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DEPUTYCONSERVATOROF FORESTS

BELAGAVIFORESTDIVISION,BELAGAYI-570014

PHONE : 0831 -247071 i email gmag!
GOVERNMENTOF KARNATAKA

No.D1/LND/FC-460216/CR/2025-26. Dated: 14-10-2025

To,
lng Conservator of Forests,
Belagavi Circle, Belagav

Sir,

Subject: Diversion of 26.9255ha(Revised to 33.0507 =) of forest land

or construction of diversion weir Jackwell cumpump house,
electrical substation, pipe line and power line in Kanakumbi,

chorle & Parawad villages of KhanapurTaluka in Belagavi
District under Kalasa Nala Diversion scheme reg. (Proposal

No. FP/KA/Water/157327/2022).
Reference: 1) EDS raised ol IRO, MoEF& CC through PARIVESH Portal

on 09-07-2025
Letter No. ERO (E20)/B/As010/202425 Dated: 16-08-

rn +a (Wildlife). and
ND~ Pr

Chief Wildlife Wardan, Bengalur
This office even letter No. DU/LND/EC- 460216/CR/2025-
26/1898 & 1899, dated:29-09- 2025
Le No KNNI /R1 ol FC/EDS C/2025

26/1330, date:06-10-2025 of i Engineer, KNNL,
Kalasa Project Division,Khanap

skoskokkok

wo~~
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Withreference to the ab bject, the inf tion sought vide reference (1) relating to

EDS Nos. 1 to 2 raised by Ministry a Environment, Forest, and Climate Change (MOEF),

Government of India. TheUser Agency sought information vide reference (4) and reply is as

follows;

Query Description Clarifications

ile “MoEF & CC distr dared
17/05/2022

be 11333/2023.— the
proposal is pending with MOEF & CC,
New De Thi for consideration and

n.



e comprehensive view/ comments | The Use ency has compli ed that
ns i on the issue raised by
Secretary, Water Resource, Government

Bengaluru, letter
dated: 5 -01-2023) were submitted to thedatedvideletter

dated:16-10-2024 the copy of thesame is
a his compliance.

ator of Forests,
re Division, Belagavi.
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= Karnataka Neeravari Nigam Limited
(A Government of Karnataka Undertaking)

Office of the Executive Engineer RODFATFBY Y0BCHTT Feo,Kalasa Project Division, Khanapur Phone: 08336­223163 BWM dRemT gn, WemeERT
Belagavi District ­ 591302 E­mail : eekpdkhanapur@gmail.com 3% 2¢ ~ 591302
No:KNNL/KPD/KNP/PB/Kalasa/FC/EDS­C/2025­26/ 126] Date: >=Z / 09 / 2202S
To,
fe. Deputy Conservator of Forests,

Belagavi Forest Division
Karnataka Forest Department,
Belagavi.

Sir,
Sub: Diversion of 26.9255 Ha forest land for construction of

diversion weir, Jackwell cum pump house, electrical
substation, pipe line and power line in Kanakumbi & other
villages for construction of Kalasa Nala Diversion Scheme
Submisson of compliance to EDS raised by IRO, MOEFCC,
Bangalore —­ reg :

Ref: 1. EDS raised by IRO, MoEF & CC dated: 07.09.2023 &
29.09.2023

’ Adverting to the above referred subject, please find below thecompliance to the EDS raised by IRO, MoEF & CC vide ref (1) for onward
consideration.

SI. | Query Description Compliance |No.
| 1 | Necessary clearance as per | As per the directions of IRO, MOEFCC,prescribed under MoEF & | Bangalore in the 68th REC meeting held on| CC guideline dated | 20.01.2023, application seeking NBWL| | 17/05/2022 recommendation has been uploaded in

Parivesh portal on 31.05.2023 vide proposalno. WL/KA/DRKWATER/431333/2023.
Currently the proposal is pending with
MoEF & CC, New Delhi for consideration
and recommendation.

