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Sub: Urge you to protect Bannerghatta National Park from vested commercial
interest.

| am writing to you with a representation from United Bengaluru- Naagarika Citizens’
Watch Committee (Enclosed as Annexure ) and with a sense of urgency regarding
the critical condition of Bannerghatta National Park (BNP) and the disastrous
consequences of the new draft notification reducing the area of Eco-Sensitive Zone
(ESZ) around Bannerghatta National Park from 268.96 sq km to 169.84 sq km.

As you may be aware, Bannerghatta National Park has a crucial multi-faceted role
to play given its proximity to Bengaluru city. It serves as a wildlife corridor connecting
Cauvery Wildlife Sanctuary, Nagarhole National Park and other areas in the Nilgiri
biosphere reserve. Being close to Bengaluru, Bannerghatta National Park is vital in
maintaining the ecological balance and sustainability of Bengaluru city and in
reducing the heat island effect, pollution levels and overall quality of life for the city’s
inhabitants.

Sadly, despite repeated interventions from both Citizens and myself to secure the
National Park and the ESZ, illegal mining and quarrying continues in and around
the forest. These unregulated activities are destroying both the ecology, and
adversely affecting agrarian communities who are facing repercussion because of
both the quarrying and subsequent man-animal conflict.

Owing to pressure from citizens and experts, the Mining and Geology Department
and Forest Department in Karnataka has shut down numerous illegal
mining/quarrying units around the periphery of Bannerghatta National Park in June
2018. The effect of these closures has been tremendous, where within weeks of the
closure, wildlife was sighted in and around mining zones. But as per few media
reports most of these quarries have begun operations and recently a female journalist
and her crew were attacked by a group of people linked to the mining mafia while
filming illegal mining activities around BNP.

7, Gurudwara Rakabganj Road, New Delhi-110004 india
Tel: + 91-11-23094044 Fax : + 91-11-23094042
E-mail : rajeev.c@nic.in
www.rajeev.in




A smaller ESZ, will invariably lead to: -
1. Fragmentation of forests and increase in minihg

2. Greater influence of the mining mafia, thereby destroying villages and village
life around BNP

3. Destruction of wildlife corridors and elephant migratory routes

4. And lastly, any reduction in the ESZ will bear lasting consequences on
Bengaluru city which is on track of becoming an unliveable city. Years of mal-
governance have destroyed Bengaluru’s urban environment and the
destruction of Bannerghatta National park will only reduce the quality of life
in Bengaluru city.

An RT! filed by Namma Bengaluru Foundation to the Deputy Conservator of Forests,
Bannerghatta National Park reveals that many mining operations were functioning
well within 1 km of the safe zone and 10 km buffer zone (Enclosed as Annexure /).
Additionally, in the minutes of the meeting between officials from the Forest
Department and Mining and Geology Department held on 14 June 2018 reveals
disturbances to movement of wildlife in the area due to explosion etc. Furthermore,
mining companies operating around BNP have diverted the natural flow of water by
dumping mining debris into streams contaminating the water in the region.

These facts highlight the need for an undiluted ESZ with and area of 268.96 sq km.
Therefore, | urge your immediate intervention and action to protect Bannerghatta
National Park from vested commercial interest and thereby protect both ecological
balance and enhance sustainability for all life, including us humans, around
Bannerghatta National Park.

Yours sincerely,

W

RAJEEV CHANDRASEKHAR

Dr Harsh Vardhan
Hon’ble Minister for Environment, Forest and Climate Change
Indira Parvayaran Bhawan, JorBagh

New Delhi — 110 003

Encl: as above
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10 December 2018
To,
The Secretary

Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change
Indira Paryavaran Bhawan, Jorbagh Road, Aliganj, New Delhi-110 003

Subject: - Objections and comments to the draft notification on Eco-Sensitive Zone (ESZ) around
Bannerghatta National Park (BNP) dated 30 October 2018 made public by the Ministry on November
05, 2018

The Ministry of Environment, Forest & Climate Change’s (MoEF) move to reduce the area and extent
of Eco-Sensitive Zone ESZ around Bannerghatta National Park (BNP) is alarming and warrants
immediate review and attention from the Government.

