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Abstract 

Pesticide Movement and water Management 

by 

Majid Ehteshami and Richard c. Peralta 

Agricultural chemicals are essential components of 

agricultural production systems in the United states. Pesticides 

control weeds, insects, and have had an important role in 

increasing agricultural productivity in the last 50 years, despite 

diminishing crop land acreage. The benefits of chemicals use 

options in agriculture must be balanced against potential 

contamination of surface water and ground water resources. This 

study shows the effect of water management practices on pesticide 

movement and its potential pollution to ground water. It indicates 

that careful use of pesticides, water management practices and 

irrigation system design alternatives could cause a major reduction 

in ground water contamination potential. 

Introduction 

With increased attention on ground water issues, conflicts in 

regard to maintaining surface water and ground water quality have 

become apparent. Conservation practices that reduce surface run­

off while enhancing of infiltration have been associated with 

increased potential for pesticide transport to ground water. 

Pesticides include organic and inorganic chemicals used as: 

insecticides, herbicides, fungicides, rodenticides, fumigants, 

disinfectants, plant growth regulators and other related 



substances. At the present, about 45,000 pesticides products are 

marketed in the US. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

estimates that about 70 percent of all pesticides used in the 

country are applied in agricultural production, 7 percent in home 

and garden settings, and the remaining 2 3 percent in forestry, 

industry and government programs (Figure 1). 

In Utah, ground water is a valuable and necessary resource. 

About 63 percent of Utah's population depends on ground water for 

drinking supplies (Waddell, 1987). In rural areas ground water is 

often the only source of drinking water. However, in some of these 

same areas, ground water is close to the surface and, therefore, 

easily subject to contamination by agricultural chemicals. There 

are up to 50, 000 wells statewide supplying water for various 

purposes. There is some degradation of ground water quality in 

several areas caused by urbanization (Figure 2). Ground water 

contamination is caused by agricultural use of pesticides, 

irrigation practices, leachate from mine and mill tailing and 

surface impoundments. Contamination from many organic compounds 

has been detected in the shallow zones of some of the basin-fill 

aquifers but has not been detected in the deeper zones. 

Consideration of site specific conditions and the individual 

physicaljchemical properties of potential pollutants is a 

prerequisite for prevention of water quality deterioration in an 

environment of intense agriculture. Design and development of 

pesticide management to protect both surface water and ground water 

requires use of a combination of management strategies. 



The benefits of chemical and physical management options in 

agriculture must be balanced against potential contamination of 

surface water and ground water resources. All agricultural 

chemicals are soluble to some degree in water and therefore subject 

to transport within the hydrologic cycle. Concern over non point 

source pollution of water resources has intensified with increased 

reliance on use of chemicals and increased demand on water 

resources in agricultural systems. Links has been associated 

between surface and ground water quality and certain agricultural 

practices. 

Farm managers are caught in the dilemma of maintaining a 

profitable operation while sharing public concern over health 

hazard to their water supply. Many farmers see limited options 

adopted on the recommendation of both university and industry 

scientists. The challenge is to develope management strategies 

that optimize the benefit of agricultural chemicals and minimize 

the risk of non point source pollution. 

Results and Discussions 

Design and recommendation of best management practices BMP's 

to protect both surface water and ground water quality may require 

use of combination of management strategies. A combination of 

BMP's may resolve the apparent conflict between protecting surface 

water and ground water quality. Preventing water quality 

deterioration in an environmental of intense chemical management 

in agriculture will also require consideration of site specific 



condition and individual physical/chemical properties of potential 

pollutant. 

The use of pesticide is considered necessary for economically 

successful agriculture systems. Sound pesticide management 

involves use of practiced design to retain the applied chemical on 

site and within the rooting zone (Figure 3). This Figure shows 

interaction between use of alternative irrigation water management 

and pesticide movement beyond the root zone. It also shows 

reactions of pesticides in the vadose zone such as adsorption, 

volatilization, crop removal, chemical decompositions, and 

biological degradation. The ultimate goal of any BMP's should be 

consider such management practices that would keep pesticides in 

their target site, or in root zone. 