| 2 |The comprehensive view/ | The comments/replies on the issues raisedcomments of the | by Secretary, Water Resource, Government
Government of Karnataka | of Goa including legal/Court orders in hison the issues raised by [letter dated 24/01/2023 (as requested by
Secretary, Water | this IRO, MoEF&CC, Benglaluru letter dated
Resource, Government of | 31/01/ 2023) were submitted to the
Goa including legal/Court | DDGF (C), MoEF&CC, Bengaluru by the ACS
orders in his letter dated | to Government, FEE Department,
24/01/2023, as requested | Government of Karnataka vide letter No:
by this office vide letter FEE/203/ACS/2024, dated: 16.10.2024.
dated 31/01/2023 is also | The copy of the same is appended to this
provided. compliance.
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Hence, you are hereby requested to kindly consider the above for onward
recommendation of Stage­I forest clearance for the project.

KNNL, Kalasa Project Division
Khanapur Belagavi
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N. MANJUNATHA PRASAD' I.e.s

Additional Chief Secretary to Gort.
Forest, Ecologr and Environment

Department

ieFui iDad
Government of Ka.rnataka

D.o. No. FEE I 2o3 I Acs I 2024 15th october 2024

The Deputy Director General of Forests (C),

Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change,
lntegrated Regional Office Kendriya Sadan,

4th Flool E&F Wings, 17th Main Road,

Koramangala ll Block,

Bangalore - 560034

Sir,

Sub: Diversion of forest land for construction of diversion wier, Jack well etc for utilization
of (Kalasa Nala) drinking water to Hubli-Dharwad twin cities and other surrounding
areas in favour of Executive Entineer, Karnataka Neeravari Nigam Ltd (KNNL), Kalasa

Project Division, Khanapur-reg.

Ref: Your Office letter no.4-KRC14tzl2O22-BAN1265 dated: 31.01.2023

Reference is invited to your letter dated 31.01.2023 seekinB a reply from the State of
Karnataka on the letter dated 24.OI.2O23 sent by the State of Goa requesting not to grant
permission to any of the projects concerning "Kalasa and thandura rivulets (nallah)". ln this
regard, the State of Goa has erroneously alleged(i) a breach of the orders of the Hon'ble
Supreme CourU and (ii) a breach of the provisions of the Wild Life ( Protection I Act,l972.

The reply of the State of Karnatakaagainst both the allegations are as follows:

lN RE: AILEGED vlOlATlON OF ORDER DATEO 17.08.2017 PASSED BY THE HON'BLE

supREME COURT rN |.A.NO. 1804 AND 2525 tN W.P. ( C 1202 OF 1995:

The State of Goa (para 5) of the letter dated 24.01.2023 has alleged a violation of the
order dated 17.08.2077 passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. I may inform you that
the State of Goa had already filed an application being l.A.No.1002412023 before the
Hon'ble Supreme Court on 13.01.2023 alleging violation of the above order dated
77.08.2017 (Para 19). A prayer was made at prayer (c) to stay the construction
activities at Kalasa Bhandura project. Howevet the Hon'ble Supreme Court by its
order dated L3.O2.2O23 "disposed of" the said application without entertainin8 any

of the prayers including prayer (c). A true copy of the order dated 13.02.2023 passed

by the Hon'ble Supreme Court is enclosed for ready reference. 
.,2,.

do. 448. 4aje $dA. rieLf io.2. zJd)$de Eqd' 60ll s.sd. eodfqd oeQ. 2Jodcnd:-560 001

1

drDdarad: 080-2225 6722 t 2203 2509, {46* 080-2225 8193' a)oEozl kama v.in /

No. 448. 4" floor, Gate No.2, M.S. Building' Dr B.R.Ambedkar Veedhi' Bengaluru - 560 001

-lel: 2225 672) I 2203 2509, Fax: 0li0-2225 8193. Emailr Ors-fee @ karnataka. aov. in / orsfee @ omail.com
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Secondly, an individual namely Vishant Vasudev Vaze filed l.A. No.26663/2023 in W.P
(C) No.202/1995 before the Hon'be Supreme Court (Forest Bench) specifically
alleging violation of the order dated 17.08.2017 (Para 23 ). A prayer to stop the work
was also made in prayer (d). The State of Karnataka filed its detailed reply affidavit
dated 17.04.2023 wherein it specifically clarified that -" Ihe State of Kornotoka
submits thot it would comply with oll the opplicoble lows before resuming the
construction of the Koloso-Bhondura Projects (the work wos stopped eorlier os

recorded in the order doted 17.08.2077 os submitted obove..." fhe Hon'ble Supreme
Court "disposed of" this application without entertaining any of the prayers

including prayer (d). True copy of the order dated 19.04.2023 passed by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court is enclosed herewith for ready reference.

