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Abstract  
Wetland ecosystems integrate many upstream processes and the 
differential contributions of spatially distributed controlling factors, 
especially land use / land cover. In view of the significant 
importance of wetlands in the ecosystem and regional economy, an 
attempt has been made to analyze the impact of land use / land 
cover dynamics on spatial status of Hokar Sar wetland, a Ramsar 
Site located in Kashmir Himalayas. The impact assessment has been 
carried out by analyzing the multi-temporal (1986, 1995, 2005) 
changes in the upstream land use / land cover characteristics of 
wetland watershed, by using remote sensing data of SPOT HRV-I, 
Landsat-ETM and IRS-LISS-III, respectively. The multi-temporal land 
use / land cover statistics revealed that significant changes have 
taken place from 1986 to 2005 in the watershed. And in response to 
these upstream watershed changes, the Hokar Sar wetland has 
exhibited changes in spatial extension, structure and hydrological 
characteristics. As a consequence of continuous inflow of sediment 
load and nutrients from the upper catchment due to changing land 
use, the wetland has fragmented into various spatial zones with 
varying physicochemical characteristics. Average water depth of the 
wetland has reduced significantly, wetland has attained 
eutrophication condition and the overall ecosystem of the wetland 
has been found to be degraded. 
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Introduction 
Among number of anthropogenic factors contributing towards the 
changing status of wetlands, land use / land cover change 
(particularly expansion of urbanization and increasing agricultural 
activities) has been identified among dominant causes leading to 
degradation of wetlands as reported in number of studies 
worldwide. Wetlands are of enormous value for the supply of goods 
and services to society (Begg 1987; Kotze and Breen 1994; Mitsch 
and Gosselink 2000), but they are threatened globally (Maltby 
1991). Land use / land cover change by humans from last few 
decades is one of primary factors responsible for wetland 
degradation. The rates and temporal variation of delivery of water, 
sediment, and nutrients from land surfaces into the aquatic 
ecosystems varies geographically. The structure and function of 
stream ecosystems are inextricably linked to the status and 
condition of their surrounding watershed (Wallace et al. 1999). 
Changes in land use / land cover generate great spatial 

heterogeneity in the structure and function of the wetlands. The 
impacts of anthropogenic nutrient enrichment on the biota and 
biochemistry of aquatic systems and wetland ecosystems are an 
important global issue (National Research Council 1992; Carpenter 
et al. 1998; Downing et al. 1999; Howarth et al. 2000). 
Anthropogenic activities often generate effects, which also interfere 
in the ecosystem functioning (Campesan et al. 1981; Sorokin et al. 
1996; Collavini et al. 2001).Water quality is significantly related to 
land use (Benoit and Fizaine 1999; Cuffney et al. 2000; Berka et al. 
2001). There is convincing evidence that watershed dominated by 
agriculture and/or human settlement have significantly higher river, 
stream and lake nutrient levels (McFarland and Hauck 1999; Cuffney 
et al. 2000; Berka et al. 2001; Wang 2001). As reported in various 
studies, urbanization has been identified as one of the leading 
threats to biodiversity worldwide. Urban areas may threaten 
ecosystems through direct habitat conversion (e.g., Clergeau et al. 
1998, Blair 1999, McKinney 2002) and through various indirect 
effects of dense human population such as resource use, habitat 
fragmentation, waste generation, and freshwater cooption (e.g., 
Mikusinski and Angelstam 1998). Agriculture is another, perhaps 
even greater, global threat to biodiversity. Similarly to urbanization, 
agriculture presents both direct problems of habitat conversion and 
indirect effects of chemical pollution and disturbance of water and 
nutrient cycles (Pimentel et al. 1992, Vitousek et al. 1997).  Such 
environmental degradation has typically resulted in a decrease in 
biodiversity and a reduction in the quality of natural services various 
ecosystems provide (clean water, fresh air, esthetics, recreation) 
(Conroy et al., 2003).  Better understanding of wetland 
characteristics and potential impacts allow policy makers and 
wetland users to devise and implement policies, legislation and 
management practices leading to suitable use of wetland resources 
for economic gains while preserving their biodiversity. Such 
interventions require improved knowledge on the processes 
influencing the physical, chemical and biological characteristics of 
the wetlands and ongoing changes due to land use practices in the 
proximity of sensitive wetlands (Piyankarage et al. 2004).  
 
