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The rivers meandering through
forests and lush green terrains
a re  one  o f  the  ou ts tand ing
natural heritages of Manipur.
Unfortunately, these rivers are
be ing  t a rge ted  f o r  powe r
generat ion by mul t inat ional
corporations. The lead in such
d e s t r u c t i v e  v e n t u r e  i s
undertaken by India’s leading
dam building companies such
as  Na t i ona l  Hyd roe lec t r i c
Power Corporation (NHPC) and
North Eastern Electric Power
Corporation (NEEPCO).
The  above  men t i oned
companies find stronghold by
taking advantage of Manipur
Hyd ro  Power  Po l i c y,  2012
(MHPP). Perhaps, Government
o f  Man ipu r  has  chosen
hyd ropower  sec to r  as  an
impo r t an t  sec to r  o f
development.
The  po l i c y  env i sages
proposed generation of more
than 2,000 MW power in near
fu tu re .  NHPCC and  o the rs
openly jump in to accrue profit
out of it. NHPC, in addition to
i t s  ma jo r  s t ake  i n  a
controversial project (105 MW
L o k t a k
Mu l t i pu rposeHydroe lec t r i c
Project), is making efforts to
add more mega hydel projects
under its grips. NHPC, on 28th
April 2010 and reaffirmed on
22nd October 2011, signed an
agreement with Government of
Man ipu r  t o  cons t r uc t  t he
con t rove rs i a l  1500  MW
T ipa imukh   Mu l t i pu rpose
Hydroelectric Project. In the
meanwhile, NEEPCO is making
e f f o r t s  t o  bu i l d  190  MW
Pabram Dam,  67  MW
Khongnem Chakha Dam and 60
MW Irang Dam on Barak and
Irang rivers.
Rules for the Management of
the State of Manipur (1935)
unde r  t he  adv i ce  o f  t he
President of the Darbar, who
was also the Polit ical Agent.
On the other hand, the Krishi
Sanme lon  (Fa rmers ’
Co l l ec t i ve ) ,  es tab l i shed  i n
1936,
quickly emerged as a strong
polit ical force for Manipur’s
se l f de te rm ina t i on69 .  Th i s
second movement eventually
gave  b i r th  to  a  democra t i c
s t r ugg le  f o r  t he  f u l l
independence of Manipur in
1948  –  1949  aga ins t  t he
metropol i tan  government, a
consti tut ional monarchy that
had become an associate state
of the new Dominion of India
and the imminent merging of
Man ipu r  w i th  I nd ia70 .  93 .
During the period from 1947 to
1948, the British paramountcy
in South Asia was terminated.
In  mid-  1947,  the  Po l i t i ca l
Agen t  i n  Man ipu r  was
designated Dominion Agent for
a
b r i e f  i n t e r im  pe r i od ,  i n
preparation of the succession
by  a  co l on i a l  B r i t i shs t y l e
Dominion Government of India
in favour of which the British
Plenipotentiary, Mountbatten
had negot ia ted.  H is  powers
and authority remained intact
in accordance with the Sanad
estab l ish ing Br i t ish cont ro l
over Manipur.
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It is now reealed that NHPC is
agg ress i ve l y  pu r su i ng
construction of 66 MW Loktak
Downs t ream p ro j ec t   ove r
Leimatak River.  Some years
ago, on 26th September, 2008,
an  ag reemen t  was  s i gned
be tween  Gove rnmen t  o f
Man ipu r  and  NHPC.
Subsequen t l y,  Lok tak
Downs t ream Hyd roe lec t r i c

Corporatizing rivers and electricity at
The cost of peoples in manipur

Corporation Limited (LDHCL)
was formed as a joint venture
company of  NHPC Limi ted
(stake 74%) and Government
of Manipur (stake 26%) for
implementation of the project
in Tamenglong Dist r ic t .  To
speed  up  t he  p rocess ,  t he
Cha i rman  and  Manag ing
Director (CMD) of NHPC met
Chief Minister of Manipur Mr
N. Biren on 14th December
2017.
The project is a run of river
scheme in  wh ich  ta i l  r ace
d i scha rge  o f  ups t r eam
commissioned Loktak 105 MW
powerhouse along with inflow
of Leimatak River will be used
fo r  power  genera t ion .  The
p ro j ec t  env i sages
construction of 28 metres high
barrage on river Leimatak, to
genera te  66  MW o f  hyd ro
power. The tail race tunnel of
71 metres long will be opened
into Irang River. The project
is estimated at a total cost of
Rs 867.77 crores on October
2006. NHPC’s latest revision
of cost of the project, at the
price index of 2015, stands at
Rs. 1250 crore.
The 59th meeting of Expert
Appraisal Committee (EAC) of
Un ion  M in i s t r y  o f
Environment and Forest, held
on 20th and 21st July, 2012
recommended  g ran t  o f
environmental clearance for
the project. The project was
earlier considered in the 53rd

