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Date.. 49 2Oi 

I am constrained to brina to your notice, the Government of 
Karnataka's Unilateral action in having approached the Central 

Water Commission for clearance to the Feasibility Report of 

Mekedatu Balancg Reservoir curn Drinking Water project with an 

installed capacity (400 MW) at an estimated cost of RS5g12 crore 
across the river Cauvery 

I wouj like to poin out that this action o Karnataka is in v'oJ of the Findl Order 0f the Lauve Water 0 sputes Thbunal 
and the HOfl'bf Supreme Couit and also in contravention to the 
directf\f0f the Government of Idia to share the p

1ans with the co-
basin States fo their consent before proosjng any new 

schemes, 

As you are aware, the Final Order of the Cauvery Water 

Dsptç Tribunal as modifled by the Hon'hle Supreme Court 

prescbes the total quantity of water to be used for COnsuptjc,e use by all 
the Party States This proposal of Kanataka to build 

a reser\;oir at Mekedatu across the Cauvery river would amount to 
a clear violahon of: the Final Ord df the Tribunai and the Judgrnpn of t: S'prer 

Couit
Proposed resetolt will affect he tr iOA Iji the rj  r Cauery and will nullify the Final Oider 

of the Tribnai and the Supreme Couit, In a federj structure no 

upper iparj, State Should unilaterally interfere With the natural 

flow of an interState river Without the consent and concurrence of 
the lower riparlan States 

I wo
like to point out that the Government of Karnataka 

has not approaci-led the Governmpr1
t of Tamil 'adu Seeking 

concurrence for its MekedatLi Project Instead it has directly 

approached the Central Water Commission in coritraention to the 
Quidelines! procer laid down by the Government of India. 
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i \/Vr Cc nrqjws ouoh not to have processed 
t:h proogJ of Karnatfr c• consru a ba ncrc reservoir at Mekedat-u znd instead shoukj have advised Karnataka to get the 
CQflCurrenc, of Tarui Nacju and other co-basin States at the outset, 

This uniiateraj action of Karrtataka has caused great alarm 
and

among the people of TamH Nadu as it wifl affect 
the livelihood of iakhs of farmers who depend on Cauvery water. 

S 
I, therefore;  request you to kindly instruct the Ministry of 

Water Resources River Development and Gartoa Rejuvenatlor to 
direct the Ceritrai Water' Commission to ston forthwith further 
r'ro

;of th Feasbjft Report of tre Government: of 
a tjct o r

kedEftL aC&ss 
nive arty COflsent to any projects in 

tfle river Ca':. ' ,, obtainino the Drior concurrertce of 
N1dL r ot b i :ttes 

I io.ok forward to your inirnediae' positive reply. 

UA. 4 

Yojrs Sincerely, 

•ALNIswAM 

Shri Erer Md 
Hon'hte Frrne Ind;a, 
NOW Delhi. 



Put. ic Works Departrnont, 
eczetariat. Cherinai-9. 

Letter  No.40715/C.SpLiJ2008-5a,  Dated 7.9.2018 

F corn 

Dr. Girija Vaidyanathan, L.A.S., 
Chief Secretary to Government 

to 

The Secretary to Government of india, 
Ministry of Water Resources, River Development and G: ga Rejuvenation 
Sriram Sakthi 8hawan. 
Rafi Marg, 
New Delhi-hO OO1.(w.e) 

Sir. 

Sub: Cauvery Water Dispute - Feasibility Report Droposal for the 
proposed Mekedatu Balancing Reservir-cum-Drinking Water 
Project" of Kamataka - Request to furn& the Detailed Project 
Report / Feasibility Report to communicate tte comments / vws 01 

Tarnil Nadu - Reg. 

Ret: 1. From the Union Minister of Water Reources. River Development 
and Ganga Rejuvenation D.O, No.1O[:/2013-Pen.RiVer (Pt.II), 
dated 8.1.2016. 

2. From the Minister of State for Vv er Resources, Rvec 
Development and Gangs Rejuvenat .1 DO. letter dated 
Z2.8.2018. 

3. From the Director. Central Water Cornr: sion, Project Appralsai 
(South) Directorate, TELE/FAX. dated8.2018 (copy markd to 
the Principal Resident Commissioner, Go ;ernment of Tamil Nadu, 
New Delhi) 

I am directed to state that Hon'ble Chief Miniett  of Tarnit Nadu wrote O 
Hon'bie Prime Minister on 4.9.2018 urgif to insfruc. ifof Water 
Resources, River Development and Ganga Rejuven n to dirçt the Centrai 
Water Commission to stop forthwith further processing of the Feasibility Report of 
the Government of Karnathka to construct a BaJancii.j Reservoir at Mekdatu 
across the river Cauvery and not to give any consent t. -any projects in the river 
Cauvery without obtaining the prior concurrence of Til Nadu and other co 
basin States. 