After recording the ecological and watershed values of the Bannerghatta National Park in the 2016
draft notification and without stating any valid reasons or justification, the new notification reduces
the area of ESZ around BNP by 100 sq km from 268.96 sq km to 169.84 sq km. It also reduces the
extent of the ESZ from a maximum of 4.5 km to a maximum of 1 km. This arbitrary action not only
threatens the fragile eco-system and biodiversity of BNP but also defeats the stated purpose of
establishing an ESZ to buffer impacts on the National Park. Furthermore, such arbitrary action
threatens the lives of citizens living around the park who have been at the receiving end due to blasting
and dust pollution from rampant stone quarrying and crushing activities.

Given its proximity to Bengaluru city (22 kilometres from Bengaluru in Anekal and Kanakapura taluks
in Bengaluru Urban and Ramanagara districts respectively), the park and its surroundings play a crucial
role in reducing the heat island effect and pollution in Bengaluru city and helps elevate the overall
quality of life for the city’s inhabitants.

Additionally, BNP also serves as a watershed for streams/rivers like Antargange, Suvarnamukhi,
Rayathmala, Muthyalamadavu, Hebbalalahalla, Bantanahalla, Aanemaduvinhalla, Shankatanahalli etc,
most of which empty into the economically and culturally significant Cauvery river.

The significance of BNP to sustainability of wildlife, Bengaluru city and villages around Bengaluru is
unquestionable. However, rapid unplanned growth/urbanisation of Bengaluru city and proliferation
of activities like mining etc has invariably put pressure on the National Park and its surroundings.
Therefore, the need for demarcating a larger robust ESZ encompassing an area of 268.96 sq km for
the benefit of all stakeholders is a must. This was accepted by the Government which is evident from
the issue of the notification in 2016.

Poiint




(AR B

UNITED

BENGALURU

Reasons for objections and call for 268 sq km ESZ: -

1. Smaller ESZ will lead to fragmentation of forests and increase in mining: - BNP encompasses
a total area of 260 sq km and research by Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore (1ISc) reveals
the loss of green cover due to increase in anthropogenic activities within BNP and the areas
surrounding BNP. Their study reveals moist deciduous forest has reduced by nearly half and
covered 50.4% of BNP in 1973 but has reduced to 28.5 % due to anthropogenic pressure in
BNP and its environs.

The study shows that the area encompassing dry forest and scrub has doubled in area from
1003.6 hectares in 1973 to 2001.6 hectares in 2015, this indicates desertification, which again
is contributed by loss of deciduous trees and green cover. Mining inside BNP has increased by
over 100% between 1973 and 2015, a jump from 0.5 hectares to 105.4 hectares (refer table 1
A).

Land use analysis of the 5 km buffer zone by IISc around BNP reflects the impact of urban
expansion and status of forest in the periphery of BNP. Table 1-B reflects change in forest
cover of BNP buffer region from 1973-2015. Mining and urban expansion has increased by
over 2400 % and 1000% respectively (refer Table 1 B).

Additionally, both tables in annexure reveals desertification and fragmentation of forests,
wherein there is a gradual decrease in moist deciduous forests and an increase in scrub land.

There is no doubt that rampant mining in the area is disturbing wildlife and causing pollution
in the area. Response to RTI application filed by Namma Bengaluru Foundation (NBF) to the
Deputy Conservator of Forests reveals that many mining operations were functioning well
within 1 km of the safe zone and 10 km buffer zone. Additionally, in the minutes (Copy Encl)
of the meeting between officials from the Forest Department and Mining and Geology
Department held on 14 June 2018 reveals disturbances to movement of wildlife in the area
due to explosion etc., Furthermore, mining companies operating around BNP have diverted
the natural flow of water by dumping mining debris into streams contaminating the water.

On the bright side, pressure from citizens and experts forced the Mining and Geology
Department in Karnataka to shut down numerous illegal quarrying and stone crushing units
within the | km Safe Zone and 10 km buffer zone of Bannerghatta National Park. The effect of
these closures has been tremendous, where within weeks of the closure, wildlife has been
sighted in and around mining zones. Unfortunately, a smaller ESZ would result in re-
establishment of mining in the region.

