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Report of the Site Visit by Dr. B.P. Das and Ms Sanchita Jindal as
Part of the Team Constituted by the Ministry of Environment
and Forests for issues related to Srinagar 330 MW Hydropower
Project of Alaknanda Hydro Power Company Limited

In response to the representation from Ms. Uma Bharti, former
Chief Minister, Madhya Pradesh regarding submergence of Dhari
Devi Temple due to implementation of Srinagar 330 MW
Hydropower Project of Alaknanda Hydro Power Company Limited
(AHPCL), a team comprising of the following experts was
constituted by the Ministry to visit the site and give its report within
three weeks -

(i) Dr.B.P. Das, Vice-Chairman, EAC (RVP);

(ii) Dr. Nayanjot Lahiri, Professor, Department of History, Delhi
University and Member, Delhi Urban Art Commission;

(iii) Shri Bharat Bhushan, Director(l1A); and

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

2. The team was to review (i) the status of the relocation of the
Dhari Devi temple and its adequacy (ii) the Management Plan for
muck disposal (iii) compliance to various environmental conditions
and (iv) review the EC 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.

3. The team visited the site on 6% and 7% June, 2011. Shri Bharat
Bhushan, Director, [IA, MoEF could not join the visit due to
preoccupation in the Ministry. The necessary leave of absence was
given to him by the Ministry.



4.  Alist of documents handed over to the Team by AHPCL, prior
to the visit, during the visit and after the visit is given at Annexure-
1-A. These are available with Ms Jindal in the Ministry.

5. Immediately after reaching Srinagar on the afternoon of 6t
June, 2011, a detailed presentation was made by AHPCL before the
Team on the project. The next day i.e. on 7% June 2011, the Team
met with Shri Bharat Jhunjhunwalla along with a few
representatives of Prakarti Paryavaran Sansthan, who had
requested the Ministry for the meeting. Thereafter, the Team visited
Dhari Devi Temple and project sites like dam, power tunnel, power
channels, de-silting basins, power house, muck disposal sites and
quarries. During the course of the visit, the Team met with two
Pujaries (Priests) of Dhari Devi temple, Head of the Temple Samiti
and many other congregations of people, including ex-MLA of
Srinagar town along with eight Gram Pradhans, Revenue Minister,
Government of Uttrakhand, at various sites, details of which are
given in relevant para. In the end, the Team met with Professor Shiv
Prasad Naithani - an eminent historian and researcher on the
temples of Uttrakhand including Dhari Devi, at his residence.

6. Based on the discussions held among the Team members, a
draft report prepared by Ms Sanchita Jindal, presumably the
convener of the Team, was sent to Dr. Das and Dr. Lahiri both on
17t June 2011. Dr. Lahiri had a difference of opinion with the
recommendations made in the report, hence decided to give a
separate report. The observations and recommendations given here
are of Dr. Das and Ms. Sanchita Jindal.

Presentation by AHPCL and Discussion with the Team

7. After welcoming the team, Shri Reddy, CEQ of Alaknanda
Hydro Power Company Limited (AHPCL) summarized the
developments on various issues, specifically the issue of Dhari Devi
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temple, various meetings with State Government and Temple Samiti
for relocation the temple. He informed that this is the only project
which is going to be commissioned in 11% Plan and PMO is
monitoring the project. About 70% of the project construction is
over and a sum of Rs. 2300/- Crores has been spent on the project. It
is proposed to commission the first unit of power generation by
December, 2011. The project has provided employment to more
than 5000 persons. Section 4 of Land Acquisition Act was not
revoked and R&R issues have been settled completely without any
complaints. The project is implementing 6% Pay Commission for
their employees. He also informed the team that there are no
Archeological or Heritage related issues as the temple is not
listed as Heritage site. AHPCL is planning to make it a 5" Dham by
building a bigger temple with many more facilities which shall
attract more pilgrims. Shri Satpal Maharaj, MP and Adviser to Mrs.
Sonia Gandhi and Chairman, Defence Committee have also reviewed
the matter. So far about 72 - 74 meetings have happened on the
temple issue. The temple work was earlier also stopped once by the
State Government of Uttarakhand and was resumed only after a
public hearing and a positive report from a Committee constituted
by the Government. He emphasized that the Government needs to
decide the priority for energy or the temple.