Figure 4 is a geographical representation of counties in Utah 

and indicates those counties which are more vulnerable to ground 

water contamination as a result of agricultural practices (Eisele 

at el., 1989). These results are based on the survey done on 1988-

1989 by extension agents of Utah State University. Figures 5 and 

6 was developed as a result of this survey and consequent analyses 

done to screen the potential hazardous pesticides used in State of 

Utah. The information on water quality and agricultural management 

practices are obtained from recent state-of-the-art literature 

reviews, simulation modes, water quality monograghes, and symposium 

publications. These Figures are indicators of the extent of 

pesticide usage in Utah county and potential hazardous to the 

quality of ground water that can be posed by extensive use of these 

particular pesticides. 



Managing the type, amount, formulation, placement, and timing 

of pesticide applications are a practice that will accomplish both 

pest control and water quality goals. Selection of the appropriate 

array of pest management practices will control organisms and 

minimize potential contamination of water resources and non-target 

organisms. Critical pesticide management practices to decrease the 

potential for surface and subsurface transport include: a. 

reduction of pesticide applied; b. timing of application relative 

to run-off events; and c. selection of appropriate chemical and 

formulation for site conditions. 

Selection criteria for the type of pesticide should include 

consideration of 1. target species; 2. pesticide characteristics 

such as pesticide degradation, soil adsorption coefficient and 

solubility. Site characteristic such as soil texture and organic 

matter content, geology, depth to ground water, proximity to well 

heads, proximity to surface water, topography, and climate. 

Pesticides that minimize these pollution characteristic should be 

selected. Substitution of less toxic, less mobile, less 

persistent, and more selective chemicals to meet pest control 

objectives is an important management alternative. Figures 7 to 

10 are indicating the importance of appropriate selection of 

pesticides. This Pesticides can be used as alternative to 

pesticide which is more leachable and consequently have more 

potential for ground water contamination. These pesticides have 

similar affect for pest control on the indicated crop. This 

selection of alternative pesticides to reduce species resistance, 

use of less persistent chemicals and consideration of chemical 



transport mode, will reduce chemical loading and potential for off­

site transport and its pollution potential. 

Timing and amount of pesticides application in relation to 

local environment conditions, temperature, and especially rainfall 

determines potential of surface and sub-surface pesticide transport 

and degradation characteristics. Timing of application by crop 

stage may reduce leaching losses depending on whether multiple 

post-emergence applications are required to a single pre-emergence 

application. Restriction of a single application prior to 

anticipated storm events may be more effective in reducing surface 

and deep leaching losses of pesticides than most soil and water 

conservation practices. Figure 11 shows the effect of different 

application date on pesticide mobility. It indicates importance 

of timing in relation to local environmental conditions such as 

heavy rainfall or irrigation after pesticide application. 

Conservation practices and appropriate selection of irrigation 

systems could reduce also the potential of pesticide contamination 

for ground water. Figure 12 shows the reduction of pesticide 

leaching to ground water by almost %50 when a more selective system 

was considered. This reduction is caused by more uniform 

application of irrigation water and less leaching beyond the root 

zone. Application methods including aerial, ground, and 

chemigation all influence the partitioning and potential transport 

of pesticides. Proper application rates and careful application 

to target site insure effective use of the applied pesticide. 

Losses of pesticides transported exclusively by over irrigation and 

not proper design selection are reduced significantly by 



implementation of a educated design alternative. For pesticides 

lost primarily in the dissolved phase leaching beyond the target 

root zone, would decreases by improving the quality if the applied 

water, primarily increasing the surface water application 

efficiency. Figures 13 is indicating the decrease in potential of 

pesticides leaching to non target area (beyond the root zone) by 

improving the irrigation application efficiency. 

Irrigation and water management are critical factors in 

pesticide leaching. Areas with significant irrigation and heavy 

levels of pesticides have experienced significant increases in 

pesticide contamination of ground water. Leaching losses are 

increased with irrigation of shallow rooted crops on sandy soils. 

Accumulated pesticides in irrigated soils will be leached past the 

rooting zone when excess irrigation water is applied to reduce salt 

accumulation in the surface soil. On sandy soils excess pesticides 

will accumulate in the soil during cropping season with a low 

moisture input. These excess pesticide may be available for 

leaching with a heavy rain or repeated irrigation. 

