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ABSTARCT

Climaticvariability acrossthecommand of LBDC (L ower Bari Doab Canal) hasper niciousimpact on
equitableusageof irrigation water from head totail. Themain thrust of thisstudy isto highlight theneed
for rationalizingwater allowancewithin the canal command sothat joint equity of both the canal and
ground water availability tothefarmersisensured. Tail reach areasreceiveonly about 212mm annual
rainfall which is45% of therainfall at head reach (472mm). Wher eas, thecrop deltaincreasesfrom
head totail, with minimum differenceof 13mm and maximum of 147mm for oilseedsand sugar canecrops
respectively. For wheat/cotton rotation, combined annual differencein deltabetween tail and head reach
areascomesout tobe 133mm. Addingthisdifferencein crop deltatorainfall difference (260.6mm), a
total difference comesout tobe393.6mm whichis33% of field deltafor wheat/cotton crop rotation at
head reach of LBDC command. Thisdifferenceinirrigated hydrology acr ossthecommand isresponsible
for successively increased depth to groundwater towar dstail of thecommand. Accor dingly, thetail end
farmersareforced toincur higher costsper acrefor groundwater pumping. Thisisbecausegroundwater
pumping from deeper depthsin tail areasisabout 3.5timesmor ecostly ascompar ed to head reach. So
thereis dire need to ensure equitable irrigation water availability in terms of quantity and cost,
rationalization of water allowanceisrecommended to achievethisequity.
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INTRODUCTION

equently, diversionstoirrigation arediminishing

ecause of increased demands by cities and
environment, and increased uses by the local
population in the upper catchments. Asaresult, irrigation
systems are under increased pressure to produce more
with reduced supplies of water. Even more alarming
situation is expected than currently being faced by

Pakistan, since no additional water is expected to enter
the system. It is imperative to improve the efficiency of
existing water resources and land capabilities; otherwise
the country will be facing acute shortage of food, fiber
and edibleoil in near future. Themgjor issuefacing Pakistan
inthe coming yearsisthelack of management regimefor
groundwater leading to exceptionally falling groundwater
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levels, pollution of both surface and groundwater in critical
areas with depleted and saline groundwater pockets. All
theseissues haveimpact on agricultural production, food
security and the overall ability of the nation to improve
economic performance of irrigated agriculture.

Furthermore, because of increasing population of Pakistan,
the availability of surface water per capita is declining,
and is projected to belessthan 1,000 cubic meters (m?) per
capita per year by 2010 as reported by Bricoe, et. a. [1].
Among the ADB member countries, Pakistan has the
highest rate of utilization of thetotal available freshwater
resources at 61%. In terms of groundwater withdrawal,
Pakistan's annual rate of 489.5 m?® per capitais aso the
highest by awide margin asreported by Raymond, et. al.
[2]. Thisinformation clearly indicates (i) the high reliance
that Pakistan has on its available water resources for
irrigation and (ii) theimportance of increasing theefficiency
of water usewhen thereislimited scopefor increasing the
supply due to internal political division between the
provinces for construction of storage dams.

In our irrigation systems, all groundwater recharge
originates from the surface irrigation system, river flows
and rainfall. River flows and rainfall contribution to
groundwater recharge is greatly variable. Main canals
generally run from north to south parallel to natural surface
slope. This is also the direction of decreasing rainfall
particularly in upper and central parts of the Punjab
province. That iswhy; the recharge to groundwater from
rainfall isalso decreasing towardstail of canal commands
resulting in increasing depth to watertable from head to
tail. Thiscreatesinequity of water availability tothefarmers
particularly from groundwater which accounts about 60%
for meeting the crop water requirements as reported by
Halcrow, [3]. More over the quality of underlying
groundwater variesconsiderably in different partsof canal
commands. But the present canal water allocations have
been designed without considering the variable rainfall

and groundwater depth and quality distribution.
Resultantly farmers suffer to varying degrees of total cost
and quality of irrigation water supplied to the crops.

Thisclimatic variability in theform of decreasing rainfall
and increasing tempratures form north to south normally
resultsin higher potential evapotranspiration (ET ) inthis
direction. Thustheirrigation system design hasignored
the differencein crop water requirement while allocating
canal water accrosscanal commands. Thisflaw, along with
variation in depth and quality of groundwater accross
most of the commands has created anomaly in the total
water availabilty to thefarmersinspite of being advocated
of having equal rightsin thisregard. Thisinequity of water
avaiabilty accrossthe command has caused considerablly
decreasing net incomeof farmersinheadtotail direction
as reported by Latif, et. a. [4]. Thisis because in areas
where canal water isinsufficient, groundwater hasbeocme
amajor factor underlying rai sning agricultural production
in the past two decades. The reason being that mostly
increase in cropwater requirement is due to increased
croping intensities as aresult of increasing population.

