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4 \HE stand and contention of
Punjab on the quantum of sur-
plus waters of the Ravi and Beas
and completion of the SYL chan-

nel in its territory sufters from fallacies

on at least two counts — the internation-
al law of riparian rights and placing the

Yamuna waters allocated to Haryana in

the common pool for distribution.

The most repeated claim of riparian
rights is hollow. These are applicable to
sovereign states such as India or Pakistan.
Geographical units carved out on admin-
istrative and political grounds within a
sovereign state, such as Punjab, Haryana,
or Himachal Pradesh, cannot claim such
rights. Had theve been rights in accor-
dance with the claim of Punjab, then
Hirnachal would have been the first ripar-
ian state, and thus could dictate terms to
all downstream, Had that state been able
to effect consumptive use of all water of all
three eastern rivers, what would have
been the fate and stand of Punjab?

Out of the 56,980 sq kum of the total catch-
ment area of the Sutlej 37,700 sq ki falls
in Tibet under China and only 19,280 sq
km lies in Himachal, and even the Bhakra
reservoir is located within that state.

Punjab politicians have been declaring
that the state will not share even a drop.
But Haryana is not seeking any drop that
falls on the land of Punjab, rather it is
seeking its shave in the drops and ice
flakes that fall on land outside Punjab.
Punjab is not even able to harvest all
water that falls in its own territory, and
some of it tlows to Pakistan. Had Punjab
linked the Sutlej with the Ghaggar, as
was done by Ferozeshah Tughlaq in the
14th century, Haryana would have
received some of the water.

As for the Yamuna waters, the quantum
of allocation is irrelevant till the completion
of the construction of three storage reser-
voirs/damis, all beyond the reach of
Haryana, namely the LakhwarVyasi,
Renuka and Kishau. The work has been
going on at a shail's pace. Haryana utilises

the Yamuna waters to the full extent possi--

GOIMG WASTE: The Hathnikund barrage in Yamunanagar. (Right) Agitators gather in
Ambala to march towards the Haryana-Punjab border at Shambhu on the SYL issue. p1i

ble during monsoon, but that is a very
short period. So the allocated share of”
Haryana, which Punjab wants tobe includ-
ed in the common pool, is an illusion.

The Haryana area of the then Punjab
had developed in anticipation infrastruc-
ture for the utilisation all of Yamuna
waters well before the Reorganisation of
Punjab in 1966, rather in the pre-Parti-
tion era under the WJC Extension Pro-
jects. Tt is that very system which is at
present being used; through which
Bhakra water is taken to the Yamuna
command area during emergencies.

The dispute is on the distribution of
only surplus water, and not on the total
33 MAF water of the three eastern rivers.
Similarly, there cannot be any dispute
on the Yamuna, where no surplus water
is available. To drag this river into the
conflict does not bear logic, ~

So far only surface water has dominated
the scene, but the picture would not be
clear if ground water availability is over-
looked. According to the CGWB figures,
Punjab has an annually replenishable
ground-water reservoir of more than 16
MAF whereas in Haryana it is less than 8
MAF Unfortunately, there is overdraft in
both states. In Punjab the draft is 28.25

MAF, where 12.75 lakh electric pumping

(EP) sets and 1.5 lakh diesel pumping
(DP) sets have been installed, that is, one
tube-well for every five-acre holding. In
Haryana, the draft is more than 10.50
MAF, with about 4 lakh EP sets, majority
being on shallow wells; and 2.5 DP sets.
The strange thing is that the rate of aver-
age annual fall in water table is only 4 ft in
Punjab, whereas that in Haryana is-26 ft!

The tragedy with Haryana is that on
the one hand Punjab is denying it utilisa-
tion of the water that goes waste during
monsoon, and on the other hand
Rajasthan has unilaterally blocked the
three rivers, namely Sahibi, Kris-
hanawati and Dohan, which had been
recharging south Haryana's ground
water reservoir. Consequently, south
Haryana is facing acute shortage of even
drinking water and tube-wells as deep as
1,200 ft have been installed.

