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Rajasthan has sought the
~Centre’s mtervennon for get-

~muna .and Narmada tiver
" ‘waters, while ‘pointing out
* that neighbouring Haryana
. was not releasing it from the
feadworks even
g after 24 years of the inter-
State Yamuna water agree

,ment becormng operative.
_ Chief Minister Ashok Geh-
lot, who met Union Water
 Resources Minister Nitin
. ting its full share in the Ya-

cated share in the Yamuna

He said the 1, 000 cusecs -

Help us get our share in river :
waters, Gehlot urges. Centre” '

SPECIAL ~=c91§, ;spoNDENT . f - of water received from Guja-

rat in the Narmada project

was - insufficient for ‘rabi

- crops in 2.46 lakh hectares

~ Gadkari in New Delhi on of Jalore and Barmer dlS
- Monday, said Rajasthan was  tricts.
_ getting only 40% ofits allo- Smce -the ‘,dlscontent

~among the farmers in the re-

- waters from Okhla head be- gion was increasing, Mr.
- cause of “illegal” drawing of ~ Gehlot requested the Union
- water in Haryanaand UP. - Minister ‘to -ensure that the_

State received its full share.
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. sewage generated by urban
. Indiais untreated and enters
. - waterbodieslikerivers, result-
. ing in pollution and making
itunfitforhuman consump-

tion, the Naﬂonal

o gr eDjDaIl

amatter of serious cor
comphance of environment
- mormsisnotsatisfactoryand

o air, water and earth.
The observations were
madebythetribunal on Mon

lution of Thirumanimuthar

& nvermTaImlNadudueto dis- -
! charge of effluents by the -
- pliance of this order will be of

industriesand release of munic-
ipal sewage.

The tribunal directed Salem
Municipal Corporation to

that

esultsinlargescaledeathsand
diseasesandserious damage L

daywhilehearingapleafiled
yVManickam, allegingpol- -

‘depositinterim compensation
-ofRs 25lakh with the Central .

“TheSalem Mummpa] Cor-

 porationmayalsofurnishaper-
formance guarantee to the

satisfaction of CPCBin thesum
of Rs 50 1akh to the effect that

 theuntreated effluentswillnot
- bedischarged and necessary

steps to prevent such dis-
charge will be taken positive-
ly within three month failing

~which the amount of perfor-
“mance guaranteewill be for- v
feited,” the tribunal said. =~

~ To ascertain its present

status, the tribunal also direct-

djointinspection by a team

‘comprising of representatives
- of CPCB and the state pollu-
_ tion control board and submit
-aTeport within a month.

= :M,Responslblhty for com-

the Commissioner of Salem
Municipal Corporation. In

:caseofnondeposit, the Com-
missioner of Salem Municipal
_Corporation mustremain pre-

~sald

m the

Deccar Chron cle
Deccan Herald
The Times of Indiz (&)
Business siandard”
The Economic Timsg

-over 60% Of urban India's sewage
‘enters water bodies untreated: NGT

. S‘ }CO Pollution Control Boardwith-
~ in a month for the damage :
“already caused to ‘the env1—\
ronment.

sentinpersononthenextdate,
the tribunal said while post-
ing the matter for hearingon
Apnl 10,” the tribunal said. -
~The NGT said in spite of

~statutoryframewoﬂcandbmd-
_ing legal precedents, viola:
~ tion of law is rampant and

thereforestern approa(:hlsnec—
essary against polluters for
pollution as well as the regu-
latoryauthoritiesfor their fail*
ure and inaction to perform
timely duties.