Therefore, reduced water delivery along with increasing
demands by irrigation sector requirestwo actions: achange
in agriculture practice combined with rationalization in
water allocation. These efforts have the potential for
increasing agriculture productivity per unit of water inthe
existing setup of crop and water management in the
country. Because in the past improper managemnet of
groundwater extraction anditsuse haveresulted in severa
hydrological, environmental and economical issues.
Therefore, rationalization must go for appropriate and
equitableirrigation water management that ensures equity,
not just for the surface water but groundwater also which
isat par with canal water in meeting crop water demands
in Punjab province of Pakistan. Thiswater allocation, being
more equitable and hydrologically sustainablewould lead
to improve overall efficiency and productivity of the
irrigation system.
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1.1  Irrigation System Performance

Molden, et. al. [5] has provided a basic conceptual
framework for the use of performance assessment in
support of irrigation service, and provided methodol ogies
and indicators for its use. Special emphasisis placed on
performance assessment as atool for helping to alleviate
poverty in irrigation and drainage system. The paper has
quoted that the simplest and yet probably the most
important, operational performance indicator isthe DPR
(Delivery Performance Ratio) defined astheratio of actual
flow of water to intended flow of water. The DPR enables
amanager to determinethe extent to which water isactually
delivered asintended during a selected period and at any
locationin the system. The author has pointed out another
indicator particularly for strategic performance assessment
of any irrigation system defined in Equation (1):

_ ETy
Depleted Fraction =—— )
Fe +Qin

Where ET_ is actual evapotranspiration from the gross
command area, P, is precipitation on the gross command
area, Q, isvolumeof surfaceand subsurfacewater flowing
into the command area. This probably new indicator can
assess changesthat may be occurring gradually over time
(for example rise/fall in groundwater levels, salinity or
pollution loads). Water depleted within the area of study
is not available for use in other areas of the system. The
depleted fraction is concerned with water balance within
an irrigated area which makes the indicator particularly
useful for diagnostic purposesin water-scarce areas. Low
valuesindicate apossibility of depleting more water after
taking care that downstream needs are met. A very high
depleted fraction , say above0.70, meansthat very littleor
no more should be depleted within the area to avoid
problems of salinity buildup within the area. A depleted
fraction of 1.0 would generally not be desirable, but is
often found with the result of falling groundwater tables.

Since afew years back, in most parts particularly central
and southern Punjab, the depleted fraction has perhaps
gone beyond 1.0. So theirrigation system performancein
the country needs to be assessed from strategic point of
view and corrective measures are needed accordingly for
sustainability of theirrigated agriculture.

1.2  lIrrigation System Design Featuresin

Pakistan

Thedevelopmentintheirrigation field in Pakistan started
inabout themiddle of 19th century under Britishrule. The
irrigation systemwasinitially designed with the objective
of bringing asmuch land under canal command aspossible.
The designed annual cropping intensities were generally
kept low, at 60-80%, and the diversion capacity of canals
were aimed at spreading the water thinly over large areas
equitably with minimum O&M costs. However, as a
conseguence of population growth over time, the water
requirements have increased beyond the designed
capacities by many folds. The mainly stressed objective
of canal operations now is to achieve as much equity as
possible and to ensure supplies to the tail-end farmers.
Exploitation of groundwater is managed by the farmers
and they arefreeto share and managethisfreely available
water resource with out any conjunctive management
policy at canal command or irrigation system level.

1.2.1 Irrigation and Equity

Equity can be emphasized in avariety of different angles
depending upon different perspectivesand scenarios; each
dealing with specific situationsi.e.

0] Equity in distribution of available canal water.

(i) Equity in meeting crop water demands under
varying crop water requirementsdueto variability
of ET_ andrainfall intheirrigation command area.

The need to adopt 2nd scenario aboveisbeing highlighted
in this paper and seems to be essential for long term
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sustainability of the irrigated agriculture particulalry at
tail end of thecommands. Equitable distribution of water
isthebasic principle of any irrigation conveyance system.
In the current scenario, equity in irrigation water
distribution is considered to have been attained when the
amount of water distributed to every outlet along a
distributary is in proportion to the outlet's design
discharge that approximately matches the proportion of
water delivered at the distributary head to its design
discharge as qouted by Bhutta, et. al. [6]. The contiguous
irrigation system in the Indus Basin was designed to
achieve maximum equity within the canal command. The
system'sinherent rigidity towards meeting potential crop
water requirementswas accepted inthedesignin order to
assure an equitable distribution of available irrigation
water supplies even during periods of water shortage.
This has been assured by operating the distributaries on
rotation basis during low discharges in the main canal.
Canal operational practices are, therefore, conceived to
allow channelsto run at designed full supply level while
maintaining equitable water supply to each unit of the
cultureable command area. This has been achieved by
accounting for seepage losses in the course of channel
and adding this seepage loss upto the outlet (here the
depatrtmets jurisdiction ends) in the water duty of the
channel.

However, the equity claimed in the system design has
also been doubtful in the past due to low levels of
monitoring of theirrigation system at different levels. The
combined effect of this poor equity across the canal
commands along with increasing crop water demands
towardstail has created the alarming situation for the tail
reach farmers. Impacts of poor equity among different
command areas are emerging moreand morein theform of
degradations, such as falling groundwater tables,
deterioration of groundwater quality, river desiccations,
and intense competition for water. So, further
improvementsin equity particularly the equity of meeting
crop water demands can help to improve and optimize
water productivity.

