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B ABSTRACT : Surfacewater flowsthrough variousland usesonits course beforeit is used for domestic as
well as for livestock consumption. Physio—chemical as well as biological properties of surface water are
affected by weathering of parent rocks, constituents of rainwater and anthropogenic activities. In simple
term, it can be said that natural and manmade activities operating in the catchment govern the quality of
water to a great extent. The present study was conducted to study the effect of different land uses and
human interventions on different parameters of water quality. Surface water samplesfrom five most prevalent
land usesin theregion viz., forest, low land paddy, agricultural fallow, agriculture on bench terrace and Bun
system of agriculture were collected periodically during monsoon season of 2008 and analysed for physio—
chemical and biological properties. Average value of pH of water from all the land useswas acidic in nature.
However, pH vaue of water from forest land use falls within the permissible limit prescribed by World
Health Organization (1984) for drinking water standards. Other parameters such as conductivity, total
dissolved salts, total akalinity and hardness were within the maximum limitsunder all theland uses. Sodium
was found to be dominant with its highest concentration of 148.77 ppm than other cations; calcium,
magnesium, and potassium. However, concentration of all the cations in water samples of all the land uses
was within the permissible limits. Concentration of nitrate (except in the water samples from agriculture
land use on bench terrace) and phosphate in all the land uses was higher than the permissible limit of 45 and
2-3 ppm, respectively prescribed by Environmental Protection Agency (EPA, 1976) from water environment
protection point of view but their concentration was below the WHO standards (1984) for drinking water.
Iron content in the surface water from all the land uses except forest land use exceeded the maximum
permissible limit prescribed by WHO for potable use of water. Faecal Coliforms (FC) was found in all the
water samples however, water from forest land use contained minimum FC with its average number of 4
MPN/100ml. Surface water from forest land use can be used for drinking water purpose with mild treatments
for FC. Considering the concentration of plant nutrients, runoff water from other land uses was found to be
good for irrigation and fish rearing. Harvested water needs to be treated with lime to reduce the pH.
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eghalaya receives average annual rainfall of about
M 1900 mm but scarcity of water for human and

livestock consumptionisseverely felt during winter
period. Perennial and seasonal streams are the lifeline of the
rural tribal population of the state. Therefore, level of presence
of pollutants in the surface water assumes significant
importance for deciding the extent of pollution or degradation
of water environment. When sources of water pollution are
enumerated, agriculture has been identified as a major
contributor of non-point source of pollution of water resources.
Agricultural pollutants (such as sediment, fertilizers,
pesticides, salts or trace elements) resulting from various

agricultural activities cause the degradation of surface and
groundwater resourcesthrough soil erosion, chemical runoff,
and leaching (Corbett et al., 1997; Thorburn et al., 2003). The
quality of surfacewater will be modified by many factorssuch
asitsflow regime, climatic conditions, pH, land use practices,
and topography of the catchments in addition to the various
human interventions in the basin (Meybeck et al., 1990). In
Meghalaya the main source of protected water supply is
streams, which passes through different land uses along the
hill slope, the quality of which depends upon the
concentration of inorganic and organic constituents generated
by natural as well as anthropogenic activities. Increase in
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Table A : Geomor phological detailsof the study water shed

Sr. No. Watershed notations Area (ha) Relief (m) Slope (%) Major land use

1 MW 240.56 340 29.2 Grass land, low land paddy, and forest.
2. WS, 12.77 42 14.2 Grass land

3. WS, 10.69 36 141 Agriculture on bench terrace

4. WS 2.08 24 20.5 Agriculture on bun

5. WS, 253 24 9.6 Agriculture on bench terrace and bun
6. WS 1.06 26 18.6 Forest

human and bovine population, and subsequent pressure on
land to sustain life is bringing more and more area under
cultivation and thus deteriorating the water environment in
the region. The present study was undertaken with objective
to quantify the various water quality parameters as affected
by different land use and anthropogenic activities.

