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Abstract: It has been long recognized that slopes under vegetation 
are much more resistant to soil erosion process compared to bare 
soils and improves the slope stability. Planting or preserving 
vegetation in areas vulnerable to erosion and shallow mass 
movement is therefore considered to be a very effective soil erosion 
control and slope stability measure. Re-vegetation strategies for 
erosion control rely in most cases on the effects of the above-ground 
biomass in reducing water erosion rates, whereas the role of the 
below-ground biomass is often neglected or underestimated. While 
the above-ground biomass can temporally disappear in semi-arid 
environments, roots may still be present underground and play an 
important role in protecting the topsoil from being eroded and also 
increases the soil shear strength by holding the soil together with the 
network of roots and hence increases the stability of the slope. One of 
the important mechanical characteristics of root is that they are 
strong in tension. Soils, on the other hand are strong in compression 
and weak in tension. A combined effect of soil and roots results in 
reinforced soil. This measure is based on Community based Disaster 
Management with provision of social, economic and environmental 
benefits, which makes this technique more sustainable. 
This paper discusses the urgent need of adoption of bio engineering 
techniques in Himalayas due to massive land degradation and 
unplanned development. It justifies the adoption of this measure 
compare to conventional engineer structures. It also describes how 
the use of this technique could probably reduce the impacts of recent 
past disasters. This paper concludes with the comparison between the 
results of various slope failure parameters between a bio-engineered 
stabilized slope and a non bio-engineered stabilized slope. 
 
Keywords: Bio-engineering, Erosion, Slope Stability, Community 
Based Disaster Management. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Since from a very long time, it has been recognized that the 
slopes under vegetation are much more resistant to soil erosion 
and shallow mass movement as compared to bare soils. 
Planting plants or preserving vegetation in areas vulnerable to 
erosion and slope instability is therefore considered to be a 
very effective counter measure against erosion andslope 
destabilization. Re-vegetation strategies for erosion control 
rely in most cases on the effects of the above-ground biomass 
in reducing water erosion rates.While the above-ground 
biomass can temporally disappear in semi-arid environments, 

roots which are the below-ground biomassmay still be present 
and play an important role in protecting the slope from shear 
failure till they decay[1]. 

Vegetation and slope stability are interrelated by the ability of 
the plant life growing on slopes to both promote and hinder 
the stability of the slope as well. The relationship is a complex 
combination of factors like type of soil, the rainfall regime, the 
plant species present, the slope aspect, and the steepness of the 
slope. Knowledge of the underlying slope stability as a 
function of the soil type, its age, horizon development, 
compaction and other impacts is a major underlying aspect of 
understanding how vegetation can alter the stability of the 
slope[2]. There are four major ways in which vegetation 
influences slope stability: wind throwing, the removal of 
water, mass of vegetation (surcharge), and mechanical 
reinforcement of roots. 

Bioengineering measures, has been defined as ‘the use of 
living vegetations, either alone or in conjugation with non-
living plant material and civil engineering structures, to 
stabilize slopes and reduce erosion’ and ‘the use of any form 
of vegetation, weather a single plant or collections of plants, 
as an engineering material’ [3]. 

This type of slope stabilization measures are used to reduce 
the environmental consequences of slope stabilization 
mitigation measures. When used for landslide remediation or 
mitigation works, conventional earth retaining structures made 
up of steel or concrete are not visually pleasing or 
environmentally friendly. Nowadays, these traditional “hard” 
remedial measures are increasingly supplemented worldwide 
by vegetated composite structures that are environmentally 
friendlier [3]. 

The primary objective of this technique is to provide self-
sustaining protection to natural terrain affected by erosion and 
to prevent shallow to medium depth mass movement at low-
cost and environmentally sensitive approach. Soil 
bioengineering systems are generally strong initially and grow 
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stronger as vegetation becomes established [4]. Even if the 
plant dies, roots and surface organic matter continues to plan 
an important role during reestablishment of other plants. Once 
plants are established, root system reinforces the soil mantel 
and removes excess moisture from the soil profile through 
evapotranspiration. This is often the key to long-term slope 
stability. Soil bioengineering measures provides improved 
landscape and habitat values. This system work by fulfilling 
the engineering functions required for protection and 
stabilization of the slope. Also the maintenance cost is less as 
compared to other conventional slope stabilization methods 
[5]. 

