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Report and Recommendations of Nayanjot Lahiri,
Member of Expert Team sent by the Ministry of
Environment and Forests (Government of India) on a
Site Visit for the purpose of Reviewing Specific Issues
relating to Srinagar Hydroelectric Power Project by
Alaknanda Hydro Power Company Limited

1. |1 was requested by the Ministry of Environment and Forests
(Government of India), by a letter dated 1st June, 2011, to be
part of an Expert team, constituted in response to the
representation of Ms. Uma Bharti, former Chief Minister of
Madhya Pradesh (Annexure 1) regarding the submergence of
the Dhari Devi Temple due to the implementation of the
Srinagar Hydroelectric Power Project by Alaknanda Hydro
Power Company Limited (AHPCL). The Expert Team was asked
to visit the site and prepare its report within three weeks.

2. The team was asked to review the following issues:

(i) The status of the relocation of the Dhari Devi temple and its
adequacy;

(i) The management plan for muck disposal;

(iii) Compliance to various environmental conditions;



(iv) Environmental Clearance for the increased capacity as per
the order of Hon'ble High Court of Uttarakhand at Nainital in
WP (PIL) No. 137 of 2009 by Shri Ram Lal & others Vs. Union of

India for this project

II. The following members of the team visited the site on 6th
and 7th June 2011:

(i) Dr. B.P. Das, Member, EAC (RVP);

(ii) Dr. Nayanjot Lahiri, Department of History, University of
Delhi and Ex-member, Delhi Urban Art Commission;

(iii) Ms. Sanchita Jindal, Member Secretary, EAC (RVP).

Shri Bharat Bhushan {Director, 1A, MOEF), also a member of the
team, was unable to undertake the site visit because of other

professional work.

3. During the site visit, the team considered the documents
submitted by AHPCL. A detailed presentation was made by
AHPCL (Annexure 2), during which the team members sought
various clarifications regarding a range of issues relating to
environment compliance, the management plan for muck
disposal, the technical and architectural pians for relocation of
the Dhari Devi temple and a number of related issues. In the
course of their visit, the team members visited project sites
including the dam, the power house, and the muck disposal
sites. They also received representations from various groups
and interacted with multiple gatherings - at the project site
office, at Dhari Devi temple, near one of the muck disposal sites
and in the hote! where they were staying. Where only one copy



of the representation was available, these were handed over to
Ms. Sanchita Jindal while the one annexure that was submitted
to all three members is attached to this report as Annexure 3.
The team also met with two of the Pujaris of Dhari Devi temple
as also the President of the Dhari Devi Temple Samiti.
Additionally, the team visited and discussed a number of issues
relating to the Dhari Devi temple with Dr. Shivprasad Naithani,
a respected historian of Uttarakhand who has devoted a
chapter to the temple in his book entitled Uttarakhand, Sri
Kshetra Srinagar (Srinagar: Pavetri Prakashan 1998).
Additionally, relevant files and papers of the Ministry of
Environment and Forests and reports of committees and sub-
committees on various aspects of this project were examined.

The team's interaction with groups of people and with several
large gatherings, with the exception of the meeting with Dr.
Bharat Jhunjhunwala and members of the Prakriti Paryavaran
Sansthan, were inevitably in the presence of the project
proponents. This does not usually make for frank and free
discussion and it is possible that several issues and concerns
articulated in those gatherings were influenced by their
presence. In this report, on the specific issue of the Dhari Devi
temple relocation, cognizance has been taken of the views
expressed by the Pujaris and the President of the Temple Samiti
where they are corroborated by relevant historical details and
by an employee of AHPCL who has been in negotiations with

them.

4. There has been a lack of consensus among members of the
Expert Team on many of the issues that it was asked to review
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and the nature of the recommendations following that review,
Therefore, | am submitting a separate report on the four issues
that the team was asked to examine and, in each instance, |
have also stated what, in my view, should be the follow-up
action.

