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GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 
D-27, NEW DELHI, SOUTH EXTENSION, PART II 

No. 19(1)/79-GWDT 

To 

Dated the 27th November, 1979. 

Sir, 

The Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Agriculture and Irrigation, 
Department of Irrigation, 
New Delhi. 

On the 10th April, 1969, the Government of India constituted the 
Godavari Water Dispute! Tribunal vide Notification No. S.O. 1421, dated 
the lOth April, 1969 issued by the Government of India, Ministry of 
Irrigation and Power. Vacancie; in the offices of Members of the Tribunal 
were filled by fresh appointments made by the Government of India vide 
Notifications Nos. S.O. 1739, dated the 3rd May, 1969 and S.O. 4859, dated 
the 4th December, 1969 issued by the Government of India, Ministry of 
Irrigation and Power, and S.O. 519(E), dated the 16th September, 1975 
issued by the Minisery of Agriculture and Irrigation 

On the lOth April, 1969 the Government of India, Ministry of Irrigation 
aml Power, refe"ed to the Tribunal for adiudication the water dispute 
regarding the inter-State river Godavari and the rifler valley thereof vide 
Reference No. DW JI32(19)/68, dated the lOth April, 1969. On the 18th 
July;-·i970 the Ministry of I"igation and Power rri~ed to the Tribunal 
certain matters connected with and relevant to the said water dispute vide 
Reference No, 4/2/70-WD. 

The Tribunal has inves~gated the matters ref~ed to it and has prepared 
its report tetting out the facts as found by it and giv;ng iu decision on the 
mattt:r1 referred to it. 

The uzxmimqus report of the Tribunal is forwarded lu:rewith. 

Enclosure: Report (Volumes I-II) 

(V) 

Yours faithfully, 

(R. S. BACHA W AT) 
Chairman 

(D. M. BHANDARI) 
Member 

(D. M. SEN) 
Member 
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CHAPTER I 

GENESIS OF THE DISPUTE 

The competitive claims of the riparian States 
for the utilisation of the waters of Godavari 
river system have given rise to disputes between 
them for sharing the water of that system. Before 
the middle of the nineteenth century, there were 
tanks and small diversion works in operation, 
but no major irrigation work had been construc­
ted in the Godavari river basin. The first major 
irrigation work namely, the Godavari Delta 
Canal system in the then Province of Madras, 
was completed in 1877. In !be Province of 
Bombay, the Godavari Canals Ex-Nandur­
Madhmeshwar and the Pravaru canals came into 
operation in 1915-1916 and 1926 .respectively. 
The Wainganga canals of the Central Provinces 
and the Nizamsagar Project of the State of Hyde­
rabad came into operation in 1923 and 1931 res­
pectively. But the irrigation works were still ~ew 
in number and •the water supply was ample in 
relation to the demand upon it. 

British India was subject to the unitary 
control of the Government of India and even 
the princely States were under its paramountcy 
control. Under the Government of India Act, 
1935 water became an exclusive provincial sub­
ject and specific provision was made for the 
settlement of water disputes. Before indepen­
de~ce, the Provinces of Madras, Bombay and 
Onssa, the Central Provinces, the State of Hydera­
bad and other princely States such as Bastar and 
Kalahandi had riparian interests in the Godavari 
basin. In 1950, when the new Constitution came 
into force, the entire Godavari river basin fell 
within the territories of the States of Madras. 
Bombay, Madhya Pradesh, Hyderabad and 
Orissa. For more intensive development of water 
resources of the river basin, important schemes 
such as the Ramapadasagar Dam Upper Goda­
vari Dam at Kushtapuram, Penga~ga Dam Pen­
~anga at Amti, Sabari at Guma, Wai~ganga 
Reservoir and other projects were proposed by 
the States of Madras, Hyderabad and Madhya 
Pradesh. 

A conference was held in the Planning 
Commission, New Delhi, on the 27th and 28th 
July, 1951 with the representatives of Bombay 
Madras, Hyderabad, Madhya Pradesh arid 
Mysore Governments to discuss the utilisation 
of supplies in the Krishna and Godavari river 
basins so that an assessment could be made of 
!he re.lativ~ merits of the projects proposed for 
mcluston m the second part of the First Five 
Year Plan. The Governments of Bombay. 
Madras. Hyderabad. Mysore and Madhya Pra­
desh wh? ':"ere int~rested in t~e supplies of the 
Godavan. nver bas10 were inVIted to the conf~­
rence whtch was a!tended bv their repre•entatives. 
The State of Ortssa which was n co-ripnrian 
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State and was interested in the sharing of the 
Godavari water was not invited to the Conference 
and did not participate therein. 

The Central Water & Power Commission 
prepared a technical note on the utilisation of 
supplies in the Godavari valley on the basis of 
the information supplied by the State Govern­
ments. The Planning Commission kept a summary 
record of the discussions at the conference. A 
memorandum of agreement allocating the flows 
of the river basin amongst the concerned Stales 
was drawn up and annexed to the summary 
record of discussions. 

The memorandum of agreement was divided 
into three parts. Part I related to the Krishna. 
Part II related to the Godavari. The dependable 
annual flow in the Godavari basin based on the 
recorded gaugings at Dowleshwaram was taken 
as 2500 T.M.C. The balance flow of 1900 T.M.C. 
after meeting the requirements of the existing 
utilisations and the requirements of projeds 
under construction, was allocated as follows :-

Bombay 
Hyderabad 
Madhya Pradeoh 
Madras. 

Percent T.M.C. 

3 
26 
24 
47 

57 
494 
456 
893 

1900 

It was provided that these percentages would 
apply whether the supplies were in eJtcess of 0r 
short of the dependable flow assumed above. 
Part Ill contained general provisions. It was 
provided that the allocation should be reviewed 
after 25 years. 

On the 31st July, 1951 Planning Commission 
wrote to the Governments of Bombay, Madhya 
Pradesh, Madras and Hyderabad enclosin!! copies 
of summary record of discussions and memoran­
dum of agreement and asking them to ratify the 
agreement. Letters of ratifications were sent to 
the Planning Commission by the Madras Gov­
ernment on the 17th August, 1951, by the 
Hvderabad Government on the 23rd Aueust 
f951, by the Bombay Government on the 30th 
August. 1951 and by the Madhya Pradesh Gov­
ernment on the 8th September, 1951. 

Apparently the memorandum of agreement 
drawn up at the inter-State conference in July, 
1951. had settled the conflicting claims of the 
riparian States with regard to the suoplies of 
the Godavari river system for a period of 25 
vears. Bnt the settlement was more aoparent 
thqn real. A• tho State of Orissa. a riparian 
State. wa• not a party to the agreement. it was 



inevitable that a dispute regarding the validity 
of the agreement would arise sooner or later. In 
the meantime, projects were cleared on the 
assumption that the memorandum of agreement 
of 1951 was binding upon the States. 

Extensive territorial changes were made in 
the Godavari basin by the Andhra State Act 
1953 as from the 1st October, 1953 and the 
States Reorganisation Act 1956 as from the I st 
November, 1956. The new States of Bombay, 
Mysore, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh 
became the riparian States in place of the old 
States of Bombay, Hyderabad, Mysore and 
Madras. The State of Orissa continued to be a 
riparian State as before. In view of the terri­
torial changes, the Central Water & Power 
Commission drew up a scheme for re-allocation 
of the Godavari waters but the scheme was not 
accepted by the States. An inter-State confe­
rence was held on the 24th, 26th and 27th Septem­
her, 1960 but no settlement could be reached. 
The State Governments began to raise objections 
to the clearance of new proiects on the basis of 
the 1951 allocations. In 1960 the State of Bom­
bay bifurcated into the States of Maharashtra 
and Guiarat and all the Godavari basin areas 
of the old Bombay State fell within the new 
State of Maharashtra. 

Since independence, many major irrigation 
works were constructed in the river basin. The 
construction of the North Godavari Canal 
(Kaddam) Proiect of the State of Hyderabad was 
started in 1949 and it started operation in July 
1955 but the dam breached in 1958 and a revised 
oroject was restored thereafter. The Gangapur 
Proiect Stage I of Maharashtra was constructed 
during 1948-1957 and S1a!!e II of the project was 
constructed during 1955-1962. Manar Project 
was sanctioned in 19';9 and Bor Project Stage I 
was sanctioned in 1960. 

By 1960, the five riparian States proposed 
important schemes for the development of water 
resources and there were disoutes between them 
relating to the utilisation of the waters of the 
Godavari river system. In Januarv 1962. the 
Mvsore Government applied to the Central Gov­
ernment for reference of the water dispute to 
the Tribunal. 

On the I st May. 1961 the Central Govern­
ment aooointed the Krishna Godavari Commis­
sion. The Commission found that without fur­
ther datll it was not oossible to determine the 
dependable flow accurately. 

They recommended that regular discharge 
ohservahons should he made at kev discharge 
sites and that river flow data be observed for 
a number of years. 

. Furth~rmore they added that the suoolie~ 
avatlable in the >moer nart of the Godavari ba,in 
(GI to G5 suhchasins) are inadequate to meet 
the demands of the oroiects out forward hv the 
S1a~e Govemm~nts However, th~ sunoli~s 
avatlable in the lower oart of the Godavari basin 
fG7 to G12 sub-basins) are in excess of the 
demands. 
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They also found that there had not been 
much development in G7, G8, G9, Gil and 012 
sub-basins and there was likely to be surplus 
waters in G8, G9, G II and G 12 sub-basins and 
suggested the diversion of surplus waters of the 
river Godavari into the river Krishna. 

On the 23rd March, 1963, the Union Mini• 
ster for Irrigation and Power staled in the Lok 
Sabha : "As grave doubts were expressed at the 
conference about the validity or otherwise of the 
1951 Agreement, my Ministry had the whole 
matter examined by the Ministry of Law at the 
highest level. Briefly the advice of the Ministry 
of Law was that the Agreement was legally 
wholly ineffective and unenforceable. This view 
was generally supported by the Attorney General 
of India, who stated that the Agreement must 
be treated as having become void; if it was not 
void at least partially ab initio". He also stated 
that projects should not be held up pending 
final investigations regarding river Bow data and 
diversion of supplies from the Godavari into the 
Krishna basin. 

In the Godavari river system, Maharashtra 
could go ahead with all their irrigation projects 
above Pochampad and there should be no diffi­
culty about projects in the Pranhita basin also, 
but such schemes would normally have to be 
dove-tailed into a comprehensive Master Plan for 
the entire Godavari basin and the total estimated 
withdrawal of these projects would not exceed 
400 T.M.C. during the next fifteen years. lt was 
considered that there should be no difficulty in 
meeting the full requirements of the medium and 
minor proiects contemplated by Mysore during 
the neJtt fifteen years. Andhra Pradesh could 
go ahead with the Pochampad project modified 
as a storage project to utilise 66 T.M.C. with 
a provision for raising the storage later if neces­
sary and there would be adequate supplies avail­
able in Andhra Pradesh below the confluence of 
the Tndravati to enable them to meet require­
ments of their projects likelv to be taken up 
during the next fifteen vears: So far, Madhya 
Pradesh was utilising 23 T.M.C.. their Third 
Plan schemes contemplated utilisation of only 
8 T.M.C., having regard to their topography, 
there were great possibilities of l!enerating hydro­
POwer and there should be no difficulty in 'lleet­
ing their requirements during the nell:! fifteen 
vears. In Orissa. the Machkund Hvdro-electric 
Proiect was in operation. work on the Balimel:> 
Project had been started. their develooment of 
irri!!ation was confined so far to small tanks. 
diversions and pumoing, investi~a lions for a few 
maior irrigation and oower proiects were in pro­
gress and there should be no difficultv in meeting 
their requirements during the next fifteen years. : 

Action was also taken on the recommencfa­
tions of the Krishna Godavari Commission·. Tn­
vestieations concerning suitable Godavati ctiver­
sion links were made at the technical ·tevel but 
no al!reed formula wa~ arrived at. 

The Central Government tried their best to 
settle the clisoute by negotiations. Several iner­
State conferences were held but the dispute could 



not be settled. Fresh applications for reference 
of the dispute to a Tribunal to be constituted 
under the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 
were made by the State Governments of Maha­
rashtra, Mysore, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh in 
1968. Eventually in April, 1969 the Central Gov­
ernment constituted this Tribunal. 

It may be mentioned here that from Octo­
ber, 1960 up to December 1975, the Planning 
Commission sanctioned the construction of Jaya­
kwadi (Paithan), Upper Godavari, Mula, Purna 
Irrigation and Hydel Schemes, Manar II, Upper 
Pus, Aran and Itiadoh Projects in Maharashtra, 
Bagh Project and Pench Hydro-electric Proje~ts 
of Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh, Pocham­
pad Project of Andhra Pradesh, Balimela Hy~ro­
electric Project of Andhra Pradesh and Ortssa 
Potteru (Balimela) Irrigation, Upper Kolab 
Hydro-electric and Malkingiri (Sathegude) Pro­
jects of Orissa. 
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On the 19th December, 1975 all the five 
riparian States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh, 
Orissa, Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh agreed to 
the sanction and clearances of projects for the 
utilisation of the waters of the river Godavari 
and its tributaries in accordance with certain 
bilateral agreements between them and referred 
to in Chapter IV of this Report. After the said 
Agreement, Jayakwadi Stage II, Bor Projects 
Stage II, Upper Pravara (Mahaldivi), Manjra, 
Upper Penganga, Upper Wardha and Pench Pro­
jects of Maharashtra, Tali peru Projects of Andhra 
Pradesh, Upper Wainganga Projects of Madhya 
Pradesh and Upper Indravati and Upper Kolab 
Projects of Orissa were sanctioned by the Plan· 
ning Commission. 

From time to time numerous other medium 
projects and minor projects, tanks and small 
diversions were sanctioned by the Planning Com· 
mission and I or by the States concerned for the 
utilisation of the waters of the Godavari river 
system. 



inevitable that a dispute regarding the validity 
of the agreement would arise sooner or later. In 
the meantime, projects were cleared on the 
assumption that the memorandum of agreement 
of 1951 was binding upon the States. 

Extensive territorial changes were made in 
the Godavari basin by the Andhra State Act 
1953 as from the lst October, 1953 and the 
States Reorganisation Act 1956 as from the 1st 
November, 1956. The new States of Bombay, 
Mysore, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh 
became the riparian States in place of the old 
States of Bombay, Hyderabad, Mysore and 
Madras. The State of Orissa continued to be a 
riparian State as before. In view of the terri­
torial changes, the Central Water & Power 
Commission drew up a scheme for re-allocation 
of the Godavari waters but the scheme was not 
accepted by the States. An inter-State confe­
rence was held on the 24th, 26th and 27th Septern­
her, 1960 but no settlement could be reached. 
The State Governments began to raise objections 
to the clearance of new projects on the basis of 
the 1951 allocations. In 1960 the State of Born­
bay bifurcated into the States of Maharashtra 
and Guiarat and all the Godavari basin areas 
of the old Bombay State fell within the new 
State of Maharashtra. 

Since independence, many major irrigation 
works were constructed in the river basin. The 
construction of the North Godavari Canal 
(Kaddarn) Project of the State of Hyderabad was 
started in 1949 and it started operation in July 
1955 but the darn breached in 1958 and a revised 
oroject was restored thereafter. The Gangapur 
Proiect Stage I of Maharashtra was constructed 
durin~ 1948-1957 and S'ap:e II of the project was 
constructed during 1955-1962. Manar Project 
was sanctioned in 1959 and Bor Project Stage I 
was sanctioned in 1960. -

By 1960, the five riparian States proposed 
important schemes for the development ot water 
resources and there were disoutes between them 
relating to the utilisation of the waters of the 
Godavari river system. In Januarv 1962. the 
Mvsore Government applied to the Central Gov­
ernment for reference of the water dispute to 
the Tribunal. 

On the 1st May. 1961 the Central Govern­
ment anoointed the Krishna Godavari Cornmis­
~ion. The Commission found that without fur­
ther datll it wa~ not oossible to determine the 
dependable flow accurately. · . 

Thev recommended that regular discharge 
observations should he made at kev discharge 
sites and that river flow data be observed for 
a number of years . 

. FurthPrrnore they added th~t the sunplie~ 
avlltlable in the nt)l)er n•rt of the Godavari ba~in 
(GI to G5 suh-hasin~) are inadequate to meet 
the dem•nd~ of the proiects nut forward hv the 
State Govt"mmPnts. However. fh~ sunnli<".s 
av•ilable in the lower n•rt of the Godavari badn 
f(j1 to G12 ~ub-hasins) are in excess of the 
demands. 

2 

They also found that there had not been 
much development in G7, GR. G9, Gil and Gl2 
sub-basins and there was likely to be surplus 
waters in G8, G9, G II and G 12 sub-basins and 
suggested the diversion of surplus waters of the 
river Godavari into the river Krishna. 

On the 23rd March, 1963, the Union Mini• 
ster for Irrigation and Power stated in the Lok 
Sabha : "As grave doubts were expressed at the 
conference about the validity or otherwise of the 
1951 Agreement, my Ministry had the whole 
matter examined by the Ministry of Law at the 
highest level. Briefly the advice of the Ministry 
of Law was that the Agreement was legally 
wholly ineffective and unenforceable. This view 
was generally supported by the Attorney General 
of India, who stated that the Agreement must 
be treated as having become void; if it was not 
void at least partially ab initio". He also stated 
that projects should not be held up pending 
final investigations regarding river flow data and 
diversion of supplies from the Godavari into the 
Krishna basin. 