1.2.2 Equity and itsEstablished | mpactsin
the System

In Pakistan the inequity of water distribution, among
water users located at head middle and tail reaches
has been reported by many [7-12] and is closely
correlated to decreasing crop yields and increasing
land salinzation asrecently highlighted by L atif, et. al.
[4]. Further the inequity of canal water along the
channel arises from the tempering of Mogha system
and cutting of channels for addituonal canal water
through criminal means. In their study in central
Punjab, Latif, et. al. [4] proved that farmer's location
on the irrigation network has significant impact on
their income in spite of the fact that water rights are
same for all water users. Farmers located at upper
reaches of theirrigation canals get higher income and
it progressively decreases downstream. He pointed
out the difference in income was due to higher use of
groundwater towards tail reaches, the reason being
that pumping groundwater is very costly. Another
issue of groundwater quality variation along the canals
was analyzed in the same study. The results revealed
that saltsin groundwater increase progressively from
head to lower reaches of almost all the tertiary canals.
In the paper, the difference has been attributed only
to lower recharge of groundwater by inequitably
available canal water and higher dischargein the form
of groundwater pumping towards tail reaches of the
canals. However, the effect of climatic variability in
the form of decreasing rainfall and increasing crop
water requirements towards the tail has been
overlooked. This, being the major weakness of
irrigation system design in Pakistan has created
detrimental and strategic impactson thelife of tail end
farmers of most of the canal commands.

To account for water use from both surface and
groundwater various new irrigation performance
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indicators have been developed e.g. depleted fraction
by Molden, et. a. [5]. Also, remote sensing has offered
totally anew scenario for irrigation system performance
assessment on command area basis of any size of
interest. Ahmad, et. al. [13] has concluded through
remote sensing analysis of actual evapotranspiration
(ET)) in Rechna Doab Irrigation System in Punjab,
Pakistan, that the adequacy and reliability of combined
surface water and groundwater deliveries decline
towards the tails of the canal and towards the central
and downstream parts of the Doab. The average ETa
over Rechna Doab was estimated as 850mm/year which
isalmost double the average rainfall and almost 60% of
the reference crop evapotranspiration. Another
interesting fact isthat the areas close to the main canals
or river have higher ET , due to better access to canal
and groundwater for agriculture. However, from upper
Rechna to lower Rechna, there is slightly declining
trend with ET_ variations of 64mm between different
subdivisionsin the samedirection for Rabi season. This
declining trend of ET_ from the upper to lower Rechna
was much more profound in Kharif season and governs
the annual variations. Accordingly the author's has
suggested enhancing the overall system productivity
through changed water allocation for long term
perspectives.

1.3 Justice and Equity: A Critical

Per spective

It isacommonly used concept that evapotranspiration is
critically important because it is essential for crop
production. Inthisregard, Ullah, et. a. [ 14] has highlighted
the spatial variation of potential crop water requirements
dueto variation of ET from northto southinIBIS (Indus
Basin Irrigation System). Basharat, et. al. [15] has
highlighted the fact that already committed water
alocations to canal commands in the IBIS did not have
taken into account the underlying groundwater resources

of the respective canals. There are many canal commands
in Pakistan, inwhich share of canal water isequal, ET is
increasing and rainfall decreasing towards the tail as
compared to head reach areas. Consequently, farmers
within thetail reach areas areforced to reduce area under
crops or cultivating less water delta crops or pump more
groundwater at a very high cost as compared to canal
water, or even as alast resort |eave the crop to face water
stress even during critical growth stages. This causes an
injusti ce between head and tail reach farmerswhere, inthe
tail reach farmersare suffering from continued increasein
depth to watertable al ong with deterioration of theresource
base. Detrimental impacts of this scenario on future of the
irrigated agriculturein genera and thefarming community
intail areas of the canal commandsin particular isclearly
evident on strategic basis. This inequity of water
availability across the command has two prong impacts
onfarmersi.e.

@ Short termImpact: Considerably decreasing crop
yieldstowardstail areas for most of the farmers
particularly the poor ones with small land
holdings.

(b) Longterm Impact: Over exploitation of
groundwater beyond safe yield, thus making
depleted fraction over 1.0 and threatening the
sustainability of poor economies.

