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Know where to go and how 

to prepare the containers. 

■ By Colleen Scherer, managing editor

One of the challenges the agriculture 
community faces during a busy growing 
season is what to do with leftover 
commercial pesticide containers. 
Because of the potentially toxic nature 
of some of the chemicals that were in 
these containers, it’s important to know 
how to handle these used containers and 
how to dispose of them safely. 

In the past, containers were either 
burned or sent to landfi lls—neither 
of which is the best option for 
environmental reasons. 

However, today, there are sites 
throughout the United States to take 
used pesticide containers where they 
can be safely recycled. These sites 
have been set up by the Ag Container 
Recycling Council, an initiative 
sponsored by CropLife America. There 
are four contractors that service the 
U.S. that you can contact. In most 
areas, there is no collection fee for 
growers and commercial applicators. 
But some areas may charge an on-site 
fee, so you may want to call ahead to 
fi nd out. 

Some states also have designated 
pick-up days or designated permanent 
collection sites where you can take 
your containers for safe disposal. You 
can contact your state’s Department 
of Agriculture or agri-chemical 
association for specifi c details.  

If you want to dispose of your 
containers through an ACRC site, you 
will need to follow these guidelines. 
■ Include non-refi llable containers 

made from HDPE (high density 
polyethylene) only; embossed with 

ACCEPTABLE CONTAINERS UNACCEPTABLE CONTAINERS 

recycling symbol #2.
■ EPA-registered crop protection 

productions labeled for agriculture, 
forestry, vegetative management, 
and specialty pest control are 
acceptable. Also acceptable, 
containers holding crop protection 
adjuvants, crop oils and surfactants. 

■ Make sure the containers are 
empty and have been triple rinsed 
or pressure rinsed to remove all 
standing residue. (Staining is 
acceptable, caked on residue is not). 

■ Non-HDPE parts such as caps, metal 
handles and rubber linings cannot be 
recycled, and should be disposed of 
as normal solid waste. Do not put a 
cap back on a rinsed container. 

■ Labels and booklets should be 
removed from the containers. They 
interfere with the recycling process. 
However, a few local authorities 
require that labels remain affi xed. If 
you have doubts, check with your 
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local authority. If you have trouble 
with label removal, check with your 
ACRC Contractor.

■ All sizes up to 55-gallon capacity 
drums are routinely accepted. 
Currently, container recycling is 

voluntary, but if the Environmental 
Protection Agency has its way, it may 
become mandatory. EPA says adding a 
recycling regulation to the Container 
and Containment rule is a high priority. 
CropLife America had tried to persuade 
EPA to include a recycling provision, 
but EPA had declined to re-open the 
proposal at such a late stage. EPA’s goal 
is to get a proposed rule out by the 
summer 2007. 

WEB SITES

ACRC — www.acrecycle.org/

EPA’s Container & Containment 
Rule — www.epa.gov/pesticides/
regulating/containers.htm

AG
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World Congress explores research, 
multi-disciplinary science of soils

T
The scientifi c program for the World 
Congress of Soil Science, July 9-15 
in Philadelphia at the Pennsylvania 
Convention Center, will focus 
on multi-disciplinary soil science 
advances under the theme, “Frontiers 
of Soil Science: Technology and 
the Information Age.” The event is 
being hailed by organizers as being a 
“unique convergence of the world’s 
leading professionals in soil science.” 
This will be the fi rst World Congress 
of Soil Science held in the United 
States since 1960.

Presentations organized into topical 
symposia will be given by thousands 
of soil scientists from around the world 
on such topics as GIS technologies, 
land-use analysis, environmental 
soil biology, plant/soil interaction, 
hazardous waste remediation, 
precision agriculture and more. 