Assessing of potential off-site transport of chemicals by run­

off or leaching losses prior to application will provide essential 

information on selection of pesticide appropriate for a specific 

site. Computer models have used for representing the current 

figures shown in this paper. Figures 14 and 15 was developed to 

demonstrate the importance of selection of a proper design criteria 

for a particular site. It indicates that by choosing a proper 

inflow to the head of a furrow or by having a appropriate length 

of run, pesticide leaching would be reduced by %45. This could be 



an important factor for reducing the ground water contamination 

potential when there is a limited chaise of different management 

practices such as use of alternative pesticides. 

Prevention of surface water and ground water contamination by 

implementation of rational pesticide practices is a cost effective 

measure to protect a limited water resources. Soil and 

agricultural managers should also be aware of the economic benefits 

of management practices that keep agricultural chemical within the 

root zone. 

Run-off, leaching and volatile losses of applied chemicals 

degrade water quality and also represent production input losses. 

Pesticides beyond crop growth and yield requirements and excessive 

application of pesticides would result in sub surface and surface 

leaching, and volatile losses of applied chemicals. These 

practices are cost ineffective. Chemicals removed by run-off and 

leaching are not available for plant growth and pest control. Use 

of pesticide conservation practices will have both short term and 

long term economic benefits. Voluntary adoption and cost sharing 

and selection of sound chemical management are superior alternative 

to regulatory mandates. Implementation of sound pesticide 

management practices has water quality, crop production and 

economic return benefits. 

conclusions 

It was demonstrated that a proper pesticide selection or a 

appropriate management alternative in irrigation systems could 

reduce the potential pesticide contamination of ground water. The 



relative risk posed by alternative use of pesticides for particular 

crops presented graphically. This is helpful to farmers and 

pesticide users showing a frame of reference for voluntary reducing 

the potential for non-point source pollution. Chose of alternative 

irrigation management and selection of proper irrigation design 

parameters was demonstrated. It could be an alternative approach 

for reducing pollution potential to our water resources. A 

appropriate water management selection could reduce pesticide 

movement and its leaching effect out of root zone. These practices 

could consequently decease potential of ground water contamination 

caused by use of pesticides. 



References 

Aller, L., T. Bennett, J .H. Lehr, R.J. Petty. 1985. "DRASTIC: A 
Standardized System for Evaluating Ground Water Pollution Potential 
Using Hydrogeological Settings". U.s Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

Appel, Cynthia, L. David W. Clark, and Paul E. Fairbanks. 1982. 
"Selected hydrologic data for Norther Utah Valley, Utah, 1935-82 11 • 
u.s. Geological Survey. 

Baker, C.H. Jr. 1970. "Water resources of the Heber-Kamas-Park city 
area, north-central, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Barnes, R.P. and M.G. Croft. 1986. "Ground water quality protection 
strategy for the state of Utah". Utah Dept. of Health. 

Bjorklund, L.J. 1969. "Reconnaissance 
of the upper Fremont River Valley, 
Geological Survey. 

of the groundwater resources 
Wayne County, Utah" . U. S. 

Bjorklund, L.J. and L.J. McGreevy. 1974. "Groundwater resources of 
the lower Bear River drainage basin, Box Elder County, Utah". u.s. 
Geological Survey. 

Bjorklund, L.J. and L.J. McGreevy. 1971. "Groundwater resources of 
Cache Valley, Utah and Idaho". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Bjorklund, L.J. and L.J. McGreevy. 1973. "Selected hydrologic 
lower Bear River drainage basins, Box Elder County, Utah". 
Geological Survey. 

data, 
u.s. 

Bjorklund, L.J., C.T. Sumsion, and G.W. Sandberg. 1977. "Selected 
hydrologic data, Parowan Valley and Cedar City Valley drainage 
basins, Iron County, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Blanchard, P.J. 1986. "Groundwater conditions in the Lake Powell 
area, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Boke, E.L. and K.M. Waddell. 1972. "Groundwater conditions in the 
East shore area, Box Elder, Davis and Weber Counties, Utah, 1960-
6911. U.s. Geological Survey. 