8.  Thereafter, a detailed presentation was made by AHPCL on the
salient features of the project, parameters of the project in the DPRs
of 1981, 1986 and 2001, status of construction of the project,
validity of environment clearance for 330 MW capacity, muck
disposal, compliance to various environmental conditions, R&R
issues etc,, hard copy of which was handed over to all the team
members. The team discussed various issues pertaining to its
mandate and considered relevant documents submitted by AHPCL.
In addition, the technical and architectural plan for relocation of
Dhari Devi temple, prepared by IIT, Roorkee and action taken on the
advisory of CEC were also discussed. The details of submissions by
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AHPCL and our views and recommendations are given in the
relevant heads below.

Meeti i their Representations

9. A group of project supporters from Dr. Bhim Rao Ambedkar
Vikas and Sangrash Samiti met with the team on 6t June, 2011 and
handed over their representation (Annexure 1), The Samiti in
general expressed its happiness with the R&R provided by the
proponent and supported the project. It further mentioned that all
people from the affected area support raising of Dhari Devi Temple
and its beautification and only a few outsiders who are not even
related/affected by the project, are opposing the submergence of
Dhari Devi Temple. It requested the Ministry to continue the project
in view of the large number of people losing employment and
livelihood due to closure of the construction work.

10. Shri Bharat Jhunjhunwalla along with about 10 ladies from
Prakarti Paryavaran Sansthan handed over a representation which
is at Annexure -2. During the discussion, the Sansthan represented
for preventing submergence of Dhari Devi Temple, however, they
mentioned that they were not against the project. They suggested of
building the power channel much upstream of Srinagar which will
save downstream. It was expressed by us that changing the scope of
the project by relocating the dam at this stage would not be feasible
from hydrological, geological, structural and environmental angle. In
essence, it would amount to building a new project, abandoning the
substantially built project components conforming to the
parameters approved by the Central Electricity Authority.

11. Shri Bharat Jhunjhunwalla gave a detailed representation on
the issues related to the increase in capacity from 200 MW to 330
MW and violations of environment clearance by the Proponent. The
issues were discussed with him and it was felt that there were
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factual errors in his submission. Further, the information provided
by him from the files of the Ministry was not complete.

12. A large number of devotees and the project affected people
(around 200 - 300) had congregated at Dhari Devi Temple during
the visit of the team. The ex-MLA of Srinagar town and ex-Minister
along with eight Gram Pradhans were sitting on Dharna in support
of the Project. They requested the team to give them a hearing. They
expressed their concern for stopping the construction work of the
project by the Ministry. Each one of them expressed their
satisfaction and happiness for the R&R and Local Area Development
work carried out by the Company and the employment generated
through the Project. They expressed that they are aware of the issue
of submergence of Dhari Devi Temple and have no objection for the
scheme proposed by AHPCL. It was further mentioned by them that
Ms. Uma Bharti is not from the State of Uttarakhand and has no
stakes in the area therefore; she has no business to interfere with
the Project. If the project is stopped, there will be mass immolation
and Central Government (MoEF) will be responsible for it.
Representation from Shri Pramod Singh Panwar, Gram Pradhan and
ex-Minister are at Annexure-3 & 4.