Two key symposiums include 
“Global Priorities of Soil Science 
Research,” with leading soil scientists 
from North and South America, 
Europe, Asia, Africa and New Zealand 
who will discuss soil science research 
needs; and “Innovation, Speculation 
and ‘Disneyfi cation’ in Soil Science 
Education,” where speakers will 
discuss soil science education with 
examples from the United States and 
Australia. For more on the symposia 
being presented, go to: 
www.colostate.edu/programs/IUSS/
18wcss/symposia.html

Several distinguished scientists 
will be participating in the opening 
ceremony on Monday, July 10, 

including Dr. Michael Clegg, the 
Foreign Secretary of the U.S. National 
Academy of Sciences; Ambassador 
Kenneth Quinn, who will recognize 
the 2006 World Food Prize Laureate; 
and Dr. Ed De Mulder, Past President 
of the International Union of 
Geological Sciences, who will discuss 
the Year of Planet Earth initiative, 
which the United Nations recently 
approved for 2008. The plenary 
address will be given by Dr. Jeffrey 
D. Sachs, the noted economist at 
Columbia University and author of 
“The End of Poverty.” Dr. Sachs is 
the Director of the Earth Institute 
at Columbia and serves as Special 
Advisor to U.N. Secretary-General 
Kofi  Annan on the Millennium 
Development Goals. 

In addition, several noted soil 
scientists will be recognized at the 
Gala Banquet on Thursday, July 13, 
where the Dokuchaev Basic Soil 
Science Award, the Liebig Applied 
Soil Science Award, Kubiena Medals, 
and new Honorary Members of the 
International Union of Soil Sciences 
will be presented.

Registration for the full congress 
is $650, with one- and two-day 
registrations available for $150 and 
$250, respectively, on-site. Special 
rates are available for students 
and companions. Conference 
activities include cultural tours, 
educational workshops, and scientifi c 
exhibits. Additional information 
and registration can be found at 
www.18wcss.org. AG

World Congress of Soil 

Science in U.S. for fi rst 

time since 1960

Ken Cassman
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The goal of the ICCA Promotions 
Committee is to increase awareness 
of the CCA program at the grassroots 
level. Our desire is to fi nd new ways 
to help CCAs sell themselves. We 
are looking at other organizations 
to discover ways of increasing 
awareness that can be applied to 
the ICCA program. Previously, 
the use of newspaper and magazine 
advertisements has been very 
successful. We plan to continue using 
these resources while looking for new 
avenues to increase awareness.  

The primary goal of our grassroots 
effort is to increase the awareness to 
farmers what the program is all about 
and the educational requirements 
CCAs must meet every year. When 
asked to speak at agricultural 
gatherings, current CCAs need 
to introduce the concept of the 
CCA program and its educational 
requirements to the farmers. A good 
way to do this is to have at least three 
PowerPoint slides at each meeting that 
can be used as a springboard to explain 
the program and the continuing 
education that CCAs receive. CCAs 
need to remember that to their 
farmers, they are the CCA program. 
Take pride in your certifi cation 
and the program. Don’t hesitate to 
remind farmers of the advantages that 
CCAs have to offer at every possible 
opportunity.

In addition to increasing awareness 
among farmers, there is a need to 
increase political awareness beyond 
the local level. The local boards need 
to work with their state’s/province’s 
Farm Bureau Association/Farmer 
Organizations as well as the state/

province Department of Agriculture 
to increase their levels of awareness. 
My experiences tell me there is a 
need to educate these organizations 
and offi cials about the CCA 
program. We need to take advantage 
of the connections that our local 
offi cials have with state/province 
organizations. Make a concerted effort 
to make people at the state/province 
level aware of the benefi ts that CCAs 
have to offer the agricultural world 
around them.

The more you talk about the CCA 
program, the better off the program 
will be. However, in addition to 
talking, there are many things you can 
do to create visual awareness of the 
program. Use the CCA logo wherever 
you can. You might be surprised to 
realize what opportunities you will 
have to talk about the program when 
you use the CCA logo on business 
cards, notes, or license tags. People 
see the logo and want to know 
what it means. This is your golden 
opportunity to share with them what 
the program does and the educational 
opportunities that the program 
provides for its CCAs.