5. (i) The Status of the Relocation_of the Dhari Devi Temple
and its Adequacy

|. Dhari Devi temple is located some 15 kilometres from
Srinagar below National Highway 58 which is also the pilgrim
route that leads to Badrinath. The temple complex is situated
on a prominent rock promontory, on the left bank and in the
immediate vicinity of the Alaknanda river. The platform is about
15m x 25m on the top while the measurements at the base are
29.6m x 19.0m. There is a considerable difference in the
elevation of the rocky outcrop on which the temple stands -
the plinth of the existing temple is at EL 594.0m - and National
Highway 58 which runs along the river at 670.0m. Presently,
the temple is accessible through steps and a kuccha road from
the left bank and through a suspension bridge from the river's
right bank, where Dhari village is located.

The frequency of visitors and worshippers at Dhari Devi temple
is relatively heavy from May to July when the Badrinath yatra is
undertaken by a large number of pilgrims. The Devi of this
shrine, however, is revered and worshipped throughout the
year by local people from Srinagar town and its adjoining
villages. A detailed and comprehensive description of the
goddess, the temple, its mythological and historical
associations is available in Dr. Shivprasad Naithani's

4



Uttarakhand Shri Kshetra Shrinagar (the relevant chapter is
placed as Annexure 4).

Il. That the temple would require relocation was known to the
Ministry of Environment and Forests and the Government of
Uttar Pradesh in 1985 itself. The U.P. Government's
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Srinagar
Hydroelectric Scheme for 200 MW, dated February 1985
(Section 4.2 on Submergence and Reservoir Rim Treatment,p.
6) states that "One old temple, a suspension bridge and a small
reach of the road will be submerged. The temple would be
raised and erected with a pleasing architecture suiting the
surroundings." The height of the dam in that report is
mentioned as 73 m . Again, this issue was considered in the
Environment Impact Assessment Report of 2001 for a 330 MW
project submitted by Duncans North Hydro Power Company
Limited pursuant to the decision of the U.P. Government to
privatise the project works and entrust this to the
abovementioned Company. As the 2001 report states (Volume
1, p. vii): "The construction of project will affect 5 temples. The
temple coming under submergence at village Kaliasaur is locally
known as Dhari Devi temple. This temple is very famous and
revered by the people in the region. The cost of relocation of
temples, their approaches and the suspension bridge will be Rs.
10.75. million". Subsequently, in 2004, Duncans changed its
name to Alaknanda Hydro Power Company Limited (AHPCL).
The maximum height of the diversion dam from deepest
foundation, in the latest presentation of AHPCL (Annexure 2), is
90 m and from deepest river bed is 66 m.




I1l. That discussions regarding relocation of the temple between
AHPCL and the Dhari Devi temple Pujari Nyas and local people
began in 2006 is evident from letters and papers of that date
where there appears to be a general concurrence for raising the
temple (Annexure 5) with various conditions that would ensure
that the sanctity of the shrine and its presiding deity were
maintained. Several surveys have since been done, by state
government officials (Annexure 6) and by a committee set up
by the Chief Minister under the Chairmanship of the Minister
of Revenue in his Cabinet (Annexure 7). As the annexed reports
underline, they have concurred with the view that the temple
needs to be relocated by ensuring that its character and

sanctity are respected.

IV. In September 2008, on the request of AHPCL, TCE Consulting
Engineers Limited prepared a 'Note on Dhari Devi Temple' on
the possible options for keeping the temple at its present
location and for relocating it. The note suggests that,
notwithstanding the discussions between AHPCL and the Pujari
Nyas, the project proponents were still considering various
options that would prevent a relocation of the temple. While
the reasons for this are not known, it is possible that there was
local pressure to consider the option of keeping the temple at
its present location. Page 1 of the note specifically mentions
that "AHPCL requested TCE to explore possibility of preserving
the existing temple at its current location without
compromising on the technical merits of the project”

(Annexure 8).
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The two possibilities for retaining the Dhari Devi temple at its
current location viz. (a) construct an enclosure bund around the
temple, the surrounding ghat and the access road area upto the
level of EL 611.0 m on the banks, and (b) construct a circular
well around the temple upto EL 611.0 m were both found
unsuitable for various technical reasons and in terms of safety
(for details, Annexure 8). Two options for relocation were
considered viz. (a) shifting of the temple to a safe elevation on
the left bank of the river, and (b) raising the temple at a safe
elevation above the current location, with the idol at the higher
location precisely at the same spot. Option (a) was ruled out
because, as the report put it, "we understand that the project
authorities have been conveyed that there is strong resistance
from the Trustees of the temple and local people for shifting
the location of the temple". Therefore, TCE Consulting
Engineers Limited considered option (b) as the most viable. As
the note states, "constructing new temple at the existing
location over raised platform appears feasible and meets the
local residents requirements and sentiments." This is the option

that AHPCL decided to implement.