“Environment degrada-

tion severely affects humarn
‘health requiring immediaté

attention and cannotbe dealt

- withby authorities atlelsu_re
‘Statutory authorities are

trustees of the people and if

theirfailureresultsinharmto
 thecitizensand environment;
~ithe trlbunalhastqadoptsmct
‘approach to make them
~ accountable so that such

action actsasdeterrentto pre-
ventfurtherharm,” thebench,
also comprising Justices S P
Wangdl andKRamaknshnag,

4
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We need environmental governance

India must jettison the idea of an environment-
development trade-off to meet growth objectives

¢ hegovernment’sinterim budget
intriguingly included several
broad environmental objectives
inits Vision 2030. Included in its
10-point agenda were ease of liv-
. ing, a pollution-free India, and
clean rivers. To explicitly include environ-
mental objectives is welcome. But in the
absence of concrete measures — and there
werealmostnone in thisbudget—simply lay-
ingoutambitious goalsisfar from sufficient.
Itisimportant tounderstand just howdis-
malisthestateof India’senvironment. Three
in five monitored rivers across the country
are polluted. Much of our solid waste is
unprocessed even in wealthy parts of the
country - 90% in Maharashtra and 48% in
Delhi. Three-quarters of India’s population
livesinareas where air pollution (PM2.5,the
most harmful pollutant) exceeds the Indian
national standard, which itselfis four times
higherthantheglobal standard. Infact, 72 of
640 districts in the northern belt have emis-
sionsmorethan 10 times worse than the global
standard. Taken together, a recent Global
Environmental Quality Performance Index
ranked India 177th out of 180 countries.
Thisworrying situationis fundamentally
oneofhealth. Poorair, water and solid waste
disposal affect the health of India’s citizens
and particularlyits children. Forexample,a

World Health Organization report suggests
that10% of the children who die before the age
offivedo soduetoair pollution.

We have come to this situation partly
because of a mistaken notion that environ-
mental qualityisaluxury,and that pollution
is a necessary side-effect of development.
Indira Gandhi’s oft-quoted line “poverty isthe
greatest polluter” has often been used toargue
foratrade-offbetween poverty reduction and
environmental protection, and that India
should focus on the former. But as Jairam
Ramesh noted in his book on Mrs Gandhi's
environmental thought, her message was
nuanced: while the needs of the poor should
indeed not be forgotten, they can and should
bemet without despoiling nature.

Growing now and cleaning up later is a
flawed approach for several reasons.

First, the poor are the worst affected. The
livelihoods of farmers, fishers and forest
dwellers are immediately affected by a
degraded environment, and the poor are far
lessabletoinsulatethemselves againstdirty
water and air thantherich. Pollution makes
theimpact of poverty worse.

Second, postponing cleaning up until we
arerichisanimpossible prospect: ataper cap-
ita GDP one-third of China’s, India already
hasmore cities with chronicair pollution than
China. Dowereally wanttobe multiple times

ok

\
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= Three in five monitored rivers across the

country are polluted REUTERS
as polluted as China when we reach their
GDP, let alone that of developed countries?
Moreover, many of the effects of pollution are
not easily reversible.

Third, it is simplistic to think of environ-
mental safeguards only asa drag on growth.
Adegraded environmentitselfhasimpactson
theeconomy: pollution addstopublic health
burdens; destroyed environments cannot pro-
vide ecosystem services such as filtering
waste and buffering against storms; and
degraded resources wreck thelivelihoods of
the poor. Moreover, as we move toward a
knowledge economy, high-skilled talent will

refuse tolivein toxic urban environments.

Finally, going green canactually be a path-
way togrowthinaworld wherethereis grow-
ing attention to the world’s oceans, climate
and forests. The worldis undergoing arenew-
ableenergyrevolution, withanadvantage for
countries best placed to seize the moment.
Ideas of the circular economy— waste
streams from one industrial process form
inputs for another process — promise effi-
ciency gains with both environmental and
economic payoffs. Increasingly, thereismore
scope for growth through enhancing the envi-
ronment than by devastatingit.

To go beyond broad vision statements to
effective action requires broader political
mobilisationaround demandsfor ahealthier
environment. There are pockets of mobilisa-
tion — resource dependent communities
swept aside by industrial development and
someurban elites beginningto prioritise envi-
ronmental liveability over consumption —
buttheseareisolated voices. Finally, sustain-
able growthrequires smarter environmental
governance. At the moment, every environ-
mental problemisanail waitingfor the ham-
mer of judicial or administrative enforce-
ment. Instead we need to combine effective
regulation, behavioural change and techno-
logical solutions to meet multiple social and
ecological objectives. Animportant starting
point is jettisoning the impoverished idea of
an environment-development trade-off.