B METHODOLOGY
Sudy area:

Study siteislocated between 26°42* 34 N and 25°43’
51" N latitude and 91°67° 28 E and 91°68° 41" E longitude in
Umsning block in Meghalaya state. The mean annual rainfall
in the areais 1894 mm with more than 88 per cent occurring
during the period from May to October. The daily mean
temperature rangesfrom aminimum of 11.2°C to amaximum of
24.7°C. The soil of the experimental watershed belongsto the
Typic Paleudalf with clay loam texture, pH 5.4 t0 6.2, organic
carbon 1.3 to 1.7 per cent with its content decreasing with
depth. Geomorphological details of study watershed are
presented in Table A.

Samplecollection and analysis:

The surface water samples from distinct land uses, viz,,
forest, lowland paddy, agricultural fallow, agriculture on bench
terrace, and bun system of agriculture within the watershed
were collected during the monsoon season of 2008. Samples
for bacteriological analysis were collected in sterilized glass
bottles and those for physio—chemical parameters in clean
plastic bottles (Greenberg et al., 1985). The samples were
analysed for different physical, chemical and bacteriological
parameters by standard methods (APHA, 1985). Phosphate
and iron were estimated colorimetrically by a UV visible
spectrophotometer (Model- Systronics — 119), after filtration
of water through 0.45 mm millipore membrane filter paper.
Chlorides, total alkalinity, and total hardnesswere determined
by titration methods (Greenberg et al., 1985). Nitrate were
analysed by automatic N —analyser “KEL PLUS”, K by flame
photometer (Systronics — 128), and Phosphate by UV - VIS
Spectrophotometer (Model- Systronics — 119). Water samples
for cation (sodium, calcium and magnesium) were analysed
using Metrohm lon Chromatograph (Beheraet al., 2006). The

bacterial quality of the water was determined by most probable
number (M PN) method as per the World Health Organization
manual (WHO, 1984) on international standardsfor drinking
water and the presence of faecal coliforms(FC) was confirmed
by spread plate method in triplicate from the tubes showing
positive reaction and average value was taken. FC was
enumerated on the same agar with colony morphology, 2 — 3
mmindiameter and red in colour.

B RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Water quality standards for drinking water (Bureau of
Indian Standards, 1992; WHO, 1984) and the results of physio—
chemical and bacteriological analysisof the surface water from
different land use are presented in Table 1.

pH:

The average pH of surface water from all the land uses
were acidic nature and ranged from lowest of 5.3 inagricultural
field to highest of 6.4 in forest land use. The variation in pH
values may be attributed to chemical composition of parent
rocks from which soil is formed due to natural weathering,
and also to the addition of fertilizers by farmers. Farmers
applied fertilizers @ N=40, P=30 kg ha* in paddy and @ N=50,
P=30 kg ha! maize only once during the cropping period.
However, pH of water from all the land uses wasfound within
the permissible limit of 6.5-8.5. However, the pH of surface
water from forest wasvery closeto the permissiblelimit. During
peak of the monsoon season nature of the water remained
acidic but pH values were dlightly higher, which may be due
to dilution effect due to rainwater. Therefore, surface water
harvested from all the land uses were suitable for fish rearing
with addition of any amendments to enhance the pH such as
lime

Conductivity :

Conductivity of water samples of all the land uses was
tested to be very low with its average value ranging from a
minimum of 18.2 for fallow land to amaximum of 71.1umhos/
cm for low land paddy. In upland cultivation, about 40 per
cent of the flow is due to subsurface flow. Even after end of
the storm subsurface flow continues and may act as cleansing
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of the salts, thus lowering the conductivity of the water
received from land use on upland. In case of al theland uses,
average conductivity of the surface water was found to be
much lower than the desirable limit of 1500 pmhos/cm.