I submit that Karnataka has not violated the order dated 17.08.2017 as alleged (para

5) of the above letter of the State of Goa dated 24.07.2023. The Hon'ble Supreme
Court has twice declined to entertain the allegation of violation as submitted above.
Therefore, the issue is res judicata and in any case, there is no merit in the allegation
made by the State of Goa.

2. lN RE: ALTEGED VIOLATION OF WILD tlFE( PROTECTION ) ACT, 1972:

The State of Goa in the letter dated 24.01.2023 has alleged a violation of notice
dated 19.01.2023 issued under Section 29 ofthe Wild Life (ProtectionlAct, 19721 by
the Chief Wild Life Warden of Goa. Subsequently, on 29.03.2023, the Chief Wild Life

Warden of Goa passed the order restraining Karnataka from constructing Kalasa

Bhandura Project. Howevet lsubmit that the show cause notice dated 19.01.2023
and consequent order dated 29.03.2023 are unilateral actions of the State of Goa,

which are not binding on the State of Karnataka. Neither the State of Goa nor any of
its officials including Wild Life Warden has any jurisdiction to act beyond the territory
of Goa. The direction to the Government of Karnataka or its officials in respect ofthe

![29. Destruction, etc., in a sanctuary prohibited without a permit.-No person shall destroy, exploit or remove
any wild life including forest produce from a sanctuary or destroy or damage or diven the habitat of any wild
animal by any act whatsoever or divert, stop or enhance the flow of water into or outside the sanctuary, except
under and in accordance with a permit granted by the Chief Wild Life Warden, and no such permit shall be
granted unless the State Government being satisfied in consultation with the 4 [National Board] that such
removal of wild life from the sanctuary or the change in the flow of water into or outside the sanctuary is

necessary for the improvement and better management of wild life therein, authorises the issue of such
permit: Provided that where the forest produce is removed from a sanctuary the same may be used for
meeting the personal bona fide needs of the people living in and around the sanctuary and shall not be used
for any commercial purpose.
5 [Explanation.-For the purposes of this section, grazing or movement of livestock permitted under clause (d)

of section 33, or hunting of wild animals under a permit granted under section 11 or hunting without violating
the conditions of a permit granted under section 12, or the exercise of any ri8hts permitted to continue under
clause (c) of sub-section (2) of section 24, including the bona fide use of drinking and household water by local
communities untilthey are settled, shall not be deemed to be an act prohibited under this section.l

[Type text]



Kalasa and Bhandura Projects which are situated wholly within the territorial limits of
the State of Karnataka is ex facie illegal and u nconstitutional. Therefore, the notice
and order are non-est. No cognizance of such orders should be taken by the Central
Govt while exercising its powers under the Forest Conservation Act, 1980. No State
has the right or authority to interfere in the exercise of powers vested under the
Central laws. lt's wholly contrary to the cooperative federalism. A specific mandate
under Article 256 of the Constitution2 is that the executive powers of the States shall

be exercised to ensure compliance to the laws made by the Parliament and in this
regard, the Central Government has the executive power to issue directions to the
States. This provision implies that the State shall not impede in the exercise of the
powers by the Central Government vested under the Central laws. The Central
Government has both powers and responsibility to issue direction to the State of Goa

including its Chief Wild Life Warden to withdraw the show cause notice dated
19.01.2023 and consequent order dated 29.03.2023. Beca use the said order of State

of Goa impedes or obstructs the implementation of two Central laws - The Forest

Conservation Act of 1980 and the decision of the Mahadayi Water Disputes Tribunal
gazetted under Sec 6(1) of the lnter-State River Water Disputes Act of 1956. The

State of Karnataka has also applied to the Hon'ble Supreme Court on I8.1O.2O73,

inter alia, praying to take on record the order dated 29.03.2023 and declare it as

illegal. ln view of the above, I submit that there is no violation ofthe provision ofthe
Wild Life (Protection) Act, t972.