The use of indigenous plant species will not only help in 
stabilization of the slope but the established vegetations will 
also provide firewood, fodder, flower, fruits, resin and other 
forest products to the local community. Thus this type of 
technique for slope stabilization will have more community 
support than the conventional concrete remedial measures and 
will help in achieving the concept of Community Based 
Disaster Management [6]. 

2. PRESENT SCENARIO OF HIMALAYAN REGION 

2.2 Landslides: 

Most of the slope failureoccurs during the monsoon (June to 
September) when excess rainwater pushes the soil triggering a 
chain of events intensified by man-made constructions and 
deforestation. According to the Geological Survey of India 
(GSI), roughly 15% of India’s landmass is highly vulnerable 
to landslides. India’s National Disaster Management Authority 
(NDMA) – an autonomous federal institution responsible for 
disaster management and preparedness in the country – lists 
the Himalayan states, Arakan-Yoma belt in the north east, the 
Meghalaya plateau, Western Ghats and Nilgiri hills as most 
landslide-prone areas. 

Of late, it has been felt seriously about the need of stabilizing 
the Himalayan slope. According to Defense Terrain Research 
Laboratory, “Landslides rank third in terms of number of 
deaths due to natural disasters. While, Himalayan Landslides 
kill one person per 100km. The estimated average losses due 
to landslides in the Himalayas costs 200 lives and Rs 550 
crore every year. Whereas, this hazard affects over 0.49 
million km2 i.e. over 15 % of our country's area [7].Some of 
the major landslides and their statistical details in Himalayan 
region in past 25 yrs are given in table 1 and 2 respectively. 

Table 1: Major Landslide in Himalayas 

Place Year Death 
Sunkoshi, Nepal 2 Aug 2014 156 
Kedarnath 
Uttarakhand 

16 June 2013 5,700 

Sikkim 24 Sep 2012 27 
Gilgit-Balisthan, Pakisthan 4 Jan 2010 20 

Leh Aug 2010 500 
Baglung and Bajura, Nepal 12July 2007 35 

 
Dharla Himachal Pradesh 14Aug 2007 62 
Kashmir Oct 2005 1350 
Malpa, Uttarakhand 11-17 Aug 1998 400 
Okhimath, Uttarakhnad 14 Aug 1998 69 
Nagaland Aug 1993 500 
Kalimpong, West Bengal Aug 1993 40 
Itanagar July 1993 25 
Assam July 1991 300 

 
Table 2: Statistical details of all major slope failures in past 25 

years in the Himalayan region(Source: EM-DAT) 

No of major events 395 
Deep seated slips 118 
Shallow seated slips (Debris) 277 
No of people killed 139,393 
Average killed per year 4,807 
No. of people affected 1,506,749,740 
Average affected per year 51,956,439 
Economic damage (US $ X 1,000) 45,184,830 
Economic damage per year (US $ X 1,000) 1,558,098 

 
The present condition of Himalayan slope is found out to be 
very unstable owing to various reasons like clearing of forests, 
blasting during road construction, diversion of natural 
waterways, over population of humans and cattle, under 
cutting of slopes etc [8]. 

2.3 Erosion 

Eastern Himalaya has a higher erosion rate (2.9mm/yr.) as 
compared to the Western Himalaya (2.1mm/yr.). The total 
Himalayan erosion is estimated to be 2.19 mm/yr [9]. This is 
likely a function of different erosional conditions within the 
range such as the lithology, the morphology, the climate, 
vegetation cover and the rate of uplift. In the absence of major 
morphological and lithological differences between the two 
portions of the range, the eastward increase of the erosion rate 
suggests that the intensity of the monsoon, which is much 
higher over the eastern Himalaya, determines the erosion 
rate[9]. 