As a CCA, you have a lot to be 
proud of. You have worked hard to 
achieve and maintain certifi cation as a 
CCA. Furthermore, you have a great 
deal of knowledge and expertise to 
share with the world of agriculture. 
Take pride in yourself as a CCA, 
and always take advantage of every 
opportunity you have to promote the 
entire CCA program. If everyone does 
his or her part, it won’t be long before 
the problem of CCA recognition is a 
thing of the past.

BY TOM KEMP
CCA, ICCA Chair, 
Promotions 
Committee, Vice 
Chair ICCA Board 

AG
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Management plans that do not contain 
herbicides with residual activity allow 
for weed emergence after the fi nal 
scheduled treatment. The adoption of 
one- or two-pass herbicide programs 
that rely on glyphosate provides no 
residual control for late-emerging 
plants. Weed fl ushes can occur 
throughout the growing season, 
depending on environmental and 
seed dormancy conditions. These 
late-emerging weeds may reduce crop 
yields through competition, remain 
green to interfere with harvest, and/or 
produce high seed numbers that will 
increase soil seed bank reserves and 
future infestation problems.

Aggressive weed species, such as 
common waterhemp (Amaranthus 
rudis Sauer) and Palmer amaranth (A. 
palmeri S. Wats.), may warrant late-
season control measures. Common 
waterhemp can contribute several 
thousands of seed to the soil seed bank 
and reduce crop yield. In addition, 
these weeds may be diffi cult to 
control in subsequent years due to the 
occurrence of herbicide resistance to 
many herbicide modes of action.

Late-emerging weeds, however, 
are less competitive with crops and 
have less biomass and fecundity (seed 
productivity) than weeds that emerge 
before or at crop emergence. If weeds 
remain small, minimal impacts on 
crop yield and seed bank additions are 
expected. In these cases, control may 
not be needed. In fact, some biologists 
support leaving late-emerging weeds 
as a food source to benefi t arthropod 
and bird productivity. 

Limited data are available on 
the weed species and the timing of 
emergence that may result in minimal 
agronomic impact, i.e., few or no 
weed seeds produced and little or no 

crop yield loss. Plant fecundity and 
level of competition are infl uenced 
by weed species, crop, row spacing, 
time of emergence, weed placement 
(in or between rows), and soil fertility. 
The objective of this study was to 
determine growth, fecundity, and 
yield loss potential of eight weed 
species common to the western region 
of the Midwestern United States Corn 
Belt sown into corn and soybean at 
four times during the growing season.

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PLOT 
MAINTENANCE

The experiment was conducted in 
2002 and 2003 at the Aurora Experiment 
Farm, Aurora, S.D. Before plot 
establishment each year, the fi eld was 
chiseled in the fall and fi eld-cultivated in 
the spring. Urea and mono-ammonium 
phosphate (MAP) were broadcast-
applied to both crops in the spring before 
planting at rates of 192 kg N ha-1 (171 
lbs/A) and 42 kg P ha-1 (37 lbs/A). 

TREATMENTS, SAMPLING, 
EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN AND 
DATA ANALYSES

Barnyardgrass, woolly cupgrass 
[Eriochloa villosa (Thunb.) Kunth], 
green foxtail [Setaria viridis (L.)
Beauv.], yellow foxtail [Setaria 
pumila (Poir.) Roem. & Schult.], 
velvetleaf, common lambsquarters 
(Chenopodium album L.), redroot 
pigweed, and common ragweed 
(Ambrosia artemisiifolia L.) were sown 
in 2002. In 2003, barnyardgrass, 
velvetleaf, redroot pigweed, and 
common sunfl ower (Helianthus annuus 
L.) were sown. Seeds were obtained 
commercially and stored dry at about 
2˚C (36˚F) before planting.

