forms.  Please contact the 

laboratory requiring its ability to process these type of samples. 
 

Shipping Samples 
 Complete this information form. 
 Enclose completed information form and payment in package. 

PAYMENT 
 Payment must be included with samples, prepaid on Aggie Marketplace or a completed AG-257 must be on file for 

samples to be processed.  Go to the laboratory website for easy access to the Aggie Marketplace payment option. 
Please note that the price is per sample.  The AG-257 is attached or can be located at 
https://agrilifeas.tamu.edu/documents/ag-257.pdf/ 

 Address the letter and package to the following address (United States Postal Service): 
United States Postal Service    Other Couriers (FedEx. UPS, etc.) 

 
Soil, Water and Forage Testing Laboratory              Soil, Water and Forage Testing Laboratory 
2478 TAMU       2610 F&B Road 
College Station, TX  77843-2478                          College Station, TX 77845 

                                                                                               Phone: (979) 845-4816 

Website: soiltesting.tamu.edu                                   Email:  soiltesting@tamu.edu 
 

Educational programs conducted by the Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service serve people of all ages regardless of socio-economic level, 
race, color,  sex, religion, handicap or national origin. 
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Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service, San Patricio County 
So often in Agriculture, there is not a simple answer to a simple question. 

Disclaimer - the information herein is for informational purposes only.  
Reference to commercial products or trade names is made with the 
understanding that no discrimination is intended and no endorsement by the 
Texas  A&M AgriLife Extension is implied.  Educational programs of the 
Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service are open to all people without regard 
to race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, disability, genetic 
information or veteran status. 
Individuals with disabilities who require an auxiliary aid, service, or 
accommodation in order to participate in any Extension event are 
encouraged to contact their County Extension Office at 361-587-3400 
at least one week in advance of the program in order for proper 
arrangements to be made.  

In the event of a name, address or phone number change please contact 
the office at: 

 Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service  

 219 N. Vineyard Attn: Ag/NR 

 Sinton, Texas 78387 
 (361) 587-3400  

Visit us online! 
http://sanpatricio.agrilife.org 
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