13. A separate congregation of general public led by the Revenue
Minister of Government of Uttrakhand at one of the muck disposal
sites met the team. The Minister expressed that the project has
brought prosperity to the area and suspension of construction work
at this stage may cause a law and order situation due to loss of
livelihood of large number of people engaged in the project. He also
supported the scheme of uplifting of Dhari Devi Temple proposed by
AHPCL. The general public also expressed its concern over the
suspension of construction work by the Ministry and requested for
early resumption of the same. The public handed over a
representation from Srinagar Chauras Jal Vidyut Pariyojana
Prabhavit Sangharsh Samiti which is at Annexure-5. They also
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handed over various newspaper clippings from time to time in local
newspapers regarding submergence of Dhari Devi Temple. Most of
these are in support of the Project and in support of the scheme
provided by AHPCL for uplifting and beautification of Dhari Devi
Temple. These are available in the Ministry.

14. A few CDs were also provided by various Sangharsh Samities,
which were seen by Dr. Das and Ms Sanchita Jindal in MoEF. Most of
these were of various meetings, rallies, processions and agitations
by the public in favour of the project.

> Although beyond the mandate given to the Team, it is
pertinent to mention here that barring the group of Dr.
Jhunjhunwala, most of the public was happy with AHPCL,
Constant support of the public is evident in all the CDs, it is
obvious that AHPCL has provided good facilities to the local

people.

Observations and Recommendations

15. Based on the discussions held with AHPCL, temple priests,
Head of Temple Samiti, Project Affected People, the historian and
various NGOs and site visits at various project components including
Dhari Devi Temple, our observations and recommendations on the
issues which the team members were needed to review are as

follows-

(I) The Status of Relocation of Dhari Devi Temple and its
Adequacy

The Team noted that the Dhari Devi temple is located at ahout
15 km from Srinagar below National Highway 58, a pilgrim route
leading to Badrinath. The temple complex is situated on a quartzite
rocky outcrop/plateau/promontory on the left bank of Alaknanda
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River. The area of the rocky outcrop is 29.6m x 19.0m (about 600
m?) at the base i.e. at river level and 15m x Z5m on the top where
the temple is located. The water level in the River today is at EL
567.0m above mean sea level and the Temple (the idol) is at EL
594.0m thus, 26m high from the River water. The National
Highway 58 which runs along the river is at EL 670.0m. Presently,
the temple is accessible through steps and a kuccha road from the
left bank, not far from Kaliasaur bus stop, and through a
suspension bridge from the river's right bank, where Dhari village
is located. A view of the rock and temple is given at Annexure - 6.

From historical view, it has been in existence from the year
1804 but the idol of Dhari Devi has been shifted a number of times
and has been lifted in the recent past and mounted on a marble
platform of 5m X 4m size. An old rock (shila) behind the deity
seems to be of religious significance.

The issue of submergence of Dhari Devi Temple was known to
the Ministry and Government of Uttar Pradesh right from the time
of inception of the Project, way back in 1981, by Uttar Pradesh
State Electricity Board for 200 MW. The approved EIA Report of
1985 (Section 4.2) states that "One old temple, a suspension bridge

n mall reach of the r il metr: ould
be raised and erected with a pleasing architecture suiting the
surroundings” and the EIA Report of 2001 for 330 MW capacity

also mentions at 6.2.6.that “the construction of reservoir will affect 5
temples near villages Kaliasaur, Dungaripanth, Sem and Kuteshwar.
The temple coming under submergence at village Kaliasur is locally
known as Dhari Devi Temple. The temple is_revered by the people in
the region. There is no option, but to construct new temples at a site
agreed upon by the villagers. Suspension bridge near Dhari temple

will also to be relocated at a new place. The cost of relocation of

temples and suspension bridge will be Rs. 10.75 million. The

10



relocation of temples, their apgmaches and bridge would be done
before the completion of dam construction” (Annexure-7&8).

The Ministry vide its letter No.J21012/4/2009-I1A-1 dated
6.9.2010 has mentioned the fact that Dhari Devi Temple would
have come under submergence in every size of development i.e.
whether the installed capacity of the project was kept as 200 or
330 MW (Annexure-9).