meeting of EAC on 11th and
12th November, 2011. Stage - 1
Fo res t  C lea rance  was
accorded on 3rd March 2011
fo r  d i ve r s i on  o f  211 .50
hectares of forest land. It was
accorded without adhering to
Forest Rights Act, 2006.
‘TEC’ was accorded on 15th
November 2006 by the CEA.
Earlier, Union Power Minister
asked  Gove rnmen t  o f
Manipur and NHPC to reduce
power tariff to Rs 5.30 per unit
as Rs 400 crore would be given
as  g ran t .  Due  t o  t h i s
d i sag reemen t ,  t he  power
pu rchase  ag reemen t  was
delayed.
P ro j ec t  au tho r i t i e s  have
detailed that total catchment
area of the project would span
over 554 Sq.km and total land
requirement would be 211.50
hectares, including wet paddy
fields on river bed, community
l and ,  Jhum l and  and
unc lass i f i ed  f o res t  l and .
Project authorities have also
ou t l i ned  t ha t  a t  l eas t  705
fami l ies  were  l i ke ly  to  be
affected due to loss of their
r i gh t  ove r  f o res t  l and .
Howeve r,  de ta i l ed
environment and social impact
assessments  a re  concea led
from general public. They do
no t  de ta i l  l a rge r  nega t i ve
implications that would occur
on the rich f lora and faunal
diversity of Tamenglong areas
and on indigenous peoples.
In the past, an environment
public hearing in respect to
the project was conducted on
7th June 2011, at Longjang
(Thanga l )  v i l l age  i n
Tameng long  D i s t r i c t .
Representatives of vi l lagers
and  c i v i l  soc i e t i es ,  who
a t t ended  i t  e xp ressed
concerns against the project.
They expressed apprehension
about  negat ive  impac ts  on
the i r  l and  and  econom ic
livelihood.
They  we re  doub t f u l  t ha t
NHPC could ever fulfi l their
p rom ises  o f  g row th  and
fac i l i t i e s .  Cha i rman  o f
Zeliangrong Students’ Union,
a t t o rney  powered  Khunbu
and land owners of Toushang
Village, Chairman of Soubung
village

authori ty,  representat ives of
Chakang long  Pe ida i ,
Khullakpa of Taoshang village
au tho r i t y  cou r t  and  o the rs
subm i t t ed  w r i t t en
representa t ions  aga ins t  the
project.
Ningthaodai of Thangal village
regretted that Government of
Manipur signed an MOU with
NHPC w i t hou t  c l ea r l y
stipulating rehabilitation and
resettlement plans of would be
a f f ec ted  commun i t i es .
Env i r onmen ta l  Impac t
Assessmen t  and
Envi ronmental  Management
Plans were not furnished in
advance despite the fact that
t he  p ro j ec t  a rea  i s  a  h i gh
seismic risk zone. He requested
fo r  r e - conduc t  o f  pub l i c
hearing at Tousang vil lage as
they  were  no t  i n fo rmed  in
advance and in proper manner
with full detail of the project
and its implications.
T i ngeng lung  o f  Thanga l
vil lage also demanded several
pub l i c  hea r i ngs  be fo re
commenc ing  t he  p ro j ec t .
According to him the manner
o f  conduc t i ng  t he  pub l i c
hearing did not correspond to
the prescribed norms. A proper
and detail information had to
be c i rculated beforehand to
ensure free, prior and informed
consen t  o f  a f f ec ted
communities. Without this, the
vi l lagers could not take any
constructive decision. Martha
Pame i  o f  Le i shok  v i l l age
complaint that her vil lage had
been deprived of  electr ic i ty
from Loktak project. According
to her, promises made by NHPC
were  neve r  f u l f i l l ed .  She
expressed that NHPC had to
make promises in legally liable
wr i t ten  fo rms .  Jangamlung
Panme i ,  a  l eade r  f r om
Tameng long  exp ressed
concern that  the purpose of
NHPC and  Man ipu r
Government was just to earn
quick profits. He was unhappy
that lands in hil ls were often
projected as a no man’s area
and compensation offered by
corporate bodies was unjust.
He suggested that indigenous
peoples should not allow their
land  and way  o f  l i fe  to  be
destroyed.
NHPC’s  push  f o r  Lok tak
Downstream Project came at a
time, when indigenous peoples
were  i n tens i f y ing  ca l l  and
vo i ces  f o r  r ev i ew  and
decommiss ion ing  o f
controvers ia l  I thai  Barrage.
NHPC’s  push  f o r  Lok tak
Downs t ream p ro j ec t  i s
occu r r i ng  i n  f u l l  speed ,
notwithstanding appraisal by
Chief Minister of Manipur to
Prime Minister of India on 2nd
August 2017 to decommision
the I thai Barrage to prevent
r e c u r rent  and worsen ing
flooding situation. Considering
dest ruc t ive  tendenc ies  o f
Loktak  beyond the horizon
March 2018 March 2018 beyond
the  hor i zon   Pro jec t ,  the
incumbent Governor of Manipur
had recent ly  ca l led  fo r
decommission of Ithai Barrage.
Lok tak  Pro jec t ,  wh ich  was
commissioned in 1983 is passing
through almost four (4) decades
without any clear agreement or
guidelines on the functioning of
the project. NHPC’s ongoing
ins is tence to  const ruc t  and
operate another 60 MW Loktak
Downst ream Pro jec t ,  tha t
envisages utilization of water
discharged from Loktak Project,
a t  Le imatak Power Stat ion,
makes c lear  i t s  adamant
intention to continue with the
controversial Loktak Project for
another fifty (50) years or more
wi thout  an  agreement  and
operation guideline.