V. During the site visit, a 'walk through' video presentation of
the proposed temple plan to be implemented on relocation of
the temple, as prepared by IIT, Roorkee, was made by AHPCL
to the team members (for a view of the proposed Dhari Devi

temple, Annexure 3).

VI. After considering all the relevant papers, the petitions, the
presentation on Dhari Devi temple, and the meetings with
some members of the temple management and other local
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people, it is my view that the decision to elevate the tempile
immediately above its present location, appears to be the most
feasible alternative. The temple is located in a narrow part of
the river bed which does not provide enough space for creating
a broad stable enclosure bund around it. The construction of a
well around the temple would be wanting in terms of safety.
There is nho doubt at all that it would also adversely impact on
dignity and character of the shrine. The idea of shifting the
temple to another location on the left bank of the Alaknanda
river is not acceptable to the local people and to the temple
management. | am of the view that the sentiments of the
people should be respected. The majority of people who the
Expert Team interacted with (including the Pujaris and the
President of the Temple Samiti), in principle, are not opposed
to the elevation of the temple above its present location.

VII. At the same time, as the only member of the Expert Team
with domain knowledge on issue of heritage, culture and
monuments, 1 would, with all due humility, submit that the
proposed elevated temple complex (as seen in the video
presentation, in the plans as also in the form of a model that is-
kept in the premises of the present Dhari Devi temple), is
inadequate in a number of ways:

(a) The plan does not do justice either to the character of
the shrine or to its location. The shrine's presiding deity is
worshipped on an open air platform framed by rock which
forms part of the promontory on which the temple stands.
In the proposed plan, the centrality of the temple is
completely lost. In fact, the proposed design, if executed,
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will ensure that the Dhari Devi temple becomes an
eyesore in relation to the spectacular natural surroundings
where it is situated.

(b) The elevation on a series of RCC columns is
aesthetically jarring and, in terms of the expectations of
the temple management, unsatisfactory from the
perspective of its religious sanctity. The Pujaris and the
President of the samiti that manages the temple, Mr.
Bisheshwar Prasad Pandey, as also various local people,
were of the view that the elevation needs to be done by
raising that part of the rock where the idol is worshipped,
along with the rock that provides a backdrop to it and a
few metres of rock below the platform area. In order to
ensure that the sanctity of Dhari Devi is maintained, this
rock should not be placed on RCC pillars. Instead, a way
should be found to ensure that the rock bearing the
platform rests on a matrix containing rocks which are
placed in a hollow well-like structure. Such a construction
will ensure that the base rock on which the well rests and
the image platform (along with the rock that is below and
behind it) that is elevated from the base rock are seen to
form a kind of continuum since they would, in a manner of
speaking, be connected through a matrix that has rocks.
This is technically feasible. That there is an ongoing
dialogue about raising the shrine in this manner between
the temple guardians and the project proponents was
mentioned by the Pujaris and by Mr. Bisheshwar Prasad
Pandey and confirmed by Mr. N. Vallabh of AHPCL.



‘!(':/'

(¢) In the proposed plan, AHPCL has attempted an
engineering solution to the issue of elevating the temple.
The Dhari Devi temple, however, has heritage significance.
The iconographic features of the idol suggest that this is a
medieval image which is underlined in Dr. Naithani's book
(see p. 472 of Annexure 4). The image is also a registered
antiquity. It was registered on 25th October 1980 under
the Antiquities and Art Treasure Rules 1973 (this is
available in Annexure 3 [see annexure 9 there] ).