In the Godavari river system, Maharashtra 
could go ahead with all their irrigation proJects 
above Pocharnpad and there should be no diffi­
culty about projects in the Pranhita basin also. 
but such schemes would normally have to be 
dove-tailed into a comprehensive Master Plan for 
the entire Godavari basin and the total estimated 
withdrawal of these projects would not exceed 
400 TM.C. during the next fifteen years. Tt was 
considered that there should be no difficulty in 
meeting the full requirements of the medium and 
minor proiects contemplated by Mysore rluring 
the next fifteen years. Andhra Pradesh could 
go ahead with the Pocharnpad project modified 
as a storage project to utilise 66 T.M.C. with 
a provision for raising the storage later if neces­
sary and there would be adequate supplies avail­
able in Andhra Pradesh below the confluence of 
the Indravati to enable them to meet require­
ments of their projects likelv to be taken up 
during the next fifteen vears." So far, Madhya 
Pradesh was utilising 23 T.M.C.. their Third 
Plan schemes contemplated utilisation of only 
8 T.M.C .• having reeard to their topography, 
there were great possibilities of generating hydro­
rower and there should be no difficulty in 'l'leet­
ing their requirements during the next fifteen 
vears. In Orissa. the Machkund Hvdro-electric 
Proiect was in operation. work on the Balirnelll 
Project had been started. their develonment of 
irril!ation was confined so far to small tanks. 
div~rsi'?n~ an.d purnoing, investilla lions for a few 
maJOr Imga!ton and oower projects were in pro­
ll'ress and there should be no difficultv in meeting 
their requirements during the next fifteen yeaN. · 

Action was also taken on the recommenda­
tions of the Krishna Godavari Commission· In­
vestigations concernine suitable Godavati d.iver­
sion links were made at the technical ·level but 
no aereed formula wa~ arrived at. 

The Central Government tried their hest to 
settle the c!ispule by negotiations. Several iner­
State conferences were held but the dispute could 



not be settled. Fresh applications for reference 
of the dispute to a Tribunal to be constituted 
und~r the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 
were made by the State Governments of Maha­
rashtra, Mysore, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh in 
1968. Eventually in April, 1969 the Central Gov­
ernment constituted this Tribunal. 

It may be mentioned here that from Octo­
ber, 1960 up to December 1975, the Planning 
Commission sanctioned the construction of Jaya­
kwadi (Paithan), Upper Godavari, Mula, Purna 
Irrigation and Hyde! Schemes, Manar II, Upper 
Pus, Aran and Itiadoh Projects in Maharashtra, 
Bagh Project and Pench Hydro-electric Projects 
of Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh, Pocham­
pad Project of Andhra Pradesh, Balimela Hydro­
electric Project of Andhra Pradesh and Orissa 
Potteru (Balimela) Irrigation, Upper Kolab 
Hydro-electric and Malkingiri (Sathegude) Pro­
jects of Orissa. 
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On the 19th December, 1975 all the five 
riparian States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh, 
Orissa, Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh agreed to 
the sanction and clearances of projects for the 
utilisation of the waters of the river Godavari 
and its tributaries in accordance with certain 
bilateral agreements between them and referr~d 
to in Chapter IV of this Report. After the said 
Agreement, Jayakwadi Stage II, Bor Projects 
Stage II, Upper Pravara (Mahaldivi), Manjra, 
Upper Penganga, Upper Wardha and Pench Pro­
jects of Maharashtra, Tali peru Projects of Andhra 
Pradesh, Upper Wainganga Projects of Madhya 
Pradesh and Upper Indravati and Upper Kolab 
Projects of Orissa were sanctioned by the Plan­
ning Commission. 

From time to time numerous other medium 
projects and minor projects, tanks and small 
diversions were sanctioned by the Planning Com­
mission and I or by the States concerned for the 
utilisation of the waters of the Godavari river 
system. 



CHAPTERll 

REFER~~CE AND SUBSE~UENT 
PROCEEDINGS 

Reference of the dispute : 

On the lOLh April, 1969 the Government of 
India constituted the Godavari Water Disputes 
lribunal. On the same day, the Government 
of Indta referred to the Tribunal for adjudicatton 
•he water dtspute regarding the inter·State nver 
Godavari and the nver valley thereof emergmg 
from the letters of the Mysore Government daled 
the 29th January, 1962 and 8th July, 1968, the 
letters of the Maharashtra Government dated the 
llh June, 1963 and 26h August, 1968, the Jetter 
of the Orissa Government dated the 8th July, 
I 96ll and the Jetter of the Madhya Pradesh Gov­
ernment dated the 16th October, 1968. In their 
complaints set forth in the aforesaid letters, all 
the four S•ate Governments alleged that the 
Agreement of 1951 was not valid and binding 
and claimed equitable distribution of the Goda­
vari waters. Madhya Pradesh also objected to 
the submergence of its territories by the proposed 
lnchampalli and lppur Projects of Andhra Pra­
desh. ln their reference, the Government of 
India requested the Tribunal to consider the 
representations of some of the States concerning 
the possibility of diversion of the Godavari waters 
to the Krishna river and the objections to the 
diversion by some of the other States. 

Subsequent reference : 
On the 18th July, 1970 the Government of 

India, at the request of the Government of Maha­
rashtra, referred to the Godavari Water Disputes 
Tribunal the dispute concerning the submergence 
of its terrhories by the Pochampad, lnchampalli, 
Swarna and Suddavagu Projects of Andhra 
Pradesh. 

Pleadings: 

The parties filed their statements of case 
which were amended from time to time and re­
joinders to them (APG Volumes I to XIII, MRG 
Volumes I to X, KRG Volumes I to X, MPG 
Volumes I to X, ORG Volumes I to XI) and 
also additional statements of case (S. P. Volume 
(). The pleadings clarify the disputes raised in 
the complaints made by the States concerned and 
specify the reliefs claimed by them. 

Maharashtrat prayed for (a) a declaration 
that the Agreement of 1951 was void ab int/Jio 
and I or had ceased to be operative, (b) allocation 
of the equitable shares of the States in the 
dependable flow of the Godavari basin; (c) suit­
able provision for the sharing of the excess or 
deficiency of supplies when they would be more 
or less than the dependable flow, (d) directions 
for diversion of the waters of the river Godavari 
into the Krishna if the waters of the Godavari 
system were sufficient for the States, and (e) suit-

1MRG I pp. 87-90 

able machinery for implementing the orders of 
the Tribunal. 

Mysore1 prayed for ta) allocation to Mysore, 
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh of their equit­
able shares in the available waters of the tnbu• 
tary ManJra of the Godavari river determined at 
J~ per cen, dependab!ltty tgnormg the alleged 
Agreement of ~~~ 1, (b) sharing of waters in years 
when the avatlabJe supply would be more or Jess 
than the yteld determmed on the basis of 75'/o 
.!ependabtllty, (c) directions for diversion of sur­
plus waters or the Godavari into the Krishna basin, 
ldJ injunction restrainmg Andhra Pradesh from 
abstracting from the Manjra for i~ Devnur and 
Pochampad projects and any future projects 
waters in excess of its equitable share, 
(e) direction to Maharashtra not to execute 
on the Manjra any scheme injurious to 
Mysore and to ensure that the waters from its 
territory in the Manjra and its tributaries should 
be free from pollution and (f) suitable machinery 
for the effective implementation of the decision 
of the Tribunal. 

Madhya Pradesh3 prayed for (a) a declara· 
tion that the Agreement of 1951 was void and 
unconstitutional and had no effect, (b) a declara­
tion that Madhya Pradesh had the right to ap­
propriate the flowing waters in the Godavari 
basin to the extent of its contribution within its 
territory, (c) a declaration that Andhra Pradesh 
was not entitled to propose lnchampalli or any 
other scheme likely to submerge Bhopalpatnam 
and Konta projects proposed by Madhya Pradesh 
or which had the effect of inundating lands with­
in the territory of Madhya Pradesh, (d) a declara· 
tion that the State of Orissa was not entitled 
to seek diversion of the Godavari water outside 
the basin from the Upper Indravati Project and 
(e) a declaration that the Godavari waters could 
not be diverted outside the basin. 

The States of Maharashtra,4 Mysore,s 
Madhya Pradesh6 and Orissa7 denied and dispu· 
ted the validity of the Agreement of 1951. 

Orissa prayed for (a) a declaration that 
Orissa was entitled to use and control to the 
best interests of its own people the entire run-oli 
from its own catchments, (b) alternatively a decla­
ration that Orissa had the right to use and control 
478.276 T.M.C. for its purposes and that the 
remainder flowing into the lower riparian States 

1KRG I pp. 9-10. 
'MPG I pp. 27-28. 
•MRG Ill pp. 1-S, MRG VII pp. 1-3. 
'KRG II pp. 2-4, KRG Ill p. 6, KRG VIII pp. 

1-2. 
'MPG I pp. 24-26, MPG III pp. 13-15, MPO 

IV pp. 1-6. 
'ORO I pp. 2-4,-



rwght be utllts~o ny ~hew subje~L to agr~Gutcnt 
WJ.W.l. uo.-,:la n:cau.11llg tne ::.narlllb or bt;;JJ.t.:lli..S ll\),&.1J 
Lllt:lf proJ~;;C~s. l~J a Ut:c1ara~1ou r~t:)"*-J.Uill& Lu~ 

Luwr:1 A.u1au .l"luJI::CL tllaL un.,~a aud 1V.laU.Ll.)rJ. 
.c'J.d.U...:Sll illlgilL lJl a~CU.11J,.u.l(.;~ WHil Lllt:lf llJ.U~U.UJ. 

agr~;;t:illt:UL UM;.~. couLrul ii..Ud. uJ.;:;Lnou~.-e wat.er a.uJ. 

a~. iu all mart~r> app~r·auung tilGre•o auu (uJ 
aHt:i.u.uLlYt:ly a Out:~w..>u r.;c;«fU1lll;; tne oasJs ot 
U>C, ~OilLIOl allll UtSiftDUUOn ot W<i'CI at the pcllllL 
OL ~lle J:'rOjeCt. 

Auu!lla .Pruuesll' ptayed lor a de..:iarutwn 
war tuc r.greemcut ot bJ! was valid attd btul.lwg 
upuu tne pany .S•a•t:s ami rur outtable l.llle~Ltuu, 
we Jlllplewen.auuu ot •he agreemcm. lu c~e 
LUe Agt:eGwent ot l::IJ 1 was held to be uoL val•d 
aur! Dmwug, Auuura .Pradesh prayed tor (a) a 
uec!arauuu tnat w llle ab>ence or cuneut meter 
g.wgwg lor a penod ot at leas< 10 years, th~ 
uepenuable yreld or Llle river lioilitvari be taken 
as .l:JUU lMC ot water for tue purpose of Clear­
ance of scueme>, lb) a dlrectwn wr ensunng iuli 
and l.tmcly supplies tor projects commllted b~rore 
!!/.)1 on a dally basrs as a lirst pnorlty and tor 
projects COilllllllled between 1951 and !YoU on a 
weekly bas1s, (cJ ailocatwn of itS equ1table share 
ill the balance depenuable yteld on a weekly basts, 
(d) sharmg ot the exce,os tlows over and abov~ 
the dependable yreld, le) a direction that in years 
of low supply, commitkd utilisation up to 1 '151 
be tully met and tlle balance be regulated on a 
pro-rata basis lirst tor utilisation committed up 
to 19oU Wi'n a second pnonty for new scheme>, 
lt) a duection that the tull Godavan lPochampad) 
ProJect as envrsaged by the erstwhile Hydembad 
Government be allowed to be proceeded w1th 
Without any restrain< and an injunction restrain­
ing Maharashtra from ntiltsing Godavari waters 
at Jayakwadi or any other place above Pocham­
pad in a manner detrimental to the full scop~ 
of the aforesaid projec<, (g) injunction restrain­
ing Maharashtra and Mysore from undertakmg 
any new schemes on Manjra above Nizamsagar, 
(h) a direction for provision of adequate slu1ces 
m all dams and anicuts in upper States to ensure 
timely supplies to Andhra Pradesh, (i) suitable 
machinery to ensure proper regulation and distri­
bution of the legitimate share of the States, (j) 
allocatwn ~f the Goda_vari water ignoring any 
proposed dtverswn of 1ts waters, and (k) costs 
and other reliefs. 

Issues: 

Issues were raised on the 8th January, 1970 
and were amended from to time. The issues 
as finally settled on the 21st October, 1970 are 
as follows :-

"I. Was the agreement of 1951 between the 
States other than Orissa regarding allocation 
of the waters of the river Godavari valid 
and enforceable"! Is it still subsisting and 
operative and binding upon the States con­
cerned in the present reference? If so, with 
what effect? Is there any breach of agree­
ment as alleged? 

8 APGI pp. 7&-79 AI C III pp. 42-49. 
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s 
Su b-io.'sue~~ : 

\1) Was the agreement imaltd inasmuch as 
Omsa was not a party to il'/ 

(.l) ~'as tile agreeweut 1n coll!un:uity with 
Article 2~::1 oi Ute LoustJLULion'/ Was 
ll wuhm the purv1ew ot the Arl.tcle? 

(3) .vas tile agn:emen, mcquttable or arbi­
trary or based on mauoquate data'/ If 
so, Wllh WtlaL el.tect'/ 

(4) Utd the agreelllent on its uue construe­
two allucate waters 1ur spcctllc prujeClS 'I 
dave some of the projc"ts been aban­
doned'/ 1t so, has tlle agreement become 
void"! 

(:5) t:las ihe agreement c~ascd to be opera­
liVe on the re-orgarusatwn ot the Stales 1 

(b) 1t the agr·eement is binding what re­
allocauon ot waters, rf any, should be 
made ill view ot Llle reorganisation ot 
States? 

l7) Is there any breach of the agreement as 
alkged by Andhra'l 

(8) Is l.he validtty or the agreement depen­
d~nt upon tile valtdtty of the Kr1shna 
agreement? 

11. Do the wa•ers !lowing through any State 
belong exclusively to lllat .State"/ li so, with 
what effect 1 

111. What directions, if any, should be given for 
the equitable apportionment oi the beneficial 
use:; of the waters of the Godavari and the 
river valley? 

Sub-issues : 
(1) On what basis should the available 

waters be determined'/ 
l2) How and on what basis should the equi­

table apportionment be made? 
(3) What projects and works in operation or 

under construction, if any, should be 
protected andjor permitted? li so, to 
what extent 1 

(4) Should diversion or further diversion ot 
the waters outside the Godavari drain­
age basin be protected and j or permit­
ted'/ lf so, to what extent and with 
what safeguards? How is the drainage 
basin to be defined? 

(5) Should any preference or priority be 
given to Irrigation over production of 
power? Should any preference or prio­
rity be given to any other nse? 

l6) Has any State alternative means of satis­
fying its needs? If so, with what effect'/ 

l7) Is the legitimate interest of any State 
affected or likely to be affected prejudi­
cially by the aggregate utilisation and 
requirements of any other State? 

(8) What machinery, if any, should be set 
up to make available and regulate the 
allocations of waters, if any, to the 



States concerned or otherwise to imple­
ru.:nt the decisiOn of the Tnbunal. 

IV. (a) Are (i) lnchampaili and (ii) Ippur (l'oJa­
varam) ProJects Ukely to submerge the 
lerritones of Madhya l:'radesn'l .If so, 
to what extent and wlth what effect'/ 

(b) Are (i) Pochampad, (ii) Swama, (iii) 
Suddaohagu and (iv) lnchampaili pro­
jects, as proposed by Andhra PracJesh, 
likely to submerge the territories of 
Maharashtra'l li so, to what extent and 
with what effect'! 

(c) Is it lawful for Andhra Pradesh to exe­
cute projects likely to submerge the 
territories of other States without their 
prior consent'/ 

V. Is it possible to divert waters from the river 
Godavari to the river Kriihna? Snould such 
diversion be made, and if so, when, by whom, 
in what manner and at whose cost'! Is the 
Tribunal competent to adjudicate on these 
questions? 

VI. To what relief are the parties entitled I" 

Alteration of name of the Siate of Mysore : 
The Mysore State (Alteration of name) Act, 

1973 provides for alteration of name of the State 
of Mysore. Under Section 2 of the Act, with 
effect from the lst November, 1!173, the State of 
Mysore shall be known as the State of Kama­
taka. Section 8 of the Act provides that, in 
pending leg.U proceedrngs, the State of Kama­
taka shall be deemed to be substituted for th<l 
State of Mysore. 

Units of Measurement : 
The old records used the British sylitem of 

units, the new records have mostly used the 
metric system of units and the data supplied 
by the parties have uoed both systems of units. 
As we have to refer to the old as allio the 
new recorda and the data supplied by the parties, 
both the systems have to be necessarily used in 
this judgment. A convenion table is given in 
Appendix 'A' in Volume II of this Repon. 

Exhibits and DIK:umenls : 
The Tribunal directed that-
(i) the volumes containing the pleadings, 

statements of case and rejoinders of the 
parties will be marked as "G" such as 
"APG". 

(ii) The supplementary pleading volumes 
will be marked as "SP(G)". 

(iii) The volumes containing documents 
relied on by the parties will be marked 
111 "DG" such aa "APDG". 

(iv) The Project Reports and notes filed by 
the parties will be marked u "PG" 
auch aa "APPG". 

('1') The documents called by the Tribunal 
from the Central Water and Power Com­
millllion will be marked as "CWPC(G)". 
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The parties filed numerous exhibits. 

Directions were given b:t_ the Tribunal for 
filling by each party-State lists of documents 
reiiecJ on by it and the parties from time to time 
tiled several lists oi clocuments mentioning in 
each list serially the documents relied on by it 
and praying that the documents be admitted in 
evidence. .bach item ill the Jist was placed for 
directions before the Tribunal. From time to 
time the Tribunal gave directions either receiv­
ing or refusing to receive the documents in evid­
ence. The do..:uments received in evidence were 
marked as exhibits. Some of the items in the 
lists were not pressed by the parties and were 
disposed of accordingly. 

