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Not a drop cleaned under Mod| sGanga pro;ect

HE Natlonal Green 'Ihbunal, asked by;the Supreme Court has
“taken upona “day-to-daf’ basis “hearing on the execution of "
“ Prime Mm1ster Narendra Modi's ambltlous ‘Namann Gange
-project’. Its- opemng observation was that “not a smgle drop of the -
- Ganga has ‘been cleaned so far™ Afteriwo ars pf the latest “clean.
[ Ganga” prOJect -all that has been accom; edis a few meetings of
“'the auithorities concerned and endless’ blcl(enng between the state
“and Central agencies mvolved. Desplte the fact that the project has
- been transferred from the Environment to thie Watér Resources Min-
istry, the Supreme Court has had to step ln'to do what is essentlally
‘ the executwe s JOb ‘
.. Inviewofthe practlcal takeover of the mssxon by the N GT it may»
well be declared already that the NDA government has failed in
. .cIeamng the Ganga, one of the star points in Narendra Modi’s-elec-
tion campaign in 2014. This is in keepmg With's a-similarly spectacu-
: lar faJlure over the previous 30 years, dunng which thousands of :
-¢erores of rupees were sent down the river;: ‘starting with the Rajiv
‘Gandhi government in 1985 and then reneWed iinder the UPA. The
) Gangallas notTemained soiled for want of fuinds, but the'will o take
" action” agamst the’ defaulters mcludmg m'austnes that have been
- identified as Vlolat rs of po]lutlon norms. Another factor is the inter-
R departmental wal?s these perhaps -can only be brought down
. through Jud1c1al intervention. . - % S
Allottmg funds is only the ﬁrst part of a mssmn Imposmg any
_env1ronmental protection law is bound to huxt someorie’s commer-
cial mterest That requires a will that the pohtlcal executlve can find
only if there is publie (read electoral) pressure, which i is somethmg
. that has been found lacking on all environmental issues. After two
years in government, the BJP is not making the Ganga a poll issuein
«Uttar Pradesh; the Samajwadi Party is orly too ‘happy. People place
. immediate personal interest before enwronmental, which is the rea-
* son why keeping our planet clean and’ green 1s a task that has been
| left only to NGOs act1v1sts and courts. .’ om e
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1892 Cauvery pact an unequal bargain’

t can claim no validity after birth of Indian Constitution, Karnataka counsel tells Supreme Court

{(RISHNADAS RajaGcoraL

IEW DELH: The 1892 agree-
nent between the erstwhile
Vysore and Madras Govern-
nents was an “unconscion-
ible bargain” to share the
Cauvery  river  water,
{arnataka told the Supreme
Court on Tuesday.

The submission was made
sefore a Bench of Justices
Jipak Misra, Amitava Roy
ind A.M. Khanwilkar on the
irst day of hearing of ap-
seals filed by Karnataka,
lamil Nadu and Kerala
igainst the final award on
he Cauvery Water Dispute
Iribunal’s decision on water
;haring.

‘Karnataka counsel and
senior advocate Fali Nar-
rean, who opened the argu-
nénts, said both the 1892 and
924-pacts between the then
»rincely State of Mysore and
he Midras government re-
Tected an “inequality of bar-
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AGE-OLb DfSPUTE: Tamil Nadu<maintains that the Cauvéry pact

was concluded to the satisfaction of both States. — fiLe prHoTO

gaining power” which was
“without conscience” and
which could claim no valid-
ity after the birth of the In-
dian Constitution.

Irrigation infrastructure
Mr. Nariman submitted

that the 1892 agreement,

which, he said, was the par-

ent of the 1924 pact, dictated
that Mysore could not de-
velop any irrigation infra-
structure on the river
without the previous con-
sent of the Madras govern-
ment. Any grievances could
be addressed only through
arbitration.

The same issue was ad-

dressed in 2002 before the
Cauvery tribunal, when
Tamil Nadu had countered
that the 1892 agreement was
preceded by a good deal of
mutual consideration of the
interests of both the Madras
presidency and the Mysore
State.

Tamil Nadu had in the
tribunal traced the corres-
pondence between the State
of Mysore and Madras for
nearly two years culminating
in the agreement to the satis-
faction of both the States. Mr.
Nariman, for Karnataka, had
even then claimed before the
tribunal that Mysore could
have been pressured to enter
the agreement.

Tamil Nadu hadin 2002 ar-
gued that the agreement was
a result of a mutual realisa-
tion for a pact which would
allow Mysore reasonable
I 7~m in dealing with its
irr’  on ~ ks and also
give adras i ractical secur-

ity against injury to its
interests.

On January 4, the Supreme
Court had asked Karnataka
to continue releasing 2,000
cusecs of Cauvery water to
Tamil Nadu while posting
the appeals for day-to-day

hearing.
The Bench had not found
favour with submissions

made by senior advocate
Shekhar Naphade for Tamil
Nadu that an interim order
should be passed on the con-
stitution of the Cauvery
Management Board.

“Several years have gone
by... the river is perennial but
the litigation should not be,”
Mr. Naphade had submitted.
The Bench had agreed with
Mr. Nariman, observing that
its primary focus was the ap-
peals filed by the three
States.

The Supreme Court will
resume hearing on the ap-
peal on March 21.