Alkalinity:

Phenolphthalein alkalinity of water samplesfromall the
land useswas found to be bel ow detectable limit while average
total akalinity varied from 12.0to 23.0 mg/l whichismuchless
than the desirablelimit of 200 mg/l (Bureau of Indian Standards,
1992; WHO, 1984). Temporal variation during monsoon season
was not noticeable. Total alkalinity is caused only by the
bicarbonates and determinesthe eutrophic nature of the water
body (Singh et al., 2003). Water bodieswith alkalinity values
> 100 mg/l is considered to be nutritionally rich (Alikunhi,
1957; Philipose, 1960). Water with low alkalinity isvery much
suitablefor fish rearing with mild lime treatment.

Total hardness:

The degree of hardness of water is determined by the
amount of calcium and magnesium salts present init and it is
most commonly used yardstick for assessing the quality of
domestic supply water. Total hardness of water in all the land
uses was tested very low with its average value of 3.0 in
fallow land use to 26.5 mg/l for agricultura field, which was
less than desirable limit of 300 mg/l. This clearly implies
presence of low amount of saltsin runoff water.

Turbidity:
Surface water from all the land uses was varied from
dlight turbid in forest land use (6 NTU) to turbid in other land

uses during peak period of monsoon. The values of turbidity
ranged from 6 to 16 NTU may be because of suspended soil
particles due to soil erosion.

Total dissolved salts:

Aesthetic values as well as physio—chemical and
biological propertiesof water are greatly attributed to the total
amount of dissolved salts present in it. The average amount
of total dissolved saltsranged aslow as2.18 in water samples
from forest land use to as high as 16.98 mg/l from bun-
cultivated field.

Sulphateand phosphate:

In general, these elements occur in all natural water. The
sources of thesein surface water may be chemical composition
of the parent bedrock (John and Priscu, 2002) and additionin
soil due to application of fertilizers. Phosphorous is also
released from dead cells of plantsand animals. They arevital
plant nutrients. Average concentration of sulphate varied from
2.0to0 4.0 mg/l whilethat of phosphate ranged from0.16 to 0.49
mg/l. From viewpoint of phosphate contents, the water from
all theland uses can be considered as nutrient rich. Phosphate
content of 0.05 mg/l is considered to be the maximum limit
(EPA, 1976) from safe water environment view point. This
limit may also be considered as one of the criteria for
identification and prioritisation of critical sub watershed.
Phosphate concentration more than thislimit in stagnant water
like pond, may enhance eutrophication. High content of
phosphate in the surface water may also be attributed to the
burning of forest and vegetation for practicing bun cultivation
inthe area

Parameters Forest Low land paddy Fallow Agriculture on bench terrace Agriculture on bun Desirable limit
pH 6.4 5.8 6.1 53 5.7 65-85
Conductivity (1 mhos/cm) 195 711 18.2 245 285 1500
Chloride (mg/l) 1.65 3.63 2.00 431 2.98 250
Turbidity (NTU) 6 16 10 12 16 5.00
Total dissolved salts (mg/l) 218 6.28 591 10.5 16.9 500
Total hardness (mg/l) 5.01 20.0 3.0 26.5 10.0 300
Calcium (mg/l) 149 118 2.06 1.04 252 200
Magnesium (mg/l) 1.23 1.00 - 121 1.10 200
Total alkalinity (mg/l) 12.0 16.5 23.0 145 13.2 200
Nitrate-N (mg/l) 8.80 20.16 384 11.30 9.04 45
Sulphate (mg/1) 20 3.0 20 4.0 3.0 200
Iron (mg/l) 0.12 0.64 0.36 0.42 0.64 03
Sodium (mg/l) 18.40 86.60 12.30 148.77 137.01

Potassium (mg/l) 72.6 57.3 44.0 24.9 66.8

Phosphorous (mg/l) 0.16 0.45 0.27 0.40 0.49 2-3
Faecal coliform (MPN/100ml) 4 75 9 54 41 Nil

All the values presented in the table represent average over the monsoon season of 2008
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Nitrate:

