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An appeal

To not publish the award of the
Kaveri Water Disputes Tribunal

— a death-blow to Karnataka —

in the Gazette

Kaveri Krishna Horata Samanvaya Samiti

New Delhi, 04/05/2007
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Honourable Prime Minister,

The 5/2/2007 decision of the Kaveri River Water Disputes Tribunal is
unjust to Karnataka, illegal, arbitrary and reminiscent of the high-
handedness of Madras over Mysore during the times when Madras was
ruled by the British and the princely state of Mysore, by the Wodeyar
Dynasty.

Of the total estimated yield of 740 TMC Kaveri water (at 50%
dependability), Karnataka collects 425 TMC whereas Tamilnadu
collects only 252 TMC. Even if one were to assume that the sharing of
water has to be done at least in proportion to collection, it is easy to
see the magnitude of injustice meted out to Karnataka in awarding
Karnataka 270 TMC and Tamilnadu 419 TMC.

According to this award, of the 419 TMC awarded to Tamilnadu, 192
TMC has to be released by Karnataka at Biligundlu. This amounts to an
extra 12 TMC compared to the interim order of 1991. Further, the 21
TMC that Karnataka has been ordered to release into the Mettur
reservoir for consumption by Kerala, is also going to be utilized by

Tamilnadu because of Kerala's inability to use that water.
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The tribunal has considered neither the 120 TMC of ground-water
reserve in Tamilnadu’s Kaveri basin, nor the 20 TMC thereof, which it
is already utilizing, nor Karnataka’s lack of ground-water reserves of

such magnitude, in pronouncing its verdict.

Karnataka, the state contributing the most water to the Kaveri is home
to the largest drought-ridden area in the Kaveri basin — a whopping
21,870 square km. Tamilnadu, on the other hand, whose contribution
to the Kaveri river is just a little over half that of Karnataka’'s, is
relatively drought-free (only 12,790 square km). This glaring
inequality is a result of more than one hundred years of injustice done

to Karnataka in the sharing of Kaveri river water.

Flipping through the pages of Indian history, one can draw parallels
between the bias displayed by the tribunal towards Tamilnadu and the
bias displayed by the British towards Madras when they were ruling
over it. The agreements of 1892 and 1924, which were imposed on the
princely state of Mysore (which was a sworn enemy of the British),
successfully thwarted Mysore’s attempts to agricultural sustenance and
ensured an unjustifiably higher share of the Kaveri water for Madras.
The instrument used by both these agreements was the imposition of
ceilings on the irrigatable land in Mysore (but not in Madras). It must

be stated here that even the interim tribunal order of 1991
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pronounced by independent India fell prey to the same basis - a basis

established by the imperialistic practices of the British.

As a first example of the arbitrariness of the current tribunal’s award,
it must be noted that of the 270 TMC awarded to Karnataka, we
require 58 TMC for drinking and industrial purposes of Bengalooru and
other urban and rural areas. Given the fact that the remaining 212
TMC of water is simply insufficient to irrigate 18.85 lakh acres of land,
the tribunal’s decision to allow Karnataka to irrigate 18.85 lakh acres is
only an illusory allowance: while on one hand it is made to seem that
Karnataka has been allowed to irrigate more land this time, the fact is
that the tribunal simply hasn’t considered how much water is needed

to do so!

As a second example, we’d like to draw your attention to the fact that
the water allocated for drinking and connected purposes for
Bengalooru is a paltry 0.8 TMC, and for the entire people of the basin
area in Karnataka, a mere 1.17 TMC! On the very face of it, since the
order is not implementable, it deserves to be removed from the

records of judicial pronouncements.
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The injustice meted out to Karnataka by the Kaveri Water Disputes
Tribunal is an example of the general treatment given to Karnataka by
the Govt. of India. Steps must be taken to correct these wrongs in the

interest of the integrity of the Indian Union.

Elsewhere in the world, whenever the question of river water sharing
arises between states, there are inter-state laws to ensure that justice
is given to all the concerned parties. However, the fact that there is no
such law in India has been especially disastrous for Karnataka. Even in
India, river-water sharing has to be done in a scientific and equitable

manner instead of continuing historical injustice in the name of justice.

Therefore we appeal to you -

1. To see to it that the tribunal order of 5/2/2007 which comes as a
death blow to Karnataka is not published in the Gazette under
any circumstances,

2. To annul the tribunal award and see to it that the historical
injustice done to Karnataka till now is set right at the earliest.

3. To continue the status quo ante which prevailed before 1991.

Sincerely, on behalf of the Kaveri Krishna Horata Samanvaya Samiti,
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T. A. Narayana Gowda Kodihalli Chandrashekhar

Karnataka Rakshana Vedike Karnataka Raita Sangha