The exhibits filed by the parties are in 
·APDG, MRDG, KRDG, Mf'DG and ORDG 
volumes. 

The parties filed project reports and notes 
which were exhibited and which are in APPG, 
MRPG, KRPG, MPPG and ORPG volumes. 

Some documents called for by the 
Tribunal will be found in CWPC(G). 

The parties filed numerous civil miscel­
laneous petitiOns (CMPs). The Tribunal passed 
m1scellaueous orders on civil miscellaneous peti­
tions and lists of documents. 

None of the parties adduced any oral 
evidence. ln April, 1971, Counsel for ail the 
party-States agreed that Krishna case would be 
decided separately from the Godavari case. 
Parties to both Krishna and Godavari water 
disputes had also agreed subsequently that the 
Krishna case should be heard first and the 
Tribunal proceeded to do so. With the Report 
of the Krishna Tribunal having been submitted 
to the Central Government on the 24th 
December, 1973 the Godavari Tribunal decided 
to take up the Godavari case in January, 1974. 
The first opening address in the Godavari case 
commenced on the 26th March, 1974 and 
concluded on lOth May, 1974. In the meetings 
of the Tribunal held on the 4th November, 1974, 
9th December, 1974 and 20th January, 1975 the 
State of Andhra Pradesh opposed hearing of 
the Godavari case till after the references, 
received in the Krishna case, under Section 5(3) 
of the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 were 
disposed of and the decision thereon was 
finalised .. Because of certain unforeseen develop­
ments like sudden death of Shri Justice 
Sharnsher Bahadur, one of the members of the 
Krishna/Godavari Tribunal, and the time taken 
in the appointment of his substitute the 
Krishna Tribunal could submit its F~rther 
Report only on the 27th May, 1976. 

On the 19th December, 1975 all the five 
States signed an agreement relating to the 
sanction and clearance of projects in accordance 
with certa,in bilateral agreements entered into 

'between them and annexed thereto. This 
agreement together with its annexures was filed 



be~ore the Tribunal on the 12Vh July, 1976. 
This agreement set the ball . rolling for settling 
the d1sputes between the parties by negotiations. 

The State of Maharashtra commenced its 
opening address for the second time on the 6th 
September, 1976 and concluded it on the 24th 
September, 1976. The State of Karnataka was 
to open its address for the second time on the 
12th October, 1976 but on that day the Tribunal 
took up for consideration the application made 
by the State of Andhra Pradesh for adjourn­
ment on the ground that the States of Madhya 
Pradesh; Maharashtra, Orissa and Andhra 
Pradesh were conducting negotiations in order 
to settle some of the points of mutual interest. 
After hearing all the parties, the case was 
adjourned till the 17th January, 1977. 
Meanwhile, the Tribunal went on a tour of 
inspection of the Godavari basin from the 22nd 
November, 1976 to 26th December;, 1976. 
The details of the places -and projects visited 
by the Tribunal are given in Appendix 'D' in 
Volume II of this Report. 

It appears that while the parties were tena­
ciously keen to place their respective cases before 
the Tribunal, they were making all possible effortl 
to reach bilateral and multilateral agreements on 
several points of dispute. From time to time, 
this Tribunal allowed a long time to the party­
States to settle their disputes amicably with the 
assistance of counsel. Th~rc was complete dis­
closure of all relevant documents by the party­
States and after a thorough and searching in­
quiry, the relevant documents. in the possession 
of the party-States or the Central Water & Power 
Commission and other authorities. were brought 
before the Tribunal and were marked as exhibits. 
After intensive study of these documents the 
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parties well knew all the facts relevant to the 
equitable apportionment of the Godavari waters. 
The representatives of all the parties accom­
panied the Tribunal when it made an intensive 
tour of the Godavari valley in air the five States 
and saw for themselves the condition of the areas 
visited, their need for water and the project sites. 
During the tour the representatives of the parties 
discussed and explored the possibilities of a 
negotiated settlement of the river water disputes. 
In this background helpful suggestions and 
encouragements with regard to the settlement of 
disputes were made by the Tribunal whenever 
they were approached in this matter by counsel 
for the States. From time to time, certain agree­
ments settling the disputes were reached between 
the parties and filed before the Tribunal. There­
after, certain submissions were made by the par­
ties or some of them. These agreements and 
submissions are noted and discussed in Chap­
ter IV of this Report. 

We may also mention that on the 2nd 
February, 1979 all inter-locutory applications or 
any item in the lists of documents, if any pending 
before the Tribunal, were not pressed by the 
party-States and were disposed of accordingly. 
On the same date, the representative of the State 
of Karnataka also appended his signature on the 
map of the Godavari basin which had earlier 
been signed by the representatives of the other 
four States. With the consent of all the parties, 
the map was received in evidence. Thereafter, 
the party-States agreed to the colour scheme on 
a copy of the blue-print of the original may 
already signed by them. This coloured map was 
placed before the parties and approved by them 
on the 9th April, 1979. A copy of this may is 
2;:>pended in Volume II (Part II) of this Report. 



CHAPTER III 

Tl!E COLlAVARI RIVER AND RIVER BASIN 

PART I 
THE GODAVARI RIVER SYSTEM 

The Godavari : 

The Godavari is the largest river in South 
India and the second largest in the Indian Union. 
It rises in the Sahyadris, at an altitude vi 3,500 
feet above mean sea level n~ar Trimbakeshwar 
in the Nasik district of Maharashtra and flows 
across the Deccan Plateau from the Western to 
the Eastern Ghats. Ris;ng in the Westem Ghats 
about 50 miles from the shore of the Arabian Sea, 
it flows for a total length of about 910 miles in 
a general south-eastern direction through the 
States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesi1 
before it joins the Bay of Ben;sal, about 60 miles 
to the south of Rajahmundry. 

After passing through the dam site of 
Gangapur Project, upstream of Nasik City, about 
20 miles from its source and further traversing a 
distance of about 20 miles, tbe Godavari receives 
the waters of the Darna from its right bank. A 
short distance lower down, the Kadwa joins the 
Godavari from its left. The river has already got 
out of the high rainfall zone near the Western 
Ghats and there is no further significant contribu­
tion to the river flow until about 135 miles frcm 
its source when it receives the combined waters 
of the Pravara and the Mula which rise in the 
hills of Akola. About 28 miles lower down, the 
Paithan Dam (Jayakwadi rroject) is loca~ed. 
About 96 miles further lower down, the Goda· 
vari receives the waters of Sindphana river from 
its right bank and thereafter at 2!:1out 345 miles 
from its source. whi'e s'ill in Mahaf'lsotra, it 
receives the combined waters of the Puma and 
Dudhna rivers from the left. About 431 miles 
from its source, just at the border between 
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh, the Godavui 
receives the united wa•ers of Marjra (Manjira), 
Manar and Lendi rivers from its right. At this 
point, the Godavari runs at an elevation of 
about 1060 feet and has again entered a high 
rainfall zone of about 40 inches and more. The 
averane bedfall of the river in Maharashtra is 
about~ 5.6 ft. per mile. The river now flows fur­
ther east through Andhra Pradesh. At about 
475 miles from its source the Pochampad dam site . 
is located. The river bed level at Pochampad is 
about 982 feet above the mean sea level and the 
bedfall between the Manjra con~uence and 
Pochampad is about 1.8 ft. per mile. 

After flowing for a distance or about 175 
miles in Andhra Prad~'h and about 606 miles 
from its source, the Godavari receives the waters 
of the Maner on the right bank. About 620 
miles from its source, the river Pranhita, con­
veying the united waters of the Pen~anpa. the 
Wardha and the Wainganga which drain Nagpur 
and the southern slopeg of the Satpura Range, 
falls into the Godavari from its left bank, about 

189 miles below the Manjra confluence and ~bout 
290 miles above its outfall in the Bay of Bengal. 
The elevation at the confluence of Pranhita is 
about 312 feet above the mean sea level. The 
average fall of the river Godavari between the 
confluence of the Manjra and that of the Pran­
hita is about 3.9 feet per mile. 

After the confluence of the Pranhita, the 
Godavari fonns the boundary of Maharashtra 
and Andhra Pradesh for about 30 miles at the 
end of which it receives the waters of lndravati 
river on the left bank. After its confluence with 
the lndravati, the Godavari fonns the b0undary 
of Madhva Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh for 
about 15. miles and then further flows through 
Andhra Pradesh. Both the Pranhita and the 
Indravati are major riv_ rs in their own right. 
The last major tributary of the Godav:1ri is the 
Sabari which faJis into the Godavari about 788 
miles from its source and about 60 miles above 
Rajal1mundry. Shortly after the confluence of the 
Sabari, the Godavari begins to wind amongst the 
spurs of the Eastern Ghats which gradually close 
in on it till it has to force its way through a 
picturesque gorge with a width of only 600 to 900 
feet against a wid•h of nearly one mile at Pola­
varam 20 miles below the gorge. 

About 850 miles from its scurce, the 
Godavari flows past Dowlaishwaram anicut from 
which the Del•a Canals take off. The el~vation at 
this point is about 30 feet above the mean sea 
level. The fall of the river bed between the Pran­
hita confluence and the Dowlaishwaram anicu! 
is abo!'! 1.2 feet per mile. Beyond this point 
streching away on both sides of the river lies 
the wide alluvial plain formed by the deposit of 
silt through the centuries and bearing the name of 
the Godavari Delta. At this point, the river 
bifurcates into two major channels called the 
Vasishta and Gautami. Each of these channels, 
after flowing for a few miles bifurcates into 
two branches before joining the Bay of Bengal. 

During the monsoon ~eason the Godavari 
occasionally swells into floods. The maximum 
flood so far recorded at Dowlaishwaram occurred 
on the 15th August 1953 and was 28.30.000 
cusecs. The minimum discharge recorded is of 
the order of I ,500 cusecs. 

Almost two-thirds of the catchment of the 
Godavari drains into the river in the lowest one· 
third of its len~.th. The Godavari drains only a 
short len~th i.e. about 80 miles of the Western 
Ghats. It has, however, a large catchment of 
medium to hi<:!h rainfall in the north-east of its 
basin. · 

The l'•.,vara : 
The river Pravara rises in the Western Ghats 

at an altitude of about 3,500 feet in Ahmednagar 



district of Maharashtra and flows in an e~sterly 
direction for about 130 miles before falling into 
the Godavari about 6 miles north of Newasa, at 
an altitude of about I ,500 kel. The average 
bed-fall of the river is thus 15.4 feet per r.1ilc. 
The headworks of Pravara canals are located 
at Ozar about 64 miles from its source. About 
110 miles from its source, the Pravara receives 
the waters of the Mula from its right bank. 

The Mula rises on the eastern slopes of the 
Sahyadris between Ratangad and Harichandra­
gad in Ahmednagar district of Maharashtra at 
an elevation of about 3,000 feet. It joins the 
Pravara near Newasa village at an elevation of 
about 1,600 feet. The total length of the Mula 
is about 90 miles from its origin upto its con­
fluence with the Pravara. About 65 miles from 
its source, the river flows past the Mula dam. 

The Pravara has a drainage area of 2,524 
sq. miles lying entirely in Maharashtra. Its 
principal source of supply is about 20 miles 
length of the western ghats. There are two dis­
tinct rainfall zones in the sub-basin; the 
Western Ghats area has high rainfall above 40 
inches and the rest of the sub-basin has low 
rainfall less than 24 inches annual. 

The Puma: 

The river Puma rises in the Ajanta range of 
hills in Aurangabad district of Maharashtra at 
an altitude of about 2,750 feet and flows in 
south-easterly direction before joining the Goda­
vari at an elevation of 1,150 feet, about 40 
miles upstream of Nanded. The average bed-f~l1 
of the river from its source to the confluence with 
the Godavari is about 6.9 feet per mile. The 
total length of the Puma is 232 miles .. About 
205 miles from its source the Puma receives the 
waters of the kapra on its right bank and about 
5 miles lower down, it receives the waters of 
the Dudhna from its right bank. The Dudhna 
is the longest tributary of ~he river ~rna. 
The Puma (Yeldari) Hyde! ProJect and the S!dhe­
shwar Project are located at distances of about 
144 miles and 176 miles from its source 
respectively. 

The total catchment area of the Purna and its 
tributaries is 6,015 sq. miles lying entir~ly in 
Maharashtra in a rainfall zone of a bout 28 mches 
to 35 inches annual. 

The Manjra: 

The Manjra rises in the Balaghat range of hills 
in Bhir district of of Maharashtra at an altitude 
of about 2,700 feet. The river flows in general 
east and south-easterly direction for ab0ut 306 
miles through Osmanabad distric~ of Mahara_5ht;a, 
Bidar district of Kamataka and Me_dak _dist~Ict 
of Andhra Pradesh until it changes 1ts directiOn 
northward near Sangareddi. Afte_r flowing about 
150 miles in Maharashtra, the nver forms the 
boundary between Maharashtra and Karnat_aka 
for about tO miles. It then runs throug~ _B1dar 
district for some distance before negotJatmg a 

U-turn and torming once again the boundary bet­
ween Maharashtra and Kamataka for about 12 
mlies. The Karanja joins the Manjra in Kama­
taka at the bend of the U-turn. The river runs in 
Karnataka for about 72 miles in two stretches. 
The Manjra then fom1s boundary between Kama­
taka and Andhra Pradesh for about 14 miles. 
After flowing for 44 miles further from Sanga­
reddi, it enters Nizamabad district of Andhra 
Pradesh. For another 56 miles, it flows in 
Andhra Pradesh and then left bank of the river 
forms the boundary between Maharashtra and 
Andhra Pradesh for about 20 miles. At about 
375 miles from source, it flows past the Nizam­
sagar dam in Nizamabad district. The total 
length of the river from source to its confluence 
with the Godavari is about 426 miles. The 
Manjra joins the Godavari at an altitude of 
1,060 fee~. The average bed-fall of the river is 
thus about 3.9 feet per m!..le. 

The principal tributaries of the Manj~·a 
joining it from its right bank are the T1ma m 
Osmanabad district of Maharashtra joining at 
about mile 160, the Karanja in Bidar district 
of Karnataka joining at mile 174 and the Haldi 
in Medak district of Andhra Pradesh joining 
at about mile 346. The principal left bank tribu­
taries are the Lendi and the Mana! both joining 
the Manjra on the boundary between Maha­
rashtra and Andhra Pradesh at about mile 406 
and mile 412 respectively. 

The Karanja* rises near Khir village in 
Medak district of Andhra Pradesh at an altitude 
of about 2,200 feet and flows east to west almost 
parallel to the river Manjra. After flowing for 
about 17 miles in Andhra Pradesh, it forms the 
boundary between Andhra Pralesh and Kama­
taka for about 10 miles. It then flows in Kama­
taka for a length of 46 miles and joins the Manjra 
at Narda-Sangam. The total length of the 
Karanja from its source to its confluence with the 
river Manjra is about 73 miles. 

The Manjra and its tributaries have a total 
catchment area of 11,909 sq. miles lying in 
Maharashtra, Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh. 
This is nearly one-tenth of the Godavari catch­
ment. The catchment falls in the rainfall zone 
of about 25 inches annual in the upper reaches 
of the river gradually increasing to about 40 
inches annual towards ~e lower end. 

The Maner: 

The river Maner rises at an altitude of about 
1,750 feet in Nizamabad district of Andhra Pra­
desh. After flowing in south-easterly direction 
for about 20 miles, it takes a turn and flows 
further in Karimnagar district of Andhra Pradesh 
in a general north-easterly direction for .another 
120 miles to join the Godavari at an altitude of 
about 345 feet. The average bed-fall of the 
river is about 10.0 feet per milo. After the initial 
length of about 20 miles, the river flows past t~e 
existing Upper Manner dam. The mam 

*Kamataka wantecl to mention the Karanja ,dam 
project presently under construclkn on thf" Y<'-.r2n 1a. 



tributaries of the Maner are the Kudaliar and the 
Mohedamada river joining the Maner on its right 
tJank at mil~s 20 and 65 r~spedivcly. 

. Th~ cat~hnwnt ar~a of the Mana with all 
Us_ tnbutan~s ts 5,060 sq. miles and lies in the 
rainfall zone (annual) of about 32 inch"s to 40 
mches. The entire catchment of the Mauer lies 
m Andhra Pradesh. 

The Pranhita : 

The Pranhita with its three principal branches, 
the Penganga, the Wardha, and the Wainganga 
1s the largest tnbutary of the Godavari. 