The rock promontory on which the temple stands is also
historically connected with the temple. Apparently, in the
massive flood of 1894, the Devi image was washed away
from the worship area and got stuck in a part of this rock
platform. Eventually, Kunju Dhunar from the Dhari village
is said to have succeeded in rescuing the Devi image from
there. There is another version about the events relating
to the 1894 flood in which the image is described as having
been brought by the flood to this place from somewhere
else (for both versions, Dr. Naithani's account in Annexure
4). However, the version where Dhari Devi was being
worshipped at the spot of the present temple before the
1894 flood is likely to be the correct one, as Dr. Nathani's
work has pointed out. To put it another way, the view of
the temple management and local people mentioned in
the previous paragraph - about the religious sanctity of the
deity being connected with the base rock - has a basis in
the tradition that it was this rock which prevented the
image of Dhari Devi from being swept away in the 1894
flood. Incidentally, Dr. Nathani refers in his book
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(Annexure 4) to an epigraph of the time of Gurkha rule
(1809-1814) which mentions the donation by Shri Sardar
Shreshta Thapa of one buffalo and one goat for the
worship of Dhari. In this inscription, a pujari named Lalli is
mentioned who is the ancestor of the Pandey family that
continues to conduct the puja here (p. 476 of Annexure 4),
This underlines the fact that by the early 19th century,
Dhari Devi was being worshipped here, and it is likely that
such worship goes back to a period before the date of the
abovementioned inscription.

VIil. Recommendation: Keeping its religious character and its
heritage value in mind, | would strongly recommend that a new
plan be prepared by a conservation architect in collaboration
with the Indian National Trust for Art and Cultural Heritage
(INTACH) which has been involved in protecting and conserving
the built, cultural and natural heritage of India. Respecting the
location of the temple on a natural rock, the lifted temple
platform (with the rock that forms its backdrop and part of the
rock on which it presently stands) should appear to rest on a
rocky outcrop and harmonize with the natural setting.
Achieving this form has no technical difficulties. A separate
building complex which contains other facilities may be placed
at a distance from the temple. Certainly, those facilities should
not overwhelm the shrine and, under no circumstances should
a series of RCC pillars be seen above the water.

Until this alternative plan is prepared and shared with the the
temple management, no further work should be done at the
Dhari Devi temple site. The fact that some construction work

\
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has been started there should not be seen as an impediment to
“improvement which is necessary in order to bring it in harmony
with its natural surroundings and its historical features.

Additionally, keeping in view that any kind of controversy on a
sensitive issue like the relocation of a live temple should be
avoided, an important step would be the creation of a
committee for monitoring the construction work so as to
maintain complete transparency. This committee should have
the president of the samiti that manages the temple, as a

member.

5. (ii) The Management Plan for Muck Disposal

I. The issue of muck disposal and the manner in which it should
be managed to prevent pollution of the Alaknanda river and the
surrounding environment, has been a central one with regard
to this project. From 2008 till 2011, three committees - the
Monitoring Committee under Chief Conservator of Forests
(Garhwal, Uttarakhand}, a Sub-Committee of the Forest
Advisory Committee of the Ministry of Environment and Forests
(Government of India) and the Central Empowered Committee
(constituted by the Supreme Court of India) - have recorded
observations which reflect poorly on the AHPCL's track record

on this issue.

ll. The Government of Uttarakhand (paragraph 7 on page 3 of
Annexure 9) granted permission for the non-forestry use of
forest land subject to the condition that the plan for the
rehabilitation/treatment of the muck disposal sites of the
Project will be prepared through IIT, Roorkee or any other

P
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specialized institution. Furthermore, it was mentioned in the
permission, that the muck generated by the project, under no
circumstances, would enter the river (point 15, Annexure 10.
This forms part of the Central Empowered Committee's letter
to Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, dated 11th
February 2011). Since this was to be implemented by the user
agency with approval of the Uttarakhand Forest Department, a
Monitoring Committee was constituted under the
Chairmanship of the Chief Conservator of Forests, Garhwal for
monitoring compliance. It is to the credit of the Monitoring
Committee and its Chairman that, in its report of 30th August
2008, it definitively highlighted that muck disposal was being
done on the river bed which was, environmentally improper
and in violation of the conditions that formed part of the
permission for use of forest land for non-forestry use.
Subsequently, in compliance with the condition prescribed by
the Government of Uttarakhand mentioned above, the AHPCL,
on 8th September 2008, assigned the work of preparing a
'Muck Disposal & Management Plan' to Indian Institute of

Technology (lIT), Roorkee.