Belke, E.L. and C.T. Sumsion. 1978. "Hydrologic reconnaissance of 
the Fish Springs Flat are, Tooele, Juab, and Millard Counties, 
Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Belke, E.L. and Don Price. 1972. "Hydrologic reconnaissance of the 
Blue Creek Valley area, Box Elder County, Utah". U.S. Geological 
Survey. 

Canter, L.W., R.C. Knox and D.M. Fairchild. 1988. "Ground Water 
Quality Protection". Lewis Publishers Inc. 



Capizzi, D. 1988. "Water quality technical workshop". u.s. Dept. 
of Ag. and s.c.s .. Fort Worth, Tx. Oct. 3-7. 

Carpenter, C.H. and R.A. Young. 1963. "Groundwater data, central 
Sevier Valley, parts of Sanpete, Sevier, and Piute Counties, Utah". 
u.s. Geological Survey. 

Carpenter, C.H., G.B. Robinson, Jr., and L.J. Bjorklund. 1964. 
"Selected hydrologic data, upper Sevier River basin, Utah". u.s. 
Geological Survey. 

Carsel, R., R.L. Jones, J.L. Hansen, R.L. Lamb, and M.P. Anderson. 
1988. "A Simulation Procedure for Groundwater Quality Assessments 
of Pesticide". Journal of Contaminant Hydrology. 2(1988) 125-138. 

Carsel, R.C., N. Smith, L.A. Mulkey. 1984. "User manual for the 
pesticide root zone model ( PRZM) ". U.S Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

Cordova, R.M. 1981. "Groundwater conditions in the Upper Virgin 
River and Kanab Creek basins area, Utah, with emphasis on the 
Navajo Sandstone". U.S. Geological Survey. 

Cordova, R.M. 1978. "Groundwater conditions in the Navajo Sandstone 
in the central Virgin River basin, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Bjorklund, L.J., C.T. Sumsion, and G.W. Sandberg. 1978. 
"Groundwater resources of the Parowan-Cedar City drainage basin, 
Iron County, Utah". U.s. Geological Survey. 

Cordova, R.M. 1970. "Groundwater conditions in southern Utah Valley 
and Goshen Valley, Utah". U.S. Geological survey. 

Cordova, R.M. 1969. "Selected hydrologic data, southern Utah and 
Goshen Valleys, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Cordova, R.M., G.W. 
"Groundwater conditions 
u.s. Geological Survey. 

Sandberg, and Wilson McConkie. 1972. 
in the central Virgin River Basin, Utah". 

DelRoy, A. 1988. "Water quality technical workshop". Ogden, Utah. 
U.S. Dept of Agriculture and Soil Conservation Servive. 

Deway, H. 1988. "Water quality technical workshop". Fort Worth, Tx. 
Oct. 3-7. u.s. Dept of Agriculture and Soil Conservation Servive. 

Eisele, H., M. Ehteshami, R.C. Peralta, H.M. Deer, T. Tindall. 
1989. "Agricultural Pesticide Hazard to Ground Water in Utah". 
Vol. I & II., Ag. & Irrigation Engineering Dept. and University 
Extension Services. Utah State University. Logan. Utah. 

Enright Michael and Walter F. Holmes. 1982. "Selected ground-water 
data, Sevier Desert, Utah, 1935-82 11 • u.s. Geological Survey. 



Gates, Joseph s., Judy I. Steiger, and Ronald T. Green. 1984. 
"Groundwater reconnaissance of the central Weber River area, Morgan 
and Summit Counties, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Goss, Don. 1988. "SOI: Soil ratings for pesticide leaching and 
surface loss potentials". Soil Conservation Service. u.s. Dept of 
Agriculture. 

Hahl, D.C. and J.C. Mundorff. 1968. "An appraisal of the quality 
of surface water in the Sevier Lake Basin, Utah". u.s. Geological 
Survey. 

Hansen, V.E., o.w. Israelsen, G. E. Stringham. 1980. "Irrigation 
principales and practices". John Wiley and Sons, New York. 