An individual plot consisted of all 
weed species planted at a single planting 

time and had the dimensions of four 
rows wide by 12 m (39 ft) long in 2002 
and four rows wide by 8 m (26 ft) long 
in 2003. The position of each weed 
species within each plot was randomized. 
About 20 to 30 weed seeds per species 
were planted about 1.5 cm (0.5 in) deep, 
in the interrow area between Rows 2 
and 3, 10 cm (4 in) from the crop row 
at 1-m (3.3 ft) intervals at four crop 
growth stages: before crop emergence, 
at crop emergence, and at V-1 and 
V-2 stages of crop growth. Plots were 
maintained weed-free except for the 
species of interest using a combination of 
glyphosate application and hand weeding. 

Weed growth was monitored at 
7- to 14-d intervals from emergence. 
Weeds were measured for plant height 
at all sampling dates. Canopy area was 
determined by measuring the broadest 
part of the plant in two directions and 
multiplying these dimensions.

Plant characteristics, such as 
number of seed capsules (velvetleaf ), 
branches (redroot pigweed), or tillers 
(barnyardgrass), of weeds that survived 
and produced seed were recorded 
in 2003 at harvest. No evidence of 
seed loss (shattered capsules, partially 
shattered panicles, or spikes) was 
observed at harvest. The corn plant 
closest to and the three soybean plants 
adjacent to the weed were harvested 
for biomass in 2002 and grain yield in 
2002 and 2003. The number of weed 
seeds per plant were determined after 
seeds were threshed and cleaned. 

PLANT GROWTH AND 
DEVELOPMENT 

Seed germination was not tested 
before planting. However, seeds of 
each weed species were viable because 
at least one seedling emerged in each 
of the planted areas at each planting 
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date. Common ragweed, common 
lambsquarters, and woolly cupgrass died 
a few days after germination regardless 
of date sown. Yellow and green foxtail 
in both crops survived from 2 to 8 
weeks but did not produce seed from 
any of the plantings. The cause(s) of the 
poor establishment and growth of these 
species is not known. Barnyardgrass 
in soybean grew and was present 
until harvest in each year but failed 
to produce seed, most likely due to 
competition stresses (light, water, and/or 
nutrient) imposed by the soybean. 
Based on 2002 results, barnyardgrass, 
velvetleaf, and redroot pigweed were 
planted in 2003. In addition, sunflower 
was included; however, an infestation 
of head-clipping weevil (Haplorhynchites 
aeneus Boheman) cut the stem just below 
the flower head in August, and plants 
failed to produce seed. 

Seedling emergence from 
barnyardgrass, redroot pigweed, and 
velvetleaf seed sown pre-emergence to 
the crop in 2002 occurred when the 
respective crop was in the V-1 growth 
stage, 29 May for both crops. Plants 
from weed seed sown at V-2 stage 
of crop growth emerged when the 
respective crop was in the V-3 growth 
stage. In 2003, weed seed sown pre-
emergence to corn emerged from 6 
d before corn emergence (velvetleaf ) 
to 2 d after corn emergence (redroot 
pigweed) whereas all weeds in soybean 
emerged 2 d before soybean emergence. 
Weeds emerged from the late-sown 
weed seeds at V-4 of corn and V-3 of 
soybean. Seedlings from seed sown in 
noncrop areas in 2003 emerged at the 
same time as seedlings in the crop. 

The development of barnyardgrass, 
redroot pigweed, and velvetleaf differed 
among species, planting dates, and the 
type of crop interference. Generally, 
plants that developed from seed sown 
before crop emergence had a larger 
canopy than plants that developed from 
seed sown at later dates. In 2003, it was 
evident that both corn and soybean 
greatly reduced the canopy area of each 
weed species when compared with 
plants grown without crop interference.