The discussions regarding relocation of the temple between
AHPCL and Adhyashakti Ma Dhari Devi Pujari Nyas and locals
began in the year 2006, as evident from the letter of Pujari Nyas
dated 14.10.2006 where they had agreed for relocation and had
given two options. Further, on 15.7.2006, the temple Samiti had
asked for six conditions while uplifting/ relocating Dhari Devi
Temple (Annexure-10&11) to maintain the sanctity of the Shrine.

The AHPCL had awarded a study to TCE Consulting Engineers
Limited to explore various options for relocating/ rebuilding the
temple. The TCE in its ‘Note on Dhari Devi Temple' of September
2008 (Cover page at Annexure 12, full report available with the
team members) suggested four options including rebuilding the
temple at a new location. However, in view of the conditions laid
down by the Temple Samiti and religious sentiments of the people
and requirements of the local residents, AHPCL decided to build a
new temple at the existing location but at a higher elevation and
raising the platform of the idol also just at the existing spot- the
last option suggested by TCE. Although, the option adopted is more
expensive than rebuilding the temple at a new site, as per AHPCL,

A number of meetings and surveys have been held with the
State Authorities. Uttaranchal Jal Vidhyut Nigam in its letter dated
9th May 2008 supported the proposal (Annexure-13). A Committee
comprising of Additional Secretary (Energy) and DMs of three
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Districts of Tehri, Pauri and Garhwal, constituted by the
Government of Uttarakhand under the Chairmanship of
Commissioner, Garhwal has also, after a public hearing, concurred
the proposal of uplifting the temple and supported the relocation
and beautification of the Temple in their report dated 27.10.2010
(Annexure-14). Further, the Chief Minister, Uttrakhand had also
constituted a Committee comprising of elected representatives of
this Division and MLA etc. under the Chairmanship of the Revenue
Minister in his Cabinet. In its report dated 3™ March 2011, this
Committee has concurred in the scheme suggested by AHPCL
(Annexure-15). AHPCL has agreed to all the conditions laid down
by the State Government, District Administration, and the Temple

Samiti etc.

The relevant extract from the book of Dr. Shiv Prasad Naithani
entitled Uttrakhand, Srikshetra Srinagar was also provided {cover
page at Annexure -16).

Therefore, lifting the platform and the rock from

about 1m below the idol platform and raising it from 595m to
611m and building a new temple at this elevation is not

unilateral rather a result of several rounds of meetings of
AHPLC with the devotees, the temple pujaris and the
: d by all.

After deciding this as the best option, AHPCL had hired IIT,
Roorkee for providing an Engineering and technical model for
upliftment of the deity and beautification of the area. The IIT,
Roorkee built a small model incorporating construction of rooms
for the priests and devotees, construction of meditation hall and
shops on the way, toilet facilities and a safer Ghat- the facilities
asked by the Temple Samiti. Last year, the model was kept in the
Vaikunth Chaturdashi yearly Mala of Uttrakhand along with a
register for comments of general public. Out of 500 comments
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received, only five were against the scheme/model suggested by
I[IT Roorkee. The model is kept in the premises of the Temple.

A ‘'walk through' video presentation of the proposed
relocation/ elevation of Dhari Devi temple was also made by
AHPCL and a CD of the same has also been handed over to the team

members.

The team visited Dhari Devi Temple and had a detailed
discussion with the two priests of the temple and the Head of the
Temple Samiti. A number of devotees were also present during the
discussion. The Priests were of different views—one completely
agreeing with the scheme of uplifting and heautification suggested
by IIT, Roorkee while the other one, who came recently from
Dehradun, was of the view that the idol should be mounted only on
the existing rock. The connection between the idol and the base
rock needs to be maintained. The CEO of AHPCL along with his
team of experts was also present during the discussion. They
informed that this priest had recently joined and each time new
talks and negotiations with each new coming pujaries are not

required.