Navroz K Dubash is professor,
Centre for Policy Research
The views expressed are personal
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; kRepresentanves and activists

of various local organisa-
] tlonsfromKangraandother
districts of Himachal Pradesh
. sat on one day solidarity
 fast: andhelda publicmeet-
. mgonj‘Cleanan ,FreeFlow—

Dharamsha]a on Tuesdey
¢ The fast, led by veteran

envnonmentahst Kulb-

1an Upmanyu, alsolent
- full support to 26-year-old
‘ dhanand an engi-

ramme in the name of
ecleamng Ganga, the situa-

! tion of theriver has gonefrom :

' bad to worse in thelastfour
years as per a report of the
Central Pollution Control
Board.
SurnitMahar of Himdhara
¢ Collective, who gave the
~call for the programme,
~added thatit's notjust Ganga.
“We are also drawing
| -attention towards pathetic
. conditions of rivers in
"Himachal, which are the

. butother downstream states
too. By buildinghundreds of
dams, illegal mining, unbri-

our rivers. This massive
destruction can only be
~ checked and stopped if pub-
. lic and government come
| together to take some pos-
. dtive and effective steps."
Sharing data, the activists
. said over 200 dams have

__either been commissioned, -
~constructed or are under-

construction while close to
. 800 dams and hydro power
pmJects are planned and

w——

i‘SOlldaer fast for clean and
| f]_" ~e‘ ﬂ@Wing Hlma’ -

lifelines of notjust thisstate -

dled pollunonwe are kﬂhng :

&0

‘The fast led by ;
vetenan environ- .
‘mentalist Kulb- - -
‘hushan Upmanyu, =
_also lent full sup- -,
port to 26—year—old"
Atmabodhanand, e
who has been fast-.:
ing for more than :T
1 00 days iy
proposed on the dlfferent’
Tivers of: Hlmachal Pradesh"

These projects have”
_diverted the natural flow o?;

~therivers and streams into

tunnels thus drying up the’

Tivers. Thlsnnpacts not Ju@t
local communities depen?
“dent on water fromrivers b’

“alsotheriverandlocalbio-
 diversity as well as other

envuonmental Services.-—
- In September 2018, the
Central Pollution Control
Board initsreporthadiden-
tified 7 critically polluted river
stretches in the state of
Himachal, on Beas, Sirsd,
Ashwani, Giri, ‘Pabbar,
MarkandaandSukhnanvers
Most of the pollution is
because of unchecked and
illegal dumping of munici-
palwaste, sewageo’rmdus-
trial effluents. - 5
Theysaldampomtmem—
orandum isbeing senttothe
state government with
demands ‘to work towards
conservingrivers bymalqng
necessary policy changes.
"Smaller streams and
tributaries of the major river

' basinsneed to bemarked for

their fragility and sustam

- ability because .they sup-

‘portecological diversity and
livelihoods. These need 1o
be declared as a “no- g’c’J
‘zone” not just for hydro
projects but also for large
scale sand numng, pollut‘ :
mg 1ndustr1es

A

The Economic Times
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Fixing the federal fallout of the Kerala flood relief funding row requires care

T.P. SREENTVASAN

he differences between the
I Kerala and Central govern-
ments over the denial of ex-
ternal assistance to rebuild the
State after the devastating floods
of August last year surfaced again
last month, in the Kerala Gover-
nor’s policy speech in the Assemb-
Iy as well as the statements of a
Kerala Minister at the Pravasi Bha-
ratiya Divas in Varanasi. Governor
Justice P. Sathasivam had said that
the Kerala government had re-
quested the Centre to enhance its
borrowing limit to mobilise addi-
tional resources for rebuilding the
flood-hit State. “We are still await-
ing a favourable response from the
Central government in this re-
gard,” he added. Minister K.T. Ja-
leel, who represented Kerala at the
conclave, complained that he was
not allowed to raise the issue
there. The bitterness over the
flood money still persists.
Competitive federalism, in the
context of interaction with foreign
countries, promoted by Prime Mi-
nister Narendra Modi, has proved
to be a double-edged sword. Kera-
la Chief Minister Pinarayi Vijay :n
now stands accused of violating
rules regarding the seeking of fo-
reign assistance. He remains un-
clear on how to make up for the
shortfall, of several crores. The
Central government is unable to
provide the funds while Kerala has
been stopped in its tracks from

seeking resources from abroad,
either from the Kerala diaspora or
from friendly foreign
governments.