2. Without preludice to receipt of Feasibility •eport for Karnatakas 
'viekeactu Balancing R'servoir..cumDrinking Water Proisct and the comments! 
views! objections of Thrnil Nadu thereto, the preminar-v comments / views of the 
Government of Tarnil Ndu are as follows:- 

) Tamil Nadu has opoosed the Mekedatu Project or any new project in the 
Cauvery Basin .propsed by Karnataka since Cauveiy  is a  deficit basin and 
therefore no new project is to be permitted. During the final arguments before 
the Supreme Court in Civil Appeals filed by the 'arty States (Karnataka 
Kerala and Tamil N;au) against the Final Order of tr Thbunal, Thmil Nadu 
argued that Karnataka is not  to be allowed to have mce storaae structurQs as 
it would affect lower .ripariar, States, viz.. Tamil Nadu '-nd Puducherry. Water 
would not be available to Thmil Nadu in time  and space for the specific 
utilization which is the past experience of Tamil Nadu. especially after 1974 
The argument of Taxii Nadu is also mentioned in tt udgément of Hon'ble 
Supreme Court date1 16.22018, wherein it 1 stated ;:-iat the Thmil Nadu has 
expressed apprehersion that Kamataka if granted wther capacity to store 
water, such excess water retention would be the for hrjçutes btween the (vide, Para 321. Page 370 the Supreme Court 
Judgement dated 16.2.2018), 

n) The Supreme Cour has modified the allocations beeen Tarnil Nadu ana 
Kamataka with jud,ement dated 16.22018. in thL judgement, the court 
provided an additional 4.75 TMC ft. to Bangaluru dñring water supply and 
additional ailoetion :.f 10 Th4C ft. to Kamataka. Apart from these no changes 
were made to the Tribunal's Final Order. The Court has also held that no 
interference with the determinations and findings recoded by the Trthuna is 
called for in view o scrutiny of the available materi on record (para 397, 
page 449). 

u) The Supreme Court further directed that upper ripariar state (Karnataka) shall 
not take any action so aI to affect the scheduf2' Frveries of water to the 
lower riparian States, viz Thmil Nadu and Pudu'J 'erry (vide Para 399, 
PO). Therefore, Kamataka is prevented from akr any suo motu action 
which will affect the IOWBI riparian States. 

:y) Ever since CWDT gave its Interim Order on 25.6.19i, Karnataka did not 
comply with the Order to ensure monthly quantity at i'4ttur. Even after the 
Final Order of CWDT which was notified on 192.2V3, Karnataka did not 
adhere to the Order and did not keep up with the s: edule of releases at 
Bifligundulu. The 9ows realised were mainly from surplus or frcm flows 
realised in the intermediate catchmenL i.e., below d KRS and Kabini. in 
deficit years, Kamacaka appropriated the waters to th€ maximum extent taking 
advantage of the yeograhicaJ positIon and it hev€•f shared the distress. 
Central Water Commission or Ministry of Water Resources, River 
Development and Ganga Rejuvenation did not even ec.ve a formula to share 
the distress so far. 



3.. 

The Cauvery Water Management Authority has been established with effect 
from 1.62018 and the Cauvery Water Management Au.hority is yet to function 
in fufl fledged manner for the implementation of the Fin Order of the Tribunal 
as modified by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. Karnatak; has only released the 
nevitable surplus which it could not hold ir its reservoirs due heavy rain fall in 
the Cauvery catchments warranting the further meetings of Cauvery Water 
Management Authority than th one meeting held on .7.2018 and to direct 
the releases as pe the orders in force. So, Tamit t'Jar could not come to a 
conclusion as to whether Kamataka implementa th Final Order of the 
Tribunal as modified by the Supreme Court as per the. directions of Cauvery 
Water Management Authority, in letter and spirit. Therefore, the action of 
Kamataka to implement the orcers during normal yeqr and deficit year is it 
be monitored. 

vi) On hydrology point ot view, the need for creating addi.3nal storage has to be 
decided based on long term data and not on one or 2 yars data The WDT 
which has gone info the availability of Storage in CaL •ery Basin has stated 
that the existing storage capacity available in the basin l adequate for storing 
and distributing the water of the basin, vide, Cauvery ater Disputes Tribunal 
Award Vo.fll. Pare 35, Page 101. 

vii) The Reservoir Storage capacity of Karnataka is 124 TIC ft; besides it is also 
having more that 11700 tanks in the Basin. Thus, Storage Capacity is 
about 175 TMC ft. Adriitionai storage capacity, if created by Karnataka will 
only enable it to increase its reserve stcge or to utilize the water for 
unauthorized schemes and thereby Kamataka will n: release the share of 
water due to Tarnil Nadu, especially durin normal d deficit  years, 1e5ve 
alone the share from surplus. 

e 

viii) Karnataka has executed several unauthorized Lift irrigation Schemes 
(copy enclosed) which was brought to the notce of th& then Sub-Committee 
of the Cauvery Supervisory Committee by Thmii Nadu n the meeting held on 
06.11.2015. The Committee did not take any action n these unauthorized 
projects executed by Kamataka. 

) State of Kamataka has already created the infrastructtre facilities for drawing 
24 TMC ft per year for providing drinking water sup ly to Bengaluru City, 
which includes additional allocations 4.75 TMC ft r iw allocated by the 
Supreme Court's Judgemerit dated 16.2.2018 Th fore, the iüëtion of 
creating additional reservoir even in théUise for drinng water supply and 
power generation does not arise. 