IIl. This plan was duly prepared and handed over to the
company in November, 2008 (Annexure 11). Table-3 of the
report graphically confirms what the Monitoring Committee
chaired by the Chief Conservator of Forests, Garhwal had
noted. The table lists the ten sites of muck disposal that were
being used for muck disposal even before a management plan
had been created. A volume of 2840 Lakh M’ had been
dumped by 2008 on these sites. The total capacity of dumping
areas, as estimated in that report, was 66.90 Lakh M>.

13
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Several recommendations were given in the plan to AHPCL on
managing such a vast quantity of muck. Specifically, to protect
the river, the plan recommended that :

"Loose muck should be compacted layer wise. Wherever
possible, the muck disposal area should be developed in a
series of terraces of boulder crate wall and masonry wall
to protect the area/muck from flood water during

monsoons."

V. In 2009, the Srinagar Hydroelectric Projected was visited by
the Sub-Committee of the Forest Advisory Committee (FAC).
This Sub-Committee was constituted pursuant to the Supreme
Court Order dated 20th February 2009 in order to consider the
cumulative environmental impact of various hydroelectric
projects. In its recommendations (the sections relevant for this
project are placed as Annexure 12}, the Sub-Committee has
discussed various issues pertaining to the Srinagar project. Its
specific observation on muck disposal by the AHPCL underlines
that the situation was far from satisfactory: "Muck disposal was
found to be inadequate and unsatisfactory, on the river bed
itself with very high angle of repose. It is essential that an
alternative plan be prepared for the disposal of debris. The
present arrangement is deeply unsatisfactory from an
ecological and aesthetic point of view. There is a danger of
erosion of the debris and of its being deposited on the bed of
the river blocking its flow." That this observation was made by
a sub-committee of a statutory committee of the Ministry of
Environment and Forests, much after the submission of the
'Muck and Disposal Management Plan' prepared by IIT,
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Roorkee, puts a question mark on the way in which AHPCL was
(mis)managing and disposing the muck generated due to
project work in 2009.

V. On 14th December 2010, the issue of muck disposal again
came up, this time during a hearing before the Central
Empowered Committee constituted by the Supreme Court of
India (Annexure 10). A Committee was formed at the behest of
the Central Empowered Committee for carrying out a site
inspection on the muck disposal sites. Following the inspection
on 20th December, 2010, the Chairman of the Central
Empowered Committee, in his letter of 11th February 2011, to
the Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, noted that
"During the site inspection a number of shortcomings
pertaining to muck disposal came to notice”. Significantly, the
Chairman also informed the Secretary that during the hearing
held before the Central Empowered Committee on 18th
February 2011, it was decided that "the above stated issue
relating to the muck disposal is brought to the notice of the
MOEF for taking appropriate action with reference to the
conditions on which the non-forestry use of the forest land in

the present case has been granted."

VI. During the site visit in June 2011, the Expert team of which |
was a member, visited several of the muck disposal sites, some
of which appear to be adjacent to the river bed of the
Alaknanda river. It is evident that muck disposal has not been
done in the manner recommended by the Muck Disposal and
Management plan of IT, Roorkee ie., by creating terraces with
suitable retaining walls or that dumping be done after creating
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terraces. Instead of terrace formations, the disposal sites have
the appearance of large hills of dirt. The retaining walls at the
base of the sites are also inadequate, in terms of height, to
prevent the muck from being washed down and entering the
river. In several places, in fact, the retaining walls are broken.
Since the monsoon rains begin this month, the muck disposal
sites adjacent to the Alaknanda river are likely to leak their
muck into the river which will further degrade the riverine
ecology of the area.

VII. Considering that lack of proper management of muck
disposal has been pointed out by the sub-committee of the FAC
and by the Central Empowered Committee, it is somewhat
surprising that no action {which is to remedy non-compliance)
has been recommended. Inaction has contributed seriously to
possible threats to the riverine ecology and the integrity of the
landscape. Much of this could have been prevented with timely

action.

VIIl. Recommendation: It is my recommendation that, in view
of the lack of adequate seriousness on the part of AHPCL on the
issue of disposing muck in a manner that safeguards the
surrounding environment, the Ministry should take action to
remedy non-compliance of this condition. As mentioned by the
Central Empowered Committee, it should undertake
"appropriate action with reference to the conditions on which
the non-forestry use of the forest land in the present case has

been granted."

| would also strongly recommend that AHPCL be directed to
immediately undertake the construction of retaining walls of

P
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sufficient height, compaction of muck, and the formation of
terraces. Once this has been done, the Regional Office of the
Ministry should inspect the muck disposal sites and send a
detailed report.