Thisisbecause, in areaswhere canal water isinsufficient,
groundwater has become amajor factor underlying raising
agricultural productioninthe past two decades. Thereason
being mostly increase in crop water requirement due to
increased cropping intensities as a result of increasing
population. Therefore, the major issue for the tail end
farming community in many of canal commandsinIBISis
managing canal water so that overall equity of canal and
groundwater is ensured across whole of the canal
command.
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2. MATERIALSAND METHOD

21  StudyArea

TheLBDC command arealying in Central Punjab (Fig. 1)
is selected for highlighting the inequitable and
unsustainable irrigation management in the long term
perspective. The canal with adesign discharge of 278m3/
s, off takesfrom the left bank of the river Ravi at Balloki
head works and flows for 201 km along the length of the
command area. In addition to themain canal, thereare 53.5
Km branch canals and 2261 Km of distributaries, minors
and sub-minors. The canal irrigation is managed through
four candl irrigation divisions(Fig. 1), headed by Executive
Engineers. Itscommand liesin Bari Doab covering an area
of over 0.80 million hectares, lying between 29° 53' 0" to
31° 13 6" Latitudes North and 71° 34' 49" to 73° 51' 56"

72°Q'0"E

Longitudes East . The general slope of the areais mild
towards the south-westerly direction with average slopes
ranging from 1in 4,000to 1in 10,000. The predominantly
agricultural land isat an elevation of 130-19 m abovemean
sea level. Agriculture in the study area is sustained
through surface water suppliesin the LBDC and pumped
ground water. The most important, less costly and
dependabl e primewater resourceisthe cana water supply
both for crop water requirement and groundwater recharge,
with an average recent annual deliveries to the LBDC
command of about 4934 MCM (4 MAF). Constructed in
1911-1913, the irrigation system was designed for a
cropping intensity of 67% which has steadily increased to
the present level of about 160%. The sustainability of this
increased cropping intensity ismost importantly linked to
the sustainability of underground reservoir.

73°Q0'E 74°Q0"E

31°0'0'N

305‘0.0uN

31°0'0'N

30°0'0'N

LBDC Command and Meteorological Stations

72°00"E

73°00"E

FIG 1. LBDC COMMAND AREA SHOWING IRRIGATION DIVISONS AND HYDROLOGICALLY SMILAR UNITS AND LOCATION OF
METEOROLOGICAL STATIONS
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2.2  Methodology Adopted

Thethemeof the paper isto explorethe causes of declining
groundwater table from head to tail of the selected canal
command. As amost al the rechrage to groundwater in
our irrigation systemistaking placefrom cana water, rainfdl
and meager amount of contribution from river seepage
that too in adjoing areas to the rivers. For the purpose,
tempora changein groundwater level hasbeen cal culated
on the basis of irrigation divisions in the head to tail
direction showing that inequity regarding availability and
cost of using groundwater for supplimenting the canal
water supply isincreasing with passage of time.

The inequity of water distribution, among water users
located at head middle and tail reaches has been reported
by many [7-12] and is closely correlated to decreasing
crop yields and increasing land salinzation as discussed
by Latif, et. d. [4]. Whilehighlighting theimpact of climatic
variability inthe canal command, it was necessary to look
intoif thereisany inequity regarding canal water diversion
onmain cand level. For the purposevolume of water (2006-
2007) diverted to the distributaries from the main canal
was calculated and compared to show if there is any
decreasing trend in canal water distribution in head to tail
direction along the length of main canal.

2.3 Field Data Collection

To overcome the doubts if any about the equitable water
distribution or otherwise from both the sources (cana
and groundwater) acrossthe LBDC command, afreshfield
datacollection was carried out during the water year 2008-
2009. In this attempt four water courses were selected at
random in the command well spread from head end to tail
end. The actual discharge being drawn by each outlet
during the time that parent channels were flowing at full
capacity was measured by using cut throat flume for
earthen and float method for lined watercourses at each
watercourse head. Data of canal water supplies and

groundwater pumping onindividual basisfor each farmer
was recorded for one complete year for the four
watercourses. Theresultswith respect to water use (2008-
2009) on seasond basisi.e. Kharif (April-September) and
Rabi (October-March) seasons were cal cul ated.

24  CropWater Requirement

Ullahm, et. al. [14] has highlighted the spatial variation of
ETofrom northto southinIBISand Ahmad, et. d. [13] has
proved through remote sensing analysis that actual
evapotranspiration (ET,) decreases from upper to lower
Rechnadoabi.e. north to south direction. Keepinginview
thesefactsand el ongated shape of LBDC command, crop
water requirement for the canal was cal culated by dividing
the command into sub-areas called HSUs (Hydrologically
Similar Units). TheseHSUsweremarkedin Gl Skeepingin
view the hydrological boundaries served by distributaries
grouped into these units.

3. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

3.1 Groundwater Declining trend and

I nequity Acrossthe Command

The depth to groundwater in LBDC command is about 3-
8min head reachesas compared to 12-20mintail reaches.
It isanticipated that this differencein groundwater depth
will continue to increase if present scenarios of surface
and groundwater use patterns persist. In depleting
groundwater areas, farmersareforced to deepen their pump
sumps in order that centrifugal pump remains functional
with deepening groundwater. While deepening of the
sumps, 1-3 deaths due to caving in of the sumps are
frequently reported in print and electronic media in
Khanewa and Multan (adjacent to Khanewal towards
South) districts. Areal view from head to tail of command
reveals the highest annual water consumption in upper
and middl e reaches of the canal command where depth to
groundwater being shallow so the groundwater supplies
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are plentiful and farmers can pump as much as required
with low pumping costs. In contrast, the farmerslying at
the tail reaches of the canal command are spending high
share of their crop production on groundwater pumping
due to deeper depths to groundwater in these areas.