Study Area 
Hokar Sar wetland is located in the Doodhganga watershed of 
western Himalayas in the extreme northern part of India. The 
wetland is also a wildlife reserve and was declared as Ramsar Site in 
2005. It is located at an altitude of 1584 meters above mean sea 
level on Srinagar – Baramulla National Highway, J&K, (Fig.1).

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



J Exp Sci Vol. 2, Issue 3, Pages 60-64 [2011] 

 

 

 
 

Fig. 1 Location of the study Area 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Material and Methods 
Remote Sensing data and Geographical Information System (GIS) 
techniques were used for spatiotemporal assessment of the 
Doodhganga watershed and Hokar Sar wetland. Supplemented with 
ground validation multi-temporal land use / land cover mapping and 
change detection was performed using digital datasets of SPOT-
HRV-1 (1986), Landsat-TM (1995) and IRS LISS-III (2005).   
 
Results and Discussion 
Land use/ Land cover Analysis 

Land use/ land cover mapping of Doodhganga watershed was 
carried out using satellite data of the year 1986, 1995, and 2005. 
Supervised classification helped in the identifying, delineating and 
mapping of the land use/land cover into several classes. The classes 
identified include settlements, agricultural land, cultivable waste, 
natural vegetation, plantation, grass land, water bodies, marshy 
land, waste land, and snow cover areas, fig.2. The changes in the 
land use/land cover classes were mapped, quantified and accuracy 
assessment was done for all the three dates

.  
Fig. 2 Multi-temporal Land use/ Land cover of Dooddhganga Watershed 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The statistical analysis of the multi-temporal land use/land cover 
maps of the Doodhganga watershed reveal that significant changes 
have taken place from 1986 to 2005. Table: 1.0 provides changes of 
Land use/land cover in Doodhganga Watershed during 1986, 1995 
and 2005. Land use/ land cover in the Doodhganga watershed and 
in the environs of the Hokar Sar wetland has marked significant 
changes. Land use change over time, based on human needs has 
modified the physical environment in the area. The growing 
population has significantly altered the natural landscape. There has 
been loss in natural vegetation, agricultural lands, water bodies and 
open space particularly due to increasing residential and commercial 
land uses. The conversion of land from one use to other has put a 

wide range of negative effects as far as overall health of the 
watershed is concerned. The changes in land use / land cover are 
the consequence of many activities and it is summarized that 
settlement area has increased (4.98% to 15.75%), waste land has 
decreased (4.60% to 1.92%), plantation area has increased (7.69% 
to 21.27%), agricultural land has decreased (31.21% to 14.87%), 
culturable waste has decreased (16.46% to 1.69%), grass land area 
has increased (8.50% to 22.90%) , marshy land has decreased 
(1.96% to 1.65%), natural vegetation has decreased (11.62% to 
11.46%),  water bodies have decreased (1.47% to 0.24%) and  
snow cover has decreased also (11.47% to 8.20%).
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Table: 1.0 Change Detection Statistics of Land use /Land cover (1986-2005) 

Class Name  
(LULC)  

Area  
(Hectares)  
1986  

Area 
Percent  
(%)  

Area 
(Hectares)  
1995  

Area  
Percent  
(%)  

Area 
(Hectares)  
2005  

Area  
Percent  
(%)  