2.4 Population 

The Himalayas recorded 65.57 million persons in 2001 [10]. 
The Indian Himalayas registered 36.32 million persons, while 
the kingdom of Nepal and Bhutan recorded 27.07 and 2.18 
million persons respectively. The Central Himalayas recorded 
54% population, while Western Himalayas and Eastern 
Himalayas had a concentration of 25% and 21% population 
respectively. The Himalayas have recorded a decadal 
population growth of 25% during 1991-2001 as compared to 
21.34% for India as whole. The kingdom of Nepal and Bhutan 
also registered a decadal growth rate of 22.30% and 21.12% 
respectively 
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Since 1950, tourism has emerged as a major growth industry 
in the Himalayas. Nearly 1 million visitors come to the 
Himalayas each year for mountain trekking, wildlife viewing, 
and pilgrimages to major Hindu and Buddhist sacred places 
[10]. The number of foreign visitors has increased in recent 
years, as organized treks to the icy summits of the Great 
Himalayas have become popular. While tourism is important 
to the local economy, it has had an adverse impact on regions 
where tourist numbers exceed the capacity of recreational 
areas. 

2.5 Economics 

Economic conditions in the Himalayas partly depend on the 
limited resources available in different parts of this vast region 
of varied ecological zones. The principal activity is animal 
husbandry, forestry, trade, and tourism is also important. The 
Himalayas abound in economic resources. These include 
pockets of rich arable land, extensive grasslands and forests, 
vast floral resource (medicinal and aromatic plants), workable 
mineral deposits, easy-to-harness waterpower, and great 
natural beauty [11]. The explosive population growth that has 
occurred in the Himalayas and elsewhere in the Indian 
subcontinent since the 1940s has placed great stress on the 
forests in many areas. Deforestation to clear land for planting 
and to supply firewood, paper, and construction materials has 
progressed up steeper and higher slopes of the Lesser 
Himalayas, triggering environmental degradation. Only in 
Sikkim and Bhutan are large areas still heavily forested. 

 Agriculture: The agricultural practices of the hill 
communities have adapted to overcome problems like low 
availability of irrigational water (in cold desert regions 
like Ladakh and Lahaul and Spiti), small land-holdings 
and limited time for cultivation in the form of one short 
growing season. The agricultural patterns differ according 
to regions. In Arunachal Pradesh and the highlands of 
Sikkim, shifting cultivation, popularly called "jhoom 
cultivation" is prevalent where farmers clear a tract of 
forestland for cultivation purposes. The farmers move 
from area to area, clearing the forest and rotate among 
each piece of land in a rotational manner, allowing the 
vegetation of the region to regenerate. Earlier, the rotation 
period was approximately 10 years and has rapidly 
decreased to an unsustainable 2-3 years in present times. 
In Nepal, Uttarakhand and the lowlands of Himachal 
Pradesh, the hillsides are defined into terraces, to 
maximize the land under cultivation and minimize loss of 
soil with runoff. Several crops are grown for commercial 
purposes: cereals like wheat, rice and maize, vegetables 
like potatoes and peas and horticultural crops like apples, 
walnuts, oranges, apricots and cherries. In conjunction 
with the significant produce of horticultural crops from 
the area, several processing industries (juices, jams, 
alcoholic beverages etc.) have developed. In the eastern 
region, tea is grown on the foothills (Darjeeling, Assam). 

Several vegetables are also grown for personal 
consumption. Nowadays, mountain agriculture is in a 
phase of transition from traditional methods of cultivation 
to a more intensive, demand driven system [12].  

 Animal husbandry: To overcome the harsh conditions of 
the area, communities have largely depended upon animal 
energy for transportation, trade and agricultural activities 
like ploughing. Thus, many tribes in the Himalayas are 
fully or partially engaged in animal rearing activities. 
Many communities in the region are completely 
pastoralist in nature. Animals like the yak and Bactrian 
camel are synonymous with the Himalayas as beasts of 
burden. Yaks, goats, sheep and cows are kept for milk and 
its products, and also for their wool and meat. The wealth 
of a family is often quantified by the number of animals it 
has and animal products serve as important sources of 
income. Most pastoral communities move with their 
animals and families to the high altitude rangelands 
during summer, returning to the lowlands in the winter 
months. Semi-pastoral communities also practice 
agriculture as an alternate source of income [12]. 