Deepest depth to groundwater in the Khanewal Division
(tail end) has been reported as 20.73m (October 2008).
Hydrographs of observation wells from all the four
Divisions of LBDC (Fig. 1) are plotted in Fig. 2 and
calculated declining ratesgivenin Table 1. The Table 1
and Fig. 2 show the highest depletion rate of
groundwater table in Khanewal Division (0.34m/year),
then Sahiwal Division (0.18m/year) whereas the

groundwater position in Balloki and Okara Divisions
(upper reaches) is stable.

3.2  Tubewell Irrigation and Increasing

Costswith Degpening Groundwater

About 48,000 tubewells were working in the LBDC
command in 2005 as reported by NESPAK, [16] with
varying density, capacity and pumping modes due to
gradually increasing depth to groundwater from head to
tail. Asthe groundwater level drops, the cost of pumping
increases, if it falls much further then the need arisesto
change technologies from centrifugal pumps to more

expensive turbine pumps. Thus tubewell irrigation has
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FIG 2. DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER HYDROGRAPHS FOR SOME OF THE OBSERVATION WELLS IN FOUR DIVISIONS OF LBDC
COMMAND
TABLE 1. CHANGE IN DEPTH TO WATERTABLE (DTW) PER YEAR OVER DIFFERENT PERIODS IN IRRIGATION DIVISIONS
OF LBDC
LBDC 1987-1996 1998-2002 (Drought) 2005-2008
Division No. of Change No. of Change No. of Change
Observation Wells (m) Observation Wells (m) Observation Wells (m)
Balloki 4 -0.04 4 0.34 8 -0.09
Okara 5 -0.01 4 0.94 21 0.04
Sahiwal 7 0.16 6 0.53 43 0.18
Khanewal 3 0.19 6 0.53 36 0.34
Note: Negative (-) Means Rising Watertable
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brought reliability in meeting crop water demand at critical
stages and during the events of reduced canal supplies
but maintaining thisreliability isbecoming increasingly
costly for thetail reach farmers. To highlight thisinequity
with regard to groundwater pumping cost, the data
collected by Halcrow, [3] fromdrillersin the areaabout
costs of drilling and installing a tubewell in the LBDC
command has been used. The data covers well different
modes of pumping i.e. by centrifugal pumps or turbines
and electricity or diesel primed. In tail reach areas,
centrifugal pumpsareinstalledin adugwell (8-17m deep)
or the turbine has become the only chance at avery high
cost. Also, the drilling depth is another variable in cost
of the well due to vertical location of fresh water
availability.

Considering the unit costs and the quantities required,
the total cost for drilling and assembly of a 1-cusec
capacity tubewell (drilling depth of 100-130m) is of the
order of Rs. 130,000/- on average. Whereas for a4-stage
turbine with same 1-cusec discharge, the total average
cost is Rs. 304,750/-. Adding the electricity hook-up
charges, thetotal wasabout Rs. 230,000/- for the tubewell
and Rs. 500,000/- for theturbine. Whereasthetotal cost of
dieseal driven tubewell with drilling depth 50-60m, in the
head reach areasisnot morethan Rs. 120,000/-.

The groundwater pumping cost after the installation
also increases with depth to watertable. Average
pumping hours of a1-cusec capacity tubewell hasbeen
assumed as 900 per year and 10 years as its working
life. With Rs. 4.0 as cost of 1 KWH of energy, the
operation cost after adding to the capital cost for various
depthsto groundwater has been plotted in Fig. 3. From
Fig. 3, it is apparent that cost per cubic meter of
groundwater pumped increases about 3.5 times as the
depth to watertable variesfrom 6-21m from head to tail
in LBDC command.

Groundwater Pumping Cost (Rs./M?)
=
=N

3.3  SurfaceWater Equity

In order to judge equity of water distribution to off-taking
channelsfrom head to tail along the main canal, the daily
discharge data for the period March 2006 to December
2007 was used to calculate DPR and total water diverted
during the period. DPR was calculated on daily basis for
each channel for the days datais available. Daily values
varied from zero to about one, so to get a representative
value of DPR, averages were calculated for the whole
period for each channel as shown in Fig. 4. Theresulting
DPR statistics indicate an average of 0.78, coefficient of
variation as0.15, minimum DPR of 0.43 and maximum of
1.04. The channel with minimum DPR isanon-perennial
channel lying at the head reach and that with maximum
DPR arethosewith small design dischargesfalling mostly
towardstail of main LBDC cana. AsshowninFig. 4, most
of the channels have DPR values close to the average of
0.78 with out any decreasing trend towards tail except
those four in number having high DPR values but having
small discharges.