While tiat being the case, the Central Water Commis.on ought not to have 
now entertained the request of Kamataka for consJering the Mekedat 
Balancing Reservoir Project either for Power prodtion or for creating 
additional storage in the guise of dni¼rng wete SUL y without coslnng 
Government of Taml Nadu. 
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The Ministry of Water Resources, River L eveloprnent and Ganga 
Rejuvenation, Govenment of India had addressed a letter to Government of 
Kair.ataka in regard to Mekedatu Project of Karnatica on 8.9.2015, wherein it 
was suggested that it would be advisable that the Government of Kamataka 
share their plans for the said project with co-basin States, as required under 
the Order o the Cauvery Water Disputes Tribunat. to bring them on board 
before taking up their Detailed Project Report I construction. 

xij) The Central Water C mmis-sion ought not to have processed the proposal of 
Kamataka for its Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir-ctir-Drinking Water Project 
either for hydro power generation or for creating additional storage in the 
guise of drinking water supply without the pnor concurrence of the 
Government of Tamil jJadu and other co-basin State,. 

xiilJ At the outset, the Central Water Commission ught to have advised to 
Karnataka to get the concurrence of Tamil Nadu and other co-basin. States. 

xiv) The action of Karrataka to nave a reservoir at Mekedatu will affect the 
livelihood of lakhs of farmers in Tarnil Nadu who deporid on Cauvery water. 

3. In these circumstances, I request you t stop forthwith further 
processing of the Feasibhty Report of the Government cf Karnataka to construct 
a Balancing Reservoir at Aekedatu across the river Cauey and not to give any 
consent / cearance to any projects of Kamataka in th river Cauvery wIthout 
obfaining the prior concun ence of Tamil Nadu and other. co-'asin States. 

4. The action taken by Central Water Commissior on this reference may 
be informid iTörnmeat immediately. 

You7 faithfully. 

',v //,ydf, 

for Chief cretary to Government 
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Public Works Department, 
Secretariat, 

Chennai-600009. 
AL ONE 

RIU 

Letter No40715/C.Spl.1/2008, Dated 31.10.2018 

From 

Tmt.Girija Vaidyanathan, IAS., 
Chief Secretary to Government. 

To 

The Secretary to Government of India, 
Ministry of Water Resources, River Developrment 
and Ganga Rejuvenation,

Shram Sakthi Bhawan, Rafi Marg, 
New Delhi-110 001. 

Sir 

Cauvery Water Dispute Feasibi.ity Report proposal for 
the proposed Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir-curn- 
Drinking Water Project (June, 2018) Karnataka
Objections of Tamil Nadu - Conveyed. 

Ref: 1) From the Director, Central Water Commission, Project 

Appraisal (South) Directorate, letter No. Nil dated 
24.8.2018. 

2) From Hon'ble Chief Minister to 1on'ble Prime Minister,
D.O. letter dated 4.9.2018. 

3) This Government letter No.40 715/ C.Spl.1/2008-5., 
dated 17.9.2018. 

4) Memorandum presented by Ho:'ble Chief Minister to 
Hon'ble Prime Minister on 8.10.2018.

***** 

am directed to state that the Feasibiiiy Report of Karnatak 
nstruct a reservoir with a capacity of (7.16 TMC ft. and for 
eration of hydro-electric power of 400 MV. With a cost estimat 
RS.S912 crore (June 2018 price levei) at Mekedatu across th: 
And uvery is not acceptable to the Gove: nment of Tamil Nad 
the Government of Tamil Nadu strongly o.jects to the same. 



ece carec ..20:s, -
e Prime 

e Chier Minister of 

.pointed out that tie 
e Covernment of Karnataka build a reservoir it 

aecau across river cauvery wuid amOurt to a clear violation f 

of tne Tribunal and the judgment of Hon't 
Spreme Court. The proposed reservoir wi' affect the natural flo 

of the river Cauvery and will nullify the Fina Order of the Cauve"y 
Water Disputes Tribunal and the Hon'ble Suppreme Court. Further,
in a federal structure, no upper riparian State should unilaterally
interfere with the natural flow of an inter-State river without t'e 

consent and concurrence of the lower riparian States. Karnataka 
nas unilaterally approached the Central Wat:r Commission withoit 
seeking the concurrence of Tamil Nadu and ouher co-basin States as 

per the guidelines and procedures laid down by the Government of 
India and this would aiso affect the liveliho.d of lakhs of farmers 

e ina Order 

wno depend on Cauvery Water. Hon'ble Cief Minister, therefore, 

urged Hon'ble Prime Minister to instruct tne Ministry of Water 

Resources, River Development and Ganga Rejuvenation to direct the 

Central Water Commission to stop forthwith further processing of 

the Feasibility Report of the Government of Karnataka to construct 
Baancing Reservoir at Mekedatu across the iver Cauvery and no 

CC've any consent to any projects in the iver Cauvery withou: 

.ng tne prior Concurrence of Tami! Nadu and other co-bas 
States. In the Memorandum presented by Ho'ble Chief Minister t 

Hon'ble Prime Minister on 8.10.2018, the demand of Tamil Nadu 

was reiterated.

Pending receipt of Feasibility Report for the Mekedatu 

roject of Karnataka, the preliminary commments views of the 

Overnment of Tamil Nadu were sent in the leter 3 cited, with 

request to the Government of India to siop forthwith further 

3. 