Shri Reddy requested the team that since they have been
working on this issue since 2006 and a substantial head way have
been achieved and the model prepared by IIT Roorkee has been
approved both by general public and District Authorities and the
relocation of the temple is already in progress, any major changes
at this stage would hamper the progress of the project. Further, the
relocation of the idol needs to be done on an auspicious day, and
temple Samiti has decided Vijaya Dashmi in October 2011 as the
day, any change in the plan shall delay the Project by full one year.

The importance of the rock on which the idol is mounted, as
suggested by one of the pujaries was discussed with Prof. Naithani
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who categorically refuted the same. He mentioned that the idol of

the devi was found near this rock however, it was earlier mounted
in the village Dhari by a local person belonging to a weaker section.
Later, the idol was mounted on this rock. Moreover, the deity has
been shifted many times. On this rock itself, it has been lifted and
placed on a marble platform.

After discussing with the Temple Samiti, other local people and
AHPCL and upon considering the relevant papers, various
representations, we reached the following conclusion -

(a)

(b}
()

(d)

The submergence of the existing temple was well known to
the Ministry even at the time of issuing Environment
Clearance in 1985. It is not a new issue and cannot be
avoided at this stage.

It is not a listed Heritage site/ shrine.

It is gathered that the image (the idol) is registered under
the Antiquities and Art Treasure Rules, 1973. However, the
uplifting of the Temple/idol would not result in any change
of its status,

The decision to elevate the temple just 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 and would
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 Samiti.
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(e)

(f)

()

(h)

It has already been agreed by AHPCL that pillars will not be
visible and enough boulders will be filled in between the

well that it would give a rocky look.

There is no objection for relocation/ uplifting of the temple
neither by local people nor by the State Government.

A lot of discussions have already been held with relevant
stake holders. State Government has approved the Plan,

As per any Law, approval of MoEF for Temple relocation is
not required.

Recommendations:

(i)

(ii)

To preserve the religious sanctity of the deity, the platform
of the deity (5m X 4m) may be mounted at higher elevation
in such a way that it maintains a contact with the base rock
at the existing ground level. This could be achieved by
putting some rubble concrete inside a retaining wall
enclosure, founded on existing rock at level of 594 m. A
closed R.C. retaining wall from 594m to 611m, on which the
idol will be mounted, should be constructed.

The temple shall be kept open from the top to maintain the
present status of the deity to maintain the religious sanctity.

(iii) An advice from a conservation architect and INTACH may

be sought to maintain the same religious significance and
architect of the place.

Regarding adequacy of relocation/uplifting plan, we felt

that it is in conformity with the relocation plan developed by
TCE and IIT, Roorkee which has been widely publicized and
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agreed by the public at large and approved by the State
Government. Although, the plan appears to be too modern and
synthetic but maintaining it's old and ancient look would not be
feasible and techno-economically viable. Moreover, the locals
and the pujarees are in agreement with the proposed plan;
therefore, any major change at this stage would nullify the
efforts of last 4-5 years therefore would not be advisable except
as suggested at (i) which was agreed by AHPCL. More so, when
there is no objection from the general public.

Moreover, the team is to review the people’s objections
for submergence of Dhari Devi and its adequacy. This has been
discussed, time and again, at many Committees and Forums and
approved by all of them.

(1)

It was informed by AHPCL that the total quantity of disposal
muck is expected to be 66.91 lakh Cum. There are 10 sites covering
an area of 21.01 ha for muck disposal which were identified by the
State Forests Department and approved for non-forestry use. The
muck disposal plan was prepared by IiT, Roorkee and approved by
the State Forests Department. The total quantity of muck
generated till date is 62.55 lakh Cum, Detailed section of the river
with location of the muck disposal site along with the capacity in
volume of each muck disposal site was provided along with the
photographs of each site by AHPCL during the presentation. AHPCL
stated that they had constructed gabion wall /cement concrete
blocks during previous year and the same was washed out during
heavy flood last year. The pictures shown by the AHPCL are
enclosed at Annexure 17. Now the concrete walls are planned and
the same are being implemented.