Total Change  
(Hectares)  
1986-2005  

Settlements 3049 4.98 6037 9.87 9633 15.75 6584 

Waste land 2814 4.60 2731 4.46 1179 1.92 -1638 

Plantation  4702 7.69 9172 15.00 13004 21.27 4470 

Agricultural land 19082 31.21 18901 30.91 9092 14.87 -9990 

Cultivable Waste 10064 16.46 1134 1.85 1039 1.69 -9025 

Grass land 5198 8.50 7508 12.28 14001 22.90 8803 

Marshy land 1201 1.96 1103 1.80 1009 1.65 -192 

Natural vegetation 7108 11.62 7059 11.54 7011 11.46 -97  

Water bodies 903 1.47 510 0.83 150 0.24 -753 

Snow cover 7016 11.47 6982 11.42 5019 8.20 -1997 

Total  61137  100  61137  100  61137  100  
 
Spatio-temporal Assessment of the Hokar Sar Wetland  
 Doodhganga river after traversing through the upper catchment 
ultimately enters the Hokar Sar wetland, thus acting as a carrier of 
alien material from upper catchment into the wetland. It has been 
observed that land use/land cover changes in the Doodghganga 
watershed has resulted in the degradation of the wetland. The 
upstream watershed changes have affected the spatial extension, 
flora and fauna and hydrological characteristics of the Hokar Sar 

wetland. The water covered area of the wetland which was 169 
hectares in 1969 has reduced to 60 hectares and 45 in the years 
1995 and 2005 respectively, registering net annual loss of 3.4 
hectares. Marshy area has noticed reduction from 1691 hectares in 
1969 to 1212 hectares in 2005. Significant increase has been 
observed in plantation area (79 hectares in 1969 to 163 hectares in 
2005).

 
Fig. 3 Spatio-temporal Dynamics of Hokar Sar Wetland 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
As result of conversion to other land uses (especially conversion to 
agriculture), the fallow land in the wetland has reduced from 88 
hectares in 1969 to 0 hectares in 1995. In response to upstream land 
use/land cover change significant proportion of sediment load gets 
settled in the wetland. Silted area has increased from 0 hectares in 
1969 to 221 hectares in 1995. It was noticed that there is decrease in 
silted area from 221 hectares in 1995 to 90 hectares in 2005. The 

decrease in silted area during this period is the result of emergence of 
plants over the significant proportion of silted area. The statistical 
analysis shows that crop land has increased from 0 hectares in 1969 
to 484 hectares in 1995 and 517 hectares in 2005. The main reason 
for increase in the crop land area is the encroachment and conversion 
of wetland area into agricultural land by the local farmers.

  
 

  Fig.4 Change in the spatial extent of Hokar Sar wetland 
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There has been a substantial loss in the areal extent of the wetland 
as it has decreased from 2027 hectares in 1969 to 1543 hectares in 
1995 and 1510 hectares in 2005, registering an annual loss of 14.36 
hectares during this period. Land use/land cover changes in the 
watershed have contributed to the decline of spatial extent and 
quality of the Hokar Sar Wetland. Considerable area of the wetland 
has been observed to be lost. Fig.4 highlights the decrease in the 
total areal extent of the Wetland from 1969 to 2005. 

The changes in land use / land cover affect the rate of soil erosion 
and concentration of sediment load carried by rivers to receiving 
water bodies. The continued sediment intrusion has altered the 
average depth of the wetland. It could be inferred on the basis of 
studies carried out at different time periods that mean water depth 
of wetland has reduced considerably as displayed in fig.5. The mean 
water depth of water has decreased from 4.7 meters in 1969 to 1.3 
meters in 2007 with 0.08 meters of depth loss annually.

  
 

Fig.5 Average water depth of Hokar Sar wetland 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Conclusion 
 Among myriad of factors contributing towards the changing status 
of the wetlands changes in the upstream land use / land cover 
characteristics have been identified as dominant factor responsible 
for degradation of wetland ecosystem in western Himalayas. The 
assessment reveals that the land use / land cover changes in the 
upper catchment especially in immediate uplands have adversely 
affected the Hokar Sar Wetland. The Wetland has suffered serious 
loss during last few decades as a result of changes in land use / land 
cover especially unplanned urban sprawl, unregulated agricultural 
development, inflow of fertilizers, silt, solid waste and pesticides 
from the catchment into the wetland. The consequences of these 
problems include reduction in wetland area, decrease in water 
depth, degradation of water quality and deterioration of natural 
ecosystem. The wetlands of Kashmir valley play a significant role in 
overall water cycle of the basin. However, these wetlands have been 
facing a variety of threats, both anthropogenic and natural. It is 
found that large areas of wetlands have been degraded and lost in 
the past as a result of land use/land cover change and unsustainable 
planning initiatives in the valley. It is further observed that the 
wetlands have received little attention so far in terms of 
conservation and management. Hence, there is a need for making 
scientific assessment of problems and for mitigation of the hazards 
causing threats to the wetlands. Conservation of these unique 
spaces needs special efforts by the government. A complete 
understanding of behavior of wetland ecosystem requires an 
interdisciplinary, integrated and multi-temporal holistic approach. 
Although, there is a growing interest in natural resources 
management among geoscientists and environmentalists, there still 
exists a wide gap in the understanding of factors associated with 
changing dynamics of wetland ecosystem. Wetlands, if properly 
managed can be used profitably for meeting a wide variety of the 
human requirements and for deriving environmental benefits. The 
management of these wetlands requires inter-agency cooperation, 
policy making, capacity building and technology transfer. 
 
