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Table L-EIf4..'ct of l'n:-Emergcuu; Herhiddes 011 \Vc('ds and Snp:ar Heets. 

Jniu)'), Ratings 

W""ds/Sq. Fl.' 
--....~--

IX, o[ Ch"ck 
Herbidd"I" 

TH'a 1nu'llt Rat(,l ""{can of CIH:ck Heel' l\"et:ds Rating 

El'TC iiquid 
-I 
(j 

",1111 
IIUG 
]0.29 

WO, 

JOO. 

100 
100 
100 

lOt) 

JOO 
100 

38 
() 

(l 

EI'TC 
4 
6 

Q,H2 
1i.02 

I no. 

111. 

100 
1011 

100 
100 

(l() 

() 

640 

A'[olluron 
.fit) 

() 

12,:) 
7,9 
0 

G:l 
;:'5 
10 

929 
~iig 

]000 

Diuron 
3A 

.72 
UD 
0 

8.(; 
1'i.2 
II 

G:j 
:)$ 

47 
::> 

900 
!l~j 

1000 

Enr\otllal 
fi 
8 

1:") 

(i:L I 

ill.!l 
iW.9 

](In 
lilil 

lOll 

100 
100 381 

731 

Fnt\olhal Oil Slhp. I 
6 (dil 

:U.2 
7Li.~J 

100 
100 

100 

100 
c;ns 

Endolltai grallllLlf 4 
(j 

B 

3fi,) 

-1.20 

G7,~1 

lti.2 
50.', 

lOll 
IOU 
9(i 

lOll 

77 
~21 

614 
1 

2f;O~I\ Lifi 
0 

12,{I 

0 
:i.O 

22 
!I'I:; 

1000 

CiUfJ 

C1' G!)~()-' 

U 
F 

3.00 
1.28 

28,7 
;)fi. 

/;').1 

JOO 
Ion 
9:l 

73 
67 

7gn 
759 
!l16 

,:\'i:1gara ::>996 12 ?<ZUi 
ti:l 

Jon 100 

100 
Rj 

HI 
:l6!l 

<j 

S 

L'7fJ 
1 . ~}:2 ~3.J 

~)7 .:r 

wo 
100 
100 

r.7 

13 

roI7 
K7H 
8Yi 

CIPC CDEC 2,j 

!L-i .17 

]9.1 
2.(1 

B3 
4.} 

G7 
1:) !I,I] 

Check R.J2 100, lIlO Ion 0 

, \Ji f1rIl1n<i..; 01 anhl' nLli(Ti~!l pel acre, 

\,'cfag-c of B, one SqU~tH' foot ."awp]c<{ (i) per plot each rep) lea (c). 


lnjlln' «?J of check) X weed control (r;{ of check) 
, Herbicidal = 100(1 

. GC 2()O~) == ~~-pllcnyl-J, I-dimel1I'yltllL<t tridJlt'ro:lccta1C, 
~, CP 69~)G a[pha-chloro-:'\ -<;111) ~phcn) lea! b;JIll;HC, 



162 OF THE /\. S. S. B. T. 

Table 2.-Effect. of P,,>·I'lanting Incorporated Herhicides on Weeds and Sugar neels. 
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obtained even at the two-pound rate when 
rhis would indicate a 

it was 

Monuron and DiuTOll gave excellent weed control at all rates. 
Both were slightly hetter when applied to tile 
soil sur/ace than when incorporated. 
beets considerably and would 

IIowever, the 

in th is crop. 


Both the water soluble and emulsifiable formulations of 

endothal gave eHactic weed control. 
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the contrnl or weeds in sugar 
tested in preplaming soil 
surface applications during I ~F)!J. Granular at 2 pounds 
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treatment. Cranular endotiial with similar was also 
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2603 gave weed 
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