TI1e Penganga : 

The Penganga, a tributary of the Wardha 
rises at an altitude of 2.250 feet in the Buldhan~ 
~~~e in Maharashtra. After flowing for an 
mtttal length of about 155 miles in a general 
south-easterly direction, the river takes an 'S' 
turn and then further flows in eas<erly direction 
for about 100 miles to join the river Wardha at 
an elevation of 570 feet. The total length of 
the Penganga from its source to its conftu~nce 
with the Wardha is about 400 miles. The 
average bed-fall of the river from its source to 
th~ confluence with the Wardha is 4.2 feet per 
mtle. The uppermost reach of about 100 w.iles 
is hilly. The river forms the boundary of A kola 
and Parbhani districts for a few miles agd then 
the boundary of Yeotmal and Nanded districts on 
the 'S' curve portion where it passes through 
dense forests of Yeotmal and NandeJ districts. 
After the 'S' curve it forms the boundary of 
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh for a length of 
about 40 miles. 

The river Kiodoh joins the Penganga from 
its right bank at about 189 miles from its source. 
The Pus river joins the Penganga from its left 
bank. at about 270 miles from its source. The 
combined waters of the Arna and the Aran join 
at about 300 miles and the Waghari river joins 
at about 315 miles from left bank. After flow­
ing for a total length of 400 miles, it joins the 
Wardha river near Ghughus about 20 miles west 
of Chandrapur. The catchment area of the Pen­
ganga with all its tributaries is 9.227 sq. miles 
lying mO!<tly in Maharashtra. A small catchment 
area lies in Andhra Pradesh. The annual rainfall 
varies from about 32 inches in its upper reaches 
to about 44 inches near its confluence with the 
Wardha. 

The Wardha 

The river Wardha rises at an alhtude nf 
2.550 feet in Betul district of Ma~.hya Pradesh 
and after flowing for a dis:~nce of a bout 26 miles 
from its source. it forms bound:try of Madhva 
Pradesh and Maharashtra for a len~th of l 0 
miles and then enters Maharashtra. After flow­
in!! further for a di<tence of 292 miks in a general 
south-easterly direction, it joins the Waingano:a 
at ~n elevation of 4SO fee.t. Fnr the last 26 miles 
of its length, it forms the boundary between 
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. The average 
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bed-fall . of the river is about 6.3 feet per mile. 
Tl1e maJor tnbutanes of the Wardha are the 
Wunna from its Jdt which joins at about mile 
135 and th~ Bembla and nbe Penganga from the 
ngl1t bank )mnmg at mlle 185 and mile 240 res­
pectively. The catchment of the river mostly lies 
tn Maharasbtra. The total catchment area of 
Wardha riVer 1s 9,300 sq. miles and lies in rain­
fall zone of about 34 inches to about 52 inches 
annual. 

Tbe Wainganga : 

The river Wainganga, rising at an altitude 
of about 2,100 feet in Seoni district of Madhya 
Pradesh, !lows north for a short distance, then 
east .and finally south to form a great loop. After 
flowmg for a total length of 170 miles in Seoni 
and Balaghat districts of Madhya Pradesh, it 
forms the boundary between Madhya Pradesh 
and Maharashtra for about 20 mil<'s. It then 
continues to !low due south in Maharashtra for 
another 188 miles and is joined by the Wardha. 
The combined waters of the Wainganga and the 
Wardha are now called Pranhita river The ele­
vation of the Wainganga at the conflu~nce of the 
Wa~dha is ~80 feet. The average bed-fall of the 
Wa10ganga IS about 4.3 feet per mile. In Madhya 
Pradesh the Wamganga receives from its right 
the waters of the Sagar, the Hirri and the 
Chandan rivers at miles 75, 1!0 and 190 
respectively. It_ flows pasU the Wainganga 
wetr near Dhutl at about 115 miles from its 
source, where from the Wainganga right bank 
canal takes off. Roughly at about the point 
where it touches the boundary of Madhya Pra­
desh and Maharashtra, the Wainganga receives 
the waters of the Bagh from its left bank and 
the waters of the Bawanthari from its right bank 
before it enters Maharashtra. 

The Bagh is one of the major left bank 
tributaries of the Wainganga. It rises at about 5 
miles east of Chinchgarh in Durg district of 
Madhya Pradesh at an elevation of 1,588 feet. 
The river flows generally in north and north­
westerly direction for a total length of 78 miles. 
It forms boundary between Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharashtra in two stretches for a total length 
?f 32 miles. For the remaining 46 miles it flows 
m Maharashtra. It joins the Wainganga at about 
78 miles from its source at an elevation of 900 
feet. About 16 miles from its source, the river 
flows past the dam site of Bagh Project near 
Sirpur on the boundary of Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharashtra. The Bagh Project is the joint 
venture of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra. 

The Bawanthari is a right bank tributary of 
the Wainganga. It originates in the Khurai 
forests of Madhya Pradesh at an altitude of 
1,500 feet and after flowing in Madhya Pradesh 
for 16 miles, it enters Maharashtra near village 
Lodha in Bandhara district. Throughout its 
length in Maharashtra, till it joins the Wainganga, 
the Bawanthari forms the boundary between 
Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra. The total 
length of the Bawanthari from its origin to its 
confluence with the Wainganga is about 64 miles, 



it flows in southern direction for the first 32 
miles and then for a short distance it .tlows in 
south-east direction. Thereafter, it tak~s a sharp 
loop and changes its course to au easterly direc­
tton. The riVer thereafter coutmues its course 
more or less in easterly direction till it joins 
the Wainganga. After entermg Maharashtra terri· 
tory, the Wainganga receives on the right bank 
!he combined waters of the Kanhan and ns tribu­
tary the Pench at about 235 miles from its 
source. 

'Ihe Kanhan is one of the major right bank 
tributaries of the Wamganga, riswg at an eleva­
tion of 2,gJO feet in Chhindwara dtstrict of 
Madhya Pradesh. After .tlowing tor 98 miles in 
Madhya Pradesh, the river commues to flow in 
south-easterly duection. Before entering Maha­
rashtra, it forms the boundary ot Madhya 
Pradesh and Maharashtra for about 4 miles. At 
about 126 111iles from the source, its main 
tributary the .Pench joms from the left. 

The Pench is the largest tributary of the 
Kanhan on its right bank. The Pench rises in 
Chhindwara distnct of Madhya Pradesh about 
12 miles southeast of the Mahadev hills in Satpura 
ranges at an elevation of 3,500 feet. During th~ 
inilla! course for a few miles, the Pench travels 
through the hilly forest-clad region of Chhind­
wara district meandering in the easterly dtrectiou. 
The river then turns towards south, forms the big 
loop after about 80 miles from its source and then 
tlows in a more or less north-south direction. 
After flowing for a length of 130 miles in Madhya 
Pradesh, it torms the boundary of Madhya P'ra­
desh and Mahartshtra for a length of about 6 
miles. lt then enters Maharash,ra near Totala­
doh, the dam site of the Pench Hydro-electric 
Project, a JOint venture of Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharasbtra. The Pench joins the Kanhan about 
170 miles from it.s source at an elevation of 900 
feet. 

Further south, the Wainganga receives the 
waters of the Garhvi from its left and the Andhari 
from its right at about miles 300 and 365 respec­
tively from its source. The combined waters ot 
the Wainganga and the Wardha, now called the 
Pranhita, tlow for 70 miles along the boundary 
of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh before. 
joining the Godavari at an elevation of 312 feet. 

The major tributaries of the Pranhita are 
the Dina on the left bank in Maharashtra and 
the Paddavagu on the right bank in Andhra 
Pradesh, joining at miles 393 and 400 respectively. 
The catchment area of the Pranhita and of all 
its branches is 42,115 sq. miles which is a little 
more than one-third of the entire Godavari catch­
ment. It lies mainly in Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharashtra in rainfall zone of about 36 inches. 
to 63 inches annual. 

The Indravati : 

The river Indravati rises at an altitude of 
3,000 feet near Thuamal Rampur in Kalahandi 
district of Orissa on the western slopes of the 
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Eastern Ghats. lt flows westward through Kala­
handi and Koraput d1Mricts of Orissa for a lengtll 
vt Wl miles. Alter forming tne boundary bd­
ween Orissa and Madhya Pradesh for a length 
of 6 mites, it cnlers J:lastar dJ>trict of Madhya 
Pradesh. After llowing 145 miles, it then turns 
south and llows along tne boundary ot Madhya 
Pradesh and Mabaraslltra for about SO miles. ll 
joins the Godavari about 333 mdes from its 
source and at an dcvalwn of about 2 70 feet. The 
junction of the lndravati and the Godavan hap­
pens to be the junction of the boundaries of the 
three States viz. Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh 
and Madhya Pradesh. The average bed-fall of 
the river is about 8.2 feet per mile. 

The important right bank tributaries of the 
lndravati are !he Bhaskel, the Narangi, the Boar­
dbig, the Nibra, the Kotri and the Bandia join­
rng the lndravati at miles 10~. 150, 170. 268 and 
2~5 respectively. The important left bank tribu­
tary is the Nandiraj {Bcrudi) joining at about 
mile 235. 

During its course of nearly 333 miles, the 
Indravati drains an area of 16,087 sq. 
miles in the States of Orissa, Madhya Pradesh 
and Maharashtra in a rainfall zone of about 55 
to 63 inches annual. 

The Sabari: 

The Sabari also known as the Kalab, is the 
last important tributary of the Godavari. The 
Sabari rises at an altitude of 4,500 feet in the 
Sinkaram hill range of the Eastern Ghats in Kora­
put district of Orissa. After flowing for an initial 
short distance in a north, north-westerly and 
westerly direction, it turns south and flows m 
south-westerly direction up to its junction wtth 
the Godavari. At mile 48 from source, tt !lows 
past the Upper Kalab dam site in Ori.sa. 

It flows in Koraput district of Orissa and 
Bastar district of Madhya Pradesh fol' a total 
length of about 239 miles and then enters Andhra 
Pradesh to tlow for a further length of about 21 
miles before joining the Godavari. The tot_al 
length of the Sabari is about 260 mtles from. tb 
source. It joins the Godavari about 60 mtles 
upstream of Rajahmundry at an elevation of 83 
feet. The average bed-fall of the river is about 
17 feet per mile. 

The Sileru (also known as Machkund river 
In initial reaches) is the most important left bank 
tributary of the Sabari. The Sikru rises at an 
altitude of 4 COO feet in the Eastern Ghats and 
flows for a l;ngth of about 175 miks before join­
ing the Sabari at an elevatiun of about 100 lee!, 
21 miles above the Sabari conlluence with the 
Godavari. In its initial course of about 45 miles, 
the Sileru flows in a north-westerly direction and 
then turns to south-westerly direction to flow 
roughly along the boundary of Orissa and Andhra 
Pradesh to join the Sabari on its left bank at 
the junction of the boundaries of Madhya Pra­
desh, Orissa and Andhra Pradesh. In 1ts upper 
reach, the Sileru (Maehkund) flows past the Jala­
put dam of the Machkund Hydro-electnc Scheme 



on the boundary of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh, 
60 miks from its source. Further 40 miles lower 
down, the river !lows past the Balimda dam. 
Both these projects are joint ventures of Orissa 
and Andhra Pradesh. Eight miles down stream 
of Balimela dam the river flows past the Gunte­
wada weir of Upper Silern Hydro-electric 
Scheme. Another 20 miles lower down viz., 128 
miles from source, Donkarai dam of Lower Silern 
Hydro-electric Project is located. Both these 
projects are of Andhra Pradesh. 

The Pottern is another important tributary 
of the Sabari. It rises at an altitude of about 
3.000 feet in Koraput district of Orissa. The tail 
race waters of the Balimela power house (Orissa) 
which is located in the Potteru valley are picked 
up at the Pottern barrage. The Potteru joins the 
Sabari at an elevation of about 218 feet. The 
entire catchment of the Potteru lies in Orissa 

The catchment area of the Sabari and of its 
tributaries is 7,887 sq. miles and lies mostly in 
Orissa and partly in Madhya Pradesh and Andhra 
Pradesh in a rainfall zone of about 55 inches to 
63 inches annual. 

General: 

Greater portion of the area drained by the 
Godavari receives much more rain during the 
south-west monsoon (June to September) than in 
the north-east monsoon. The river, therefore, 
brings down most of its water between June and 
September. The water level begins to rise at 
Dowlaishwaram some ten days after the south­
west monsoon sets in at Bombay, usually about 
the middle of June and it is almost continuously 
high till the end of September. High floods 
during October are rare. The flood season ends 
by October but during the next two months there 
are occasional freshets caused by north-east mon­
soon over that part of the catchment which comes 
under its influence. After the north-east monsoon 
rains have ceased, the river gradually goes down. 

Inter-State Rivers : 

The inter-State rivers of the Godavari river 
system are set out in the statement appended 
herewith. 

Inter-State Rivers 

St. Name of the river 
No. 

1 Godavari 

2 Manjra (Godavari) 

3 Kuanja (Maojra); 

4 Dovan (M1njra) 
S Hibalmandi(Manjra) • 
6 Nalawag (Manjra) 

7 i(nlas(M.wjra) . 

States through which the 
river passes 

Maharashtra, Andhra Pra­
desh and Madhya Pra­
desh. 

Maharashtra, Karnataka 
and Andhra Pradesh 

Karnataka and Andhra 
Pradesh. 

Maharashtraand Karnataka 
do. 

Karnataka and Andhra 
Pradesh. 

MJ.harashtra, Karnataka 
and Andhra Pradesh. 
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Sl. Name of the river 
No. 

8 Lendi(Manjra) 

9 Madhura (Karanja) 
10 Siddha (Godavari) 
11 Suvarna (Godavari) 
12 Ponganga (Wardha) 
13 N!llavagu(Penganga) • 
14 N udila(Pranhita) 

15 Cburaman (Wardha) 

16 Sakti (Wardha) • 
11 Dhawagir (Wardha) 
18 Paknadi (Wardha) 
19 Maru (Wardha) , 
20 Narha (Wardha), 
21 Charghar (Wardha) 
22 Deo (Chargbar) • 
23 Chikha!Sanghi (Char-

ghar) 
24 Madar (Jam) 
25 Lanri~ (Jam) 
26 Wainganga(Pranbita) • 
27 Bawanthari(Wainganga) 
28 Kanhan (Wainganga) 
29 Bagh (Wainganga) 
30 Kooragarhi (Wainganga) 
31 Telia (Bawanthari) 
32 Khekra (Kanhan) 
33 Kolar (Kanhan) , 
34 Pench (Kanhan) 
35 Lamanan (Bagh) 
36 Palukasa (Bagh) 
37 Eastern Bagh (Bagh) 
38 Kalisarar (Bagh) 
39 Kuadhas (Bagh) 
40 Tipagarhi(Kobragarhi) 
41 Chiklivagu (Peddavagu) 

42 Pranhita (Godavari) 
43 Kataur (Kathani) 

44 Talperu(Godavari) 

States through which the 
river passes 

Maharashtra and Andhra 
Pradesh. 

do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 

M tharashtra, Madhya Pra• 
deshand Andhra Pradesh. 

Maharashtra & Madhya 
Pradesh. 

do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 

do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
,do. 

Maharashlra and Andh1 a 
Pradesh. 

do. 
Madhya Pradesh and 

Maharashtra. 
Madhya Pradesh and 

Andhra Pradesh 
45 Gubbalvagu(Godavari) Andhra Pradesh and 

Madhya Pradesh. 
46 Ramamidivagu(Godavari) do. 
47 Dhabbathogu (Godavari) do. 
48 Peddavagu (Godavari) do. 
49 Peddavagu (Godavari), do. 

last from left before the 
Sabari. 

SO Cbinnagubbalvagu (Gub­
balvagu). 

51 lndravati(Godavari) 

52 Bbaskel(lndravati) 
53 Narangi(lndravati) 
54 Boardhig (Indravati) 
SS Nibra (lndravati) 

56 Kotri (Indravati) 
51 Bandia (Indravati) 
58 Komra (lndravati) 

do. 

Orissa, Madhya Pradesh 
and Maharashtra. 

Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 
do. 
do. 

Maharashtra and Madhya 
Pradesh. 

do. 
do. 
do, 



Sl. Name of the river States through which the 
No. r1ver passl!s 

.:>9 Markandi (Narangi) Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 
60 J.uandi (Narangi) do. 
61 Korandi (Bhaskel) . do. 
62 Dilobigbat (Boardhig). do. 
63 Lahir (Ntbra) Mlharashtra and Madhya 

Pradesh 
64 Bb.urke (Kotri) . do. 
65 Kudal (Bandia) , do, 
66 Kaneli (Bandia) , do. 
67 Oowar (Bandia) , do. 
6d KutgJon (Sandia) do. 
6~ l'•tpula (Mdrkandi) Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 
70 l'huldabani (Petpula) do. 
71 Sabari(Oodavari) Orissa, Madhya l'radesh and 

Andhra Pradesh. 
72 Bhimsen (Sabari) , Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 
73 Akkuru N. (Sabari) do. 
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Sl. Name of the river States through which the No. river passes 

74 Chandra Vanka (Sabari) Madhya Pradesh and Andhta 
Pradesh 

75 SivuNadiorDorli N. 
(Sabari). 

Madhya 
Orissa 

Pradesh and 

76 Chakabuka (Bhimsen) , Do. 
17 3tleru(Sabari) . Orissa and Andhra Pradesh 
78 Ourepreo (Sileru) do, 
79 l'<1tal (Sileru) . . do. 
80 Taburu Kalava (Sileru) do, 
81 Kumda Oedda (Sileru) do. 
82 Pitta Gedda (Sileru) , do, 
83 Budu Gedda (Gurepreo) do. 
84 Ruma Revu(Gurepreo) do. 

NOTB :-1. :rhenamco(the.p~i~cipalstrcc..m to ''hid.tl t 
tnter~state nver as tnbutary is indicated iJi the 
bracket. 

2. This list is not exhaustive. 

PART ll 
THE GODAVARI RIVER BASIN 

LoClltion: 
The Godavari basin lies between latitude 

16°-16'N to lr-43'N and longitude 73"-2o'E 
to 83•-TE. lt is roughly triangular in shape 
with the main river itself runniug practically 