16



It is observed that -

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

()

(g)

(h)

Muck disposal is an issue, as with most of the Hydro
Projects. The muck management is not sound.

The environment clearance being of 1985, no specific
condition was given for Muck Disposal at that time.

70% of the muck is being disposed of at four sites which are
near dam {9.38 lakh cum), desilting basin (19.15 lakh cm),
power house (9.67) and power channel (8.05).

Three sites out of these are too close to the river and are of
a height of 8 to 10 m. [n all its possibility, the muck may be
running off into the river from these,

The retaining walls were not of sufficient height to retain
the dumped muck and were broken at many places.

AHPCL should have developed a series of terraces of
boulders crate wall and masonry wall, where so ever
possible, for the disposal area to protect it from flood water
during monsoons, as suggested by IIT, Roorkee.

Despite visits by three Committees viz. the State Committee
under the State Chief Conservator of Forests, a sub-
Committee of Forest Advisory Committee of MoEF and
Central Empowered Committee and a plan prepared by IIT,
Roorkee, muck disposal needs tremendous improvement.

The recommendations of these Committees were not
communicated to AHPCL except a letter from MoEF dated
19.5.2010 based on the monitoring report of the Regional
Office of MoEF at Lucknow. After the site inspection, a letter
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was written by the Regional Office on 22.04.1010 which
also mentions only the restoration plans and the letter from
MoEF letter only mentions about CAT Plan and Green belt

development.

We express our concerns over the site selection for the muck
disposal which is too near to the river. We also feel that the
Monitoring by the Regional Office of the Ministry seems not
adequate, leading to the present status.

To mitigate the present situation, we recommended that -

Recommendations:

(1)

(ii)

(iii)

The muck slope at the edge of the river has to be adequately
protected by a retaining wall of at least 1-2m height to be 1
m above HFL correspondmg to a flood of 2500 to 3000
m3/sec in the river.

The existing slope of the muck disposed off is around 40-
459 and need to be flattened to 35° The walls are
constructed partially upto a maximum of 2 m height and
need to be completed to the top with surface protection
before July, 2011 when the monsoon precipitation becomes
intense. This is considered expedient to prevent sloughing,
sliding of the critically steep muck slope and to arrest flow
of the muck into the river. The wall may be constructed
over a length of almost 1 Km stretch at three major sites ie.
the dam, desilting basin and power house. This would lead
to adequate environmental protection,

Muck should be compacted and Terraces may be formed,
where so ever possible.
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(iv) Appropriate protection by plantation and gabions should be

(v)

put only after slopes are flattened to 359 protected by
retaining walls of desired height. Thereafter, appropriate
soil cover of 1m has to be provided to raise plantation for

slope protection.

Site wise restoration plan with time targets may be
submitted immediately to the MoEF.

(vi) Progress on implementation on these should be strictly by a

team.

(I11) Compliance to Various Environmental Conditions

The Environment Clearance {EC) to the Project was granted in
May 1985. AHPCL presented the f{ollowing compliance to the
conditions of EC-

(a)

(b)

Providing Fuel Wood During Construction Stage - AHPCL
informed that they have provided community kitchen with
the arrangement of LPG for all ]Jabour camps.

» We feel that the condition has been complied with.

Preparation and Implementation of Catchment Area
Treatment Plan - It was informed that the Catchment
Treatment Area Plan for the project has been prepared in
consultation with the State Forests Department and Rs. 22
Crores has been deposited with the State Forests
Department and a reminder was given on 6.10.2010.
However, the Department has not initiated this work so far
in want of disbursement of CAMPAA funds to them by the
State Forests Department, Various correspondences with
the Forests Department by AHPCL were provided.
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» The team examined the CAT Plan and felt that the activities
such as check Dams, gulley plugging, contour bunding and
plantation over the critically degraded area needs to be
undertaken at the earliest, in any case, before impounding.