Ocessing of the Feasibility Report of Governinent of Karnataka to 

river 
ruct a Balancing Reservoir at Mekedatu acrosS the 

Cauvery and not to give any consent/ cleara ce to any projects of 

the prior arnataka in the river Cauvery without btaining 

currence of GOvernment of Tamil Nadu and other co-basin 

4 ihe Government of Tamil Nadu has examined tne 

ty Report of Karnataka for the Mekedä u Project across the 

auvery and reiterates its decision t'iat the Feasibility

rt Is not acceptable to the Government of Tamil Nadu 

it should be reiected at the threshold iy the Government

f India. 
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5. Without prejudice to the above decision of the 

Government of l amil Nadu, the following Comments/ views on the 

Feasibility Report of Karnataka's Mekedatu Project of June,2018 are 

Of 

furnished:-

L. GENERAL COMMENTS: 

a 
a) When NHPC proposal was discussed earlier, the projects 

contemplated by NHPC did not take any shape in view of huge 
submersion of Forest area etc. Karnataka has suppressed tkhe 
fact that it had filed an Affidavit in the Tribunal in 2001, 
agreeing for the four schemes to be taken up for execution by 
the NHPC as a package. The Clause XIII of the Final Order of 

the Tribunal quoted by Karnataka itseli{in page 21) is only on 

consideration of the development of povwer by NHPC. 

entirely b) The Shivasamudram and Mekedatu projects are 

located in Karnataka territory and are capable of being taken 

by Karnataka independently is contrary to the stand taken ny 

Karnataka in the Tribunal in the year 2001. This will be a clear 

attempt in not ensuring the monthly/ 10 daily release of water 

to lamil Nadu in an Irrigation Season as per Final Order of the 

Cauvery Water Disputes Tribunal / Supreme Court of India 

judgment dated 16.2.2018. 

C The issue of constructing the reservoir at Mekedatu by 

Karnataka cropped up in the Supreme Court during the final 

arguments in the Civil Appeals filed by the party States 

against the Fina! Order of CWDT during July - September 

2017. Tamil Nadu argued that Karnataka is not to be allowed 

to have more storage structures as it would affect lower, 

riparian States, viz., Tamil Nadu and Puducherry. Water 

WOuld not be available to Tamil Nadu in time and space for the 

specific utilization, which is the past experience of Tamil Nadu, 

especially after 1974. The argument of Tamil Nadu is also 

mentioned in the judgement of Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 

16.2.2018, wherein it is stated that the Tamil Nadu has 

Expressed apprehension that Karnataka if granted further 

apacity to store water, such excess Wter retention would te 

cne cause for further disputes between the States, (vide, Para 

321, Pages 369-370 of Supreme Court Order dated 

16.2.2018). 



Specific Comments on the Feasibility Report:- 
II Specific 

S. 
Karnataka's Tamil Nadu's Views / Comments 

justification for the 

Proposal No 
Due Due to expansion of The amalgamated area of Bengaluru 

1 Bengaluru, area falling falling under Cauvery Basin as 

under Cauvery as per reported in Chapter I of the Feasibility 
Bengaluru Metropolitan 

Regional 
Authority is 5882 sq km | empiricaliy. This was also not 

on 2007. This is disclosed before the Hon'ble Supreme 

reported to be 73.47% | Court during the final arguments on 

falling under Cauvery the Civil Appeals in July September, 

Development 
Keport (page 1) nas not been verified 

also not 

as on 

basin, as against 33% 
falling in Cauvery basin 

2017. Such a vast land use change 

as per the CWDT Report. would result 
in reduction in 

agriculture demand, which has not 

been accounted for. 

"Balancing 
2 Karnataka has proposed The 

to execute the Mekedatu 

Project 

nomenclature, 

Reservoir", for this project is 

with WI misleading as the project as per the 

as nomenclature 

"Mekedatu Mekedatu Balancing 
Report is for karnataka's exclusive 

Reservoir-cum-Drinking use and not foj releasing water to 

Water Project" Tamil Nadu as per the Final Order of 

the CWDT and the Judgement of the 

Hon'ble Suprem Court. Further the 

proposed reserv oir is not for carry 

Over storage and also not for 

enhancing the :'ependable supply to 

Tamil Nadu. To regulate the releases 

to Tamil Nadu as per the Orders, 

there is no need to have the proposed 

reservoir. 

ne Shivasamudram and This is not accaptable in the inter 
3 

Mekedatu HEPS are State river Cauvery. This is strong 

capable of being taken obiected because, Cauvery being an 

up by Karnataka 

independently (page 24. 
inter-State

river. the consent of Tamil 

para 2 of FR). 
Nadu and other co-basin States are 

essentially requiied and also that the 

Government of India in letter dated 

8.1.2016 inform ed Tamil Nadu, that 
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Karnataka had Eeen instructed to get 

the views/ cominents of Basin States 

especially Tamil Nadu and Puducherry 
on the Detailed Project Report of the 

Project and then furnish to Central 
Water Commission for examination. 

drinking water to an quantum of 24 MC ft. for Bangalore 
extent of 4.75 TMC ft, it water supply through the Cauvery 

4 In order to provide Karnataka is already drawing a 

is withdrawal required from to ensure the Water Supply Scheme for Bangalore 

reservoir at 23.75 TMCCity - Stage I to Stage V (Phases I 

considering 
Consumptive 
drinking 
Component at 20 % as 

per CWDT award. 

the and II), from the Netkal Balancing 
use orreservoir, as reported to the CWDT 

water (this is in adcition to 2.7 TMC ft. 

being drawn from Hesaraghatta and 

Chamarajasagar reservoirs in 

Arkavathy) i.e.. totally 26.7 TMC ft. 