Additionally, there are numerous revenue villages within the buffer zones and agrarian
communities have been affected by mining activities and man-animal conflict due to
disturbances in the wildlife corridor. Such quarrying and crushing activities have been allowed
to operate in the deemed ESZ of 10 km without the approval of the National Board of Wildlife
(NBWL) in violation of the Orders of the Supreme Court in WP 460 of 2006. Further, in 2017
the Supreme Court has sought responses of States as to how ESZs have been reduced from 10
km to 100 mts. The Apex Court has observed that prima facie it appears to be an arbitrary
exercise of power.
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2. Omission of key wildlife/elephant corridors: - The MOEF’s draft notification identifies BNP as
a terminal point on the northern side of Mysore Elephant Reserve, with a migrating population
of elephants adjacent to Thali Reserve Forest in Tamil Nadu which is contiguous with Cauvery
Wildlife Sanctuary.

Previously, numerous NGOs and activists had raised apprehensions about the omission of
crucial Karadikkal-Madeshwara elephant corridor, which connects Karadikkal State Forest and
Madheshwara State Forest of BNP. This is listed in the Wildlife Trust of India’s publication
titled ‘Right of Passage’ which has been endorsed by the MoEF’s Elephant Task Force.

Additionally, sighting of a wild tiger in BNP, with proof of its migration from Cauvery Wildlife
Sanctuary further solidifies the need to protect these corridors. Therefore, the Government
must prioritise safeguarding these crucial corridors by incorporating them into the ESZ. This
will ease movement of all wildlife and also reduce man-elephant conflict in the region.

3. Threats to the security of villagers due to the influence of the mining mafia: - Mining around
the ESZ is adversely affecting residents living around the park. It has reduced the quality of life
of residents and is destroying the social fabric of village life in the area. A few media reports
have highlighted instances of politically influential mine owners threatening residents who
protest illegal mining. This has invariably created an environment of fear in the areas
surrounding BNP.

Additionally, the notification published in June 2016 included 77 villages, almost all of which
was proposed to be within the ESZ. The new notification however has arbitrarily decided to
exclude all 77 villages within the ESZ. This exclusion unfortunately opens these villages to
exploitation by the mining mafia and the only way to stop this is to finalise and implementing
a robust policy that earmarks 268.96 sq kms as ESZ.

4. No explanation in the reduction of ESZ: - Lastly, the MoEF has failed to explain the reasons
for reducing the area of ESZ in its notification, this is tantamount to lack of transparency from
an institution that is accountable to public and citizens of India.

Reduction of ESZ due to grievances from inhabitants of villages in the park periphery is
understandable but any reduction due to political pressure and lobbying by vested interests
involved in developing industries, mining or any other prohibited activities listed in the
notification cannot be tolerated.

The MoEF’s latest proposal to reduce the ESZ is fundamentally flawed and lack transparency. It sets a
precedent for the proliferation of industries and ecologically damaging industries which is otherwise
prohibited in critical environment.

Lakhs of people inhabiting the areas surrounding area BNP have always lived in harmony with nature

but threats due to urbanisation and mining has resulted in fragmentation and destruction of forest
invariably leading straying on animals into agrarian lands leading to casualties on both sides.
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The implementation of a larger ESZ with 268 sq km will help mitigate the effects of urbanisation and
promote sustainable development in the region. It will ensure protection of the traditional agrarian
life in villages and farms around the BNP and prevent fragmentation of forests which otherwise would
lead to man-animal conflict.

We urge the MOEF to assess the situation and ensure that 268.96 sq km i.e the area stated in the draft
notification from June 2016 is identified as ESZ. Any deviation from the earlier draft will not only
impact residents and wildlife in and around the national park but its long-term effects will bear
repercussions on Bengaluru city, which is on track of becoming an unliveable city.