 Trade: Traditionally, trade among hill communities 
followed the barter system. Trade fairs would be 
organized wherein animals, utensils, grains, fruits and 
vegetables etc. would be exchanged without any monetary 
transactions. Although such practices are still prevalent, 
they are fast eroding and modern commercial transactions 
involving money are practiced with increasing frequency. 
The introduction of markets has however, led to a 
decrease in local self-sufficiency. People have shifted 
from mixed sustenance cropping to cultivation of cash 
crops like potatoes and apples. Thus, local populations are 
slowly being weaned from their traditional trading 
methods and are relying on external sources to meet their 
basic consumption [12]. 

 Tourism: The tourism sector is rapidly expanding in the 
Himalayan region and offers income-generating options 
to the local communities. Annually, over a million tourists 
come to the region for trekking, sightseeing, wildlife 
viewing and pilgrimages; ensuing income generation from 
tourism has immense scope. Apart from conventional jobs 
like hoteliers or tour guides, new sustainable initiatives 
like eco-tourism and home-stays are being adopted [12]. 

3. NEED FOR ADOPTION OF BIO-ENGINEERING 
TECHNIQUES IN THE HIMALAYAN REGION 

There are two types of slips or mass movements that affect 
stability of Himalayan slopes. These are: deep seated slips and 
shallow seated slips. Deep seated slip problems (depth of 
surface of failure is more than 3m) are geotechnical or 
geological in nature. It can only be address by taking into 
account the slope geometry, soil strength, climatic condition, 
groundwater characteristics etc. and can be ascertained by 
slope stability analysis. For the shallow seated slip (depth of 
surface of failure is less than 3m) the problem is somewhat 
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difficult to quantify [13]. Shallow slips of 1-3 m depth, on the 
other hand, comprise the majority of the landslide that are 
being faced by the Himalayan people especially in region with 
prolonged and heavy rainfall (Table 2). This problem still 
arises despite of the fact that the results of the slope analysis 
technique might have shown a slope to have adequate factor of 
safety [14]. To tackle this problem, engineers conventionally 
rely on the use of ‘hard’ or ‘inert’ material such as concrete 
retaining structures, mortared riprap, shotcrete or like to seal 
off the slope to prevent water infiltration that is deemed to be 
the cause of the slippage in the first place. However, not in all 
cases they succeed. An alternative solution to this problem is 
to resort to vegetation to help strengthen the surficial 1-3 m 
layer that is prone to slippage. 

Benefits of Bio engineering measure [15]: 
 Prevention of scour erosion: This is done by strengthening 

the surface so that gullies cannot be formed. Also roots 
strengthen the surface layers of soil. 

 Reduction of shallow planer land sliding: This is done by 
the roots adding strength to the surface soil layers and 
increasing the shear strength of the soil. Vegetation also 
reduces the extent of shallow failure by binding the 
surface together laterally. 

 Channeling of runoff to alter slope hydrology: Lines of 
grass or cuttings can channel water into gullies or down 
the slope, so that infiltration is reduced. At the same time, 
the plants strengthen the surface and prevent erosion from 
starting. 

 Providing support to the base of the slope and trapping 
material moving downwards: Vegetation can be used in 
this way to form a kind of flexible, growing retaining 
structure. 

 Establishment with fewer disturbances: Projects usually 
require less heavy equipment excavation. As a result, 
there is less cost and less impact. In addition, limiting 
crews to one entrance and exit route will cause less soil 
disturbance to the site and adjoining areas. 

 The provision of environmental and social benefits with 
improved landscape and habitat values. 

 Installation in Economical: Use of native plant materials 
and seed may provide additional savings. Costs are 
limited to labor for harvesting, handling, transport to 
project site and installing. 