Since the Tribunal did not consider 

the population cutside the catchmeent 

of Cauvery, the additional allocationi 

of 4.75 TMC ft. by the Supreme Court 

for Bangalore water supply, is to be 

construed as to regularize this drawal 

of 24 TMC ft. for Bangalore Water 

supply through the schemes already 

executed. If Farnataka proposes to 

draw 23.75 TMC ft. from the proposed 

Mekedatu reser voir, this will amount 

of to a total drawal 

26.70+23.75=50.45 TMC ft. whichis 

not permissible as per the Final Order 

of the Tribunai as modified by the 

Supreme Court Order. 

Further, he present drawal of 

24 TMC ft. is fr om the existing Netkai 

Mekedatu Balancing reservoir. 

is now proposeed for reservoir 

"providing storage backing to meet

drinking water requirement of 

Bangalore city" This is not required, 



as the etkal baiancing reservoir is 

already existing for this purpose. 

Also, the Supreme Court and 

the Tribunai hava allowed only 20% 

of the drawal as Lonsumptive use and 

hence the remaining 80% of the 

drawal is to be brought back into the 

suitable 
Cauvery basin after 

treatment as per IS standards and 

this has to be er sured by Karnataka. 

On this, the Repo:t is silent. 

5 The allocation of 17.64 | As regardss the allocation of 

TMC by the CWDT is 17.64 TMC ft. by the Tribunal, 

considered for storage in Karnataka has rot spelt out where 

the proposed reservoir. 
and how this quantity is to be utilized. 

Karnataka has already executeed 

several schemes not permitted by the 

Tribunal or the Supremne Court. 

Karnataka has dmitted that it has 

mosty executed 14 Siemes, 

irrigation scheries, and it is not 

known whether many more schemes 

have been taken up by it, details of 

which are not available. Tamil Nadu 

has raised this issue earlier before the 

then Supervisory 
Committee and also; 

raised before tt2 CWMA/ CWRC. If 

the quantity of 17.64 TMC ft is meant 

for such irrigation schemes, spread 

over the entire Cauvery basin, there 

is no need to provide a new storage 

space in the pro: Osed raservoir. 

6 The additional allocation As regards the aidditional allocation of 

or 10 TMC of water by 10 TMC ft. by tha Supreme Court, the 

the Supreme Court is to above remarks old good. Further, as 

the 
per the Report, this (17.64 + 10.00) 

27.64 TMC ft. 

stored in 

proposed reservoir. 
De 

is proposed to be 

utilized from June to October 

upstrean of Mel:edatu (vide page 87 
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of the Report). Therefore the question 
of storing it does not arise. 

Unuze fiow of Kerala As regards the unutilized share cf 
of 9.30 TMC ft. stated in Kerala to be released to Tamil Nadu, 

the quantity is reported to be 9.30 
TMC ft. It is nut known how this is 

Feasibility Report. 

arrived at. Out of the total allocatioon 
of 21 TMC. ft., Kabini Sub-basin, 
Kerala has xecuted only the 

Banasurasagar reservoir, for which 
the allocation is 0.84 TMC ft. Adding 
minor irrigation use of 2.55 TMC ft, 
the present uti ization is only 3.39 

TMC ft or say 4 TMC ft. The balance 

17 TMC ft is to be released to Tamil 

Nadu. (The exact quantum of present 

utilization as permitted by the 

Tribunal has to be ascertained from 

Kerala.) In any event, the unutilized 
flow of Kerala can flow to Tamil Nadu 

as natural flow rom Kabini and there 

is no need to block it in the proposed 
reservoir and then release. 

the As regards the environmental flow of 

10 TMC ft. tc be released during 
8 a) To meet 

environmental 
requirement of Tamil 

Nadu, 10 TMC ft., the 
storage is required. 

summer montS from February to 

May, there is alieady KRS and Kabini 

reservoirs, from which releases are 

above already being niade. There is enough 

storage space in these two reservoirs 

need to have 

the b) Adding 
23.75+17.64+10+9.3 

60.69 TMG.and there is n0 

Including evaporation 
loss etc. the al additional storige space for this 

is purpose. storage 
calculated 

required 
as 67.16 Thus, there is no justification to 

TMC. create a huge storage reservoir of 67 

TMC ft. 

he total catchmment area The catchment area at Mekedatu dam 

of Cauvery at Mekedatu site is reported as 36000 Sq.km (page 
Dam site is 36000 Sq.56), but it is sté ted as 34273 sq. km 

kms. 

9 

(page 65). 



chment 
each 

no 

senor isec uge 
S capacity STOCE of 67 TMC me Tunal, 

whiie araiyzing tre storage capacities 

in the Cauvery basin, has stated that 

there is a total gross storage space of| 
330 TMC ft. wh::h is about 42% of 

the total yield cf 740 TMC ft. and 

Concluded that: 

Thus, it would oe seen that about 

42% of 740 TMC ft. (i.e. 50% 

dependable yield could be stored in 

al! the storage reservoirs in the 

Cauvery basin. This itself is an 

important aspect for consideration in 

the development and utilization 

water resources of a river basin. * 

the abOve diCSSion, Cuc e 

clear that adoption of 50 

dependable flow for apportionment
in the 

of 

amongst the p arty States 

prevalent situation of Cauvery basin 

which is supported by two monsoon 

and with ample available 
seasons 

storage facilities would be quite fair, 

and, the systern could be further 

strengthened by integrated operation 

of important ri servoirs. 