along the base of the triangle. fhe basm extends 
over an area of 1,20,777* sq. miles which is 
nearly 10 per cent of the total geographical area 
of lndia. The basin comprises areas in the 
States of Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya 
Pradesh, Orissa and Karnataka. 
Boundaries : 

The Western Ghats, running parallel to the 
coast form a continuous water-shed on the west. 

On the north, the basin is bounded by the 
Satmala hiJls, the Ajanta range and the Mahadeo 
hills. 

The basin is bounded on the east by East~rn 
Ghats and the Bay of Bengal. 1 he Eastern (,hats 
are not so well defined or continuous as the 
Sahyadri range on the west. They rise from the 
plains of East Godavari and Yisakhapatnam to 
the level of the table land of Jeypore. 

On the south, the Balaghat and the Mahadeo 
ranges stretching forth from the eastern flank of 
the Western Ghats and the Anantgiri and other 
ranges of the hills and ridges separate the Goda­
vari basin from the Krishna basin. 

A map of Godavari basin is appended to this 
Report. 
Sub-Basins : 

The Godavari basin may be divided into the 
foJlowing twelve sub-basins :-

G-1 Upper Godavari : 
This sub·basin includes the reach of river 

Godavari from its source to its confluence with 
the Manjra. The sub-basin excludes the 
catchment areas of the Pravara, the Puma and 
the Manjra but includes that of all other 

•Area as per K. 0. Commission Report Page 9. 
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tributaries which falls into the Godavari in this 
reach. 

G-2 Pravara : 
This sub-basin includes the entire catch· 

ment of the Pravara from the source to its 
contluence with the Godavari including the 
catchment areas of the Mula and other tributa· 
nes of the Pravara. 

G-3 Puma: 

The sub-basin includes the entire catch­
ment of the P'urna and of all its tributaries. 

G-4 Manjra: 
This sub-basin includes the entire catch­

m~nt of the Manjra from its source to its conllu· 
ence with the Godavari including the catch­
ment. areas of . the Tirna, the Karanja, the 
Haldt, the Lendt, the Manar and other tributa­
ries. 

G-5 Middle Godavari : 
This sub-basin comprises the river 

Godavari from its confluence with the 
Manjra to its confluence with the Pranhita The 
sub·basin includes the direct catchment of the 
Godavari in this reach as well as of its tributa­
ries, except the Maner and the Pranhita. 

G-6 Maner: 
This sub-basin includes the entire catchment 

of the Maner from its source to its confluence 
with the Godavari, including all its tributaries. 

G-7 Peoganga: 
This sub-basin includes the entire catchment 

of the Penganga from its source to its confluence 
with the Wardha with all its tributaries. 

G-8 Wardha: 
This sub-basin comprises river Wardha from 

it~ sourc~ to its co~lluence with the Wainganga 
With all !Is tr1butanes but excluding the catch­
ment of the Penganga (G-7 above). 



G-9 Pnmhita : 
The sub-basin comprises the catchments of 

river W ainganga from its source to its confluence 
with the W ardha and the Pranhita upto its ..:on­
ftuence with the Godavari. The sub-basin 
includes all the tributaries of the Wainganga and 
the Pranhita except the Penganga and the 
Wardha (G-7 and G·~ above). The W~inganga 
after its confluence w1th the Wardha IS called 
thePranhita. 

G-10 Lower Godavari: 
This sub-basin consists of the lower part of 

the river Godavari from its confluence with the 
Pranhita up to the sea. The sub·~a_sin includes 
the direct catchment of the Godavan m th1s reach 
with all its tributaries except the Indravati and 
the Sabari (G-Il and G-12 b~;!qw). 

G-11 Indravali : 
This sub-basin includes all the areas drainea 

by the Indravati and i~ tributaries fr~m its 
source to its confluence With the Godavari. 

G-U Sabari: 
The sub-basin includes the entire catchment 

of the Sabari river from its source to its 
confluence with the Godavari including its 
main tributary Sileru (also kn<.own as Macb.kund 
river in its initial reaches). 

Sub-basin Rall8e of elevation 
(in feet) 

G- I U,>por Godavari 500()--1100 

G- 2 Pravara . 3500-1500 

G- 3 Purna . 280()--1200 

G- 4 Manjra • 300()--1100 

G-5 MtdJie Godavari 110()-- 350 

G-6 M.tner . 200()-- 360 

G-7 ~..:nganga 2300- 600 

G-S .V.rJha 4JOO- 500 

G- 9 J?ranb.ita 4000-- 350 

G-tv Low~r Godavari 350- 0 

G-Il lnJravati 450()-- 300 

G-12 So.1b.ui 450()-- 100 

'f opography : 

Except for the hills forming the water shed 
around the basin, the entire drainage basin of 
the river comprises rolling and undulating country 
-a series of ndges and valleys interspersed with 
low hill ranges. Large flat areas of the type 
characteristic of the Jndo-Gangetic plains are 
scarce except in the delta. 

The western edge of the basin is an almost 
unbroken line formed by the Sahyadri range of 
the Western Ghats. 
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The interior of the basin is a plateau divided 
into a series of valleys sloping generally towards 
east. 

The Eastern Ghats which from the eastern 
boundry of the Peninsula are by, uo means so 
well-delined or continuous as the Sahyadri range 
on the west. They rise from the plams ot East 
Godavari and V isakhapatnam to the level of 
table land of J eypore. 

The northern boundary of the basin comp­
rises a series of table land varying in elevation 
which have with-stood the effect of ages of denu­
dation be~er than the terrain to the north and 
south of them. 

Large stretches of plains interspersed with 
hill ranges lie to the south. 

The delta of the Godavari formed by the 
deposits at the mouth of the river over the ages, 
consists of a wide belt of the river borne alluv.um. 

Political Divisions, Elect of Reorganisation ol 
States: 

Since independence, there were important 
political changes attectrng Godavari basin. Vurmg 
1947-4ll, the Chhattisgarh States Agency, havrng 
riparian interests in the Godavari basin, was 
merged in the Provinces of Orissa and Madhya 
Pradesh. .Before 1951, the five riparian States 
were .tlombay, Hyderabad, Madhya Pradesh, 
Madras and Urissa. As from October I, 19.)3, the 
Andhra Pradesh State was constituted with the 
territories spe..:ilied in Section 3 of Andhra J'I-a­
desh States Act 1953 and thereupon, Madras 
ceased to be a riparian State. As from .Novem­
ber 1, 1956, then: was a gen~ral reorganisation of 
States and the new States of Andhra Pradesh, 
Mysun: (now Karuataka), .Bombay and Madhya 
Prades4 were formed with the terntones specih.:d 
in Sections 3, 7, ll and 9 of the States Reorganisa­
tion Act 1\1)6, while Hyderabad cea~d to be a 
separate State. There was no reorganisation as 
far as Orissa !>tate was concerned. As a result of 
the reorganisation, the five States of .Bombay. 
Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Mysore (Kar­
nataka) and Orissa came to possess* respectively 
58,764 sq. miles, 28,263 sq. miles, 2:>,195 sq. 
miles, 1;101 sq. miles and b,!S54 sq. miles of the 
territories in the Godavari basin. Jn 1\lbO, the 
State of .Bombay bifurcated into the States of 
Maharashtra and Gujarat and all the Godavari 
basin areas of the old .Bombay State fell within 
the new State of Maharashtra. 

Before the reorganisation of States the main 
Godavari ran in .tlombay, formed a common 
boundary between Bombay and Hyderabad, ran 
in Hyderabad and formed common boundary 
between Hyderabad and Madhya Pradesh, then 
formed a common boundary between Hyderabad 
and Madras and finally ran in Madras before 
meeting the Bay of Bengal. 

• Areas as per paae 9 of KGC Report. 



Now, the main Godavari runs in Maharash­
tra, forms a common boundary between Maha­
rashtra and Andhra Pradesh, runs in Andhra 
Pradesh, again forms a common boundary 
between Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra, and 
thereafter forms a common boundary between 
Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh and finally 
runs in Andhra Pradesh. 

As a result of the States Reorganisation, the 
Purna Valley (G-3) which formerly lay within 
the States of Hyderabad and Madhya Pradesh, 
now lies exclusively within the Maharashtra 
State. The Manjra Valley (G-4) which lay for­
merly within the Hyderabad State exclusively, 
now lies in the three States of Maharashtra, Kar­
nataka and Andhra Pradesh. The Maner Valley 
(G-6) which lay formerly within the Hyderabad 
State exclusively, now lies exclusively in Andhra 

IS 

Pradesh. The Penganga Valley (G-7) which lay 
formerly within the States of Madhya Pradesh 
and Hyderabad, now lies within the States of 
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. 

The Wardha Valley (G-8) V<hich lay formerly 
within the States of Madhya Pradesh and Hydera­
bad now lies in the States of Madhya Pradesh, 
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. 

The Indravati Valley (G-Il) which lay for­
merly within the States of Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa, now lies within the States of Madhya 
Pradesh, Maharashtra and Orissa. 

District-wise Disfrt"butiou of Sub-Basin Area! : 

The District-wise distribution of the sub­
basin areas is given below: 

Area within Godavari Basin Normal 

SI.No. District Region 
----------- Weighted 

Sub-basin annual Area 
in sq. 
miles 

Percent­
age or 

total area 
or 

district 

2 3 4 5 

Mabnrashtra State 

I Abmednagar • West Mabarasbtra 4205 63·8 
2 Akola Vidarbba 1446 35·3 
3 Amravati Vidarbha 1620 34·3 
4 Aurangabad Maratbawada 5872 93·0 
5 Bbandara Vidarbba 3582 100·0 
6 Bhir Maratbawada 3656 85·8 
7 Buldana Vidarbba 1485 39·6 
8 [Chanda Vidarbba 9872 99·0 

9 Jalgaon West Mabarashtra 23 O•S 
10 Nagpur Vidarbba 3842 100·0 
II Nanded Marathawada 3918 100•0 
12 Nasik West Mabarasbtra 2842 47·2 
13 Osmanabad. Maratbawada 3773 68·2 
14 Parbhani Marathawada 4853 100·0 
15 Poona. West Mabarashtra S4 0·9 
16 Sholapur Do. 46 0·8 
17 Wardha . • Vidarbba 2429 100·0 
18 Yeotmal Do. 5246 100·0 

ToTAL 58764 

Kamatah State 

1. Bidar Hyderabad 1701 82·1 

Andbra Pradesh 

Telengana 6236 100·0 I. Adilabad 
And bra 3857 66·8 2. East Godavari 
Telengana 44 I· S 3. Hyderabad• 
Telengana 4490 99·7 4. Karimnagar • 
Telengana 2383 Sl· 8 s. Kbammarn • • 
Telcngana 3226 84·8 6. Medak 
Telengana 3203 100·0 7. Nizamabad • • 
Telengana 2796 S2·S 8. Warangal • . . . 

-----· 1 f·tri·t •us b"n bifuro1t>J iitto HyJerab1d and K.V. Rangareddy districts, •:itl:r~bl " • . ·-

01, 
03, 
08 
01, 
09 
01, 
03, 

6 

02,04 
07, 08 

03 

04 
07 

rainfall 
of Distric ~ 
In inch .. 

7 

25·6 
33·5 
35·4 
27·6 
59·1 
27·6 
33·5 

07, 08, 09, 55·1 
010, 011 
01 23·5 
08,09 46·3 
01,04, OS, 07 39·4 
01,02 39·4 
01, 04 33·5 
01, 03, 07 33•S 
02 51•2 
04 23·6 
08 43·3 
07, 08 39·4 

04 35·4 

OS, 07, 08, 09 39·4 
010,012 43•3 
04 27.6 
OS, 06, 010 38·4 
010,012 41·3 
04, 06' 33·5 
04, OS, 06 39.4 
06, 010 41·3 
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I 2 3 4 s 7 

Andbra Pradesb-Contd. 

9. West Godavari Andhra 598 20·0 G10 43·3 
10. Visakhaptnam Andhra 1430 27·5 G10, G12 45·3 

TOTAL 28263 

Madhya Pradesh 
I. Balaghat 2708 75·8 G9 63·0 
2. Bastar Chhatisgarh 14277 94·4 Gil, G12, GIO 59·1 
3. Betul. 866 22·3 G8,G9 43·3 
4. Chhindwara 3460 75·8 G8, G9 45·3 
5. Durg@ Chhatisgarh 1000 13·2 G9,Gil 51·2 
6. Mandla 318 6·2 G9 59·1 
7. Raipur. Chhatisgarh 41 0·5 Gil 55·1 
8. Seoni • 2525 74·8 G9 55·1 

T01AL 25195 

Orissa Stale 
I. Kalahandi 
2. Koraput 

Total area of Godavari Basin : 120,777· 0 

K.G.C. Report pp. 10-14, 68-71. 

TOTAL 

561 
6293 

6854 

11·0 Gil 55·1 
63·8 Gil, G12 59·1 

@Durg district has been bifurcated into Durg and Rajnandgaon districts. 

Basin Population : 
On the basis of 1971 census and the percen­

tage of the area of each district within the basin 
to district as a whole, the total population in 
the Godavari basin is about 35.46* million. The 
Statewise distribution is shown in the table 
below:-

Population in Godavari basin-State-wi~e : 

SI.No. St•te 

t \laharashtra 
2 Karnataka . 
3 <\ndhra Pradesh 
4 M1dhya Pradesh . 
5 Oris~a . 

Population in Million 

Total 

18·56 
0·66 

10·83 
3·98 
1•43 

35·46 

There are only four cities in the basin with 
a population of more than one lakh each. They 
are Rajahmundry and Warangal in Andhra Pra­
desh and Nagpur and Nasik in Maharashtra. The 
density of population varies from region to 
region. For the basin as a whole. it is 293 persons 
per sq. mile. The coastal plain is the most 
densely populated while the hilly areas have a 
low density. Tn 1971 the district of Hyderabad. 
the most densely poPulated area. bad 937 persons 
oer sq. mile while the hilly district of Bastar with 
101 persons per sq. mile stood at the other extre­
mity. The comoosition of the population in hilly 

• F'ig t"-!~ .. ,~ ·o"!r ~014!1 131 of Irrigation Commission 
Re,ort, Vol. tiT (Part 10. 

areas is somewhat different from that in other 
areas of the basin. It has a relatively larger 
component of persons belonging to the scheduled 
tribes. The tribal people. who form a distinct 
ethnic group, have lived for centuries in forests 
isolated from the main stream of social and eco­
nomic life. They ·are economically backward 
and depend for their livelihood mainly on forests 
and shifting cultivation or a primitive form of 
settled agriculture in the forests. They have 
little of indus•rial activity even on a cottage scale. 
They are strongly attached to their own culture 
and traditions. which have made them less res­
ponsive to the change taking place around them. 

85.5 per cent of the population in the basin 
live in rural areas and the balance of 14.5 per 
cent in cities and towns. The working force 
(comprising the Census categories of self-suppor­
ting persons and earning dependents). constitutes 
about 37.3 per cent of the population. Nearly 
40.2 per cent of the working force is engaged as 
cultivators. 30.0 per cent as agricultural labourers 
and the balance of 29.8 per cent in mining, manu­
facturing and tertiary activities. 

RainfaD: 

The source of all watrrs in the Godavari 
basin, whether stream-flow or ground water. is 
the rain which falls over the basin. The domi­
nant natural factor that affects basically the life 
and economv of the people in the Godavari basin 
is the rainfall and its regional and seasonal dist­
ribution. amount and variability. Like most other 



parts of India, the Godavari basin receives the 
major portion (about 84 per cent) of its rainfall 
during the south-west monsoon period (June to 
September). 

Sooth-West Monsoon Season: 

At the end of May, when the weather is at 
its hottest in India, the trade winds from the 
south of the equator blow northwards into the 
Bay of Bengal and the Arabian sea and are 
deflected in land as south-westerly winds which 
give rise to the cool and humid south-west 
monsoon. The monsoon winds strike the west 
coast of the Indian Peninsula from the west, 
south-west and meet the western ghats or 
Sahyadri Range which present an 
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almost uninterrupted barrier. After sur-
mounting this barrier and depositing most of 
the moisture on the windward side, the monsoon 
currents sweep across the interior peninsula on 
a course which is mainly west. The amount of 
rainfall on the ghats at any place is governed 
largely by the orographic features there. This 
factor introduces considerable spatial variation 
in the rainfall amount. In crossing the ghats, 
the monsoon winds lose a large part of the mois­
ture. As the crest of the ghats forms the general 
watershed of the peninsula and the average slope 
of the country therefrom is towards the east 
coast, which slope is followed by the monsoon 
winds, the conditions in the interior are some­
what unfavourable for heavy precipitation except 
in association with the depressions from the Bay 
of Bengal. The north-east part of the Godavari 
basin also receives some rain in association with 
monsoon depressions which move west north­
west across the Orissa coast. Agriculture depends 
mainly on the amount and distribution of the 
rainfall. The rainfall during the months of June 
and July is .:rucial for Kharif crops. The normal 
date of commencement of the south-west mon­
soon in the Godavari basin is about the middle 
of June. The strength of the monsoon current 
increases from June to July, remains more or less 
steady in August and begins to weaken in the 
month of September. The normal date of with­
drawal of south-west monsoon from most of the 
parts in the Godavari basin is between the I st 
October and 15th October. The character of 
the monsoon season is determined by the date of 
onset and cessation of the monsoon. the monthly 
and seasonal rainfall. the intensity of the rain. the 
number of rainy days and the frequency and 
duration of dry spells. 

Other Rainy Seasons : 

The other rainy seasons are not as well defi­
ned and well spread as the south-west monsoPn 
season. They contribute about 16 per cent of 
the total annual rainfall in the Godavari basin. 
After the withdrawal of south-west monsoon in 
the middle of October. the weather ~tenerally im­
proves and becomes cool and pleasant. The onset 
of the winter (north-east) monsoon is not clearly 
defined. In fact. on manv occasions there is no 
clear distinction between the withdrawal of sum-

mer monsoon over peninsular India and the onset 
of the winter monsoon. One lends to merge into 