Resulting water withdrawals for 2006 and 2007 in the
form of water depth distributed over the respective CCA
are also plotted in Fig. 4. It is seen that in general, the
equity of water distribution is much doubtful. But, at
present thereis not any considerable decreasein surface
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FIG. 3. INCREASE IN COST OF GROUNDWATER PUMPING
WITH DROP IN GROUNDWATER LEVE
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water diversion from head to tail in general. Trend lines
drawn in Fig. 4, for canal water diversion do indicate a
decrease of the order of 3.0cm/year from head to tail

which is not considerably inequitable. The spikes and
dips in the figure are for those channels having less
dischargeand CCA, depicting possibility of higher %age
inaccuracy of discharge data collection as compared to
large channels. The CoV (Coefficient of Variation), also
known as "relative variability", i.e. standard deviation
divided by the mean has also been calculated for the
canal diversions to off taking channels and found to be
0.179 and 0.183 for 2006 and 2007 respectively. Whereas
the mean canal water diversionsare 65.3 and 64.6cm and
the corresponding standard deviationis11.71 and 11.84
respectively for 2006 and 2007. So, dataanalysisfor the
two years show that there is not any considerable
decrease in surface water diversion from head to tail nor
any profound variation of canal diversions along the

main canal.

34  Water Availability and Usage Across

LBDC Command

To overcome the doubts if any about the equitable water
distribution or otherwise across the LBDC command, a
fresh field data collection was carried out during the water
year 2008-2009. In this attempt four water courses were
selected at random in the command to find if thereisany
trend of decreased canal water availability in the
downstream direction. The additional purposeisto judge
water availability and use patterns in space and time by
the farmers from both the sources i.e. canal and
groundwater. Design data of watercourse and itscommand
was obtained from the concerned Irrigation Divisions
(Table 2). The results obtained, with respect to water use
(2008-2009) on seasond basisi.e. Kharif (April-September)
and Rabi (October-March) seasons are given in Table 3.

No measurements were conducted in head reach Division
(Balloki). Water usagein Table 3 hasbeen plotted in Fig.
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FIG 4. EQUITY OF CANAL DIVERSONS TO OFF-TAKING CHANNELS FROM LBDC MAIN CANAL
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5. Fromtheresults, it isclear that total water usage (canal
and ground water) decreases from head to tail of the
LBDC command. Looking separately at canal withdrawals
by the watercourses, there is not any trend (decreasing
or increasing) in the downstream direction. 1st and 3rd
watercourses are drawing their design share, while 2nd
and 4th (last one) are drawing more. Theseanomaliesin
discharge of the watercourse are considered to be normal
practicein Pakistan'sirrigation system. It often happens
that watercourse discharge increases upon payment (or
otherwise) of bribery to the concerned irrigation officials.
These results form watercourse level measurements are
in agreement to that as already shown in Section 3.3
about water diversionsto LBDC off taking channelsthat
there is no decreasing trend in canal water supply from
head to tail end. However, other factors such as poor
maintenance due to long term shortage of funds may
cause some tails of a few secondary channels to be
permanently dry or receiving less share as quoted by
Halcrow ,[12] for tails of Jandrakaand 15L distributaries
inLBDC command.

From Fig. 5, it is clear that for Kharif season, tubewell
water usage is highest for the upper reach areas due to
watertable being shallow and low pumping cost. Thisis
also supported by high density of tubewellsand morerice
cultivationin OkaraDivision asreported by NESPAK [16].
Therefore, it is clear that groundwater usage is higher at
upper reaches as compared to tail reach areas, specifically
due to shallow groundwater depth and growing of high
deltaricecrop.

3.5  Variability of Crop Water Requirement

AcrossLBDC

Thedataof 30 yearsnormal (1971-2000) rainfall and ET |
computed by Pakistan Meteorological Department [17] is
available for three meteorological stations outside the
LBDC cand command, i.e. Lahorein North-Eagt, Faisal abad
in the West and Multan in South-West (Fig. 1), each of
them about 50 Km away from canal command boundary.
The maximum difference of rainfall for these stationsis
442 mmand ETodifferenceis176.7mm. TheBlanney-Criddle

TABLE 2. SALIENT FEATURES OF SELECTED WATERCOURSES (HEAD TO TAIL OF LBDC COMMAND)

Parent Channel Watercourse Discharge
Watercourse | Reduced Distance

No. (Km) Canal Name Discharge Designed Measureed CCA
Division (ft¥/s) (ft¥/s) (ft¥/s) (Acres)

26030R/1R 48.39 Okara 1R 81.6 1.46 1.43 438

31200L/5L 94.96 Sahiwal 1R/5L 37.0 1.72 2.58 517

60750R/1R-12L 161.98 Sahiwal 1R/12L 171.0 1.86 1.69 504
60630R/2L-10R 237.24 Khanewal 2L/10R 109.0 1.88 2.21 562.7

TABLE 3. WATER USAGE (cm/HECTARE) AT WATERCOURSE LEVEL OF FOUR SELECTED WATERCOURSES ACROSS LBDC
(CALCULATED FROM FIELD MEASUREMENTYS)

