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TABLE (I 

Major groups of Nonplanktonic 1nvortebrates collected In 
the samples 

Group Habi tat 

Turbel1ar1 a PIanar1dae E, 
011gochaeta Tubificidae B 

Nematoda B , 
Tardi grada B 

Insecta 

Di ptera Chaobori dae B , 
Chi ronomidae w 

Ephemeroptera Ephemeri dae E 

Hemi ptera Belostomatidae N 

Corixidae N 

Gerri dae N 
Nepldae N 
Notonecti dae N 

Coleoptera Chrysomeli dae N 
Dytlsci dae B 
Hydrophi1idae N 

Mol1usca Gastropoda E, 
B i valv i a 03

 
B = Benthos; E = Epiphyton; M = Endoparasite of macrophytes; 
N = Neuston; P = Plankton. 
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Mammals 

Although the mammalian fauna is diverse, 1n the two 

districts, their population 1s not high because of lack of 

cover and sparseness of natural vegetation. The common 

mammalian species found in the two districts (sight records 

& local information) are the Langur, Nilgai, Mongoose and 

the Jackal. 

Ranking of Wetlands 

The wetlands of Etawah and Mainpuri districts were ranked 

by taking a selected water quality parameters such as,depth, 

morphoedaphic index (MEI), salinity and plankton diversity. 

The individual ranking for each parameter was then averaged 

(Table ). It will be seen from the Table ( ) that none of 

the wetlands have an average ranking of over 5.5 1n a range 

of 0 - 10 scale. A careful examination of the wetlands 

reveal two groupings: 1) wetlands ranking between 1.6 to 

3.6, 2) wetlands ranking between 3.6 and 5.5. About half 

the number of wetlands (52%) were 1n the later range. This 

shows poor water quality conditions for almost all the 

wetlands. 
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Ranking of Wetlands according to proportionate ratings of select parameters 
(Plankton, Depth, Mlil , Fish sp. richness.Saliiiily) 
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