Punjab has failed in enhancing its
ground-water reservoir, notwithstanding
the three perennial rivers flowing through
it. The recharging could have been easily
done by constructing inundation canals
and other structures like reverse wells.

A glance at alignments on the map
would reveal that for feeding central and
south Haryana, the Anandpur Sahib

Hydel Channel (ASHC)-SYL route is

al justice
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Unfair considerations

2 Punjab receives its river waters from
Himachal, so the riparian nghts claim
is hoflow.

" & The Yamuna waters quantum isirrete-

vant till structures to utilise it are not comr
pleted, and these are outside Haryana.

@ Punjab is denying Haryana water that
goes waste during monsoon.

aThe picture cannot be complete if
ground-water availability is
overlooked. Punjab has far more
ground-water recharge, and its farm-
ers prefer tubewell.

# |f decreased quantum of surplus
water is kept in mind, then Haryana's
share comes to 2,95 MAF, out of
which approximately 1.62 MAF is
being drawn. Punjah is dlsputing only
1.33 MAF, which if delivered will

" enable Haryana to utilise the whole
2.85 MAF in an equitable manner.

comparatively shorter than the existing
Nangal Hydel Channel (NHC)-Bhakra
Main Line (BML)-Narwana Branch (NB)-
Narwana Branch Karnal Link (NBKL).
For Haryana, thus, the importance of SYL,
is twofold. First, it would efficiently carry
Sutlej waters equivalent to Haryana's
share in the surplus Ravi-Beas waters.
Second, it is an alternative route to carry
Bhakra water under such circumstances
as occurrence of a mishap on any seg-
ment of the NHC-BML-NB-NBKL sys-
tem. Both of these can be run simultane-
ously as well to carry the Sutlej-Beas
waters whenever it is in excess of storage
at Bhakra, and which is not divertible to
the Sirhind Feeder, Rajasthan Canal and
the Gang Canal taking off at Harike
Patan Barrage near Ferozepur. The water

onSYL

thus carried would be useful in recharg-
ing the hugely depleted ground water
reservoir of south Haryana.

Surveys on the utilisation pattern of
canal water in Punjab have indicated
that whatever may be the official con-
tention, the fact is that its farmers prefer
tube-well irrigation for two obvious rea-
sons. One, they do not have to wait for
their weekly ‘wari' (turn) according to
the 'warabandi parat' (turn-fixing sheet)
for canal water. Two, the electricity is
free, so they just have to switch on the
button according to their convenience. In
some areas even watercourses do not
exist to carty canal water from the outlets
installed on distributaries. The maxi-
mum water requirement in Punjab is
during paddy plantation; after that only
nominal quantum is needed. But
Haryana is always in need, even during
monsoon, as the average annual rainfall
in its southern tract is only 300 mm.

Tt is also true that the quantum of sur-
plus water has decreased over the years
and as per the 1981-2013 flow series the
available surplus volume is only 13.38
MAF, instead of previously estimated fig- ’
ures of 15.85 MAF and 17.17 MAF. Keep-
ing this in view, Haryana's share on pro
rata basis comes out to about 2.95 MAF,
out of which approximately 1.62 MAF is
being 'drawn through the existing sys-
tem. The hue and cry by Punjab is for
only 1.33 MAF, which if delivered will
enable Haryana to utilise the whole 2.95
MAF in an equitable manner.

Punjab should heed the observation of
Supreme Court that the issue of quantum
should not be made a pre<condition in
making the SYL functional. By doing so,
Punjab would get at least two direct bene-
fits. First, it would generate employment
potential for Punjabis at the cost of
Haryana. Second, the 122 km-long channel
would act as a recharging water body with-
out incuiring any expenditure for the state.”

The wrilerisar elued CluefEnJmeer
of the Irrigation Department,
Haryana, and author of “Dynamic
Story of the Bhakra”.
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