With regards,

Yours sincerely,

(N, MANJUNATHA PRASAD roI tAdditional Chief Secretary to Government
Forests, Ecology & Environment

'z256. Obligation of States and the Union.-The executive power of every State shall be so exercised as to
ensure compliance with the laws made by Parliament and any existing laws which apply in that State, and the
executive power of the Union shall extend to the giving of such directions to a State as may appear to the
Government of lndia to be necessary for that purpose.

..3..
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SLP(C) No. 32517/2018 etc.

SECTIOiI XVII

NDIASUPRE!,lE COURT 0F I
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No. 325a7/2ola

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 1.4-OA-2OaB
in REF No. L/2tLL passed by the Mahadayi water Disputes Tribunat)

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Petitioner ( s )

VERSUS

STATE OF GOA CHIEF ENGINEER & ANR. Respondent ( s )

WITH
sLP(c) No. a93L2/2019 (xwl)
(IA No. LOO24/2O23 - CLARIFICATIoN,/DIRECTION)

Date : L3-O2-2O23 These matters were calted on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON 'BLE I,IR.
HON,BLE MR.

JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA
JUSTICE I,I . iiI . SUNDRESH

For Petitioner ( s )
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Deepa
Soumi
Gau ra

argolkar, Sr. Adv.
hosal, AoR
ingh, Adv.

Darius Khambatta, Sr. Adv.
venkatesh Dhond, Sr. Adv.
Devidas Pangam, AG, Goa
Nikhil vaze, Adv.
I{inad Laud, Adv.
Abhay Anit Anturkar, Adv.
Shubham Priolkar, Adv.
Tushar Hathiramani, Adv.
vishnuprasad Lawande, Adv.
Sanjay sardesai, Adv.
Ivo Dcosta, Adv.
Shivdutt Munj, Adv.
Geetesh Shetye, Adv.
Ajay Borkar, Adv.
Dhruv Tank, Adv.
Surbhi Kapoor, AOR

Darius Khambatta, Sr. Adv.
Devidas Pangam, AG, Goa
Venkatesh Dhond, Sr. Adv.
Nikhil Vaze, Adv.

KN
KG
vS

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

Mr
r
r

M

M

M

::H;-
i'-aHl' nespondent ( s )

r



Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
fqr.
Mr.
Mr.
tqr.
Ms.

Ninacl Laud, Adv.
Abha1, 46i1 Anturkar, Adv.
Shubtram Priotkar, Adv.
Tusharr Hathiramani, Adv.
Vj"shrruprasad Lawande, Adv.
Sanj€ry Sardesai, Adv.
Ivo [tcosta, Adv.
Shivclutt Munj, Adv.
Geetesh Shetye, Adv.
Ajay Borkar, Adv.
Dhru\r Tank, Adv.
Surbhi Kapoor, AoR

Shyanr Divan, Sr. Adv.
Prabtruting K Navadgi, AG, Karnataka
ohan V. Katarki, Sr. Adv.

M.b. Zirati, Adv.
V. N. Raghupathy, AOR
P. n, Rajeswara, Adv.
Nish;rnth Patil, Adv.
Ashwj.n Chikkmath, Adv.

argolkar, Sr. Adv.
hosat, AOR
ingh, Adv.

SLP(C) No. 32517/2018 etc.

Mr
Mr
Mr
r
f
r
r
r

r
r
r

M

M

M

M

M

M

M

M

Deepar
Soumi.
Gau r€t

KN
KG
vS

UPON hearing the cr)unset, the Court made the following
ORDER

I.A. No. LgO24/2O2:l in SLP(C) No. L93L2/2OL9

our attention is drawn to order dated 2.3.2O2O in I.A.

No. 349A6/2020 in SLP(C) No. a93a2/29a9, which refers to
Clause-X and other claur;es of the award dated 14.8.2018 of the

Mahadayi t{ater Disputeli Tribunal, which was notified in the

Official Gazette on 27.:2.2O2O. In our opinion, the said order

is binding on the parties.