The maximum canopy area of 
barnyardgrass in corn was 500 cm2 
plant-1 (0.54 ft2) (conversion to ft2 is 
about 929 cm2/ft2) and 6000 cm2 plant-1 
(6.45 ft2) in 2002 and 2003, respectively, 
when seeds were sown pre-emergence 
to corn. Barnyardgrass in soybean 
had canopy areas of < 300 cm2 plant-1 
(0.32 ft2) in 2002 for plants from the 
four planting dates. In 2003, the largest 
plants in soybean were from seed sown 
pre-emergence that had an average 
canopy area of 1,000 cm2 plant-1 (1.1 ft2). 
The differences between the canopies 
of barnyardgrass in soybean may have 
been due to the narrow- vs. wide-row 
soybean planting in 2002 and 2003, 
respectively. In contrast to the plants 
grown with each crop, barnyardgrass 
from seed sown before crop emergence 
and grown alone in 2003 had a 
maximum canopy area of 12,000 cm2 
plant-1 (12.9 ft2). Tillering accounted for 
the large canopy area of barnyardgrass, 
with individual plants having an average 
of 15 tillers plant-1 in corn and up to 
35 tillers plant-1 when grown alone. 
Barnyardgrass plants from seed sown at 
the V-1 and V-2 stages of corn produced 
an average of 2 tillers plant-1 in corn and 

5 tillers plant-1 when grown alone.
Redroot pigweed plants from the 

pre-emergence seeding had the greatest 
canopy area when compared with other 
seeding dates. In 2002, plants grown 
in corn and soybean averaged about 
1,200 cm2 plant-1 (1.2 ft2) from the 
pre-emergence planting and < 200 cm2 
plant-1 (0.22 ft2) for plants from the V-2 
planting. In 2003, plants from seed sown 
at emergence had maximum canopy 
areas of 3,000 cm2 plant-1 (3.2 ft2), 1,000 
cm2 plant-1 (1.1 ft2), and 5,500 cm2  
plant-1 (5.9 ft2) for plants grown 
with corn, with soybean, and alone, 
respectively. Redroot pigweed plants 
from later-sown seeds in the crops 
remained small, with canopies of < 500 
cm2 plant-1 (0.54 ft2).

Velvetleaf plants in 2002 had the 
greatest canopy area when planted 
before crop emergence. Maximum plant 
canopies ranged from two to six times 
less when seed was sown after the pre-
emergence timing. Maximum velvetleaf 
canopy cover in corn was 1.5 times greater 
than the canopy produced in soybean. In 
2003, the canopy areas of velvetleaf plants 
emerging from seeds sown pre-emergence 
to either corn or soybean were similar 
and averaged 3,900 (4.2 ft2) cm2 plant-1. 
Velvetleaf plant canopies from V-1 or V-2 
seedings were 2 to 20 times less than the 
canopies of plants from the pre-emergence 
seeding. Velvetleaf plants grown without 
crop interference (2003) had canopies two 
to four times larger than plants grown 
with crop interference. The largest velvetleaf 
canopy area was observed in plants that 
developed from seed sown at crop emergence.

The canopy area of barnyardgrass 
from seed sown before corn emergence 
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in 2003 was greater than the velvetleaf 
canopy area. Barnyardgrass produced 
many tillers that laterally spread into both 
row and interrow areas. Velvetleaf had 
one main stem and remained upright, 
limiting the area covered.

HARVEST DATA 
Corn yield averaged about 190 g 

plant-1 (about 140 bu/A) and 160 g 
plant-1 (about 120 bu/A) in 2002 and 
2003, respectively. Soybean yield 
averaged about 40 g plant-1 (about 40 
bu/A) and 21 g plant-1 (about 32 bu/A) 
in 2002 and 2003, respectively. Yield 
was reduced most often by plants that 
developed from seed sown before crop 
emergence. 

No barnyardgrass survived in soybean 
to produce seed in either year although 
row spacing differed between years. In 
contrast, 50 percent of barnyardgrass 
plants from all planting times in corn 
survived and produced corn seed in 
2002. There were no differences in 
barnyardgrass canopy area, biomass, 
or fecundity among these plants. The 
average number of seeds produced was 
380 seeds plant-1. Corn grain yield was 
not influenced by barnyardgrass planting 
times. In 2003, about 85 percent of the 
barnyardgrass plants from seed sown 
from pre-emergence to V-1 and 30 
percent of plants from seed sown at V-2 
survived to produce seed. Barnyardgrass 
plants from seed sown before corn 
emergence had greater canopy area, 
were taller, and reduced corn yield 30 
percent although the barnyardgrass 
biomass and seed number per plant were 
similar to plants from the other planting 
dates. Barnyardgrass fecundity when 
grown alone was 5 to 15 times greater 
than plants that developed from seed 
sown before or at crop emergence.