References 
Amarsaikhan and Douglas, 2004 D. Amarsaikhan and T. Douglas, 

Data fusion and image classification, International Journal of 
Remote Sensing 25 (17) (2004), pp. 3529–3539.  

Begg G.W. 1987. The wetlands of Natal (Part I) An overview of their 
extent, role and present status.  Natal town and regional 
planning report 70,  Pietermatritzburg, South Africa. 

Berka C., Schreier H. and Hall K. 2001. Linking water quality with 
agricultural intensification in a rural watershed. Water, Air, and 
Soil Pollution 127: 389-401 

Benoit M. and Fizaine G. 1999. Quality of water in forest catchment 
areas, Revue Forestiere Francaise 50: 162-172 

Blair, R. B. 1999. Birds and butterflies along an urban gradient: 
surrogate taxa for assessing biodiversity? Ecological 
Applications 9:164–170.  

Briem et al., 2002 G.J. Briem, J.A. Benediktsson and J.R. Sveinsson, 
Multiple classifiers applied to multisource remote sensing data, 
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 40 (10) 
(2002), pp. 2291–2299.  

Campesan G, Fossato VU, Stocco G (1981) Metalli pesa ntinei mitili 
Mitilus sp.della laguna di venezia Ist. Veneto Sci Rappti Studi 
8:141-152 

Carpenter SR, Caraco NF, Correll DL, Howarth RW, Sharpley AN, 
Smith VH (1998) Nonpoint pollution of surface waters with 
phosphorus and nitrogen. Ecol Appl 8:559-568 

Clergeau, P., J. P. L. Savard, G. Mennechez, and G. Falardeau. 1998. 
Bird abundance and diversity along an urban-rural gradient: A 
comparative study between two cities on different continents. 
Condor 100:413–425.  

Collavini F, Zonta R, Bettiol C, Fagarazzi OE, Zaggia L (2001) Metal 
and nutrient loads from the drainage basin to the Venice 
lagoon. In: Ministero Lavori Pubblici, Consorzio Venezia Nuova, 
(eds) Determination of the pollution load discharged into the 
venice lagoon by drainage basin. Edited by CNR Istituto per lo 
studio della dinamica della Grandi masse, Venice, July 2001, pp 
48-55  

Conroy et al. 2003.Landscape change in the southern Piedmont: 
challenged, solutions, and uncertainty across scales. 
Conservation Ecology 8(2): 3. [online] URL: 
http://www.consecol.org/vol8/iss2/art3 

Coppin et al., 2004 P. Coppin, I. Jonckheere, K. Nackaerts, B. Muys 
and E. Lambin, Digital change detection methods in ecosystem 
monitoring: A review, International Journal of Remote Sensing 
25 (9) (2004), pp. 1565–1596 

Cuffney T.F., Meador M.R., Porter S.D. and Gurtz M.E. 2000. 
Responses of physical, chemical and biological indicators of 
water to a gradient of agricultural land use in the Yakima River, 
Washington, Environmental Monitoring and Assessment 64: 
259-270. 