During the course ,of hearing, it is brought to our notice

I.A. t{os. L9497/2023 and 29737/2023 in SLP(C) No.

L937-2/ zoag for filing additionat documents/facts/annexu res are

allowed, subject to atl just exceptj-ons.



SLP(C) No. 32517/2018 etc.

that the issue whether permission under the Witd Life

(Protectj.on) Act, L972 is required, is sub judice and pending

consideration of the Chief Witdtife t{arden under Section 29 of

the said Act. It appears that in this regard there may be

variation in the stand of the State of Karnataka and State of

Goa, We need not, at this stage, comment on the said issue,

as the question is pending before the Chief wildtife Warden.

Liberty is granted to the parties to file fresh

apptication, if required and necessary.

We atso record the statement made on behalf of the State

of Karnataka that revised Detailed Project Report (DPR)

a period of 10

be furnished to

State of Goa,

Recording the aforesaid, I.A. No. LOg24/2023 is disposed of.

Re-tist in the month of Juty, 2023.

atongwith approval(s) would be uptoaded within

days from today, and information/details woutd

the Advocate - on - Record appearing for the

(DEEPAK GUGLAT{r)
AR-CUl',|-PS

( R. S . l,lARAYAltlAltl )
couRT MASTER (NSH)
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ITEM NO.35 COURT NO.8 SECTIOI'I XVII

SUPREME COURT OF INDTA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

THE STATE OF GOA CHIEF ENGINEER & ANR. Respondent ( s )

L93L2/2otg is to be listed(I.A. No. 34986 of 2O2O in SLP(C) No.
against this item. )

WITH
sLP(c) No. Ls31,2/2019 (xvII)
( FOR APPROPRTATE oRDERS/DTRECTTONS ON rA 34986./2020
IA No. 349A6/2020 - APPROPRIATE ORDERS,/DIRECTIONS)

Date : o2-o3-2o2o These petitions were called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner ( s )

JUSTICE D,Y. CHANDRACHUD
JUSTICE AJAY RASTOGI

Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
Arvind P. Datar, SR. Adv.
Devi.das Pangam, Adv. Gen.
Pratap Venugopal, AoR
Surekha Raman, Adv.
Ayushi Gaur, Adv.
Akhil Abraham Roy, Adv.
vijay valsan, Adv.

Deepak Nargolkar, Sr. Adv.
Soumi.k Ghosal, AOR

Gaurav Singh, Adv.

Prabhuling K. Navadgi, Adv. Gen.
Shyam Divan, Sr. Adv.
Mohan V. Katarki, SR. Adv.
V. N. Raghupathy, AoR
P. N. Rajeshwar, Adv.
Nishant Patil, Adv.
Ashwin chikkmath, Adv.
Sanam Tripathi, Adv.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

For Respondent(s) l{/S. K J John And Co, AOR

Mr.
Mr.
tlr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

.4','
,:I

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 32st7/zOaA

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 14-08-2018
in REF No. L/Z0LL passed by the Mahadayi Water Disputes Tribunal)

THE STATE OF I',IAHARASHTRA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.



Mr. Soumik Ghosal, AoR

UPoN hearing the counsel
ORD

the court
ER

made the following

IA lrlo 349864 of 2O2O in SLP(C) No. a9312/20tg

IA No 349864 of 2O2O hars been moved by the State of Goa. The

following directions have been sought in the interlocutory

application:

"(a) pass an order restraining respondent nos 1
and 2 i.e. the State of Karnataka and the State of
Maharashtra respecti.vely, from taking any steps
and/or from carrying out of any activity in
purported implementartion of the Award dated L4
August 2018 of the Tribunal;

(b) pass an order restraining respondent no 1
from acting upon any and/or all
clearances/approvals obtained from Cent ra1
Agencies/Authorities/'Union Government with respect
to the consumptive uses within the basin and/or
diversion of water out side the basin at the
proposed Kalasa dam siite or at all; and

(c) pass an order directing a join inspection by
the respective Of'ficials of Petitioner and
Respondent nos 1 and 2, headed either by an
Assessor from the Malradayi Water Disputes Tribunal,
or a Chief Engj.ner level officer of the Central
tJater Commission of the site viz. KaLasa river at
Kankumbi village or near about thereto on such day
as may be deemed conlrenient by this Hon'ble Court."