Hargreaves, G.H., Z.A. Samani. 1985. "Reference crop 
evapotranspiration from ambient air temperature". Presented at 
Winter Meeting American Society of Agricultural Engineering, Hyatt 
Regency, Chicago IL. 

Hely, A. G., 
climatologic 
Survey. 

R.W. Mower, and C.A. Horr. 1968. 
data, 1967, Salt Lake County, Utah". 

"Hydrologic and 
u.s. Geological 

Hely, A.G., R.W. Mower, and C.A. Harr. 1971. "Summary of water 
resources of Salt Lake County, Utah". U.S. Geological Survey. 

Hill, R.W., C.E. Brockway, R.W. Burman, L.N. Allen, c.w. Robison. 
1987. "Field verification of empirical method for estimating 
depletion". Research Peport 125. Appendices F and G. Utah 
Agricultural Experiment Station. Utah state university, Logan, 
Utah. 

Hillel, D. and R.S. Baker. 1988. "A descriptive theory of fingering 
during into layered soils". Soil Science, Vol.146 No.1. 

Holmes, W.F. 1984. "Groundwater hydrology and projected effects of 
groundwater withdrawals in the Sevier Desert, Utah". u.s. 
Geological Survey. 

Holmes, W.F., K.R. Thompson, and Michael Enright. 1972. "Water 
resources with emphasis on ground water of the Park city area, 
Utah, Summit County". U.S. Geological Survey. 

Hood, J.W. and T.W. Danielson. 1979. "Aquifer tests of the Navajo 
Sandstone near Caineville, Wayne County, Utah". U.S. Geological 
Survey. 

Hood, J.W. and D.J. 1984. "Patterson Bedrock aquifers in the 
northern San Rafael Swell area, Utah, with special emphasis on the 
Navajo Sandstone". U.S. Geological Survey. 

Hood, J. W. 1977. "Hydrologic evaluation of the upper Duchesne River 
Valley, northern, Uinta Basin area, Utah". u.s. Geological survey. 



Hood, J.W. 1971. "Hydrologic reconnaissance of Hansel Valley and 
northern Rozel Flat, Box Elder County 1 Utah". U.S. Geological 
Survey. 

Hood, J. w. 1972. "Hydrologic reconnaissance of the Promontory 
Mountains area, Box Elder County, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Hood, J.W. 1976. "Characteristics of aquifers in the northern Uinta 
Basin area, Utah and Colorado". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Hood, J.W. and T.W. Danielson. 1980. "Bedrock aquifers in the lower 
Dirty Devil River basin area, Utah with special emphasis on the 
Navajo Sandstone". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Hood, J.W., J.C. Mundorff, 
hydrologic data, Uinta Basin 
Geological Survey. 

and Don Price. 
area, Utah and 

1976. ''Selected 
Colorado" . u. s. 

Hornsby, A. G. 1988. "Water quality technical workshop". Fort Worth, 
Tx. Oct. 3-7. U.S. Dept of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Servive 
and Extention service. 

Jury, W.A., D.D. Focht, and W,J. Farmer. 1987. "Evaluation of 
Pesticide Pollution Potential from Standard Indices of Soil­
Chemical Adsorption and Biodegradation". 1987. Journal of 
Enviromental Quality, 16:(4) 422-428. 

Jury, M.A., D.D. Focht, and W.J. Farmer. 1987. "Evaluation of 
Pesticide Ground Water Pollution Potential from Standard Indices 
of Soil-Chemical Adsorption and Biodegradation". Journal of 
Enviromental Quality, 16:422-426. 

Knisel, W.G. 1980. "CREAMS: A field scale model for chemical, 
runoff and erosion from agricultural management systems". U.S. 
Dept. of Agriculture, Science and Educational Administration 
,conservation. Research report No.26, 643pp. 

Leonard, R., w. Knisel, D. Still. 1987. "GLEAMS: Groundwater 
loading effects of agricultural management systems". U.S. Dept of 
Agriculture. 

Leonard, R., W. Knisel, "Weed Technology". 1988. 