the other. During the months of October to 
December. most parts of the basin receive a rain­
fall of less than 6 inches. This is exceeded only 
at a few stations in the eastern ghats. January 
and February are almost entirely dry in the 
Godavari basin. the rainfall during these two 
months being less than half inch except in the 
north-eastern part of the ba•in and near the delta. 
During the next three months. upto the end of 
May, it varies from I inch to 2 inches in most 
parts of the basin except in the Rajamundry­
Koraput-Jagdalpur area. 

Rainfall Distribution : 
Th~ rainfall distribution in the basin is 

mainly influenced by the g:eop:raphical position 
and the phy~ical features of the area within the 
basin. 

The Godavari river receives the drainage 
from a length of ahout 80 miles of the high rain· 
fall zone in the Western Ghats. The annual 
rainfall varies from 118 inch~s to 39 inches in 
this reach. East of the Western Ghats. the annual 
rainfall decreases rapidly to about 20 inches in 
the reach between Adula ancl Bhandardara dam 
sites in Ahm~dnagar district of Maharashtra. East 
of this line the rainfall again increases gradually. 
Tt is about 35 inches nrar Nanded and increases 
further to about 71 inches in the east~rn most 
part of the basin near Koraput. 

There is a belt. some distance east of the 
Western Ghats and in wiclth v~rying from about 
50 miles in the south to ahnul 6n miles in the 
north. with less than 24 inches. the normal annual 
rainfall. This belt which is about 4.000 sq. miles 
in area, includes portions of the Aurangabad and 
Ahmedna.~tar districts of Maharashtra. 

Vari:~bility of Rainfall • : 
The studies carried out by Tndia Meteorolo­

gical Department indicate that during July the 
values of th~ coefficient of variation range bet­
ween 40 to 50 ner cent e~~eot for n small area 
in the west. where coefficient. of variation is as 
high as 60 to 70 per cent. A.u.!!Ust is more varia­
ble than Julv. June and Serytember are highlv 
variable months. Coefficient of variation is more 
than 60 per cent in June. Tn Sentember coeffi­
cient of variation ranges frnm 45 to 65 per cent. 
For the period June to September. taken as a 
whole. the variations are much reduced being 
only between 20 to 30 per cent over most of the 
areas. The coefficient of variation is the highest 
in the western part of the basin ran11ing between 
30 to 40 per cent. The annual nattern is similar 
to June to September. The eastern half is less 
variable than the west. 

Climllte: 
The Godavari basin enjoys a monsoon Iro­

nical climate. Fnur distinct seasons occur in 
the Godavari basin. viz. (i) the cold weather: (ii) 

*'R3infa11 Ve1rbhilify of- Kri.;;hna and Godavari 
Basins', issued by I.M.D., March, 1970. 



the hot weather; (iii) the south-east monsoon: 
and (iv) the post-monsoon. The cold wether 
season in the entire basin, from m1~-0ctober to 
mid-February is generally pleasant, the 
western and north-eastern regions being 
colder than the rest of the basin. In 
the hot weather, the heat is excessive in 
the central, northern and eastern regions. The 
south-west monsoon sets in by mid-June and ends 
by mid-October. After the withdrawal of the 
south-west monsoon in the middle of October, the 
weather gradually improves and becomes cool 
and pleasant. 

Temperature : 

The mean annual surface temperature in 
Godavari Basin in the western ghat area is about 
24°C (75.F) which increases gradually towards 
the east and attains a maximum of 29.4•c (85.F) 
on the east coast. During January which may be 
taken as representative of winter months, the 
mean daily minimum temperature increases from 
west to east, from l5°C (59°F) in the western 
ghats to about Js•c (64°F) at the east coast; the 
mean daily maximum temperature generally 
exceeds 3o•c (86°F) in the western part of the 
Godavari basin and is only slightly less than 30uC 
(86.F) in the eastern part. The daily maximum 
and the daily minimum temperatures in Godavari 
basin during this month are considerably higher 
than in northern India. 

During April, which may be taken as re­
presentat,ive of the summer months, preceding the 
monsoon, the mean daily minimum temperature 
is about 22"C (72°F) in the western end and it 

increases eastward to a maximum of about 26°C 
(79.F) ncar the east coast; the mean daily maxi­
mum temperature, which is about 35°C (95°F) 
in the western end, increases to about 40°C 
(104°F) in the middle of the plateau and then 
falls to about 35°C (95°F) near the east coast. 
During this month the temperature 
in the Godavari basin is a bout the 
highest anywhere in the country. 
During Jluly, which may be taken as representa­
tive of the monsoon months, the mean daily mini­
mum temperature in the western ghats area is 
about 20°C (68°F) and it increases eastward to 
about 26°C (79°F) near the east coast; the mean 
daily maximum temperature is about 27"C (81 ° F) 
in the western ghats area and it increases east­
ward to about 33 oc (91 °F) near the east coast. 
During October, which may be taken as represen­
tative of the post monsoon months, the mean 
daily minimum temperature is about 20°C 
( 68 oF) in most parts of the Godavari basin but 
increases to about 23 oc (74 oF) on the east coast, 
the mean daily maximum temperature is a little 
more than 3o•c (86.F) in the entire area of the 
basin. 
Homidity: 

Except during the rainy season, humidity is 
low in most parts of the basin. 
Municipal and Domestic water supply : 

Open wells and borewells are the main sour­
ces of water supply in villages. Since indepen­
dence rural water supply has received special at­
tention by its inclusion under various programmes 
in the Five Year Plans. Most of the cities and 
towns have some provision of water supply. 



CHAPTER IV 

AGREEMENTS 

All disputes concerning the equitable appor­
tionment of the waters of or in the inter-State 
Godavari river and river valley have been refer­
red to this Tribunal for adjudication. The entire 
area drained by the river and its tributaries is 
called the river basin.1 The river basin is also 
called the river drainage basin. This Tribunal 
has jurisdiction over the entire surface and under­
ground water of and in the entire Godavari basin. 

The river basin is necessarily bounded com­
pletely by the watershed or divide which sepa­
rates it from other adjacent basins.2 The waters 
of the river basin can be diverted and beneficially 
applied to areas in the adjacent watersheds but 
those areas cannot be regarded as parts of the 
river basin. 

The expressions "Godavari basin", "Goda­
vari river basin" and "Godavari drainage basin'' 
used in this Report mean the entire area drained 
by the Godavari river and its tributaries. The 
Godavari basin is bounded by the watershed or 
divide which separates it from other adjacent 
basins. 

It is now well settled that in deciding water 
disputes regarding an inter-State river, the rule 
of equitable apportionment of the benefits of the 
river should be applied. In this connection, we 
may refer to the following passages in the Report 
of the Krishna Water Disputes Tribunal Volume I, 
pages 302 to 305 : 

"Law" applicable : 

If there is competent legislation by Parlia­
ment on the subject of the apportionment of the 
waters of an inter-State river and river valley, 
that law binds all the States and there is no room 
for an inconsistent apportionment. The Tribunal 
has no power to override the paramount Central 
Legislation. 

Sections 2 and 3 of the Inter-State Water 
Disputes Act, 1956 indicate that, if there is an 
agreement between the States relating to the use, 
distribution or control of the waters, that agree­
ment should be implemented. The agreement 
determines their respective rights and obligations 
and furnishes the agreed "law" on the subject. 

Likewise competent arbitral awards and 
judicial decrees should be respected. 

1 See W.G. Moore, Dictionary of Geography p. 24; 
L. Dudley Stamp, The World lOth Ed. p. 44; Webster's 
Third New International Dictionary p. 182; Th c 
Oxford English Dictionary Vol. I, p. 691. 

1 R.K. Linsley, M.A. Kohler and J.L.R. Paulhus, 
Applied Hydrology lsi Ed. (1949), p. 244. 

In the absence of legislation, agreement, 
award or decree, the Tribunal has to decide the 
dispute in such a way as will recognise the equal 
rights of the contending States and at the same 
time establish justice between them. Equal right 
does not mean an equal division of the water. 
It means an equitable apportionment of the bene­
fits of the river, each unit getting a fair share. 

Equitable apportionment : 

The decisions of the USA Supreme C..ourt 
firmly established the doctrine of equitable ap­
portionment of the benefits of an inter-State river. 
The principle was earlier recognised by the Swiss 
Federal Tribunal in 1878 and it also contains 
the essence of international law on the matter. 

In India also, the right of States in an inter­
State river is determined by applying the rule 
of equitable apportionment, each unit getting a 
fair share of the water of the common river. The 
doctrine of riparian rights governs the rights of 
private parties, but it does not afford a satisfac­
tory basis for settling inter-Slate water disputes." 

Where agreements apportion the river water 
between the States, the apportionment is regard­
ed as an equitable division of waters similar to 
that made by a decree of coun or TribunaJ.l 

River disputes may appropriately be settled 
by negotialion and agreement.• Helsinki rules 
on the uses of the waters of International rivers 
emphasise that in case of a dispute between States 
as to their legal rights or other interests, they 
should seck a solution by negotiation.s 

Indeed, the most satisfactory solution of su~h 
dispu:es is by agreement between the parties 
concerned.6 

In this case, the parties have adjusted their 
claims regarding the utilisation of the waters of 
the river Godavari and its tributaries through a 
number of solemn agreements entered into by 
them from time to time. 

1 Yen Te Chow, Handbook of Applied Hydrology 
Section 27, 28; M.C. Hinderlider v La Plata River & 
Cherry Creek, Ditch Company 304 U.S. 92 82 L. ed. 
1202-1210. 

• T. Richard Witmer-Documents on the Use and 
Control of the Waters of Inter-State and International 
Streams Second Edition p. 511, at pp. 515-516; 
Colorado v Kansas 320 U.S. 383 (1943). 

1 C.J. Olmstead-The Law of International Basins 
Appendix A, p. 820. 

1 Report of the Indus (Rau) Commission Vol. I, p, 10; 
F.J. Berber-Rivers in International Law 1959 Ed. 
p. 272 



The lollowing Agreements were entered into 
1rom tlllle to Uwe : 

ll) Agreement dated the l~th December, 
1975 between •he 1)tates ot Karnataa, Maha· 
ra,ntra, Mauhya .Pradesh, Ons>a and Auuhra 
.l'radesh agrcemg to llie sanc(Jon and clearance 
ot proJects tor the ullllsauon ot waters ot the 
l..iodavari nvcr and Ill. tnoutaries in accordance 
with:-

(a) Agreement between ille Scates oi Kama­
taka and Andhra Praoe>h on the 17tn 
:::.ep.ewber, 197.:>-Annexure I; 

(b) Agreement between the Stales of Maha­
rashtra and Andnra .Pradesn on the 6th 
October, 1975-Annexure 11; 

(c) Agreement between the States of Madhya 
Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh on the 7th 
November, 1975-Annexure ill; and 

(d) Agreement between the States of Orissa 
and Madhya Pradesh on the 9th Decem­
ber, 1975-Annexure IV. 

The Agreement dated the 19th December, 
1975 was liled7 before the Tnbunal on the 12th 
July, 1976. 

(2) Agreement dated the 7th August, 197ll 
between th~ s.ates of Maharashtra, Madhya Pra­
desh and Andhra Prade>h. This Agreement was 
tiled' before the Tribunal on the 8th Augu,t, 
1978. 

(3) Agreement dated the 4th August 197~ 
between the States of Andhra Pradesh and Karn:l· 
taka. This Agreement was filed" before the 
Tribunal on the 18th October, 1978. 

(4) Agreement dated the 15th D~cember, 1978 
between the States ot Onssa and Andhra Pradc>h. 
This Agreement was tiled w betore the Tribunal 
on the 2nd January, 1979. 

(5) Agreement between the S'ales of Kama· 
taka and Maharashtra as evidenced by ktiers 
dated the 29th January, 1979, 30th January, 1979 
and 31st January, 1979 exchanged between .hem. 
This Agreement was filed II before the Tribwnl 
on the 2nd February, 1979. 

(6) Agreement dated the 11th July, 1979 bet­
ween the States of Onssa and Madhya Pradesh. 
This Agreement was filed1J bdore the Tribunal 
on the 16th July, 1979. 

The above mentioned Agreements are set 
forth in the Annexures to our Final Order and 
marked as Annexures .. A" '·B" '"C'' "D" ·'E" 
and "F" respectively. ' ' ' ' 

The Agreement dated the 19th December, 
1975 was duly filed before the Tribunal pursuant 

7 CMPs No. 17(7)/76-GWDT and No. 17(8)/76 
-GWDT, dt. 12-7-76. 

1 CMP No. 17(14)/78-GWDT, dated 8-8·1978. 
' CMP No. 17(15)/78-GWDT, dated 18-10·1978. 
1° CMP No. 17(1)/79-GWDT, dated 2-1·1979. 
n CMP No. 17(2)/79-GWDT, dated 2-2·1979, 
11 CMP No. 17(4)/79·GWDT, dated 16-7-1979, 
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to the stipulation mentioned in the said Agree­
menL. .l:.ach of the 01Uer Agreements mentwued 
aoove was tiled before tbe 1nbunal by the StaLilS 
wlucu entered into the Agreement stating that 
tbe Agreement bad been reached between them. 
These Agreements were recetved in evidence and 
marked as Exhiblts w1lliou.t any obJeChon by 
any S-ate. 

In order to undersiand the Agreements m~n· 
twned above, it is necessary to bear in mind 
the twelve divisions of the Godavari basm:-

(I) G·l Upper Godavari 

(2) G·2 Pravara 

(3) G·3 Purna 

(4) G-4 Manjra 

(5) 0·5 Middle Godavari 

(6) G-6 Maner 

(7) G-7 Penganga 

(8) G-8 Wardba 

(~) G-9 ~r.tnhila 

(10} G·JO Luw~r G.,:,Javdri 

(11) G·ll .l1ldraVc:Hi 

\12) G·Jl .>.tOJ.Cl 

-~- ----- --·-----------

Tbe emue1y oi the sub·basins G·l Upp~r 
l..iodavan, l.i-2 .l:'ravara and l..i·J .Purna tall wub­
m me Lerntory ot the State or Manarasntra. Sub· 
oasm l.i-4 NlanJra is sttuated w1thm the terntones 
or tne three :States ot Maharasntra, KarnataKa 
auu Andllra .Prauesn. Sub-basm l..i-:5 Middle 
l..iooavan tails w1tbm the terntones of !he two 
:::.tares or Mauarashtra and Andllra .Pradesh. Sub­
oasm U· 7 Penganga IS sttuated within the tern· 
LOnes or •he two States of Maharashtra and 
Andhra .Pradesh. Sub-basins G-8 Wardha, U-9 
.l:'ranmta and U-10 Lower l..iouavari tall wllhin 
me tcrritones of the three States of Madhya Pra­
desn, Maharashtra and Andhra P.ralle>h. Sub· 
basm U-11 lndravau ts sttuated within the Lcrri­
wnes of the States of OriS>a, Madhya Prade>h 
and Maharashtra and the river lndravati joins 
the nver Godavari at the junction or the bvun­
danes of the three States of Mahara~htra, Andhra 
.l:'rauesh and Madhya Pradesh. Sub-basin G-12 
Sabari is situated within the terntories of the 
States of Orissa, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra · 
.Pradesh. 

By Annexure ll to the Agreement dated the 
19th Oecember, 1975 to which all the five States 
were parties, the entire waters of sub-basin G-2 
(Pravara) and the waters of sub-basin G-1 tUpper 
Godavari) up to Paithan Dam site and the waters 
of sub-basin G-3 (Purna) up to Siddeshwar Dam 
site were allotted to the State of Maharashtra 
and Maharashtra was further allowed the use of 
the waters of the Godavari basin not exceeding 
60 TMC below Paithan Dam site on the Goda· 
vari river and below Siddeshwar Dam site on the 
Puma river and below Nizamsagar Dam site on 
the Manjra river and up to Pochampad Dam site 
on the Godavari river. 



defined reaches among the States which alone 
can utilise these waten; within the river basm: 
Having regard to the peculiarities of the Goda~an 
river and river basin, the Tribunal finds no ob]eC· 
tion in allotting to one o~ more S~te or .~tales 
its water up to defined pomts or proJects soe_s or 
within certain sub-basins or reaches of the nver. 
Seen in this light, every agreement need_ not ap­
portion and allocate all waters of a nver and 
river basin. Disputes with regard to the wate:s 
of a single tributary or a sub-basin of the mam 
river may be settled by agreement or by decree 
of court. Thus disputes with regard to the South 
Platte river which is a tributary of the N?rth 
Platte river were settled by the South Platte River 
Compact, 1923;13 and disputes wilh _regard to 
the Laramie river which is another tributary of 
the North Platte river were settled by a decree 
of the U.S.A. Supreme Court in the c~se of 
Wvoming v. Colorado.I4 Subsequently, disputes 
with regard to the main North Platte river were 
settled by a decree of the U.S.A. Supreme Court 
in Nabraska v. Wyoming. IS This decree in no :-vay 
affected the earlier apportionment of its tribu­
tary Laramie river by decree of Court or of its 
tributary South Platte River b':' co~pact. LJke­
wise, the waters of the Canadian riVer. a tribu· 
tary of the Arkansas river, were apporti?n~ by 
the Canadian River Compact, 1950.I6 Similarly, 
di~putes with regard to the waters of the Costilla 
Creek. a tributarv of the Rio Grande river, were 
settled by the Costilla Creek Compact. 196317 

and disputes re!!arding the wate.rs of the P~os 
river. another tributary of the Rio Grande river. 
were settled by the Pecos River Compact. 1948n 
while earlier certain disputes with regard to the 
main Rio Grande river had been settled by the 
Rio Grande Compact, 1938.19 

