FEDERATION OF VOLUNTARY ORGANISATION FOR RURAL
DEVELOPMENT IN NORTH CANARA DISTRICT
Regd. Office: KRWCDS, Makeri, Karwar-58] 306

7" December 2000

To,

Deputy Commissioner of Karwar and
Chairperson of Public Hearing Committee,
Karwar, Uttara Kannada.

Sir,
Sub: Cb,ections to Dandeli Mini-Hydel Project

We are a Federation of Voluntary Organisation working in Uttara‘Kannada District. There are a few
serious objections that we would like to raise regarding the Dandeli Mini-Hydel Project proposed by
Murdeshwar Power Corporation.

The Environmental Impact Assessment Report prepared for the above miention project is incomplete
in many ways The EIA Report does not mention the Environment Management Plan. ‘Tl
shortcoming of the EIA has also been acknowledged by the Karnatak State Pollution Control Board
(Letter No. KSPCB/CEF-CELL/AFO-1 MURDESHWAR/PH 2000/4489. The letter has becen
enclosed for your ready reference). Due to this it becomes very unclear how the impact on the
environment will be minimised. Environment Management Plan is ar important part of the EIA
Report and needs to be studied thoroughly by the concerned Individuals.

Section I-4 quotes a figure of 2 Crores for the implementation of the Environment Management
Strategy. But EIA Report does not mention clearly how this amount was calculated and what are the
different activities which will be undertaken using this amount.

There is no clear mention of compensatory reforestation in the report as well as whether any area has
been identified for it.
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Besides above mentioned flaws in the EIA report there are serious threats to the Environment and

Aquatic Habitats have been disturbed due to several dams on the River Kali. The fish
population is going down. One more project in the area will affect the aquatic bio-diversity
tremendously.

This project would lead to submergence of 69 ha. of forest. Transmission lines will require
deforestation of 15 ha. of forest. Besides this there will be further deforestation due to
increased human activities and for other requirement of the project. This deforestation will
lead to loss of livelihood sources of forest dependent communities around the area.

There will be destruction of wildlife habitat due to this project. EIA report itsell mentions a
long list of wild animals, amphibians, birds, snakes, and plants found in the area.

This project is also not very promising in terms of providing employment to the local people. Section
V-3 of the EIA report mentions that the positive impacts of the projects in terms of employment have
been calculated to be +27 during the construction phase but it goes down to +2 in the operation phase.
This shows that the this project will provide employment to a very few people i the long run. The
short term increase in the employment opportunities might attract a large number of manual labourers
from the other parts of the country and it has been observed in many cases this type of migration lcads
to a tremendous ‘pressure on the natural resources around the area.
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We believe that there should not be any destruction of forest and wildlife habitat tor generation ol
only 18 MW power which wiil be a negligible contribution to the total power requircment of the State
1.e. 8680 MW. Looking at the scenic beauty of the area and also the presence of wildlife in the arca
one can rather encourage eco-tourism which will be a development in sustainable manner. There have
been initiatives from the Government to encourage eco-tourism potentials of the arca. This new
project and its transmission lines will be harmful to the tourist potential and will also reduce the
sustainable employment opportunities for the local people.

Taking in to consideration the shortcomings of the EIA and also the possible harms to the sustainable
development of the area we request you not to allow this project.
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Yours truly,

Aarthi Sridhar
For Fevord -NK

Address for communication: Vikasa Rural Development Society, Malgi,
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Sir, - .;hh“_

Subr Clarification recarding REIA repors submitted by
M/s.Murudeswars Power Corporztion Limised, in respect of
Proposed 2 % 9 MW Ming Hyvdel Power Piant &% Dandeli azcross
river Kaii - regerding.

1. Your letter No. 128/R3/654 dated 7.11.206¢0,
2. Your letter No.133/MP/171 dated 13.,11.2680.

Rets
« Your letter No.18Z/MP/173 dated 28.11.2604.
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This is to bring to your noctice = the mimtale committed vide
reference (1) while issuing Notification regarding
85.0.318(E) instesd of 5.0.31%¢ Oy aiving
‘Corrigendum” in ‘Udavavzni’ cgily and New Indian
Express, englicsh daily, 1l1.11.2000 and 13.11.260
respectively. :

With regard to yYour letter vide Teference . {3), the
clarifications are ac below:

1. The project Proponent have resubmitted REIA Teport aftar
conducting Ffield studies for a periad of one month (375
man days). The report tcovers emong other things sych ag
Initisgl Environmentzl Examinzation, which ig Primarily uged
2% an indieczator to determine the extent of REIA need for
the project and gxtent af importance te pe given for each
anvironmentsal parameters durirg tonducting of REIA study,
A1l cther COmMponeEnts of ime reapart submitted is
in Confirmity with the guidelines.

The study was conducted for = pPeriod of agne month i.e,
September«october, 25643, covering 373 man days=, During the
study period monitoring was carried out with regard %o
water guality, air quality, soiil quality, sediment load,
biological environment, et ., as required under the
guridelines. However, it is fe1l: that the requirement of
One sesson study is more reievant in case of the prajects
which zre significant from the point onof ]ir peliution,