No.Water Usage (cm/Hectare)
Watercourse Kharif Rabi K harif Rabi Annual Annual Annual
Canal Tubewell Canal Tubewell Total Total Total Canal Tubewell
26030R/1R 33.2 60.4 19.8 12.5 93.3 32.3 125.9 53.0 72.8
31200L/5L 55.2 15.5 32.0 21.6 70.4 53.6 124.1 86.9 37.2
60750R/1R-12L 34.1 32.0 24.4 22.9 66.4 47.5 113.7 58.8 55.2
60630R/2L-10R 39.3 32.2 - 72.8 - -

Mehran University Research Journal of Engineering & Technology, Volume 31, No. 4, October, 2012 [ISSN 0254-7821]

581



Equity Considerations in Irrigation Design and Inequitable Distribution of Groundwater in LBDC Command

method had been used for estimating ET_ by the
meteorological department. These ET  values have been
adopted for calculating crop water requirement for the
LBDC command. Thetota canal command areawasdivided
into eight sub-areas called HSUs as shown in Fig. 1,
assuming similar hydrological conditionsi.e. rainfall and
ET_ within the HSUs. The boundaries of these sub-areas
were marked in GIS keeping in view the hydrological
boundaries governed by distributary canals. For
interpol ation of these hydrological parameters(rainfall and
ET ), themost commonly used method called IDW (Inverse
Distance Weighting) interpolation was used as given in
the Equation (2).

n
=

o7 @
i=1

Where Z, isinterpolated value at the desired location, Z,

is parameter value at the known point, W, is weight

assigned to the known location, and n is no of sample

points. The weighting function used for the above

equationisgivenin Equation (3):
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Interpolated monthly rainfall and ET_for the HSUs are
given in Tables 4-5, respectively. From the Tables 4-5 it
can be seen that annual rainfall decreases from head to

Vvlz

tail, the maximum annual difference between sub-areasis
260.6mm/annum. But in contrary, potential
evapotranspiration (ET ) increasesfrom head totail of the
command, the maximum annual ET | difference between
HSUsis138.9mm/annum.

The monthly crop consumptive use has been calcul ated
by multiplying crop coefficient of the particular crop with
the ET during that calendar month. The calculated delta
of the crops being grown in the LBDC command areaon
HSU basisispresentedin Fig. 6 for comparison. The crop
deltaincreases from head to tail in the LBDC command,
withaminimum differenceof 13mmand maximumof 147mm
for oilseeds and sugarcane crops respectively. For head
reachHSU i.e. 1 Balloki-Shergarh, wheat cotton rotation
hasannual water demand of 376+806=1182mm. Tail reach
HSU i.e. 8 Jhanian area, has crop water requirement of
403+912=1315mm for the same crop rotation. Adding this

Kharif Rabi Annual Ann Ann

Total Total Canal  Tubewell

Period of water use during 2008-09

FIG 5. WATER USAGE AT WATERCOURSE LEVEL OF FOUR WATERCOURSES DURING 2008-2009
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difference in crop delta (1315-1182=133mm) to rainfall
difference (260.6mm), atotal difference comes out to be
393.6mmwhichis33% of field deltafor wheat/cotton crop
rotation at head reach of LBDC command. The above
analysis shows an increasing crop water reguirement
continuously from head to tail of the canal command due
toclimaticvariation (Fig. 6).

3.6

0]

Summary of the Results

Canal water diversionsdatato off taking channels
do indicate a decrease in canal water supply to
tail channels of the order of 3.0cm/year but it is
not that serious inequity when referred to head

and tail of main canal.

TABLE 4. INTERPOLATED MONTHLY RAINFALL (mm) FOR THE HSUS IN LBDC COMMAND

Month Hydrologically Similar Units
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
January 16.3 14.6 13.2 12.4 11.0 9.5 7.9 9.2
February 23.3 21.8 20.2 18.8 16.2 13.6 10.8 13.0
March 32.2 29.9 27.9 26.8 24.8 22.8 20.5 22.2
April 17.9 17.4 16.9 16.3 15.4 14.4 13.4 14.2
May 18.6 17.6 16.5 15.6 14.0 12.4 10.6 12.0
June 30.8 29.2 27.2 25.2 21.6 18.0 14.0 17.2
July 150.3 137.1 124.7 116.1 100.8 85.9 68.9 82.0
August 119.3 107.8 96.4 87.7 72.3 57.3 40.2 53.4
September 41.9 37.1 32.6 29.7 24.4 19.3 13.4 17.9
October 7.5 6.2 5.3 4.8 3.9 3.1 2.1 2.9
November 3.5 3.3 3.1 3.0 2.8 2.6 2.4 2.6
December 10.8 10.1 9.4 9.1 8.5 7.9 7.2 7.7
Total: 472.2 432.1 393.5 365.5 315.5 266.9 211.6 254.2
TABLE 5. INTERPOLATED MONTHLY ET, (cm) FOR THE HSUS IN LBDC COMMAND
Month Hydrologically Similar Units
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
January 63.5 63.2 63.1 63.4 63.9 64.4 64.9 64.4
February 74.2 73.9 73.8 74.0 74.5 74.9 75.4 75
March 122.7 122.5 123.0 123.9 125.7 127.5 129.4 127.8
April 163.6 163.4 163.5 164.1 165.3 166.3 167.5 166.5
May 209.5 209.3 209.8 210.7 212.5 214.3 216.2 214.6
June 231.3 2315 231.9 232.6 233.9 235.1 236.4 235.3
July 172.1 178.9 185.9 191.3 201.1 210.7 221.5 213.1
August 154.5 159.5 165.7 171.7 182.8 193.4 205.5 196.0
September 171.3 171.5 171.9 172.6 173.9 175.1 176.4 175.3
October 150.8 147.7 146.1 146.3 147.2 147.9 148.6 147.9
November 102.5 99.8 98.3 98.3 98.6 98.8 99 98.7
December 55.7 58.0 60.2 61.7 64.4 67.0 70.0 67.7
Total: 1671.8 1679.1 1693.2 1710.7 1743.8 1775.2 1810.7 1782.5
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(i)