5. (iii) Compliance to Various Environmental Conditions

Compliance was assessed by the Expert Team in relation to the
conditions that governed the Environmental Clearance granted
to the project in May 1985.

[. Providing Fuel Wood During Construction Stage: This
condition appears to have been complied with since LPG is
apparently being provided for all labour camps.

Il. Preparation and Implementation of Catchment Area
Treatment Plan: It is regrettable that in spite of Rs. 22 crores
have been deposited by AHPCL with the State Forests
Department, work on the Catchment Area Treatment (CAT)
plan has not begun. The Forest Department has not treated this
matter with adequate seriousness. Considering that the project
will be commissioned in a few months, the CAT plan needs to
be immediately implemented

1. Geomorphological Studies: Reports by the Geological
Survey of India (GSI) have been prepared on likely
geomorphological changes in four of the seven villages that are
likely to be affected once the reservoir behind the dam fills up
are available (placed as Annexures 13-16). AHPCL must ensure
that the other reports are made available as quickly as possible.
Equally, the recommendations in each of those reports need to
be put in place immediately and certainly, before the dam gets

A\
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operational. Otherwise, as the GSI reports underline, there will
be people whose houses and fields will get badly affected.

V. Afforestation and Green Belt Development: While the
compensatory afforestation in Lalitpur district of U.P. has been
done, no green belt development has been undertaken in the
project area. This needs to be immediately undertaken.

V. Constitution of Monitoring Cell: Although a project level
Environmental Monitoring Cell was set up, no reports have
been prepared by them. It seems that this cell has been non-
functional because AHPCL has failed to fulfill the
payment/remuneration conditions that it had offered to the
chairman of the Cell. A Monitoring Cell needs to be
immediately operationalized.

5. (iv) Review the Environmental Clearance for the increased
capacity as per the order of Hon'ble High Court of
Uttarakhand at Nainital in WP (PIL) No. 137 of 2009 by Shri
Ram Lal & others Vs. Union of India for this project

| have examined the files pertaining to the transfer of
environmental clearance from the Uttar Pradesh State
Electricity Board to Duncans North Hydro Power Company
Limited, and subsequently to AHPCL. In this regard, | wish to
draw attention to three points.

I. There seem to be contradictions in the Ministry's internal
notes and in its communications to project proponents. For
instance, the Ministry's letter of 27th September 1999,
transferring environmental clearance to Duncans Hydro Power
Co. Ltd., states that "it hereby transfers the environmental

P
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clearance of the above mentioned project dated 3.5.1985 in
favour of Duncans.." Since the 1985 project was approved with
a generating capacity of 200 MW, this letter seems to have
transferred the clearance for the original project. The same
letter, however, has as its subject matter "Shringar
Hydroelectric Project (330 MW) in U.P. - transfer of
Environmental clearance reg.". Evidently, there is something
erroneous in the subject matter of this letter since the Ministry
could not have transferred the environmental clearance for this
project at 330 MW since the environmental clearance in 1985
was for a project of only 200 MW.

II. The notings in the relevant files suggest that even though no
construction work had started on the main project, a request to
revalidate the environmental clearance on the plea that this
was an ongoing project was favourably considered. In effect,
because the Ministry treated this as an ongoing project,
Circular No. J-21011/8/98-IA dated 23rd July 1998 which
presumably would have required that the project proponent
seek a fresh environmental clearance, was not seen as being
applicable to this project. Consequently, the environmental
clearance was revalidated and transferred to Duncans Hydro

Power Co. Ltd.