About 66 and 30 percent of the 
redroot pigweed plants in corn produced 
seed in 2002 and 2003, respectively. 
Plants produced from seed sown before 

crop emergence in 2002 produced more 
seed than plants developing from seed 
sown at V-2 stage of crop growth in 
both crops. In 2003, plants from the 
earliest sowing produced many more 
seeds than the other plants, but due to 
high seed production variability among 
treatments, this value was not different 
than seed production of plants sown at 
other planting times. Redroot pigweed 
plants grown without interference 
generally had higher seed production 
than those grown in either crop. Corn 
yield across all planting times was 
similar to the weed-free control in 2002 
whereas yield was reduced an average of 
14 percent in 2003 regardless of planting 
date. Only plants that developed from 
the earliest-planted seed reduced 
soybean yield in 2002. 

Velvetleaf plants had higher survival 
rates in corn than soybean. Seed 
capsule production in 2003 ranged 
from 0 on velvetleaf plants from seed 
sown at V-2 to 75 on plants from seed 
sown before crop emergence in both 
corn and soybean (data not shown). 
Similar numbers of velvetleaf seed were 
produced by plants from each planting 
time when compared across crops. 
Velvetleaf seed numbers were larger for 
plants grown without crop interference. 
Velvetleaf interference reduced corn 
yield by 10 percent except where plants 
developed from seed sown at V-2 stage. 
Soybean yield was reduced in both years 
only by velvetleaf plants that developed 
from seed sown before emergence. Yield 
reductions were 33 percent in 2002 and 
47 percent in 2003.

Nitrogen fertilizer was applied to 
the soybean area, and all plots were 
irrigated. These conditions should have 
been optimal for both crop and weed 
growth, so that time of planting was the 
major influence of this study. Plants that 
emerged later in the crop cycle produced 
less seed than early emerged plants. 

Soybean interference at either row 

spacing generally reduced weed growth 
more than corn. Barnyardgrass plants 
did not produce seed in soybean, and 
redroot pigweed and velvetleaf plants 
that developed from seed sown at V-1 
and V-2 produced no or very small 
amounts of seed. These three species at 
all planting times in corn survived and 
had greater fecundity than in soybean. 
However, the fecundity of these plants 
was low when plants emerged at or after 
the V-1 growth stage in either crop, and 
most likely, the seeds produced would 
have little impact on the soil seed bank. 
Nevertheless, control measures still may 
be needed. For example, if velvetleaf is 
not widespread in a field, just a few seeds 
from late-emerging plants may be cause 
for concern, whereas small additions 
of new seed from a more widely 
distributed species, like barnyardgrass, 
may not warrant control.

Further research should be conducted 
with higher weed densities to 
understand the balance between crop 
growth and the consequences of the 
late-emerging weeds. High densities 
of late-emerging plants may result 
in yield loss or lower fecundity of 
individual plants due to both intraplant 
and interplant competition for light, 
water, and nutrients. These changes may 
increase the return of seed to the seed 
bank due to more individuals producing 
seed in an area. In contrast, higher crop 
densities and more rapid and complete 
crop canopy coverage may counteract 
seed production of late-emerging weeds. 

Whatever the case, the current 
results suggest that seed production 
from weeds that  escape control by 
nonresidual burn-down herbicides 
may be more of a problem in corn than 
soybean. Managers should recognize 
this difference between crops and plan 
control strategies accordingly; e.g., split 
glyphosate applications or soil-residual 
plus post-emergence glyphosate in 
glyphosate-tolerant corn.
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1. Considerations with late-emerging weeds include all of the 

following EXCEPT that they

[  ] a. are generally less of a concern when a herbicide with no 

residual activity is used.

[  ] b. can be the result of weed seed germination occurring 

throughout the growing season.