It becomes clear that NHPC is
least  bothered about untold
suffering and miseries faced by
people. But Manipur is bearing
the burden o f  ex tens ive
devastation and destruction for
about  for ty  years .  Manipur
cannot  a f fo rd  to  have the
destructive project operating
for another 100 years. There are
no holistic and detailed impact
assessment for the continued
operat ion  o f  bo th  105 MW
Loktak HEP Project and 66 MW
Loktak Downstream Project.
NHPC seems to be enjoying a
free re in to destroy Loktak
wetlands.
There is neither an agreement
nor a regulatory mechanism to
ensure rights and ecology of
Loktak wetlands and to monitor
accountability of NHPC.
This is unacceptable. NHPC is
simply milking Loktak to the
lat ter’ s pathet ic demise and
extinction.
Lok tak  Pro jec t ,  ins tead o f
irrigating 50,000 hectares of
agriculture land had submerged
s imi la r  a rea o f  land.  Such
dest ruc t ion  o f  land had
undermined Manipur’ s food
sovere ign ty  and we had to
depend on impor ts .  NHPC,
instead of hailing responsibility
for such destructions, insists
on construction of additional
mega dams. Such attitude of
NHPC exposes the highest form
of disrespect and insensitivity
to the concerns, pl ights and
rights of the people of Manipur.
NHPC, as it stands, therefore,
is a perfect symbol of corporate
unaccountability, disregard of
peoples’ voices and arbitration
of  a l l  human r ights  norms.
Entrust ing r ivers, lands and
forests to an unaccountable
corporate body like National
Hydroe lec t r i c  Power
Corporation to build more dams
would simply be suicidal for
people and environment.
NHPC is aggressively pushing
for  const ruc t ion  o f  Lok tak
Downst ream Pro jec t .  Th is
pro jec t ,  in  i t s  cur ren t
configuration will continue with
operation of the controversial
105 MW Loktak Multipurpose
Hydroelectric Project. This will
in turn adds to complication,
woes and su f fe r ing  o f
communit ies. I t  wi l l  lead to
complete devastation of Loktak
wetlands.
Therefore,  the MoU s igned
between Government  o f
Man ipur  and Nat iona l
Hydroe lec t r i c  Power
Corporation,  signed in 2008,
should be revoked.
Government  shou ld  s top
wast ing publ ic money for a
‘ fa i led’  project  l ike Loktak
downstream project and the
proposed
66 MW Loktak Downstream
Project.
NHPC, Government of Manipur
and Government of India should
urgent ly  concede  t o  t he
prolong demands of the people
to decommission Ithai Barrage.
Any deve lopmenta l  pro jec t
t ha t  c rea tes  eno rmous
inconveniences to
commun i t i es  and  imposed
without provision of redress
mechan i sm  canno t  be
considered sustainable.  The
project has become a symbol
o f  exp lo i t a t i on ,  l oo t  and
plunder.  Any project  in  the
name of development should
not be
pursued without free, prior and
informed consent of people.
Respec t ing  the  vo i ces  and
aspi ra t ions o f  communi t ies
would be crucial for fostering
true democracy in Manipur.
C e n t r e  f o r  R e s e a r c h  a n d
Advocacy,
Manipur
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khongji
Dr Nunglekpam Premi Devi