Nitratealsoisavita plant nutrient. The sourcesof nitrate
in surface water may be due to anthropogenic activities such
asapplication of fertilizersin agricultural fieldsand very less
due to biological degradation (Sawyer and McCarty, 1978).
The average concentration of nitrate in runoff water varied
from 3.84 from fallow land use to 20.16 mg/I from low land
paddy land use. The variation in amount of nitrate in runoff
from different land use may beattributed to the fact that amount
of available nitrogen in soil of study site varied greatly. Soil
analysis showed that available nitrogen in low land paddy
field was 321 kg ha! while in upland soil available nitrogen
was found to be 136 kg hal. Non-point source pollution from
agricultural field is quite evident as quantum of nitrate and
phosphate in the runoff water from agricultural field is quite
high and exceedsthe maximum permissiblelimit of 10 mg/l and
0.01 mg/l, respectively (Mc Cutcheon et al., 1993). These non-
point source pollutants are responsible for degradation of
ecology of water environment. Nutrients concentration inthe
runoff water from low land paddy field is high ascompared to
the other land uses, which is attributed to high fertility status
of paddy field due to decomposition of the biomass.

Potassium:

The average amount of potassium in runoff water varied
from 24.9 mg/l from terraced agricultural fieldto 72.6 mg/l from
forest land use. Potassium may not contribute significantly to
non-point source pollution of ecology of water environment
as its quantum in the runoff water from all the land uses was
found to be well below the critical limit of 250 mg/l (WHO,
1984). But loss of potassium may affect the growth and yield
of crop adversely.

Iron:

The average amount of iron in runoff water fromall the
land uses except forest land use was found to be slightly
high. Its concentration varied from lowest of 0.12 mg/l from
forestland to highest of 0.64 mg/l from low land paddy field.
Though iron is one of the plant micronutrients but its higher
concentration in stagnant water like in paddy field may affect
paddy yield adversely. Therefore, periodic flushing of paddy
field is necessary to obtain optimumyield. For drinking water
purpose, iron content in surface water from forest is below
the permissible limit of 0.3 mg/l prescribed by World Health
Organisation (1984). The source of iron in the runoff water
may be the parent rock.

Calcium, magnesium and sodium:

The average concentration of these cations detected in
the runoff water from all the land usesis very low. However,
concentration of sodium was dominant among these cations
with its average concentration ranging from as high as 148

mg/I from agricultural field to aslow as 18.4 mg/l from forest
land. Concentration of calcium ranged from 1.18 to 2.52 mg/|
while amount of magnesium was found to be varying from
trace to 1.23 mg/l. The low concentration of calcium and
magnesium isalso evident from low amount of total hardness
in the runoff water from all the land use. Generally, calcium
and magnesium dissolves out of the parent rocks and
contribute to the water environment.

Faecal coliforms:

Average count of faecal coliform present in runoff water
ranged from 4 to 75 MPN/100 ml. In the beginning of the
monsoon, the count was higher sometimes as high as 460
MPN/100 ml. This may be due to the fact that farmers apply
animal waste asmanure for Kharif crops. Also thereistradition
intheareato free all the animal s during winter for unrestricted
grazing. Surface water samples collected during recession of
monsoon showed |esser FC counts, sometimes as low as less
than 3 MPN/100 ml in case of forest land use. These
observations indicate reasonable safety of the water for
potable usewith mild level of treatment, particularly in case of
the later part of monsoon water.

Conclusion:

Surface water flowing from all the land uses was acidic
in nature with maximum average value of pH of 6.4. Total
dissolved salts were found to be very low. Among cations,
sodium was most dominant with its concentration varying
from 12.30to 148.77 mg/l. Total alkalinity and total hardness
were much bel ow the maximum permissiblelimit prescribed by
World Health Organisation (WHO, 1984) for drinking water
standards. Plant nutrients like phosphorous and nitrate
exceeded the limit prescribed by Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA, 1976) for non-point source pollution. These
anions may cause pollution to water environment by causing
eutrophication of water bodies. Average concentration of iron
and faecal coliforms in surface water from all the land uses
exceeded the prescribed limit (WHO, 1984) for drinking water.
Average concentration of different water quality parameters
showed that runoff water from all the land uses considered in
the study isgood for fish rearing with mild limetreatment and
nutritionally rich for life saving irrigation of winter season
crops. Surface water from forest land use can be used for
drinking purpose with mild treatment for faecal coliforms.