1. If the Ministry's letter of 27th September 1999, transferring
environmental clearance to Duncans Hydro Power Co. Ltd. is to
be read as having given clearance for a 330 MW project, this
would mean that the Ministry, by treating a project that had
not taken off as an 'ongoing project’, not merely transferred the
environmental clearance but also granted permission, on file,
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for enhanced installed capacity. If this was not the usual
procedure for granting permission for an enhanced installed
capacity and if the Ministry's position today is that such
permission was indeed granted to Duncans Hydro Power Co.
Ltd. in 1999 (along with the transfer and revalidation of
environmental clearance), this appears to be prima facie
irregular,

Recommendation: Keeping in view that the High Court of
Uttarakhand has stayed construction work beyond 200 MW,
the review of Environmental Clearance for increased capacity
should be considered at the level of the appropriate
committee of the Ministry which deals with such issues. The
“Ministry of Environment and Forests may also seek a legal
opinion on this issue from the Law Ministry.

6. Additional Recommendations

(i) Treatment of Quarry Area: No mitigative measures have
been undertaken at the large Supana quarry area on the right
bank which is now being used by AHPCL for storing building
material. Rehabilitation and treatment of the quarry area, as
per volume | of the Environment Impact Assessment study of
May 2001 (pp. 94-95) needs to be undertaken.

(i) Alaknanda River Front Development Scheme. AHPCL
provided a Detailed Project Report for a proposed Alaknanda
River Front Development Scheme which has features ranging
from elevated tracks and embankments to an artificial lake -
interventions that have environmental implications (Annexure
17). | would recommend that a clearance from the Ministry is
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sought by AHPCL for this scheme before it proceeds any
further.

(iti) Creation of an Inter-Disciplinary Monitoring Committee.
Finally, in order to ensure proper monitoring of this project, an
inter-disciplinary monitoring committee made up of
independent experts, with representatives from the Ministry of
Environment and Forests and the State Forest Department,
should be constituted.

e

aoth June 20
Nayanjot Lahiri,
Professor,

Department of History,
University of Delhi.

21



ANNEXURE l...




ANNEAURE 1

g . A . . )
3 M NLE B Fid MO, D QPGRIS TGS May, D2 2011 11119 £

o~ 3
| ke yuE Y #E C;f?’;‘
3| U TR 62K
g T ETE- T3/ 200
o L SO R LS

161% a7SS 2AEOBSS
anTdry Ul wirer o, . j{sl“ o PRI

AHEEN | "
#mmtwmgammwﬁﬂmm#h{{(& wcramy E TR G
faegy ARER 'ﬁﬁﬁm%ﬁmmﬂﬁm@ﬂmmm ?j?‘{?ﬂﬁmﬁﬁ
e A wres B R A of gy ¥ g A Ad adr @) g aaw
ety watree e # TRER @ TR I A Serd wer &1 g wR R w
;ﬁ@za&m‘ﬂwmgﬁmﬂﬂﬂwmwaﬂmﬁ‘mﬁmﬁz&;{@%au
L _ .
srEs B P e R d F qoff i 20 uTREmS T @
mrﬁmﬁqﬁﬂmﬁ%mmaﬁwmﬁwaf&w:ﬁwfafgaﬂzﬁwwzeé
emw,mﬂmwm%mzﬁr&ﬂww’élw@wmaﬂﬁ
b Rg 0 5 R @ W owm @ W wgd faner @ agt W
Praferi 2 fon oYM @ HF R
£ st H gren B d B R g farpy W G B AR
wirreard) e udfww & @l B wesa & we aw R fae 2 fag A4
mﬁmweﬁvmﬁm—mmm%ﬁwm%ﬁmﬁwaﬁmmﬁﬁmi-w‘i:?
Btﬁd?“t-&m’ﬁ{%‘a‘gﬂﬁg\lfﬁ!ﬂwﬁ?ﬂﬁwﬂﬁﬁimﬁﬁw‘a g g B0 d A
i & Presey ke g Rfa © T 1Y A SR b g
oy ¢ B am g o sniren @ iRl Rl woamne &
A wepe ofEm wn ¥ N af) 4@ @ e S @ Ty G s el
gin BRaC s 9 §E R & for R o EA S G e g
Cemy o ofy M aREE ¥ & forem & Profet @ wn eeh & @ B o T
(""'\

R Faw B o~
r“)_;x,“ Vb
UG '

1

1538
R0 A% SRIRTY R,
wer o st enern, R

T";?j-’i!3"“-3-{1--%3_'1_19-%“;. )
TR T - ' r ; g(/l‘fﬁ L



ANNEXURE Q\












290 HIENBIG 110 4 BB |
BABORE L30T
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