[  ] c. often remain green and interfere with harvest.

[  ] d. may produce high seed numbers that increase soil seed 

bank reserves.

2. As compared to earlier emerging weeds, a characteristic of 

late-emerging weeds is that they

[  ] a. are more competitive with the crop.

[  ] b. tend to produce more seeds.

[  ] c. have less biomass.

[  ] d. can be detrimental to wildlife populations.

3. An objective of this study was to

[  ] a. determine the yield loss potential of common weed 

species.

[  ] b. study weed biotypes common in Midwest crop rotations.

[  ] c. determine dominant weed species in corn and soybean 

ecosystems.

[  ] d. assess how weeds affect grain quality.

4. Plot management for this study included

[  ] a. DAP application.

[  ] b. different weed planting dates.

[  ] c. weed growth monitored twice weekly.

[  ] d. six-row plots.

5. A weed characteristic that was monitored included

[  ] a. weed branches or tillers.

[  ] b. number of leaves.

[  ] c. herbicide resistance tendencies.

[  ] d. weed seed dormancy.

6. Weed species that did not produce seed in any of the plots 

in any year included

[  ] a. yellow nutsedge.

[  ] b. barnyardgrass.

[  ] c. yellow and green foxtail.

[  ] d. velvetleaf.

7. A weed species where tillering accounted for a large part of 

the canopy area was

[  ] a. barnyardgrass.

[  ] b. yellow foxtail.

[  ] c. redroot pigweed.

[  ] d. yellow nutsedge.

8. As compared to their canopy in soybeans, maximum 

velvetleaf canopy in corn was

[  ] a. 3 times less.

[  ] b. 1.5 times less.

[  ] c. 1.5 times greater.

[  ] d. 3 times greater.

9. Factors that influenced weed canopy size included all of the 

following EXCEPT

[  ] a. crop row spacing.

[  ] b. time of weed planting as compared to time of crop 

emergence.

[  ] c. crop interference.

[  ] d. source of nitrogen fertilizer.

10. As a result of this study, one of the conclusions of the 

authors was that

[  ] a. late-emerging weeds may be more of a problem in corn 

than in soybeans.

[  ] b. barnyardgrass is an extremely competitive weed in soybeans.

[  ] c. due to lower canopy height, weed seed production is 

usually greater in soybeans.

d. it is difficult to control late-emerging weeds with herbicides.
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Madison, WI 53711. Please allow 60 days for  
processing.

7.  An electronic version of this test is also available at 
www.AgProfessional.com. Go to the Certified Crop 
Advisers section (left-hand column) and access the 
“CCA Advantage” link.

GET A CEU!
This exam is worth 1 CEU in Pest Management. An exam score of 70% or higher will earn CEU credit. The 
International CCA program has approved self-study CEUs for 20 of the 40 CEUs required in the two-year cycle.

SELF-STUDY EXAM EVALUATION FORM
Rating Scale:     1=Poor     5=Excellent

Information presented will be useful in my daily crop advising activities: 1    2    3    4    5

Information was organized and logical:  1    2    3    4    5

Graphics/tables were appropriate and enhanced my learning:  1    2    3    4    5

I was stimulated to think how to use and apply the information presented:  1    2    3    4    5

This article addressed the stated competency area and performance objective(s):  1    2    3    4    5

Briefly explain any “1” ratings: 

Topics you would like to see addressed in future self-study materials: 

✃
  

D
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E
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E
  

 ✃
 

SELF-STUDY EXAM REGISTRATION FORM
Name: 

Address: 

City:  State/Province:  Zip:  

CCA Certification #: 

Credit Card #:  Type of Card: Visa ❏  Mastercard ❏  Discovery ❏  Am Express ❏

Expiration Date Name on Card:  

Enclose a $10 check payable to American Society of Agronomy.
X

Signature of Registrant as it appears on Code of Ethics
I certify that I alone completed this self-study course and recognize that an ethics violation may revoke my CCA status.

This exam issued June 2006 expires June 2009.
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