Yours sincerely,

}’}, 5 ; L\ v 4) :\’}%7 % @&M

Shri H S Doreswamy Suresh NR Dr Sharachchandra Lele
Senior Freedom Fighter Convener, United Bengaluru Environmental Policy Expert, ATREE
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Dr Harini Nagendra Vijay Nishant

Professor, Sustainability Founder, project Vruksha Foundation L ' Qj =
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United Bengaluru — A Citizens” Watch Committee is a forum comprising of 1200 Resident Welfare
Associations and Federations working in the areas of urban governance and environment. In its
mission to Reclaim and Protect Bengaluru, United Bengaluru bring together citizens from all walks
of life to work with authorities to address civic and governance issues.
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Annexure: -
: 1973 1989 1999 2009 2015 ‘

Category Ha % | Ha % | Ha % | Ha % | Ha % |
“Dry Deciduous Forest | 8966.2 | 34.4 | 9156.7 | 35.1 | 104425 | 40.1 | 10506.9 | 403 | 106005 | 40.7
g:ai:t koec'd"""? 13131 | 50.4 | 12253 |47 | 89402 |343 78799 | 302 | 76106 | 29.2
Grass / Scrub Forest | 1003.6 | 3.9 | 1113.1 |43 | 16039 |62 | 18676 | 7.2 | 20016 |77
Water© 7 |31 03 |109.5 |04 |1207 |05 |126 05 | 1954 |07
Horticulture S0 G5 'ses |22 |sesa |22 lsaes |2 aes32 |19
Agriculture 10854 | 7.6 | 19909 | 7.6 | 3021.8 | 11.6 | 3536.8 | 13.6 | 3532.5 | 136
: %54 101 1237 |os |25 |11 (3022 |12 |a20 16 |

G057 |23 |6813 |26 |7757 |3 10438 |4 |s0723 |35 |

1o l|o |s76 |02 |748 |03 [1631 |06 |1955 |08 |

B 1o os |o (M [oE |95 04 | 1054 |04

| 26051.87 (260.5 sq km)
Table 1 A-Land use changes in BNP from 1973-2015 (Source 11Sc)

Year | 1973 | 1989 1999 2009 2015 ’
Category Ha % Ha % Ha % Ha % Ha %
'ggest Deciduous | ..o ¢ | 26.6 | 316093 | 26 | 26433.6 | 21.7 | 240423 | 19.8 | 22729.9 | 187
2’::5; Deciduous | 4.-5c g | 6.1 | 206943 | 24.4 | 259415 | 21.3 | 16916.1 | 13.9 | 16822.2 | 13.8
Grass /Scrub Forest | 4876.8 |4 | 45004 | 3.7 |49144 |4 89672 |74 | 92542 |7.6
Water 3778 |03 |9225 |08 [11708 |1 12516 |1 |1834 |15
Horticulture 103613 | 85 | 117684 | 9.7 | 12707.1 | 10.4 | 134705 | 11.1 | 13363.2 | 11
Agriculture 36027.9 | 29.6 | 37222.3 | 30.6 | 40053.5 | 32.9 | 44975.1 | 36.9 | 45613.8 | 37.5
Urban 4906 |04 |5816 |05 |19349 |16 |3216 |26 |54621 |45
Barren Land 43618 |37 |42517 |35 |68339 |56 |61145 |5 |35366 |29
Forest Plantations | 921.4 |08 |1060.5 |09 |1011 |08 |15331 |13 |15663 |13
Mining Area 618 |01 1099 |01 |7203 |06 |12345 |1 |15387 |13
Total Area 121720.9 (1217.20 sq km)

Table 1 B - showing land use changes in BNP with 5km buffer during 1973-2015
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and Wildlife Sanctuaries. In pursuance of the order of Hon'ble supreme court in WP (civil) No.
460/2004 the Ministry of Environment and Forests has issued a memoerandum on 2™ December
2009 (Annexure 1) indicating that Environmental Clearances for all such projects that fall within
10 Kms boundary of National Park and Sanctuaries will be subject to recommendation cf the
standing committee of NBWL.IN case the project is located withiin the eco -sensitive zone or 10
km in the absence of delineation of such a zone from the boundaries of National parks, Wildlife
Sanctuaries, or is elephant reserve/tiger reserve and/or important corridors of wildlife

movement , the user agency / project proponent should seek prior clearance from the standard
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