Independent Scholar

Khongji O khongji! The fittest of the standard;

The worthy savior; the choice of the mothers’ mother;

I wonder, you the intimate ‘a friend’ of all children;

Boy and girl; girl and boy, you familiar them;

You the one, you the chosen; you’re dear to all

understanding;

You twist and you turn; you fold and you’re pliable;

You’re silver; you’re forgiving; you’re accommodating;

You neither blame nor excuse; you’re a unity;

Gendering you forget; you’re unique amalgamation;

You adore merging; you beautify blending;

Jing jing jing! Jing jing jing!jing jing jing!

 You run holding inviting with those feet, softer;

So sacred and too pleasing; you’re one beholder;

You’re too ornamental passionate; one protector.

Khongji O khongji! The fittest of the standard;

The worthy savior; the choice of the mothers’ mother;

You’re supreme decorative jewelry; one lucky costume;

Doesn’t matter what price you tag?

Doesn’t matter how heavy you weight?

You’re one emotion; you’re body itself;

You’re one love adoring warmth; so loyally guarding;

Rich and poor; you consider and you’re a uniform;

Doesn’t matter how you shape? Twisting and buckling;

Scratching and fastening; securing and tightening;

Certain and sounding; fixing and bonding;

Jing jing jing! Jing jing jing! Jing jing jing!

Those kicking blessed foot: white and soft witnessing

watch;

A smile to hold on; contemplating Mother’s pride;

You’re each child’s possession; you age and you retire;

You aren’t too strange dubious; still you’re a promise.
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India remained in driver’s seat
despite lower-order collapse as
Austral ia lost  opener Aaron
Finch’s wicket at the stroke of
tea in pursuit of a stiff target
of 323 on the fourth day of the
first Test on Sunday.
Aaron Finch (11), survived a
loud leg before appeal on zero
off Ishant Sharma’s second ball
of the second innings. He went
fo r  DRS rev iew and  the
decision was turned because it
was a no ball.
Ashwin however nabbed just
before tea as the ball brushed
his gloves before looping up for
keeper Rishabh Pant to claim an
easy catch. Marcus Harris (14
batting) was unbeaten at the
other end.
Earlier, India lost five wickets
for 25 runs after lunch to get
bowled out for  307 in their
second innings riding on half-
cen tu r ies  f rom Cheteshwar
Pujara (71) and Ajinkya Rahane
(70).
India only added 47 runs for
their  last  f ive wickets af ter
resumption of play post lunch.
Rishabh Pant (28) continued
attacking Nathan Lyon (6-122)
but didn’t last long as a wild
swing found the fielder at deep
cover.  I t  s tar ted the Ind ian
slide.
Ashwin (5) and Ajinkya Rahane
(70) played uncharacter ist ic

India in control despite lower-order
collapse as Australia chase 323

s t rokes ,  i nd i ca t ing  tha t  a
declaration was forthcoming.
But  India never got  to that
point.
Ashwin was caught pulling in
the deep off Mitchell Starc (3-
40 )  wh i le  Rahane  was  ou t
caugh t  reve rse  sweep ing .
Mohammed Shami (0) was out
caugh t  f i r s t  ba l l ,  w i l d l y
swinging at Lyon.
Ishant Sharma (0) was bounced
out as India were bowled out
in just 11.5 overs after lunch.
Their last seven wickets cost
only 73 runs. Earlier, Pujara and
Rahane took India to 260 for
five at lunch.
Starting from overnight 151 for
3, India made good progress
through the f i rst  session as
Pu ja ra  and  Rahane  g round
down the Australian attack with
an 87-run partnership for the
fourth wicket.
Pujara started on a posit ive
note  w i th  success ive  fours
early in the day’s play. India’s
main threat came from Nathan
Lyon (3-92), who was using the
rough on the pitch to trouble
the batsmen.
Rahane survived an appeal for
a catch in the 74th over via DRS
when replays showed that the
bat was nowhere near the ball.

India’s 200 had came up in the
77 th  ove r  wh i le  the i r  50 -
partnership came off 103 balls.
Pujara reached his 20th Test
half-century off 140 balls.