After filing of the A!!Teements betw~en thP 
narty-States mentioned above. Counsel for the 
States of Andhra Pradesh. Ori<<a and Madhv~ 
Pradesh clo•~d their final a<ldresses 001 the 2T'd 
Januarv. 197«1. On the 2nd Februarv. 1Q79 Conn· 
sel for the States of Kamataka and Maharashtra 
closed their final addresses. Thus. all the partv­
States concluded their final amumPnts in this 
ca<e. On the 2nd February, 1979 the party-States 
volunteered to preoare a comTlrehensive a!!Tee­
ment bv incomoratin!! all the agreements entered 
into between the parties. From time to time. at 
the reouest of the parties time was given to enable 
them to file the comprehensive agreement tmtil 

11 T. Ricllard Witmer-Document• on tile Use and 
Control or tile Water or T~terstate and Intern a•. 
ional Stream<, Second Edition p. 319. 

.. ibid., p. 665,259 U .. S. 419 (1922) 

" Ibid., p. 726, 325 U.S. 589 (1945) 

" T. Richard Witmer-Documents on tile U•e aM 
Control or the Waters or Tntorstate and Inter· 
national Stream•, Second Edition p. 40. 

" Ibid., p. 8S 
11 lbl<l. rp. 238 

" Ibid., p. 272 
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the 16th July, 1979 but even on that date the 
parties did not file such ~grecment and S?me of 
them pmyed for further ume. Al~er heari~g the 
parties, the Tribw1al held that m the circum­
stances of the case, it was not necessary to grant 
any further time for this purpose. 

Thereupon, for the first time on the 16th 
July, 1979 Shri M. N. Phadke, counsel for _the 
State of Maharashtra. contended that until a 
comprehensive agreement was signed by all the 
parties there was no compl~t~ allocalton of. the 
entire waters of the Godavan nver and the Tnbu­
nal cannot proceed to give its decision. On the 
other hand, the submission of counsel for the 
States of Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya 
Pradesh and Orissa is that the agreements men­
tioned above have made an equitable distrtbu­
tion of the wafers and these agreements should 
b~ enforced by the Tribunal. 

Counsel for the State of Maharashtra, how­
ever admitted that the agreements to which 
Mah'arashtra is a party would be binding on it. 
Accordingly, there is no dispute that the Slate of 
Maharashtra is bound by followmg agreements 
to which Maharashtra is a party namdy (i) the 
Agreement dated the 19th December, 1975 sign­
ed by all the five participants including the State 

. of Maharashtra and confinninl! the four bilateral 
Agreements annexed to it. (ii) the Agreement 
dated the 7th August. 1978 between the States 
of Maharashtra, 'M:adhya Pradesh and Andhra 
Pradesh, and (iii) the Agreement of January. 1979 
between the States of Karnataka and Maha­
rashtra filed on the 2nd February, 19"/9. 

We shall now refer to the Agreement dated 
the 4th August, 1978 between the States of Kama­
taka and Andhra Pradesh which provides for 
diversion of 80 T.M.C. of Godavari waters at 
7~% dependability to the Krishna river throu!!h 
the Polavaram Project. for sharing this water in 
the proportion of Andhra Prade'h 45 T.M.C. and 
Karnataka and Maharashtra jointly 35 T.M.C. 
and for sharinl! the water diverted in I'XCess of 
80 T.M.C. in the same proportion. This A!!ree­
ment regarding the sharing of the Godavari 
waters diverted into tl-Je Krishna river was adopt­
ed and acted upon by the Agreement ,)f January. 
1979 between the States of Karnatalca and Maha­
rashtra whereby the two Stales agreed to use 
their aforesaid ioint share of 35 T.M.C. in the 
ProPOrtion of Kamataka 21 T.M.C. nnd Maha­
rashtra 14 T M.C. subject to variation in case 
of diversion flf ("':ro!lavari water~ in e..:cess of 
80 T.M.C. Thus. Mahara~htra thou~h not a 
party to the Al!reemetlt of the 4th August. 1978 
cannot. ~ay that it is not bindin!! on it. Tn fact . 
i~ para 5 of its CMP No. 17(7)/7«1-GWOT. cbt~d 
tile 15th October. 1979 it has taken the no~itior. 
th~t the Al!rr•Pm~nt of th" ·4th AIJgust. 1978 be 
ordered to he c~rried out. · 

Now. we come to the Atn"eement between 
the States of Orissa and Madhva Pradesh dated 
the lith July, t 979. This Al!reement is suople­
mental to the Agreement between the five States 



dated th~ l!llh D~cember, 1975. So far as the 
ill(!rava•l suO-I.>.iom J.S con.,.;rned, Ult> water al· 
locatcll to th.: :>•at~s ot vnssa aud Madhya .l:'"ra­
llesh lll w.c Agr~;;ement aa.ell the Utn ) wy, 1!11!1 
1s practically Ule sam.: as ill lh.: Agreem~nt bet­
ween Ule :>Late:' ot Maanya l'rallesn an.t UrlSsa 
llatell the !:lm lJccember, l'JI~ aua coul1rmed by 
all the nv.: ::>La•es oy Agre~mcm dat.ed the l!ltn 
lJec~mber, 1!17~- lnerewrc, tne ::>ta•e of Maha­
rasntra ~.;an nave no oOJect.ton to tne Agreement 
tlated tllo ihn July, l':JI!:i. l·urlller, 1t Is aouce­
aDie that In tn.: ll.greement dated the /th Augu:.t, 
I 'J 1 g l.l~twcen tile .S•atcs ol Mallaraslura, Anuru·a 
l'rauesu and Madhya J:'rauesil the allocations to 
llte :>tate oi Madhya Pradesh ill Ul.: lndravatl 
sub-basm are on the same lmes as in the Agree­
ment between the :S•ates ot Unssa aud Maohya 
Pradesh datell the lith JUly, 191!:1. Mahara.;htra 
is a party to the Agreement dated the 7th August, 
I Y 1 o. Agam, unuer the Agreemem dated tile 
7th August, 197~ alter maklllg an allowance tor 
Lhe water to De allocated to the :Stat~s of Madhya 
l'radt:sll ami Maharashtra, the balance of tile 
water 1s to bt: used by Ute State ot Andhra Pra­
d~sh. Mallarashtra can tnus have no grievance 
Ill the miiilter of allocation of water between the 
:States ol Madhya Pradesh and Onssa under the 
Agreement or tile 11th July, 1979. 

Lastly, we come to the Agreement dated the 
15th December, 197H between the States of 
Amlbra l'radesh and Orissa which ts supplemen­
tal tu the Agreement between the five States 
dated the 19th December, 1975. So far as the 
lndravati sub-basin is concerned, this Agreement 
does not depart in any material way from the 
previous Agreements. It is definite! y stated in 
Clause 1 of the Agreement ,that the State of 
Orissa can utilise its share of water in (G-11) 
lndtavati oub-basin in ~rms of the Agreement 
dated th.: 19th Decemb~r. 1975 confirming the 
bila~ral Agreement dated the 9th December, 
197:i between the States of Orissa and Madhya 
Pradesh. 
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So far as (G-12) Sabari sub-basin is con­
cerned, the river Sabari does not flow in Maha­
rasbtra and it calllot utilise any water from it. 
Maharasbtra can, therefore, have no grievance 
to the allocation of waters to the States of Orissa 
and Andbra Pradesh in this sub-basin. It may 
also be mentioned ,(bat in the Agreement dated 
the 7th August, 1978 the share of Madhya Pra­
desh having been determined the balance of 
water after such allocations as may be made by 
the Tribunal to the State of Onssa, was to go 
to Andhra Pradesh and the State of Andhra Pra­
desh bas itself ~hared waters with the State of 
Orissa under this Agreement in the Sabari-sub­
basin. 

We may c:xamine this matter from anoth~r 
stand-point. Agreement or no agreement, should 
Orissa be allocated the quantity of water of the 
river Sabari for its utilisation which has been 
allocated to it under the aforesaid Agreement? 
After all, the State of Orissa contributes enough 
water to the river Godavari and it has the capa-

city tu use the water allocated to it. It is also 
an economically backward SLate. In our opllllon, 
the water that nas been allocated to the State of 
Unssa w the Sabari &Ub·baslll i& according to Its 
equnable share. 

Moreover, para 2 of the pe•itlon of the Slal.:s 
01 Manarasnu·a, .Madhya .l:'rade:.h and Andnra 
J:'rad~sn wt•ll wwcn ,tlle Agreement ot the 7lh 
A.ugus_t, l'J Ill between tho>e three States y.as 
nlell Detore tne 1nbunal clearly stated "lne sa•d 
agreement 01 7-!l-l'JI!l covers a1l ontstandlll~ 
matters between the :Scates ot Maharashtra, 
Madhya l'radesh and Andhra Pradesh, regardrng 
tne suD·basrnwlSe allocations of the waters ot the 
vollavan and 1ts utbutanes downstream of the 
t'ocnampad .l)am rn the :State ot Andhra l'radesll. 
file said agreement o1 7-!l·l'JI!l covers the allo· 
cauons ror the sub-bas~ns li-:> lPart); u·b; li-7; 
li-!l; li-!:1; li-10; li·ll and li-1..1. concerrung the 
tnree ::>tatt:s of Maharashua, Madhya Pradeon and 
Andlua Pradesn. Accordlllgly. tile said diSputes 
between the Scates of Manarastllra, Madhya Pra­
desh and Andhra Pradesh nave ceased to exist", 
.1:-or all these reasons, we lind no substance in 
tne contention ot the State of Maharashua that 
we calllot glVe ett.:c• to arul enlorce these Agree­
ments unless a comprehensive agreement Signed 
by all the States is 11led before the Tnbunal. 

We have, therefore, decided to enforce thQ 
Agreemenlli excePt on one polllt wllh regard to 
wntch there is some conll:oversy or conlllct bet­
ween .the parues. lt is stated in para 5 of CMP 
No. l7(7)j"/9-liWDf, dated the 15th October, 
1919 that there is some conllict between th~ 
parcies w1th regard to Polavaram Project only. 
At the end of para S of ,this pet1Uon Mahara>btra 
has stated that .. fhe parties have also wet seve­
ral times after 16-7-1979 and not been able to 
resolve the conllict in the ~rms of different bi­
partite and Uipartite agreements with regard to 
Polavaram Project. 1herefore, it bas become 
necessary for the State of Mallarashtra to place 
on record the conllicts arising in the terms ot 
these agreements on Polavaram Project which 
need reconciliation before a Report under Sec­
tion 5t2) is forwarded to the Central Govern­
ment". In fact, the Tribunal was already awaro 
of this conflict. This conflict is resolved by the 
Tribunal in the subsequeiUt part of the judgement. 

This controversy relates to the full reservoir 
level and maximum water level of the Polavaram 
Dam to be constructed by the State of Andhra 
Pradesh. 

The dam was first conceived under the 
Ramapadasagar Project2D which consisted of;-

(a) a dam 428 feet high at the deepest por­
tion across the Godavari with appurte­
nant works such as canal heads, locks, 
etc., near Polavaram 20 miles above the 
town of Rajahmundry, 

(b) a canal 130 miles long on the left side 
emptying into the Vizagapatam Port, 

" ~xbibit MRG-36, Volumea APPG 7-9 



lC) a canal on the right side 124 miles long 
up to the K.rislma river and {after cross­
ing it by an aqueduct) !;9 miles long up 
to the uundlacama nver, and 

ld) hydro-dec•ric power station to develop 
1~0.000 K.Ws. of fum power. 

Under this proJec~ full supply level at the 
olf·take at head ot the lett bank gravity canal 
was + 13/ feet and that of the nght bank gravity 
canal was + 13!; feet. This project was, how­
ever, given up. 

Before lhe Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh tiled 
a Report-1 ot .Pola varam Barrage Scheme, June, 
1970. The scheme consists of a barrage across 
the river uodavari with two canals; one tak•ng­
olt on the nght up to Krishna nver and the other 
on the lett up to v'izag port. lt was to be toca<cd 
at l'olavaram which is situated 25 miles above 
Dowla~shwaram aDICUt and 175 miles downstream 
of lnchampalli Reservoir. The project also con­
templated generation of power and navigation in 
the nver and canal etc. The F.R.L. of the bar­
rage as given in this Report is + 145 ft. and 
mmimum pond level + 45 ft. The full supply 
level of the left bank canal is proposed to be 
+ 13 7 ft. and that of the right bank canal 
+ 138 ft. 

Andhra Pradesh submitted another Report 
called Polavaram Project Volume l. May 1978 
lExhibit APG-360). This project cnvisages.-

"Head Works: 

The head works consist of an earth-cum­
rockhll dam across the main river with spillways 
on the nght llank and power-cum-nver sluices 
block on the lett llank as detailed below :-

(i) The earth-cum-rockfill dam with a 
maximum height of 4~.77 m {160ft.) and 
a crest length of 1555 m (5100 ft) in­
volvmg a total quantity of 7.3 M.cum. 

(ii) Two spill ways on the right flank saddle 
controlled by 50 Nos. of radial gates 
each 15.24 m X 12.80 m (50 ft. X 42 ft.} 
w1th flood lift of 4.3 m (14 ft.) for the 
peak designed flood of 0.102 M.cum. 
(3.6 million cusecs). 

(iii} A concrete gravity dam on the left flank 
with power house and river sluices. 

The earth dam is about 35.05 m (115 ft.} high 
above the average river bed and 48.77 m (160 tt.} 
above the deepest bed level of the river, which 
is stated to be necessary for diverting 1ihe required 
quantity of water into the canals which proposed 
to irrigate vast areas on both the flanks. The 
M.D.D.L. and F.R.L. stated to be required are 
R.L. + 44.20 m ( + 145 ft.} and RL. + 45.72 m 
( + 150 ft.) respectively. The lake proposed to 
be formed by the dam has a waterspread of 
552.63 sq. km. (213 sq. miles) at F.R.L. with 
+ 45.72 m and a gross capacity of 5665 M.cum. 
(192 T.M.C.). Th• storage available between the 

minimum draw-down level and F.R.L. (44.20 m 
to 45.72 m} is only 800 M.cum. (28.31 T.M.C.). 

Canal System : 

The project has a potential to serve abuut 
4.!;2 lakh hectares ( 11.90 lakh acres) of ayawt 
during Kharif season {June to October) and 2.27 
lakh hectares (5.6 lakh acres} under second crop 
lJanuary-April) in the ultimate stage as detailed 
below:-

(a) Polavaram Left Main Gravity Canal 
208 Km. long up to Visakhapatnaill 
which besides supplying the required 
water to meet the needs of the Visakha­
patnam township, industries existing and 
proposed including the proposed s<eel 
plant complex, would irngate 1.89 lakh 
hectares of first crop and 1.25 lakh 
hectares of second crop in the districts 
of East Godavari and Visakhapatnam. 

(b) A lift canal taking off from Km. 177.00 
of the left main canal near Anakapaili 
town, 130 km. in length would irrigate 
an area of 1.15 lakh hectares in Visakha­
patnam and Srikakulam districts. 

(c) A lift canal 177 km. in length taking off 
at Km. 0.00 of the left main gravity 
canal to serve the uplands, would irri­
gate an area of 0.57 lakh hectares of 
first crop and 0.20 lakh hectares of 
second cwp in the districts of East Go­
davari and Visakhapatnam. 

(d) Polavarru;n Right Main Gravity Canal, 
176 km. ill length up to Budameru river 
irrigating an area of 1.21 lakh hectares 
of first crop and 0.80 lakh hectares of 
second crop in West Godavari and Kri­
slma districts." 

It appears that so far as the left bank gravitv 
canal and right bank gravity canal are concerned 
this project adopts the same canal alignments a~ 
i-';1 the Ramapadasagar sch~me except that the 
nght bank canal tails off ill the Krislma river. 

Submergence under the reservoir is as shown 
below:-

State Submersible area in 

Hectares Acres Sq.km. Sq. 
Miles 

Andhra Pradesh 53,480 1,32,151 534·80 206•49 

Madhya Pradesh . 1,357 3,353 13.57 5·24 

Orissa • 426 1,052 4·26 1·64 

55,263 1,36,556 552·63 213·37 

" Exhibit MRG-34, Volume APPG 5 



It will not be out of place to refer here to 
another project report called the Polavaram Pro­
ject Stage 1 of March 1978 (Exhibit No. APG-
364) which had been submitted by th~ State of 
Andhra Pradesh to the Central Water Commis­
sion for securing clearance of the Polavaram Pro­
ject. Under this scheme the location and the 
main features of the dam and other pertinent 
works i.e. earth dam, spillways, river sluices etc. 
remain the same, as described above, but the 
construction bas been divided into two stages a~ 
described below. 

The proposals under Stage I consist of the 
following :­

Phase I: 
(a) Polavaram darn. 
(bl Left main gravity canal to irrigate 1.89 

Iakh hectares in East Godavari and 
Visakhapatnam districts apart from sup­
plying water to Visakhapatnam city, 
existing industries and propt>sed steel 
plant and other industries. 

Phase II: 
(c) Installation and commissioning of the 

power units. 
(d) Lift canal from Km O.Ou of the left main 

gravity canal to irrigate 60,705 hectares. 

It is stated in the Project Report that in 
view of the fact that the upstream storages are 
not constructed there will be a lot of surplus dur­
ing the monsoon period which would produce 
enough seasonal power during th~ said period 
and to utilise this seasonal power, 1t IS proposed 
to take up the lift canal from Km. 0.00 of the 
left canal to irrigate areas in Phase 11 of Stage 
I itself. 

The proposals under Stage ll and benefits as 
given in this Project Report arc as follows :-

(a) Polavaram Right Canal 176 ~ long to 
irrigate 1.21 lakh hec!lue~ m West 
Godavari and Knshna d1stncts as well 
as supplymg the required quantity of 
water to the towns enrout~ and !he 
propos~d thermal scheme and mdustnes. 

(b) Lift canal from Km. I 77 of the left 
main gravity canal, 130 km. in length to 
irrigate 1.15 lakh hectare_s ~ Visakha­
patnam and Srikakulam d1stncts. 

(c) Second crop under the Polavaram canals 
and the Godavari delta canals. 

Submergence in both the Project Reports is 
the same. 

The States of Maharashtra and Karnataka 
had been agitating for utilisation of more_ water 
of the Krishna river on account of the dtverston 
of Godavari water into the Knshna. On _4th 
August, 1978 an Agreement was entered mto 
between the States of Karnata~a and Andhra 
Pradesh Clause 7 of whtch provtdes that-

"(a) Subject to the clearance of Polavara_m 
Project by the Central Water Commis­
sion for an FRLjMWL plus !50 ft. the 
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(b) 

State of Andhra Pradesh agrees that a 
quantity of 80 T.M.C. at 75 per cent 
dependability of Godavari waters from 