(i)

(iv)

V)

Groundwater depletion rate of 0.34m/year inthe
tail reach areas as compared to 0.09- 0.04m/year
in head reach reveal sdoubts about sustainability
of groundwater irrigation in tail reach of LBDC
command.

Tail reach areasof LBDC receive only about 45%
of therainfall at head reach.

Higher groundwater depletion ratesof 0.94m/year
in Okara division (head reach) during drought
period (1999-2002) ascompared to corresponding
0.53m in middle and tail reaches (Sahiwal and
Khanewal) reveals considerably higher
contribution of rainfall towards crop consumptive
use and groundwater recharge in head reach as
compared totail reach of LBDC command.

The crop deltaincreases from head to tail, with
minimum difference of 13mm and maximum of
147mm for oilseeds and sugarcane crops
respectively.

B 1 BallokiShergarh
B2 Gugera-Okara

B3 Gamber Bhawani
B4 Harapa
B5_Chichwatni

B 6_Mianchnnu
B7_Abdul Hakim
B8 Jhanian

Crop Delta (mm)

(vi) Crop water requirement for whesat/cotton rotation
in tail reach areas is about 33% higher for the
same crops grown in head reach of LBDC

command.

The results show that the differencein crop deltais more
profound for kharif cropsascompared to Rabi. Thefarmers
falling on the tail ends of LBDC command are facing a
constant inequity from years to yearsin the form of less
annual rainfall and higher crop water requirement due to
higher ET . But equitable allocation of canal water
irrespective of decreasing rainfall and increasing ETo
towards tail ends of the irrigated commands is causing
much higher depletion of groundwater in tail reach areas
of many of the canals commands.

At present no attention is being paid by the irrigation
agencies towards conjunctive management of the two
separately treated and managed but complementary
resources. The current trend in aquifer management
requires determining the maximum and minimum water
levels, in order to regulate under ground storage capacity

Crops

FIG 6. COMPARISON OF FIELD DELTA OF CROPS IN HSUS OF LBDC COMMAND
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within each canal command. As a matter of fact,
uncontrolled overexploitation of groundwater causing
progressive drawdown below the minimum permissible
piezometric levels, isleading to increased pumping costs
at tail areas. Groundwater resources under the command
solely depend upon canal water deliveries and rainfall
recharge (decreasing downstream), so this poor and sole
management of canal water ignoring the groundwater
resource is non optimal and unsustainable. If this
continues without giving due consideration to the
conjunctive management of both the resources at
government level, the agriculture in the area will come
under increasing stress due to falling groundwater levels
inthetail reach aress.

4. CONCLUSIONS

0] Climatic variahility acrossthecommand of LBDC
has pernicious impact on inequitable usage of
irrigation water from head to tail in the form of
increasing depth to water towards tail end.

(i) Theirrigation system performancein the country
needsto be assessed from strategic point of view
and corrective measures are needed accordingly
for sustainability of theirrigated agriculture.

(iii) Presently practiced surface water management

and irrigation system design (one century old)

hasignored thevariation of rainfall and crop water
reguirement across the canal command areas.

(iv) The prevailing fragmented approach where

groundwater and surface water are managed

separately has contributed to high vulnerability
and low agricultural productivity for farmersin
the tail ends of canals.

(V) Excessive lowering of watertable has made
groundwater pumping expensive in tail reach
areas as compared to areas in the head reach.
The unprecedented decline of watertable due to

intensive pumping in these areas has made the

groundwater irrigation out of the reach of poor

farmers.
(vi) By considering difference in rainfall, ET ,
groundwater availability and quality when
allocating surface water, the governments can
improvethe situation of millionsof poor farmers
with inadequate access to both surface and
groundwater, thereby ensuring long term
sustainability of agriculture productivity of the
irrigation systems.
(vii) Cutting short of canal supplies to fresh and
shallow groundwater areasin order to divert this
canal water to depleted groundwater areas seems
to be optimal solution. Thisis possible through
augmentation of groundwater into channeled
canal water supplies in these groundwater rich
aress.
(viii) Higher depletion rates during possible drought
periodsto comeis emerging asanew challenge
for water managers for which there exists
awareness in general among the professional
community but no critical management plan is
considered necessary by the concerned
authorities.
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