» The Forests Department needs to be pursued for
immediate implementation of the CAT Plan.

» The team also felt that the issue needs to be flagged up at
the MoEF level also,

(c) Afforestation and Green Belt Development - It was
informed that compensatory afforestation in Lalitpur
District has been carried out by the State Forests
Department. Plantation in the project area is proposed to be
done after the completion of construction activities. The
area preparation and plantation in all acquired and available
land is going to continue for three years after
commissioning.

» The team felt that the green belt development could be
undertaken simultaneously along with the project
construction and advised AHPCL accordingly.

(d) Geomorphological Studies to be Undertaken - AHPCL
submitted that out of the 17 foreshore villages, 7 villages are
likely to get affected due to geological reasons. GSI has been
awarded to conduct the Geomorphological studies for these
villages. Report for 4 villages has been received and for
remaining 3 villages, it is expected by September, 2011. The
compliance for the recommendation of GSI was submitted
by AHPCL which is at Annexure-18.
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» The team suggested AHPCL to pursue with GSI for
expediting the remaining reports and implement all the
recommendations of GSI immediately before the Dam gets
operational otherwise there will be people whose houses
and fields will get badly affected. AHPCL was advised to
take up the mitigation measures immediately.

(e) Constitution of Monitoring Committee - It was informed
that Proponent had constituted a Monitoring Committee
Chaired by Prof. R.C. Sharma of Environment Department of
HNB Central University, Srinagar. However, AHPCL
informed that the Monitoring Committee could not be
continued as the financial proposal sent by Prof. R.C. Sharma
was highly escalated and negotiations were in vain. The
Proponent is in the process of formulating an alternative

Monitoring Committee.

» The team felt that the Monitoring Committee constituted
by the Proponent themselves will not be of much use.
Instead MoEF may constitute a Monitoring Committee/
Multidisciplinary Committee for the Project immediately
for strict monitoring of various environmental

components.

(IV) Review the EC 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

Dr. Das and Dr. Lahiri reviewed all the files pertaining to
transfer of environment clearance from Uttar Pradesh State
Electricity Board to Duncans Industries Limited and later to
Alaknanda Hydro Power Limited. Dr. Das was of the view that
notes on page 2 to 22 of the note sheet of file no.J-12011/6/96-1A-1
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(File No.1) clearly indicate that the upward revision to 330 MW has
already been considered by the Ministry on file. It has been noted
by the Ministry that there is no additional land requirement, no
change in the Dam height, no additional submergence and FRL
remains the same as approved in the DPR of 1986. The Ministry
has asked for many details including R&R plan and after getting
satisfied only it transferred the environment clearance in the name
of Duncans North Hydro Power Company Limited vide its letter
No.J-12011/6/96-1A-1 dated 27.7.1999. The Project got TEC
clearance by CEA on 18.12.1987 for the increased capacity for 330
MW (6X55 MW) and Planning Commission accepted the feasibility
of revised scope vide letter PC letter of 1-26(2)/4-P&E dated

29.1.1988.

The Ministry in its above letter has mentioned the capacity as
330 MW in the subject however, did not mention in the body of the
letter that the increase in capacity has been considered and simply
transferred the earlier clearance in the name of Uttar Pradesh
Electricity Board, which was only for 200 MW.

Dr. Das felt that since in 1996, it was decided that it was an
existing project and EIA Notification, 1994 was not applicable to
the project, the same cannot be brought in the ambit of EIA
Notification,2006 now, therefore, consideration by EAC which is
constituted under EIA, 2006 shall not be justified.