 Limitations of bioengineering methods include [15]: 
 Soil bioengineering has unique requirements and is not 

appropriate for all sites and situations. On certain surface 
erosion areas, for example, distribution of grass and forb 
seed mixes, hydro-mulching or spreading of a protective 
layer of weed-free straw may be satisfactory and less 
costly than more extensive bioengineering treatments. 

 On areas of potential or existing mass wasting, it may best 
to use a geotechnically-engineered system alone or in 
combination with soil bioengineering. 

 It works effectively in areas having North or North East 
slope aspect. 

 This approach doesn’t work effectively in rocky slope or 
slopes greater than 50-600. 

 Project areas require periodic monitoring. On highly 
erosive sites, maintenance will be needed until plants are 
established. 

 Established vegetation can be vulnerable to drought, soil 
nutrient and sunlight differences, road maintenance side 
cast debris, grazing or trampling and may require special 
management measures to ensure long term project 
success. 

 Installation season is often limited to plant dormant 
seasons, when site access may be limited. 

 Installers may be unfamiliar with bioengineering 
principles and designs, so upfront training may be 
required. 

 Alternative practices are aggressively marketed and often 
more widely accepted by society and contractors. 

Bio technical measures are often used as part of a broad 
design, in conjunction with a number of standard civil 
engineering measures. These include- check dams, prop walls, 
toe walls, wire bolsters, jute netting. However, it is stressed 
that bio technical measure should always be used as a part of 
the overall design when resolving any particular slope 
problem. It must always be integrated in such a way that it 
complements and enhances any other measures [16]. 

3.1 Role of vegetation in erosion control and slope 
stabilization: 

Bio engineering if employed carefully can prevent minor 
problems from developing into larger and complex ones. 
Vegetation affects both the surficial and mass stability of 
slopes in significant and important ways. The stabilization or 
protective benefits of vegetation depend both on the type of 
vegetation and type of slope degradation process. In case of 
mass stability, the protective benefits of woody vegetation 
range from mechanical reinforcement and restraint by the 
roots and steams to modify the slope hydrology as a result of 
soil moisture extraction via evapotranspiration. 

Benefits of vegetation in preventing surficial erosion [17]: 
 Catching material that is moving down a slope. 
 Interception foliage and plant residues absorb rainfall 

energy and prevent soil compaction. 
 Restraint root systems physically bind or restrain soil 

particles while above ground residues filter sediment out 
of runoff. 

 Retardation above ground residues increase surface 
roughness and slow runoff velocity. 

 Transpiration depletion of soil moisture by plants delay 
onset of saturation and runoff. 
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Benefits of vegetation in slope stabilization [17]: 
 Roots mechanically reinforce a soil by transfer of shear 

stress in the soil to tensile resistance of the roots thus 
limiting the extent of slope failure by binding soil 
vertically and laterally. 

 Soil moisture modifications, evapotranspiration and 
interception in the foliage limit buildup of soil moisture 
stress. Vegetation also affects the rate of snowmelt, which 
in turn affects soil moisture regime. 

 Anchored and embedded stems can act as buttress piles or 
arch abutments in slope, counteracting shear stresses. 

 Large trees planted at the toe of the slope may anchor into 
firm strata providing support to the upslope soil mantle 
through buttressing and arching. 
 

3.2 Mechanical reinforcement by roots: 

Roots reinforces the soil through growing across failure 
planes, root columns acting as piles, and through limiting 
surface erosion [18, 19].When roots grow across the plane of 
potential failure there is an increase in shear strength by 
binding soil particles vertically as well as laterally. The roots 
anchor the unstable surficial soil into the deeper stable layers 
or bedrock. 

Bio engineering techniques: Best suitable for Himalayan 
region: 

Table 3: Chemical and geographical properties of Himalayan 
Regions Slope 
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One of the important mechanical characteristics of roots is that 
they are strong in tension. Soils, on the other hand, are strong 
in compression and weak in tension. A combined effect of soil 
and roots results in reinforced soil. When shearing the soil, 
roots mobilizes their tensile strength whereby shear stress that 
develop in the soil matrix are transferred to the root fibers via 
interface friction along the root length [20] or via the tensile 
resistance of the roots. Thus it has been seen that soil 
containing effective network of roots in them fails at a higher 
shear force than soil deprived of it. In other words, roots 
increase the soil shear strength in which they grow [21]. It 
does so directly by mechanical reinforcing and indirectly 
through water removal by transpiration. From research it is 
also known that the finer the roots, the higher are their tensile 
strength [20, 22]. It can therefore be hypothesized that a large 
number of small roots will contribute more to soil 
reinforcement as compared to a small number of thick roots. 