The present situation is a result
of a series of errors of judgment
and misunderstandings on both
sides. Mutual political suspicion
and a lack of appreciation of the
complexities of the international
situation have brought about a
confrontation. The Chief Minister
may have even made diplomatic
and tactical misjudgments. \}

Diplomatic trajectory
India had no qualms about receiv-
ing foreign assistance for disaster
management till 2004. But when
India’s aspiration for permanent
membership of the UN Security
Council met with strong resis-
tance, New Delhi hit upon the idea
of forcing a vote in the General As-
sembly. The game plan was to se-
cure a two-thirds majority and
then attempt to embarrass the per-
manent members into supporting
the expansion of the Security
Council. The two false presump-
tions were that India would win
the required number of votes and
that the Security Council would
wilt under pressure from the Gen-
eral Assembly. In fact, many As-
sembly members were opposed to
the veto even for the existing per-
manent members and had no in-
terest in creating more permanent
members with veto. India thought
that it could win over the other
countries if it was seen to be help-
ing them in emergencies rather
than seeking such assistance for it-
self.

The tsunami of 2004 and the
threat of piracy in the Indian
Ocean provided India an oppor-

tunity to test its new posture. Eve-
rybody was grateful, but it made

no difference to India’s claim to

permanent membership. There
were other factors too which mili-
tated against India’s claim. The
Modi government decided, howev-
er, to lay down the rules regarding
foreign assistance in order to bring
some clarity to the situation.

The rules, which were framed
in 2016, clarified that India would
not solicit any assistance but
would receive relief assistance,
even as cash, from individuals,
charitable institutions and founda-
tions. If cash were to be offered bi-
laterally by foreign governments,
the matter would be considered
on a case-by-case basis. Even be-
fore the extent of the damage was
fully known, I had urged the Cen-
tral government in early August
2018 to make a suitable amend-
ment to the rule as the damage in
Kerala was beyond the capacity to
handle it. Needless to say, nobaody
responded at that stage.

The UAE’s offer

The saga of the offer by the United
Arab Emirates (UAE) began well
when the Prime Minister was in-
formed by the UAE authorities that
relief assistance was being put to-
gether as a special gesture, which

the Prime Minister reciprocated
with a warm reply of gratitude. But
the Kerala Chief Minister’s an-
nouncement that the UAE would
provide 700 crore, made on the
same day as the Central govern-
ment’s announcement of a provi-
sion of 500 crore, opened a Pan-
dora’s box. It appeared as though
the UAE was more generous than
New Delhi was to Kerala and that
the Central government was not
empathetic to Kerala’s plight be-
cause of political considerations.
Moreover, the source of the infor-
mation was supposed to have been
an Indian businessman in the
UAE. An embarrassed UAE govern-
ment then asked its Ambassador
in New Delhi to deny that there
was any specific offer of ¥700
crore.

An immediate consequence
was a reluctance by other govern-
ments to make any offer of bilater-
al assistance. No one could answer
the question whether any offer
from other governments would be
accepted. When the Thai Ambas-
sador in Delhi was stopped from
being at a ceremony to hand over
relief goods to an Indian official,
the world was convinced that In-
dia would not accept resources.
The issue was politicised as one
between the Bharatiya Janata Par-
ty and the ruling CPI(M) in Kerala.

It was against this backdrop that
Kerala put forward an unwise pro-
posal to despatch its Ministers
abroad to collect donations. This
was unacceptable in the context of
the policy that had crystallised af-
ter the floods in Kerala and the
Central Government having re-
fused permission for Ministers
other than the Chief Minister to
travel to countries. Apart from the

ignominy of soliciting donations,
there was a clear likelihood of re-
ceiving very little by way of cash
donations. The possibility of loans
from the International Monetary
Fund and the World Bank became
distant as the Centre refused to
raise the limits on loans from these
global organisations that a State
government could take. The emer-
gence of the Sabarimala crisis
further eroded the credibility of
the State Government and much
of the empathy over the flood
damage was also lost.