Leonard, R.A., A. Shirmohammadi, A.W. Johnson, L.R. Marti. 1988. 
"Pesticide Transport in Shallow Groundwater". TRANSACTIONS of the 
ASAE, Vol. 31(3):776-788. 

Leonard, R.A., W.G. Knisel, D.A. Still. 1987. "Gleams: Ground Water 
Loading Effect of Agricultural Management Systems". ASAE, Vol. 30, 
No.5, 1403-1418. 



Leonard, R.A., W.G. Knisel, F.M. 
"Modeling pesticide metabolite 
Irrigation and Drainage. 

Davis and A. W. Johnson. 
transport with CREAMS". 

1988. 
ASCE, 

League, K.M., R.S. Yost, R.E. Green, T.C. Liang. 1989. 
in a Pesticide Leaching Assessment for Hawaii". 
contaminant Hydrology, 4. 139-161. 

"Uncertainty 
Journal of 

McGreevy, L.J. and L.J. Bjorlund. 1970. "Selected hydrologic data, 
Cache Valley, Utah and Idaho". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Moore, J.S. 1988. "SEEPAGE: A system for early evaluation of the 
pollution potential of agricultural groundwater environments". Soil 
Conservation Service, Northeast National Technical Center, Chester, 
Pa. 

Mower, R.W. 1978. "Hydrology of the Beaver Valley area, Beaver 
County, Utah, with emphasis on ground water". U.S. Geological 
Survey. 

Mower, R.W. 1978. 
Escalante Desert, 
Geological Survey. 

"Hydrology 
Utah, with 

of the 
emphasis 

Beryl-Enterprise 
on groundwater". 

Nofziger, D.L. and A.G. Hornsby. 1986. "A Microcomputer-Based 
Management Tool for chemical movement in soil". Applied 
Agricultural Research. vol.l, No.1, pp 50-56 

Nofziger, D.L. and A.G. Hornsby. 1988. "Chemical Movement in 
layered Soils: User's Manual". Agricultural Experiment station, 
Ddivision of Agriculture, Oklahoma State University. 

Nofziger, D.L. and A.G. Hornsby. 1986. 
Management Tool for Chemical Movement 
Agricultural Research, 1:50-56. 

"A Microcomputer-based 
in Soil". Applied 

Oki, D.S. and T.W. Giambelluca. 1987. DBCP, EDB, and TCP 
Contamination of Ground Water in Hawaii. Ground Water, Vol 25, No. 
6, Nov-Dec. 

Olexa, M.T. 1984. "Regulations governing the use of agricultural 
pesticides". Pesticide impact and assessment project manual. No.3. 

Oliver, G.R. 1987. "Agriculture, The Environment, and Leaching", 
Proceedings of a conference held on agricultural chemicals and 
groundwater protection. 

Parsons, D.W. 1988. Extension Bulletin. Oregano state University 
Extension Services. 

Pionke, H.B., D.E. Glotfelty, A.D. Lucas, and J.B. Urban. 1988. 
"Pesticide Contamination of Groundwater in the Mahantango creek 
Watershed". Journal of Enviromental Quality, 17:76-84. 



Rao, P.S.C., R.S. Mansell, L.B. Baldwin, and M.F. Laurent. 1983. 
"Pesticides and thier Behavior in Soil and Water. Soil Science 
Fact Sheet, Sept. 1983. Florida cooperative extension service. 
Uinv. of Florida. 

Rao, P.S.C., A.G. Hornsby, and R.E. Jessup. 1985. "Indices for 
Ranking the Potential for Pesticide Contamination of Groundwater". 
Soil and Crop Science Society of Florida, Symposium, Proceeding, 
Volume 44, 1-8. 

Rao, P.S.C., M.P. Rao, and B.S. Anderson. 1988. "Organic 
Pollution In Groundwater: 2. Risk Assessment". Soil Science Fact 
Sheet , March 19 8 8 . ..:F~l,_,o,_.r~l.._,· d..,a,._c"""o,o~pe;;e,..r,_,a"-'t"'l.=.' v"-"'e-"'e"'x"'t"e'-'n-"s"-'l."'' o"'-n._.__,s.s;ec;r'-'v'-'i..,c,_,e~, _U"'-"i""n'-'v'-'.'---'o""'f"­
Florida. 