There is great opportunity available for installation of bio 
engineering measures. Some of the favorable conditions 
prevailing in the Himalayan region for bioengineering are (as 
seen in table 3): 
 Soil: The soils of most of the Himalayan region except the 

Ladakh region are good for plant growth. It contains 
enough nitrogen, phosphorous, potassium and organic 
carbon to sustain plant growth. Also majority of the slopes 
are either made up of soil or debris (soil and gravel). 

 Slope: The slopes are in between 25-850. The less to 
moderate slopes up to 50-550 are generally found in the 
sub Himalayan foot hills and terai planes and continues 
up to Middle and Lesser 

Himalayas. This region has the highest density of population 
in IHR.And through this technique this regions can be 
stabilize. 

 Plant: The Indian Himalayan Region (IHR) has about 
18,440 species of plants (25.3% species endemic), 1748 
species of medicinal plants (MAP) and 675 species of 
wild edibles [24]. The vegetation mainly comprises of 
tropical, sub-tropical, temperate, sub-alpine and alpine 
types. Most of the MAPs are used in the Indian Systems 
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of Medicines and pharmaceutical and oil industries. About 
118 species of MAPs of IHR yield essential oils [24]. 
With the increasing demand of MAPs in the Indian 
Systems of Medicines, and pharmaceutical and oil 
industries, the wild populations of the MAPs are facing 
high pressures, can be installed in slopes. 

 Labor: Easy availability of labor in Himayalan region 
having fair knowledge about indigenous local plants and 
soil. 

 Monitory Need: As stated earlier, Bio-engineering slope 
stabilization measures are economical as compared to 
conventional civil engineered structures [5]. 

 Livelihood opportunities: By installing these measure, we 
will not only able to stabilize the slope and prevent the 
rate of erosion but also provide livelihood options to the 
local community in terms of firewood, fodder, flower, 
fruits, resin and other forest products [6]. 

 Previous Results: Bioengineering slope stabilizations has 
been installed at various unstable slope around the world 
and in Himalayan region also in order to stabilize it and 
this measures are working well till today(table 3), with no 
further soil slip after installation, reduced soil erosion rate 
and soil creep and improved livelihood of the locals. 
Some examples of slopes stabilizations are: Sahastradhara 
Hill, Dheradun, Uttarakhand India by Central Soil and 
Water Conservation Research and Training Institute, 
Dehradun and Varunavat Parvat, Uttarkashi, Uttarakhand, 
India by Geological survey of India [25]. 
 

Table 3: Comparisons between bioengineering and conventional 
slope stabilization technique 

Property Bioengineering Conventional 
Increase soil shear strength Yes [1] No 
Support Livelihood Yes [6] No 
Wildlife protection Yes [6] No 
Economical Yes [5] No 
Counterstrength Increase with time [1] Remains same 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

Soil Erosion and landslide calamity may be avoided or at least 
minimized by applying appropriate remedial measures or set 
or remedial measures at the initial stage of development 
scheme(table 3, [25]). Bioengineering is a suitable technique 
to protect slopes against surface erosion, reduce the risk of 
planer sliding and improve surface drainage. It is a technique 
that can be applied nearly everywhere in the world, provided 
that suitable plants and auxiliary materials are available on 
site. At the present state of condition, the Himalayas need this 
to be installed urgently. The success of this system dependson 
the growth performance of plants as at installed sites. The 
length and quantity of shoots and roots is anexcellent indicator 
for biomass development, factor which indicates their 

suitability interms of soil and climate for the area and also 
improved living condition of the local community [5, 25]. 

5. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

This work was supported by scholarship provide by MHRD 
for M.Tech. Wethank institution like NIDM, Delhi; 
CSWCRTI, Dehradun; FRI, Dehradun for providing support 
and all necessary information. We also thank to all known and 
unknown persons who helped in documentation of this parer.  

REFERENCE 

[1] De Baets S., Poesen J., Reubens B., Wemans K., De 
Baerdemaeker J. & Muys B. (2008), Root tensile strength and 
root distribution of typical Mediterranean plant species and their 
contribution to soil shear strength. Plant Soil 305: 207 – 226. 

[2] Mattia C.; Bishetti G. & Gentile F. (2005). ‘Biotechnical 
characteristics of root systems of typical Mediterranean species’, 
Plant and Soil, vol. 278, no.1, pp. 23-32. 

[3] Gray, D.H. & Sotir, R.B. (1996), Biotechnical and Soil 
Bioengineering Slope Stabilization: A Practical Guide for 
Erosion Control. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 378 

[4] WSDOT, “Road Side Manual, M25-30.01,” Washington State 
Department of Transportation Development Division, Design 
Office,Olympia, WA 98504-7329, pp.314, July 2012 

[5] Cammeraat, C.; van Beek, R. & Kooijman, A. 2005, ‘Vegetation 
succession and its consequences for slope stability in SE Spain’, 
Plant and Soil, vol. 278, no.1, pp. 135-147. 

[6] Malcolm G. Anderson, Community-Based Landslide Risk 
Reduction.ISBN (paper): 978-0-8213-9456-4 

[7] Ministry of Home Affairs. J.P. Sharda, GSI. Landslide Studies in 
India K S Valdiya. [Coping with Natural Hazards, Indian 
Context] 

[8] S. P. Sati, Y. P. Sundriyal, Naresh Rana and Surekha Dangwal 
(2011). Recent landslides in Uttarakhand: nature’s fury or 
human folly. CURRENT SCIENCE, VOL. 100, NO. 11. Pp 
1617-1620. 

[9]  Albert Galy &Christian Lanord (2000). Higher Erosion rates in 
the Himalays: Geochemical Constraints on Riverine Fluxes. 
Goldschmidt Vol 5(2). Pp 423- 432 

[10] As per the Census 2001 and CIA- World Fact book data-2004. 
[11] Zobel, D. B. and Singh, S. P., Himalayan forests and ecological 

generalizations. BioScience, 1997, 11, 735–745. 
[12] Singh J.S. (2006). Sustainable development of the Indian 

himalayan region : Linking ecological and economic concerns . 
Current Sci Association, vol 90 (3). Pp 784-788. 

[13] Gray, D.H. and Leiser, A.T. (1982). Biotechnical Slope 
Protection and Erosion Control. Van Nostrand Reinhold: New 
York, N.Y, pg. 26. 

[14] N.K. Sah, P.R. Sheorey and L.N. Upadhyaya (1994). Maximum 
likelihood estimation of slope stability. International Journal of 
Rock Mechanics and Mining Sciences & Geomechanics. Vol 31. 
pp 47–53 

[15] C. Ellen Eubanks and Dexter Meadows (2002). Roadside & Site 
Development: A Soil Bioengineering Guide for Streambank and 
Lakeshore Stabilization . WSDOT, FS-683. 



Arunava Ray and Dr. Mahender Choudhary 
 

Journal of Agroecology and Natural Resource Management (JANRM) 
Print ISSN: 2394-0786, Online ISSN: 2394-0794, Volume 1, Number 2; November-January, 2014  

62

[16] Roadside Bio-Engineering - Site Handbook (DFID, 1999, 160 
p.) 

[17] Greenwood, J.; Norris, J. & Wint, J. 2004, ‘Assessing the 
contribution of vegetation to slope stability’, Proceedings of the 
Institution of Civil Engineers, vol. 157, no. 4, pp. 199-207. 

[18] Perry, J., Pedley, M., & Reid, M. (2003), Infrastructure 
embankments condition appraisal and remedial treatment, MWL 
Digital, Pontypool, South Wales. 