The Prime Minister had always
maintained that marshalling of re-
sources is the responsibility of the
Union government according to
the Constitution. Now the only op-
tion before Kerala is to demand
more funding from the Centre to
make up the shortfall. Undoubted-
ly, the situation is a tragedy of er-
rors caused by an inadequate fami-
liarity with decision making and
the complexity of international
relations.

India is a federal state, but un-
itary in nature when it comes to
national security and foreign poli-
cy. Individual States may have
some advantages in dealing with
some countries in their neighbour-
hood, but they will do well not to
transgress the thin line when it
comes to managing international
relations. Now it will take longer
for trust to be established to have
competitive  federalism  work
again.

T.P. Sreenivasan, a former diplomat, is
Chairman, Academic Council and
Director, NSS Academy of Civil Services.
He is also Director General, Kerala
International Centre,
Thiruvananthapuram



znd docume

5]
i8¢

INDO STAN TIMES- O 6. &. 2010/

wRajasinan Fatrki - I he Economic Times

& {Hnal)-

ted at Bhagireth (English) & Publicity Section, CWC

= Each rural household in India needs 15 to 20 litres of water for sanitation

S

To clean India, invest

in water conservation

The NE is doing well in Swachh Bharat. But an emerging
water crisis in the Himalayas could offset the gains made

k\“l
N Y

aéaland is pristine and gorgeous.
But one needs a strong heartand a
much stronger back to enjoy the

Himalayan state. Theroadsaredirt
tracksand touristfacilitiesarenon-existent.

. Theinfrastructure-deficit Himalayan state,

however,isnotalaggard on one count: toilet
infrastructure, especially in its rural areas.
Recently, rural Nagaland was declared Open
Defecation Free (ODF) by the Swachh Bharat
Mission(SBM). Infact, unlike inmany other
sectors, SBM’srecord —notjustin Nagaland
— but across the Northeastern region
(NE) haskept pace with the country’sexpand-
ingsanitation coverage. Accordingtothemin-
istry ofdrinking water and sanitation, fiveout
of seven statesare ODF, with Assamand Tri-
purabeingthe exceptions.

TheNE'sgood ODFrecordisduetoseveral
reasons. First, high literacy levels; second,
strong community-based institutional struc-
tures (church groups, students’ organi:: -
tions, youth groups and village-level wzter
and sanitation committees, whichensure ti.at
all members of acommunity adhere to deci-
sionssuchasbanning open defecation); third,
aprogressive mindset with a strongfocus on
an integrated approach covering aspects of
water, sanitation and hygiene; and fourth, an
absence of any caste-related ritual pollution
and purity concerns, which often make people
resisttheidea of building toilets inside their
homes (a problem in Uttar Pradesh and
Bihar). The negative impact such pollution-
purityissuescould have onthe pace and suc-
cess of SBM has been documented by Diane
Coffey and Dean Spearsin Where India Goes,
Abandoned Toilets, Stunted Development
and the Costs of Caste.

However, the gainsmade by these Himala-
yan states, despite their undulating topogra-
phy, may take a hit in the future due to an
emerging water crisis, being sparked by
deforestation (which willimpact rainfall, soil
healthand consequently water availability),
overpopulation (which will put stress on
existing natural resources), and climate
change (which will also affect water availabil-

holesisnotanoption,” explained Samuel The-
rieh of World Vision India. “Many Himalayan
villagesin Nagaland and other NE statesare
located on hilltops and in many cases away
fromthe water sources. Ifnearby water sour-
cesdryup, then people will find it difficult to
getwater for sanitation purposes.”

The Centre estimates that each rural
household in India needs 40 litres of water
every day, out of which 15 to 20 litres are

- requiredfor sanitation. Butas 0f 2017, almost

19,000 villages were yettohaveaccess topiped
water supply. Even the ones thatdoget piped
water, getting40litresaday remainsadistant
dream. On an average,a well supplied rural’
householdreceives8-10litres of waterper day.
Aswaterismostly utilised for cooking; drink-
ing and washing; using it for sanitation
becomes the last priority. The government
hassaid thatitis committed tocovering90% of
Indian rural households with piped water
supply by 2022.