On 20 February 2O2O, this Court passed the following order on

IA No. ag972g/20a9i

The prayer is not opposed by Mr Arvind P Datar,
learned Senior Counr;el appeari.ng on behalf of the
State of coa or by Mr Deepak t{argolkar, learned

2

"The State of Karnat:aka has filed an interlocutory
application for a d.Lrection to the Union of India
to publish the award dated 14 August 2018 of the
Mahadayi Water Disputes Tribunal .
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Senior Counsel
t{aharashtra.

appearing on behalf of the state of

The interlocutory application is allowed, subject
to the result of the pending proceedi.ngs."

The Order passed by this Tribunal on 17.4.2Ot4,
while disposing I.A. No. L of zoLz filed by the
State of Goa, wiII continue to be operative and
will stand vacated or revoked only after:

(f) The state of Karnataka prepares revised
Detailed Project Report(DPR) for consumptive uses
within the basin or diversion of water outside the
basin including the reservoir losses and other
related matters for not more than 1,72 tnc at the
proposed Kalasa dam site as permitted under Clause
VIII & IX;

(ii). The revised DPR of
Dam site is appraised by
is duly cleared;

Di-version Scheme atKalasa
the central Agenc j.es and

(iii). All mandatory clearances are obtained as per
Iaw; and

(iv) The state of Karnataka is allowed to take
works as per duly approved revised DPR either
the Mahadayi Water Management Authority or
Union Government.

up
by

the

Following the above order of this court, the Award of Mahadayi

Water Disputes Tribunal dated 14 August 2018 has been notifj-ed in

the Gazette of India on 27 February 2o2o.

Ittr tttukul Rohatgi, Iearned Senior Counsel appearing on behalf

of the State of Goa, submits that the interlocutory application has

been instituted because of certaln statements attributed to the

Chief Minister of Karnataka in the print media. The attention of

the court is drawn to Clauses-x, xI and xII of the operative

directions contained in the Award of the Tribunal . For convenience

of reference, these directions are extracted below:

"clause - x



The order passed by this Tribunal on 11 .2.2Oa5,
while disposing I.A, lto. 28 of 2oL2 filed by the
State of coa, will continue to be operative and
will stand vacated or revoked only after:

(i) The State of Maharashtra prepares revised
Detailed Project Report (DPR) of Virdi Large MI
Project limiting to consumptive use of 0.56 tmc of
water including reservoir losses and other related
matters as permitted under Clause VIII & IX;

(if) The revised D,rtailed Project Report of Virdi
Large tt4l Proj ect is apprai.sed by the Cent ral
Agencies and is duly cleared;

(iii)AIt mandatory r:learances are obtained as per
law; and

(iv). The State of Maharashtra is allowed to take
up works as per duly approved revised Detailed
Project Report eil:her by the Mahadayi Water
Management Authority or the Union Government.

The Central Government shalf constitute an
Authority, ca11ed 'Mahadayi Water Management
Authority' to impfement the Report and final
decision of Mahaday:- Water Disputes Tribunal with
functions and compositions etc. as mentioned at
para 1350 to para 1369 of this Report;"

In view of the above d:irections, it is evident that the order

passed by the Tribunal on 1;' April 2014 whil"e disposing of IA No 1

of 297.2 filed by the State of Goa is to continue in operation while

certain conditions fulfill.ed. Hence, there is no reason to

entertain the interlocutory application which has been instituted

by the State of Goa having regard to the above directions which

have been issued by the Maha.dayi water Disputes Tribunal . The court

has also been apprised of the fact that applications have been

4

clau se - xI

Clause - xII
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moved before the Tribunal by all the three States.

The Interlocutory Application is, accordingly, disposed of.

(ASHWAi{I KUttAR)
couRT r,tAsTER (sH)

(SAROJ KUMARI GAUR)
BRANCH OFFICER