101, vol.III of CV:DT Report) 

(Page 

Irrigation Karnataka has proposed 

Pianning. This project is+ 10.00) 27.64 TMC ft. from June 

Conceived as a power october as absiraction for irrigation 

(vide page 87 o the Report). In Page 
30 of the Report, the above quantities 

are cited to jus' ify the need for the 

project and a balancing 
reservoir In order to 

generate power and as 

regulating 
the 

well as 
required reservoir. allowing 

Cuantum of water as per Since, utilisatioI for irrigation from 



9 

Cauvery Water Disputes June to October is proposed, the 
Tribunal Award, no irrigation planning does not involve 
irrigation comporent has irrigation comporent lds irrigation comonent as stated in th 

been envisaged. Feasibility Report is not correct and is 

contradictory. 

6. I, therefore, request you to instuct the Central Water 

Commission not to proceed in any manner oin the above proposal of 

Karnataka and to reject the same in limine. Further, the Central 

Water Commission may also be advised not to give any consent 

clearance to any projects of Karnataka in the river Cauvery without 

obtaining the prior concurrence of Tamil Nadu and other co-basin 

States. 

7. The action taken in the matter may be informed to the 

Government of Tamil Nadu, immediately.

Yrurs faithfully, 

For Chief Secretary to Government. 

Copy to: 
The Secretary to Government of India, Ministry of Power, 

Shram Sakthi Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi - 110 001. 

Ihe Director (Project Appraisal), Directorate (South), Central Water 

Commission, 7" Floor, Sewa Bhawan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi-110 066. 

The Chairman, Cauvery Technical Cell-ct m-Inter State. Waters 

The Principal Secretary Chairman ar.d Managing Director, 
Wing, Egmore, Chennai-8. 

TANGEDCO., NPKRR Maaligai, No.144 Anna ialai, Chennai-2. 

SF/Sc. 



S.K.PRABAKAR, I.A.S., 
Principal Secretary to 
Government. 

Public Works Department, 
Secretariat, Chennai-9. 

D.O. Letter No.40715!C.SpJ.1/2008-56, dated 11.2.2019 

Dear Shri Masood Husain, 

Please refer to reference No.49 / 1-CWMA / Mon (E&W) / 71-75, 
dated 29.1.2019 of the Secretary, Cauvery Water Management Authority 
forwarding a copy of the Detailed Project Report for the proposed 
Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir-cum-Drinking Water Project of Karnataka 
for information and necessary action. 

I would like to bring to your notice that the permission given by the 
Central Water Commission to Karnataka on 22.11.2018 for preparation of 
Detailed Project Report for the construction of a new reservoir at 
Mekedatu across the river Cauvery is wholly illegal on the following 
grounds: - 

(i) The Tribunal in the Final Order has clearly held that with the ample 
available storage facilities would be quite fair and the system could be 
further with strengthened integrated operation of important reservoirs 
(Refer para 33, at page 101 vol.111). This has been accepted by the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court. 

(ii) The proposed reservoir at Mekedatu is not a designated reservoir for 
the release of water by Karnataka to Tamil Nadu in terms of the Final 
Order of the Tribunal as modified by the Supreme Court. 

(iii) The Hon'ble Supreme Court in the judgment dated 16.2.2018 has 
held 'a.... that upper riparian State shall not take any action so as to 
affect the schedule deliveries of water to the lower riparian States 
(Refer para 399 at page 450) 

(iv) The Government of Karnataka did not seek the approval of the 
Cauvery Water Management Authority before requesting to Central 
Water Commission for giving permission to prepare the Detailed 
Project Report. 

(v)The Government of Karnataka has not obtained the prior concurrence 
of the Government of Tamil Nadu and of the other co-basin States 
while seeking permission of the Central Water Commission for the 
preparation of Detailed Project Report. 

Landline : 044-25671622 Fax: 044-25678840 E-mail: pwdsec©tn.gov.in  
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(vi) As per the guidelines of submission Appraisal and Acceptance of 
Irrigation and Multipurpose Project, 2017 even for preparing 
pre-Feasibility Report, inter-State aspects have to be dealt with in 
detail. Further, even for cluster of projects in an inter-State river / 
tributary / sub-tributary where the utilisation capacity exceeds 
0.352 TMC ft., the inter-State clearance is mandatory. The storage 
capacity proposed for Mekedatu Project is 67.16 TMC ft. Therefore 
the guidelines ought to have been followed by the Central Water 
Commission. But in the present case this has not been done. 

(vii) The proposed project of Karnataka will seriously interfere with the 
adjudicated dispute which attained finality by the judgment of the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 16.2.2018. 

(viii) The proposed Mekedatu reservoir by Karnataka is an attempt to 
impound the uncontrolled flows in the intermediate catchment 
between KRS and Billigundulu which is clearly in violation of the 
decision of the Tribunal and affirmed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 

(ix) The permission given by Central Water Commission is contrary to 
the scheme notified by the Government of India on 1.6.2018 and in 
particular, clause 10(iv) of the powers, functions and duties vested 
with the Authority. 