_ “Alotofthefumdsfor sanitation cameatthe
expense of water. So while the need for water
increased because oftoilet usage, theinvest-
mentinwatertoaugmentdomestic water sup-
pliesdecreased. With challenging geography,
thesituation getsmore complex,” saysIndira
Khurana , water and sanitation expert, and
author of Reflections on Managing Water,
Earth’s Greatest Natural Resource.

The s+ 06 of warsr for sanitation was
alsoraised by a parliametary pe.1elin2018.
The panel, headed by Lok Sabha member, P
Venugopal, said that going through the fac-
tual and ground realities prevalent in the
country,itisperplexed astohow ODFcanbe
achieved without adequate water provisions.
The panel recommended that the government
prioritise the provision of water availability
along with the construction of toilets under
SBMand appriseit ofactualfigures oftoilets
with water facilities.

Economists Coffey and Spears, however,
arguethatifsocial forces against open defeca-
tionare strongenough—asitisinthe NE—
people without water connections willalsobe
willing to fill buckets to flush their latrines.
Thisis a huge positive and can't be frittered
away. To ensure that people keep using toi-
lets, it isnot just critical to develop and con-
struct toilets that use less water (such as
TATA Trusts’rural pans), but alsoaugment
water security sothat peoplearenotforcedto
exitthe programme. Building pipelinesisan
expensiveand time consuming proposition. It
is, therefore, critical toinvest in the renova-
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No role in Yamuna pollutlon DD g
canal bunds to be removed: Hry

RichaBanka
= richa banka@htlive.com

‘%\P

NEWDELHI: The Haryana govern-

ment on Tuesday informed the
. Delhi High Court that it had
walready given directions to
{ removethebunds (obstructions)
i ontheDD 8 canal after the Delhi
[ governmentralsedobjectlonsto
{“theobstructions.
{  The Delhi government had
 moved the high court alleging

:| thattheDD-8channel,;whichsup- -

‘plies additional water to the
~ Yamuna to dilute its pollution

Jevelshad beenblocked by Hary- -

‘-ana and, therefore, the water
received atWazirabad contained
high doses of ammonia.

. Delhihadsaid thiswatercould

“hencenotbetreated.

Following this, the court had

. asked the Haryana government
| to clear its stand on the allega-

ilon OnTuesday, thenelghbour-

mg state ﬁled an affidavitin the
court, informing it that bunds
were put in the DD-8 canal to
ensure thatpollution fromitdoes
notflow intothe Yamuna.
Denyingtheallegationsofcre-
atingpollution, Haryana govern-

_ment said that Delhi was the

major contributorofammoniain
the waters of Yamunaand Hary-
ana had norole in polluting the
water. :

Haryana government
informedthe courtthatoutofthe
1000 million gallons per day
(MGD) Delhi’s water require-
ment, 500 MGD good quality
water is supplied through its
canals while440MGDissupplied
through the Ganga and tube
wells. Onlyremaining 60 MGD1is
sourced directly from Yamuna
which would contain a high con-
centration ofammonia.

Appearing for the Delhi Jal

Board (DJB), senior advocate

Pl

Dayan Krishnan and advocate
Sumeet Pushkarna, told the
bench that they need to go
throughtheaffidavitand sought
time to respond toit. Following
this, the court directed Haryana
governmenttoremovethebunds
andgavetimetoDJBtill March13
torespondtothe claimsmadeby
Haryanainitsaffidavit.

~ TheHaryanagovernmentdlso

told the courtthat the water sup-
ply never gets affected during
lean season adding that Delhi
should take urgent steps to
reduce its losses which are
alleged to be 10 per cent during
treatment and 30 per cent after
that, asresidentsof Haryanasuf-
ferfrom dearth of watertoensure
the national capital does not. it
furthersaid that “any deficiency
inthewater supplytothe citizens
of Delhi isbecause of mismanage-
ment and inaction on the part of

tPeDJB 2 o’
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