Authors’ affiliations:

R.K. SINGH AND P. CHOWDHURY, Division of Agricultural
Engineering, ICAR Research Complex for NEH Region, UMIAM
(MEGHALAYA) INDIA

ASHOK KUMAR, Indian Veterinary Research Institute, |zatnagar,
BAREILLY (U.P) INDIA

Internat. J. agric. Engg., 5(2) Oct., 2012: 206-210 209
HIND AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH AND TRAINING INSTITUTE



IMPACT OF LAND USE ON QUALITY OF SURFACE WATER IN A HILLY WATERSHED

B REFERENCES

Alikunhi, K.F. (1957). Fish culturein India, Farm Bulletin of Indian
Council of Agricultural Research, No. 20. pp. 1-157.

APHA (1985). Standard methods for examination of water and waste
water. In: 16" edition. American Public Health Association, 1015,
15 street New York, WASHINGTON D.C. (U.SA.).

Behera, S. and Panda and Singh, R.K. (2006). Evaluation of
management alternativesfor an agricultural watershed in asub-humid
subtropical region using a physical process based model. Agric.
Ecosys. Env., 113 (1-4): 62-72.

Bureau of Indian Standards (BIS) (1992). Drinking water
specification (1st revision). IS: 10500:1991, New Delhi.

Corbett, C.W., Wahl, M., Porter, D.E. and Moise, C. (1997).
Nonpoint source runoff modelling: A comparison of a forested
watershed and an urban watershed on the South Carolina coast, J.
Exp. MarineBiol. & Ecol., 213 (1): 133-149.

EPA (1976). Quality criteria for water. Environmenta Protection
Agency, WASHINGTON, DC. (U.S.A)).

Greenberg,A.E., Trussell, R.R. and Clescri, L.S. (1985). Standard
methods for the examination of water and waste water. In: 16"
edition, APHA, AWWA, WPCF, New York. pp. 37-981.

Mc Cutcheon, S.V., Martin, J.L. and Barnwell, T.O. (1993).
Water qudlity. In: D. R. Maidment (Ed. In Chief), Handbook of
hydrology, Mc Graw-Hill, Inc., New York. pp. 1131-1173.

210 Internat. J. agric. Engg., 5(2) Oct., 2012: 206-210
HIND AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH AND TRAINING INSTITUTE

Meybeck, M., Chapman, D. V. and Helmer, R. (1990). Global
fresh water quality. WHO and UNEP.

Philipose, M.T. (1960). Fresh water phytoplankton of inland
fisheries. Proc. Symp. Algol., ICAR, New Delhi (INDIA).

Sawyer, C.N. and McCarty, P.L. (1978). Chemistry of
environmental engineering. McGraw Hill Book Company, New
Delhi (INDIA).

Singh, S., Sisodia, S., Joseph, R., Kshirsagar, A.V., Nandan,
M .J. and Yadav, R.N. (2003). Water quality investigation in urban
water bodies around Bhopal city. In: Environmental pollution,
Proceeding Intl. Conf. on Water and Environment, (Eds. Singh, V. P.
and Yadav, R. N.), Allied Publishers Pvt. Ltd., pp. 62-68.

Thorburn, P.J., Biggs, J.S., Weier, K L. and K eating, B.A. (2003).
Nitrate in groundwater of intensive agricultural areas in coastal
Northeastern Australia. Agric. Ecosyst. Env., 94 (1): 49-58.

WHO (1984). Guidelines for drinking water quality,
Recommendations. World Health Organization, Geneva, 130 pp.

B WEBLIOGRAPHY
John, C. and Priscu, M. (2002). V sloane, hptt://www.geosites.com.

*k*