Robinson, G.B. Jr. 1968. "Selected hydrologic data, San Pitch River 
drainage basin, Utah". u.s. Geological Survey. 

Samani, Z .A., M. Pessarakli. 1986. "Estimating Potential Crop 
evapotranspiration with minimum data in Arizona". ASAE Vol.29, No. 
2, pp 522-524. 
Stephens, J.C. 1976. "Hydrologic reconnaissance of the Pine Valley 
drainage basin, Millard, Beaver, and Iron Counties, Utah". U.S. 
Geological Survey. 

Stephens, J.C. 1977. "Hydrologic reconnaissance of the Tule Valley 
drainage basin, Juab and Millard Counties, Utah". u.s. Geological 
survey. 

Street, J.C. and R. D. Gibson. 1978. "Utah Agricultural Pesticide 
Using Survey". Utah Pesticide Impact Assessment Program. Utah 
State University. Logan. Utah. 

Subitzky Seymour 1962. "Records of selected wells and springs, 
selected drillers' logs of wells, and chemical analyses of ground 
and surface water, northern Utah Valley, Utah County, Utah". u.s. 
Geological Survey. 

Sumsion, C.T. 1971. "Geology and water resources of the Spanish 
Valley area, Grand and San Juan Counties, Utah". u.s. Geological 
Survey. 

Todd, D.K. 1980. "Ground water hydrology". 2ed., Willy, New York. 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Pesticide and Toxic 
Substances. 1987. "Agricultural chemicals in ground water: Proposed 
pesticide strategy". U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Office 
of Pesticide and Toxic Substances. 

Waddell, K.M., R.L. Seiler, M. Santini, 
"Groundwater conditions in Salt Lake Valley, 
predicted effects of increased withdrawals 
Geological Survey. 

and D.K. Solomon. 
utah, 1969-83, and 
from wells". u.s. 



Waddell, K.M., J.E. Dodge, D.W. Darby, and S.M. Theobald. 1980. 
"Selected hydrologic data, Price River Basin, Utah, water years 
1979 and 1980 11

• u.s. Geological Survey. 

Waddell, K.M. 1987. "Utah ground water quality". u.s. Geological 
Survey, Open-File Report 87-0757. 

Wilson, L., M.E. Olsen, T.B. Hutchings, A.R. Southard and A.J. 
Erickson. 1975. "Soils of Utah". Aaricultural Exoeriment station. 
Bulletin 492. Utah state University. Logan. Utah. 

Wilson, L., M.E. Olsen, T.B. Hutchings, A.R. Southard and A.J. 
Erickson. 1975. "Soils of Utah". Agricultural experiment station, 
Bulletin 492. Utah State University, Logan, Utah. 

Wood, E.F., R.A. Ferrara, W.G. Gray and G.F. Pinder. "Groundwater 
contamination rom hazardous wastes". Prentice-Hall, Inc. , Englewood 
Cliffs, New Jersey 07632, 1984. 



PESTICIDE SALES IN U.S. 
0 o ta.t Sa I es i n 1 986: 1 . 2 B i I I ion Pounds) 

AGRICULTURE 

HOME 8 
GARDEN 
USE 

FORESTRY 
INDUSTRY 
GOVERNMENT 

Figure . Pesticide Sales in United State. 



Utah Population Distribution 

Figure Population Distribution, 1985; each Dot on the Map Represent 
1,000 People. (Source: 1985 U.S. Bureau of the Census Data 
for County Population.) 
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Geographical Representation of Counties with High Potential 
for Ground Water Contamination. 