(x) Cauvery being a deficit basin, construction of Mekedatu or any 
project in any place by upper riparian States will drastically affect the 
lower riparian State in getting due share of waters as per the Final 
Order of the Tribunal as modified by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 

I am also to inform that during the 2 meeting of the Cauvery 
Water Management Authority held on 3.12.2018, as Member of Tamil 
Nadu, in my opening remarks, I had strongly objected to the permission 
given by Central Water Commission on 22.11.2018 for the preparation of 
Detailed Project Report for Mekedatu Project by Karnataka without 
considering the objections raised by Tamil Nadu and also without getting 
the concurrence of the Government of Tamil Nadu and of the other 
co-basin States. I had also clearly brought to the notice of the Authority 
that there is absolutely no necessity for creating any new storage 
structure between Krishnarajasagar and Billigundulu to release water to 
Tamil Nadu by Karnataka as per the Tribunal's Final Order and the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court's judgment dated 16.2.2018. Further, 
I emphasised that the proposed construction of reservoir in the guise of 
storing water to meet drinking water needs of Bengaluru City is a ploy to 
increase the storage capacity and enhance its irrigation which is in gross 
violation of the above orders. My opening remarks has been recorded as 
Annexure-Il to the minutes of the 2 meeting of the Cauvery Water 
Management Authority. 
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The Government of Tamil Nadu on 30.11.2018 filed an Application 
in the Hon'ble Supreme Court, inter-alia, praying to direct the Central 
Water Commission to withdraw the permission given to Karnataka for 
preparation of Detailed Project Report for the Mekedatu Project. In this 
Application, the Government of Karnataka on 21.1.2019 has informed the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court that it has sent the Detailed Project Report of the 
Project to Central Water Commission. This matter is yet to be decided by 
the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 

The Government of Tamil Nadu has also filed a Contempt Petition in 
the Hon'ble Supreme Court on 5.12.2018 against those who are 
responsible for wilful disobedience for having given the permission to 
Karnataka for the preparation of Detailed Project Report for the project in 
utter disregard to the findings of the Tribunal and the judgment of the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 16.2.2018. 

Further, the matter is now before the Hon'ble Supreme Court and 
lakhs and lakhs of farmers dependant on Cauvery water are very much 
agitated that they will be deprived of their due share of water as per the 
judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 16.2.2018, if Mekedatu or 
any such project is taken up in the Cauvery Basin by upper riparian 
States. 

In the circumstances, the Detailed Project Report for the Mekedatu 
Balancing Reservoir-cum-Drinking Water Project of Karnataka is ex-facie 
against and not consistent with the Final Order of the Tribunal and the 
judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court and should be rejected outright 
and returned to Karnataka. 

Accordingly, I, request you to reject outright and return the 
Detailed Project Report of the Mekedatu Project of Karnataka. 

I request you to forthwith take action and inform the action taken in 
the matter to me. 

't ' Yours sincerely, 

(S. K.PRABAKAR) 

To 
S. Masood Husain, 

Chairman, 
Cauvery Water Management 
Authority, 

Camp Office Sewa Bhawan, 
7th Floor, (South), R.K.Puram, 
New Delhi - 110 066. 
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Date 24.6.2&19  

I write this letter seeking your urgent personal intervention to deny 

ermissibn to the proposal of Cauvery Neeravari Nigama Niyamita of 
Kàrnataka for grant of Terms of Reference for Environmentai Clearance for 

Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir and Drinking water project. This action of 

Karnataka in seeking Environmental Clearance for Mekedatu Project is in 

utter violation of the Final Order of the Cauvery Water Disputes Tribunal and 

the judgment of the Hon'b!e Supreme Court dated 16.2.2018. I request you 

to direct the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change to reject 

outright the proposal of Karnataka. 

The Government of TamlI Nadu has been conveying its strong 

objections and has been urging the Government of India to reject outright 

and return the Detailed Project Report of the Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir 

Project of Karnataka. The proposed Mekedatu Project is not in conformity 

with the Final Order of the Tribunal and ihe judgment of the Supreme Cou:t, 

since the Project is not a designated reservoir for the release of water from 

Karnataka to Tamil Nadu in terms of the Final Order of the Tribunal as 

modified by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. Further, Karnataka has not 

obtained the prior concurrence of the Government of Tamil Nadu and other 

co-basin States. Cauvery being a deficit Basin, construction of Mekedatu or 

any project in any place by upper riparian States will drastically affect the 

lower riparian States in getting due share of water as per the Final Order of 

the Tribunal as modified by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. Moreover, the 

matter is pending before the Supreme Court. I have brought these facts to 

you in the Memorandum I presented on 15.6.2019. 

In the circumstances, I request you to direct the Ministry of 

Environment, Forest and Climate Change to issue instructions to the 

Authorities concerned not to consider the proposal of Cauvery Neeravari 

Nigama Niyamita for grant of Terms of Reference to obtain Environmental 

Clearance for Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir arid Drinking water project. 

Further, the Ministry' of Jal Shakthi may be directed to advise the Central 
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Water Commission to reject outright and return the Detailed Project Report 

of the Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir Project of Karnataka and also not to 

accord any clearance to the above project without obtaining the prior 

concurrence of the Government of Tamil Nadu and olother co-basin States. 

I shall be thankful for your immediate response in the matter. 

Yours sincerely, 

K PALANISWAMI 

To 

Shri Narendra Modi, 

Hon'bfe Prime Minister of India, 
New DelhL 
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Public Works Department, 
Secretariat, Chennai - 9. 
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Letter No. 407151 C.SpL1 I 2008-65, dated 27.4.2021  

From 

Dr. K. MANIVASAN, I.A.S., 
Principal Secretary to Government 

To 

,/
The Secretary to Government of India;  
Ministry of Jal Shakti, 
Department of \A/ater Resources, River Development and Ganga Rejuvenation, 
Shram Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg, 
New Delhi - 110 001. (we.) 