The much discussed issue of change in dam height from 77 m
to 90 m was also examined by us. The CEA in its letter dated
16.08.2010 address to the then Additional Director, MoEF has
clarified the issue mentioning that 'Height of the dam from the
deepest foundation level of Srinagar HEP concurred in favour of
UPSEB(in Dec. 1987) and later in favour of M/s DNHPCL(in June
2000) are 85 m and 9 m respectively. The deviation could be due to
availability of competent rock at deeper level because of further
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confirmatory investigations at Dam site by the private developer at
later date. However, it may be seen that FRL and MDDL in both the
cases i.e. 1986 DPR by UPSCB and 2000 DPR by M/s DNHPCL remain
same, as such, there would not be any affect on the submergence of
land etc.’. As it is the dam height either from the river bed level or
deepest foundation level are not very sacrosanct. The reservoir
level is the vital characteristics for project implementation.

He therefore, felt that, it is an administrative matter of the
Ministry rather than a technical issue. The Ministry may
appropriately communicate to the Court.

Additjonal Issues

16. In addition to the above mandated points, the team also looked
into the following aspects-

Treatment of Burrow Pits: AHPCL submitted that about 3.5
million tones of aggregate and sand is required for the project. Two
quarries were identified for the same-one near Supana Village of
1.22 ha and the other one near Sam on NH-58 is of 2.12 ha,
Extraction of rock for crushing from Supana quarry is now over;
however, since project does not have enough flat land, it is being
used to store usable sand and aggregates. The other quarry is still
live. Restoration work for both the quarries shall be undertaken as
soon as the construction work is over. For Supana earlier, it was
scheduled to be started from October, 2011, however, now the same
shall be started from March, 2012. Provision of Rs. 50 lakhs has
been made in the project budget for restoration of quarries.

» It was felt that the restoration works for Supana quarry could
be undertaken simultaneously, leaving the part which is being
used for storage.
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Implementation of R & R Plan and Local Area Development
work: This seems adequate as local people were quite happy with
AHPCL. There was not a single complain. A compilation of local area
development activities carried out by AHPCL was handed over.

Fisheries Development and Environmental Flow: AHPCL is
maintaining hatcheries for Mahaseer and Trout fishes with Hemwati
Nandan Bahuguna University. Regarding, Environmental flow, it was
decided that the decision shall be taken as and when the study by
[IT, Roorkee on Cumulative Impact Assessment on Alaknanda and
Bhaghirathi Basin is accepted by the Ministry.

Alaknanda River Front Development Scheme: The AHPCL
informed that the Alaknanda River Front Development Scheme is
proposed by them having the features like elevated tracks and
embankments. The team felt that the scheme might have
environmental implications. Therefore, requisite clearance should
be sought by AHPCL for this scheme before proceeding further.

It is strongly recommended that above suggested measures
should be strictly monitored by the Ministry for its implementation
through a Multi-disciplinary Committee. -

e ok ko ek ok ek
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Annexure-1-A

LIST OF THE DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED TO THE TEAM BY AHPCL

S. Name of Document
No.
" Approved EIA of February 1985 by Government of U.P.
Copy of the letter from Duncuns North Hydro Power Company
2 Ltd. dated 6t June 2001 to Secretary Irrigation and Power,
' Government of Uttaranchal, Dehradun.
Approval of EIA report and R&R Plan from Secretary,
3. Uttaranchal Government, dated 27t July 2001.
Relevant portion regarding Relocation of Temples in EIA and
4 R&R plan, May 2001 by CEWPCS, for Duncuns North Hydro

Power Company Ltd.

Letter from President, Adhya Shakti Maa Dhari Devi Pujari
5. Nayas, dated 14.10.2006.

Letter dated 15.07.2006 by Dhari Devi Temple Trust giving six
6. conditions for uplifting the Temple.

Note on Dhari Devi Temple by TCE Consulting Engineers Ltd. -
7. September 2008.

Visit Report dated 09.05.2008 of the Team Chaired by the
a. Executive Engineer, Chamoli.

Approval from Secretary, Government of Uttarakhand dated
9. 12th June, 2009 for uplifting the Temple.

Letter dated 6.9.2010 by Additional Director, MoEF providing
10. information that Dhari Devi Temple would be submerged both in
200 MW or 330 MW,
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