Downing JA, McClain M, Twilley R, Melack JM, Elser J, Rabalais NN, 
Lewis WM Jr, Turner RE, Corredor J, Soto D, Yanez-Arancibia 
A, Kopaska JA, Howarth RW (1999) The impact of accelerating 
land-use change on the N-cycle of tropical aquatic ecosyetems: 
current conditions and projected changes. Biogeo-chemistry 
46:109-148 

Howarth R, Anderson D, Cloern J, Elfring C, Hopkinson C, Lapointe 
B, Malone T, Marcus N, Mcglathery K, Sharpley A, Walker D 
(2000) Nutrient pollution of coastal rivers, bays and sea. Issues 
in Ecology Number 7. Ecol Soc Am, Washington DC, USA. 

Jin and Sader, 2005 S.M. Jin and S.A. Sader, MODIS time-series 
imagery for forest disturbance detection and quantification of 



J Exp Sci Vol. 2, Issue 3, Pages 60-64 [2011] 

 

 

patch size effects, Remote Sensing of Environment 99 (4) 
(2005), pp. 462–470. 

Kotze D.C., Breen C.M. and Klug J.R. 1994. Wetland-use impacts on 
wetland functional values. WRC report No 501/3/94. Water 
research commission, Pretoria, South Africa.  

Le Hegart-Mascle et al., 2003 S. Le Hegart-Mascle, D. Richard and 
C. Ottle, Multi-scale data fusion using Dempster–Shafer 
evidence theory, Integrated Computer Aided Engineering 10 
(2003), pp. 9–22. 

Lu et al., 2004 D. Lu, P. Mausel, E. Brondizio and E. Moran, Change 
detection techniques, International Journal of Remote Sensing 
25 (12) (2004), pp. 2365–2407 

Maltby E. 1991. Wetland management goals: wise use and 
conservation. Landscape Urban Plan 20: 9- 18.  

McFarland A.M.S. and Hauck L.M. 1999. Relating agricultural land 
use to in-stream storm water quality . Journal of Environmental 
Quality 28: 836-844.   

McKinney, M. L. 2002. Urbanization, biodiversity, and conservation. 
BioScience 52:883–890. 

Mikusinski, G., and P. Angelstam. 1998. Economic geography, forest 
distribution, and woodpecker diversity in central Europe. 
Conservation Biology 12:200–208.  

National Research Council (1992) Restoration of aquatic ecosystems. 
National Academy Press, Washington DC, USA. 

Ozesmi and Bauer, 2002 Ozesmi, S. L., & Bauer, M. E., 2002. 
Satellite remote sensing of wetlands. Wetlands Ecology and 
Management, 10, 381–402. 

Pimentel, D., U. Stachow, D. A. Takacs, H. W. Brubaker, A. R. 
Dumas, J. J. Meaney, J. A. S. Oneil, D. E. Onsi, and D. B. 
Corzilius. 1992. Conserving biological diversity in agricultural 
forestry systems: most biological diversity exists in human-
managed ecosystems. BioScience 42:354–362. 

Piyankarage SC, Mallawatantari AP, Matsuno Y, Pathiratne KAS 
(2004) Human impacts and the status of water quality in the 
Bundala RAMSAR wetland lagoon system in Southern Sri Lanka. 
Wetlands Ecol Manage 12:473-482 

Snyder C.D., Young J.A., Villella R. and Lemarie D.P. 2004. 
Influences of upland and riparian land use patterns on stream 
biotic integrity. Landscape Ecology 18: 647-664. 

Sorokin Yul, Sorokin PYu, Giovanardi O, Dalla Venezia I, (1996) 
Study of the ecosystem of the lagoon of Venice, with emphasis 
on anthropogenic impact Mar Ecol Prog Ser 141:247-261 

Vitousek, P. M., H. A. Mooney, J. Lubchenco, and J. M. Melillo. 1997. 
Human domination of Earth's ecosystems. Science 277:494–
499. 

Wallace J.B., Eggert S.L., Meyer J.L. and Webster J.R. 1999. Effects 
of resource limitation on a detrital-based ecosystem, Ecological 
Monographs 69: 409-442.  

Wang X. 2001. Integrating water quality management and land use 
planning in a watershed context. Journal of Environmental 
Management61:25-36.

 
 
 


