Number of | Number of | Number of wells Number of wells Percentage of Percentage of all Number of wells Number of wells
wells wells w/ detects located w/ detects in wells w/detects wells meeting exceeding ¥z of exceeding respective
analyzed w/ detects in a ‘moderate’ areas of dense meeting either either the respective MCL or MCL or other
(# of (# of or ‘high’ irrigation( >= the vulnerability | vulnerability or other standard (and standard (and meeting
samples) samples) vulnerability” 108 irrigation or well density well density meeting vulnerability vulnerability or well
wells/township)” criteria criteria or well density criteria) density criteria)
alachlor 104 (105) 0 0 0 0 31 0(0) 0(0)
atrazine 114 (115) 12 (13) 11 1 92 33 0(0) 0(0)
desethyl atrazine 16 (17) 909 9 0 100 81
desisopropyl atrazine 16 (17) 0 0 0 0 81
didealkyl atrazine 0 0 0 0 0 0
metolachlor 104 (105) 0 0 0 0 31 0(0) 0 (0)
simazine 42 (43) 0 0 0 0 52 0(0) 0(0)
Totals 114 (402) 15 (22) 14 1 93 33
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Figure 25. Summary of the samples analyzed for PMP herbicides since 1990 in the Middle Republican NRD. Taken from the Quality-assessed Agrichemical
Contaminant Database for Nebraska Ground Water, February, 2001 update. * see the vulnerability discussion for an explanation of these criteria.