Utah County Pesticides Use 

lRser:tir:itles Herltir:itles 

1. Azinphos-Methyl 1. 2,4-D 
2. Carbofuran 2. Atrazine 

3. Diazinon 3. Chlorsulruron 

4. Parathion 4. Dica111ba 

Propagite 5. Difenzoquat 

6. Glyphosate 

7. Hexazinone 

Figure Pesticide Use in Utah County, Insecticides and Herbicides. 
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Hazardous Pesticides Use 
In Utah County 

Cfll'R Brtall Gl'aiR 

Atrazine 2,4-D Acid 
2,4-D Acid Dicanba 
Diazinon 

r1lralra 0l'c1tal'tls 

Carbofuran Diazinon 

Figure . Hazardous Pesticide Use in Utah County for Different Crops. 
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Figure 

1.35 

UTAH COUNTY 
0.3 

ALFALFA 

0.25 HERBICIDES 
1. TERBf\CD. 

2. HEXAZ Il'fONE 

S.DII.JROH 

0.2 4.2~ 4-DB AMDIE 

S.D'TC 
6. SETHOKYDDt 

0.15 
7. PROtUUtiDE 

B.BROt10)CY'Hll. 

0.1 9. TRn=LUIMLIH 

111. OCPfl 

11. PARAIUUIT 
o.o:s 

12.BEHEF"DI 

13.GI.YPHOSftTE 

0 

;a 0 HI 

PESTICIDES 

Alternative Use of Herbicides Suitable for Alfalfa in Utah 
County and their Relative Amount in 1 Meter Depth. 
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Figure 

O.B 

0.7 

0.6 

0.5 

0.4 

0.3 

o.a 

0.1 

1 2 

UTAH COUNTY 

SMALL GRAINS 

HERBICIDES 

3 4 5 

PESTICIDES 

1. CLOPYRALID 

2.0ICflt181\ 

3.1\SSERT 

4. 2.4-D ACID 

!i.BROttOXYHIL 

6.HCPA ESTER 

7. TRIALLATE 

B.DICLOFOP-HETHYL 

9.DIFEHZOO.UAT 

• 7 B • 

Alternative Use of Herbicides for Small Grains in Utah County 
and their Relative Amount in 1 Meter Depth. 
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Figure 

0,3 

o. 2:5 

o.a 

0.1 

o.o:s 

UT~H COUNTY 

CORN 

HERBICIDES 

4 6 

PESTICIDES 

1.ATRAZrnE 

2. SDtAZJHE: 

S.BEHTI\ZON 

4.BUTYLATE 

S.EPTC 

6.VERHOLATE 

7, BROf10KYHIL 

B.PAR:AQUAT 

9. TRIDIPi-lfiHE 
1G.PEHDIHETHALIH 

11.GL.YPHOSATE 

8 

Alternative Use of Herbicides_ for Corn in Utah County and 
their Relative Amount in I Meter Depth. 
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Figure 

0.6 
UTAH COUNTY 
POTRTO 

0.5 INSECTICIDES 
1.1U_DICARB 

2. PHOSPHAI1IOON 

0.4 3. HETHot1YL 

4 .11ETHI\HIDOPHOS 

S.DIMETHOATE 

0.3 6.0XAMYL 

7. ESFEJ.IliALERAT E 

B.FEI'f\/ALERATE 

0.2 O.PARATHION 

19. HN.J\THIOH 
tt_ PrnHETI-lRIN 

0.1 12:.EHDOSULFAH 

13. PHORIITE 

PESTICIDES 

Alternative Use of Insecticides for Potato in Utah County and 
their Relative Amount in I Meter Depth. 



EFFECT OF FORROW LENGTH 

ON PESTICIDE MOVEMENT 

"'" IIS2\&SII&9 
'"'" 
,..,. 

Figure Effect of Various Furrow Length on Pesticide Movement. 
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EFFECT OF Q INFLOW 

ON PESTICIDE MOVEMENT 

03~------------------------, woo 
an = 2.5 

f&~~ 
an = 2.0 

an = 1.5 

Effect of Various Q Inflow to the Furrow Head on Pesticide 
Movement. 
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Figure . Effect of Various Surface Irrigation Efficiencies on Pesticide 
Movement at 2 Meter Depths. 
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EFFECT OF IRRIGATION SY·STEM SELECTION 

ON PESTICIDE MOVEMENT 
'· 
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Figure 

• Effect of Different Irrigation Systems Selection on Pesticide 
Movement. 
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. Effect of Various Surface Irrigation Efficiencies and 
Different Pesticide Application Date on Pesticide Movement at 
.5 Meter Depths. 