[19] Cammeraat E, van Beek R, Kooijman A (2005) Vegetation 
succession and its consequences for slope stability in SE Spain. 
Plant Soil 278:135–147 

[20] Gray D.H, Barker D. (2004), Root-soil mechanics and 
interactions. In: Bennett JJ, Simon A (eds) Riparian vegetation 
and fluvial geomorphology. Water Science and Application 8. 
American Geophyisical Union, New York, pp 113–123. 

[21] Wu T.H, McKinnell W.P.III, Swanston D.N (1979), Strength of 
tree roots and landslides on Prince of Wales Island, Alaska. Can 
Geotech J 16:19–33. 

[22] Operstein V., Frydman S. (2000), The influence of vegetation on 
soil strength. Ground Improvement 4:81–89. 

[23] Rodgers, W.A. and Panwar, H.S., 1988. Planning a wildlife 
protected area network in India. Vol.1. Report. Wildlife Institute 
of India, Dehradun. 

[24] Samant, S.S., Dhar, U. and Palni, L.M.S., 1998. Medicinal 
plants of Indian Himalayas: Diversity Distribution Potential 
values, Gyanodaya Prakashan, Nainital. 

[25] H.B. Vasistha, Ashish Rawat and Prafulla Soni (2011). Hazards 
Mitigation through Application of Bioengineering Measures in 
Landslide Areas – A Case Study of Varunavat Landslide, 
Uttarkashi (Uttarakhand). Disaster & Development Vol5(1). Pp 
37-52 

[26] Shipra Chaudhary, Vikram Gupta and Y.P. Sundriyal, (2010). 
Surface and sub-surface characterization of Byung landslide in 
Mandakini valley, Garwal Himalaya. Himalayan Geology Vol 
31(2). Pp 125-132 

[27] Girish Ch. Kothyari, P. D. Pant, Khayingshing Luirei, (2012). 
Landslides and neotectonic activities in the Main Boundary 
Thrust (MBT) zone: Southeastern Kumaun, Uttarakhand. J. of 
the Geological Society of India. Volume 80, Issue 1, pp 101-110 

[28] Sumeet Gairola, C.M Sharma S.K. Ghildiyal and Sarvesh Suyal, 
(2012). Chemical properties of soils in relation to forest 
compositionin moist temperate valley slopes of Garhwal 
Himalaya, India. Springer Science DOI 10.1007/s10669-012-
9420-7 

[29] Rao R.V.S., Mahapatra S.K., Verma T.P., Sindhu G.S. and Rana 
K.P.C. (1997) Characterization and classification of some soils 
of Shiwalik Hills in Himachal Pradesh. Agropedology 7, pp 14-
21. 

[30] Arshid Jehangir, A.R. Yousuf, Z.A. Reshi, Aasimah Tanveer and 
Aftab Ahmad, 2012. Comparison of Physical, Chemical and 
Microbial Properties of Soils in a Clear-cut and Adjacent Intact 
Forest in North Western Himalaya, India. International Journal 
of Soil Science, 7: 71-81. 

[31] P.K. Das, S.K Gangopadhyay, S. Nath and S.K.Banerjee (1986), 
Characteristics and Pedogenic Evolution of N E Himalayan 
Forest Soil. Indian Natn. Sci. Acad. B52 No. 6. Pp 767-777 

[32] Mamta Belwal and S. P. S. Mehta, (2014). Physico-chemical 
properties of the main soil types of Ranikhet region of Kumaun 
(Uttarakhand). J. of Chemical Pharmaceutical Research, 6(4), pp 
682-688 

[33] [Manoj Kumar Arya, (2014). Assessment of Physico-chemical 
Properties of Soil along Altitudinal Gradients in a Protected 
Forest in the Kumaun Himalayas, India. Nature and Science 
12(2). Pp 32-37 

[34] Skarma Nonzom and Geeta Sumbali (2014). Impact of Some 
Ecological Factors on the Occurrence and Distribution of 
Mitosporic Fungi in the Cold Desert of Ladakh (India). 
International Journal of Pharmaceutical Science 
InventionVolume 3 Issue 1. Pp 32-40. 

 