Sir, 

Sub: Cauvery Wate Dispute - Karnataka commenced preliminary 
activities like laying road near the proposed Mekedatu Dam site 
- Request to advise Karnataka not to 
reference to Mekedatu Project - Regarding. 

Ref: 1 From the Chief Engineer, Cauvery Neeravari Nigama Niyamita 
Ltd., Irrigation (South), Letter No.CE / CNNL / WSB / Mekedatu 
/2019 -2020, dated 20 6.2019 (addressed to the Director and 
Member Secretary, River Valley and Hydroelectric Projects. 
MOEF & CC.) 

2.From the Hon'ble Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu DO. Letter 
dated 24.6.2019 addressed to Hon'ble Prime Minister. 

3 Minutes of the 25tfl  Meeting of the Expert Appraisal Committee 
for River Valley and Hydroelectric Projects held on 19.7.2019. 

I am directed to state that a news item appeared in Times of India, Chennai 
edition on 15.4 2021, wherein it was reported that the State of Karnataka has 
commenced preliminary activities like laying road, which is reported as a project 
road, collection of construction materials. etc., for the proposed Mekedatu dam 
across Cauvery river just upstream of Karnataka - Tamil Nadu border. This has 
caused anguish among the farmers of Tarnil Nadu, especially in Delta. 



16 
701189/2021/Pen Riv Section 

-2- 

2. On the proposal of construction of Mekedatu project by the State of 
Karnataka, State of Tamjl Nadu has filed a Miscellaneous Application (MA) in the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court on 30.112018 being M.A.No.3217 of 2018 and also filed a 
Contempt Petition (CP) being No.96, dated 05.12.2018, for having accorded 
permission to the project authorities of Karnataka to go ahead with the preparation 
of DPR. Both the Applications are pending before the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 
However, the State of Karnataka submitted an Application to the Ministry of 
Environment, Forest and Climate Change, for obtaining the Terms of Reference for 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) study. This was also opposed by Tamil 
Nadu and the Honble Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu wrote a letter to Hon'ble Prime 
Minister on 24.06.2019 requesting to direct the Ministry of Environment, Forest and 
Climate Change not to consider the Mekedatu proposal. Subsequent to that, the 
Expert Appraisal Committee of Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change 
directed Karnataka to have an amicable solution on this issue with the State of Tamil 
Nadu and thereafter put up for consideration, vide, minutes of the meeting held on 
06.08.2019. But, Karnataka did not approach the State of Tamil Nadu for any 
amicable solution. It has taken a stand that the consent of riparian States is not 
needed and the matter stands there. 

3. The State of Tamil Nadu had also strongly objected to an agenda on 
this issue, put forth for a discussion in the 3 d

, 
 4th 

5, 6 and 7" meetings of the 
CWMA and based on Tamil Nadus objection the item was not iiscussed and 
deferred. 

4. The State of Karnataka cannot suo-moto take any action to commence 
the construction of the proposed Mekedatu project across the Inter-State Cauvoi'y 
river. Further the matter is sub-judice. 

5. In the above circumstances, I request you to advise the State of 
Karnataka not to initiate any activity with reference to the Mekedatu Project as the 
matter is sub-judice. 

Yours faithfully, 

For Principal Secretary to Government 



Dr. GlRlJAVAlDYANATHANi.A.s., 
CHIEF SECRETARY 

SYEC 
ENNA 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

D.O. Letter No.40715!C.Spl.1/2008, Dated 28-1-20 9 

RIAT 
q009 

1 

[•;•' 
Dar Shri Singh, 

As you are aware, the Government of Tamil Nadu had conveyed the 
objections in letters dated 17.9.2018 and 31.10.2018 for the Feasibility Report of 
Karnataka for the Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir cum Drinking Water Project. 

The Central Water Commission requested the Government of Tamil Nadu 
to furnish the preliminary comments / views on the Feasibility Report for the 
Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir cum Drinking Water Project of Karnataka. 
However, the Central Water Commission without considering the objections of 
Tamil Nadu had unilaterally given permission to Karnataka for the preparation of 
Detailed Project Report for the Project, which is a clear violation of the judgment 
of the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 

As you are aware, the Government of Tamil Nadu has filed an Application 
before the Hon'ble Supreme Court to direct the Central Water Commission to 
withdraw the permission granted to Karnataka for preparation of the Detailed 
Project Report for the Mekedatu Project. 

The Government of Karnataka has since informed the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court that the Detailed Project Report for the Mekedatu Balancing Reservoir cum 
Drinking Water Project has been sent to the Central Water Commission for 
according further clearances. 

The matter is before the Hon'ble Supreme Court and lakhs and lakhs of 
farmers of Tamil Nadu dependent on Cauvery Water are very much agitated 
that they will be deprived of their due share of water as per the judgment of the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 16.2.2018, if Mekedatu or any such project is 
taken up in the Cauvery basin by upper riparian States. 

In the circumstances, I request you to instruct the Central Water 
Commission to reject outright and return the Detailed Project Report of the 
Mekedatu Project submitted by Karnataka. 

7v 

I look forward to your immediate positive response in this matter. 

7 L Yours sincerely, 

Shri U.P. Singh, LA.S., 
Secretary to Government of India, 
Ministry of Water Resources, 
River Development and Ganga Rejuvenation, 
Shram Sakthi Bhawan, Rafi Marg, 
New Delhi - 110 001. 
coplj  lo  
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