Polavaram Project can be diverted into 
Krishna river above Vijayawada Anicut 
displacing the discharges from Nagar­
junasagar Project for Krishna 0\:lta, 
thus enabling the usc of tl1e ~aid 80 
T.M.C. for projects upstream <>f Nagar-
junasagar. 
The States of Andhra Prad~sh and Kar­
nataka agree that the said quantity of 
80 T.M.C. shall be shared in the propor­
tion of Andhra P'radesh 45 T.M.C., Kar­
nataka and Maharashtra together 35 
T.M.C. 

(c) Andhra Pradesh agrees to submit the 
Polavaram Project report to Central 
Water Commission within three months 
of reaching an overall agreement on 
Godavari waters among the fiv~-party 
States. 

(d) Andhra Pradesh agrees to bear the cost 
of diversion fully. 

(e) Maharashtra and Karnataka are at 
liberty to utilise their share of 35 T.M.C. 
mentioned in sub-para 7(b) above from 
the date of clearance of the Polavaram 
Proj~ct by Central Water Commission 
with FRL/MWL of plus 150 ft. irrespec­
tive of the actual diversion taking place. 

(f) It is also agreed that if the diversion at 
75 per cent dependability as stated in 
clause (a) above exceeds the said quan­
tity of 80 T.M.C. due to diversion of 
Godavari waters from the proposed 
Polavaram Project into Knshna riwr, 
further diminishing the releases from 
Nagarjunasagar Project such excess 
quantity shall also be shared between 
the three States in the same proportion 
as in sub-clause (b) above." 

In order to resolve the difficulties about the 
submergence of land of the States of Madhya 
Pradesh and Orissa under this Project, two Agree­
ments were entered into :-

(ll between the States of Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra on 
the 7th August, I 978, and 

(2) between the States of Andlua Pradesh 
and Orissa on the 15th December, 1978. 

Clause VIII(E) of the Agreement dated the 
7th August, 1978 between Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra provides-

"(E) The State of Madhya Pradesh agrees 
subject to the State of Orissa agreeing 
for the construction of Polavaram Pro­
ject of the State of Andhra Pradesh so 
that the maximum submergence in 
Madhya Pradesh territory at Konta docs 
not exceed R. L. + I 50 ft. due to all 
effects including backwater effect. The 
Polavaram Project •hall be designed for 



the maximum probable flood in consul­
tation with the Central Water Commis­
sion so as not to exceed the limit of 
submerg..!nce mentioned abov\!." 

Clause II(!) ot the Agreement betwe~n the 
States of Andhra Pradesh and Oris.~a dated the 
15th December, 1978 provides-

"(!) The States of Orissa and Andhra Pra­
desh agree for the constructi<m of Pola­
varam ProJect of the State of Andhra 
Pradesh, so that the maximum submer­
sion in the State of Orissa territory at 
Motu/Konta does not exceed R.L. + 
150 ft. due to all e!Iects including 
backwater effect. The Polavaram 
Project shall be designed for the maxi­
mum probable flood in consultation 
with the Central Water Commission so 
as not to exceed the limit of submerg­
ence mentioned above." 

On a close examination of the three Agree­
ments rderred to above, it appears there is some 
dilliculty in regard to maintaining F.R.L. and 
M.W.L. at + 150 ft. at Polavaram and at the 
s.amc time ensuring by Andhra Pradesh that 
maximum submergence in the States of Orissa 
and Madhya Pradesh at Motu;Konta would not 
exceed R.L. + 150 due to all effects including 
backwater effect. If the maximum submer­
gence in the States of Orissa and Madhya Pra­
desh at MotujKonta is not to exceed R.L. + 150 
ft. due to all effects including backwater effect, 
the FRL/MWL at Polavaram Dam may be less 
than + 150 ft. unless submergence to a larger 
extent is avoided in other ways. Clause 7(e) of 
the Agreement dated the 4th August 1978 between 
the States of Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka 
provides that Maharashtra and Karnataka will 
be at liberty to utilise their sbare of 35 T.M.C. 
subject to the clearance of Polavaram Project by 
the Central Wat~r Commission with FRL/MWL 
of + 150 ft. Polavaram Project can be cleared 
for FRL/MWL + 150 ft. only if there is larger 
submergence of the territories of Madhya Pradesh 
and Orissa than what has been envisaged under 
the Agreements dated the 7th August, 1978 and 
15th December, 1978 unless steps are taken to 
aviod such !arg~r submergence. 

The parties could not arrive at a settlement 
on these points and so they were unahle to draft 
a comprehensive agreement. 

On the the 15th October. 1979 the State of 
Maharashtra submitted CMP No. 17(7)/79-
GWDT stating that in view of certain facts it 
was no longer necessary to consider the question 
of submergence even if the dam is designed for 
FRL/MWL + 150 ft. It is stated therein that 
the State of Andhra Pradesh had submitted to 
the Central Water Commission the Polavaran• 
Project designed for FRL/MWL + 150 ft. The 
Central Water Commission sent letter No. 6/ 
125/78-TE/2512-2514, dated the 3rd July, 1979 
to Andhra Pradesh Government, the material 
portion of which is as follows:-

"lt is seen from the project report that the 
State Government of Andhara Pradesh 
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have proposed the Polavaram Project 
for an FRL/MWL of + 150 ft. There­
fore, prima facie, with MWL at l'"ola­
varam at RL + 150 ft. submergence 
due to all effects including that of back· 
water effect will al\\ays be more than 
RL + 150 ft. upstream and also at 
Koma. The State Governm~nt will no 
doubt be working out the backwater 
elfeds at Konta/Motu considering 
advance releases from Polavaram Dam. 
It is however seen that during the 
year 1966 ewe had observed that a 
flood level at Konta had reached an 
RL 46.595 m (R. L 152.88 ft.) which 
is 0.875 m higher than RL 45.72 m 
(RL + 150 ft.). This is an obserwd 
flood whose frequency is expected to 
be high. For a flood at Konta corres­
ponding to frequency the tlood adopt­
ed for the Palavaram Dam (which will 
be between I in 500 years to I in 
1000 years). the natural llood level at 
Konta should be expected to he suh.,. 
tantially higher than RL 45.72 m lRL 
+150ft.). It would thus be seen that the 
stipulation that a flood lev~! at Kunta! 
Motu should not rise above RL + 150 
ft. will not be practicable and that 
the agreements entered into by the 
States may have to be suitably modili· 
ed. Perhaps this situation about 
observed flood level at Konla might 
not have been known to you and other 
States when this agreement was 
concluded." 

It submitted that the State of Andhra Pradesh 
made necessary flood and backwater calculations 
(or the pre and post project conditions of Pola­
varam Project a copy of which was sent by the 
State of Andhra Pradesh to the State of Maha­
rashtra. Relying on these calculations, it has 
been urged that-

"It will be seen from these calculations of 
Andhra Pradesh that even unda natural 
conditions of maximum flood in the 
Godavari and Sabari rivers-Motu/ 
Konta being located on the bank of the 
Sabari and without any Polavaram Dam 
the flood level at Motu/Konta would be 
167.88 ft. and with FRL/MWL at Pola­
varam + 150 ft. this flood level at 
Motu/Konta would rise to + 173.g3 ft. 
Therefore, the agreement entered into 
between the States of Orissa, Madhya 
Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh on Pola­
varam level is impractical, unworkable 
and contrary to the situation in natural 
conditions of the flood levels in the 
rivers ev~n without Polavaram DanJ 
ought to be rejected in the Report of 
the Tribunal under Section 5(2) of the 
Act." 

"On the other hand, the agreement entered 
into between Andhra Pradesh and Kar­
nataka with regard to Polavaram Project 



level as FRL/MWL + 150ft. is practi· 
cable. With the project designed and 
constructed to this level, the permanent 
submergence at Motu/Konta would still 
not exceed + 150 ft. but during th~ 
floods, areas upto RL + 173.83 ft. may 
be temporarily submerged in compari· 
son to tcmpcrary submergen~c of thes~ 
areas already up~o RL+ 167.88 ft. under 
natural ll<H'd conditions even without 
11ny dam. This temporary submergcnc~ 
near MotujKonta during floods couid 
be prevenkd by Andhra Pradesh by 
constructing and maintaining protective 
embankments." 

The State of Maharashtra prayed that in the 
interest of justice and for securing most equitable 
;,llocation of waters in the Godavari river, the 
Tribunal be pleased to incorporate and give effect 
to Clause 7 in Karnataka Agreement in its 
Report under Section 5(2) and pass such further 
orders as may b' deemed just and necessary. 

The notice 0f this CMP was given to the 
parties and they were also given time to fik 
their replies. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh has filed GviP 
No. 17(12)/79-GWDT, dated the 26th October, 
1979, the State of Madhya Pradesh has filed CMP 
No. 17(15)/79-GWDT, dated the 31st October, 
1979 ancl the State of Orissa has filed CMP No. 
17(16)/79-GWDT. dated the 31st October, 1979 
in reply to CMP No. 17(7)/79-GWDT, dated the 
15th October. 1979 of the State of Maharashtra. 
The State of Karnataka has filed no reply. The 
arguments on these applications were heard, on 
the 2nd November. 1979. The State of Andhra 
Pradesh submitted in its reply that it had agreed 
to the allocation to the upper States under 
various agreements in good faith and with recip­
rocal assnrance re!!arding th~ storage and that the 
Polavaram Project being the terminal storage 
which is below the confluence of the Sabari with 
the Godavari. it is absolutely necessary to balance 
the inflows from lnchampalli. Sileru, etc. in ad· 
dition to tapping and utilising the yield from 
intermediate catchment which would otherwise 
eo waste. Jt also submitted the following revised 
statement of the Polavaram Project showing the 
backwater eff~ct/levels for the pre and post pro· 
j~ct conditions :-

N1me of the site 

(i) WITHOUT DAM 

'P·lhV:lram 0:1m 
Kun:1varam . 
Konta. 

(ii) WITHT)<\">fl<ndw;thdifferent 
pond levels during floods) : 

(a) PL1lavar.:un Dam 
Kunavaram 
Konta 

Discharge in cusecs 

30,00,000 36,00,000 

92·07 94·88 
157·37 165·57 
158·07 166·10 

t40·00 140·00 
163·80 170·09 
164·23 170·75 

145·00 145·00 --~Po1avaram Da~m:.:.__:_ _ _:_ __ _:_ ____ _ 

Name of lhe Site Di~charge in t:USC'CS 

KunavuTilm 165·85 172 ·03 
Konta 166·23 I 72- JJ 

(c) Pl.)laY.lram Dam 150·00 150·CO 
Kunavaram ]68·23 173·97 
Konta I!J8. 54 174·22 

. -----------
The Sta·.e of Andhra Pradesh also submitted that 
it was willing and prepared to adopt the sugges­
tion of the Stale of Maharashtra to th" dfect that 
the temporary submergence near Motu I K<'nta 
during flood conditions could be prevented by 
1\ndhra Pradesh by constructing and maintaining 
protective embankments. In the end the State 
of Andhra Pradesh submitted that the Polavaram 
Proj~et may be allowed FRL + 150 ft. subject 
to such safeguards regarding protection of land 
and property as the Tribuanl may deem prop::r. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh in its reply 
1ide CMP No. 17(15)/79-GWDT, dated the 31st 
October, 1979 stated that it did not accept the 
stand of the State of Maharashtra that the agree· 
ments entered into between the States of Oris>a. 
Madhya Prad~sh and Andhra Pradesh on Pola­
varam !~vel are impracticable and unworkable. 
Notwithstanding the flood levels indicated, it 
would be possible to limit the submergence to the 
level agreed to in the Agre~ments dated th~ 7th 
August, 1978 and 15th Decemb"r. 1978 by d~sig· 
ning the dam and its appurtenant _works and by 
op"rating nhe same to meet thts ob]ecttve. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh also pointed 
out that the State of Andhra Pradesh had forwar­
ded the Polavaram Project Report to the Central 
Water Commissi•1n on 1st Dec~mber. 1978 for 
clearance and this project report is titled as 
'Polavaram Project Stage-!. Phase (i). March 
1978. This project report is not and could not 
be in consonance with the Agreements dated th~ 
7th August, 1978 and 15th Dccemb~r. 1978 as 
they were entered into subsequently. The State 
of Madhya Pradesh also contested the correctness 
of the various calculations of backwater effects/ 
levels as prepared by the State . of _Andhra 
Pradesh. It also submitted that rt rs wtllmg_ to 
consider that the FRL for the Polavaram ProJect 
be maintained at RL + 150ft. after the m()nsoon 
while during the monsoon the pond/reservorr level 
be kept low so that the maximum probable flood 
for the project, which is to be d·~stgned m con,ul­
tation with the Central Water Commrssron. the 
MWL will not go above RL + 150 ft. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has furth~r 
slated that with the present m•1de of cnmmunr· 
cations. advance intimation of llood wanung 
could be received at Polavaram ~tie from. the 
various gauge sites as wdl a' storage proJects 
located upstream and the water level at Polava· 
ram could be lowered in advance to regulate the 
maximum prohabk flood so as not to exceed thr 
MWL of RL !50 ft. lt had also made several 
suggestions for this purpose to the State ?f And~ra 
Pradesh such as lowering crest level. mcreasmg 
the gate height, oll!itti~g the _breast w~ll and 
removing constructiOn rn the rrver Saban. 



The St ak <•f Mftdhya P'rad~sh has also 
raised an objection that the P'roject Report of 
March 1978 filed before the Central Water 
Commission by the State of Andhra P'radesh is 
not on the r~cord of the Tribunal. 

On the 2nd November, 1979 this Project 
Report, has b~en brought on the record of this 
case. On a comparison of the March 1978 Pro­
ject Repmt with the Project Report'-' of May. 
1978 we find that in both the Project Reports th~ 
location and design of the dam are the ~arne. Th~ 
March 1978 Project Report varies from the May 
1978 Project Report in that in the former Project 
Report the work is to be done in two stages but 
this is not material for determining the FRL/ 
MWL of the Polavaram Darn. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh prayed inter 
alia that the petition made by the State of Maha­
ra,htra be rejected. 

The State of Orissa in CMP No. 17(16)/7lJ­
GWDT. dated the 31st October. 1979 stated that 
the question rdating to submersion of taritorics 
in Orissa and Madhya Pradesh due to construc­
tion of Polavaram Project has already been 
resolved by agre~ments submitted bdore the 
Tribunal. The State of Orissa did not accept the 
correctness of the letter sent by the Central Water 
Commission to the State of Andhra Pradesh 
already referred to above. It also did not accept 
the calculations regarding backwater effect/levels 
made by the State of Andhra Pradesh. It also 
submitted that Polavaram Project and Incham­
palli Multi-purpose Projects are c'osely inter­
linked as Polavaram P'roject is dependent on the 
releases from Inchampalli power house. The 
FRL and MWL. of Polavaram Project arc 
dependent on the FRL/MWL. di,charging 
capacity of spillway, pattern of releases. 
etc. of lnchampalli Multipurpose Pro-
ject. Since all these features about 
th~ Jnchampalli Project were to be linnlised later 
by the three States the FRL and MWL of Polava­
nim Project could also not be finalised. All that 
the three Sta!es could decide about Polavaram 
P'roject was that the two projects Jnchampalli 
and Polavaram would b~ so planned that the 
submergence in Madhya Pradesh and Orissa 
territory would not exceed beyond + I 50 ft. due 
to all causes. As this involved submergence of 
its territory. naturally the Agreement dated the 
15th December. 1978 was entered into between 
the States of Andhra Pradesh and Orissa. Under 
this Agreement, the State of Orissa was assured 
that th"C submerl!ence of it' territory due to back­
water and other-effects of Polavaram Dam would 
not exceed + ISO ft. The State of Orissa prayed 
that the CMP of the State of Maharashtra be 
rejected. 

During the course of arguments. the State 
of Karnataka em,hatically supported the case 
put forward by the State of Maharashtra in CMP 
No. 17(7)/79-GWDT, dated the 15th October, 
1979. 
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The extreme contention of the State of Maha­
rashtra is that because under high flood condi­
tions the land of the States of Madhya Pradesh 
and Orissa will be submerged in the natural 
course, such submergence should be taken into 
account for determining the FRL/MWL of the 
Polavaram Dam. This contention is not accep­
table to us. 

The Agr~ements dated the 7th August, 1978 
and 15th December, 1978 both speak of hack­
water effect due to the construction of Polavaram 
Dam. The water held or forced back in conse­
quence of the construction caused by a dam. 
weir or regulator is known as backwater. The 
rise in elevation of the surface profile of a 
stream when the flow is retarded above a dam 
or any other obstruction is referred'4 
to as the backwater effect of the 
dam. Under certain circumstances which may 
be called flood conditions. there may be submer­
gence of land above the river bed. But if the 
dam is constructed downstream. the area under 
submergence under those very circumstances is 
likely to increase due to backwater effect. A 
distinction must be drawn between the submer­
gence as a consequence of the construction of a 
dam and submergence due to floods without a 
dam in existance. 

From the materials on record also it is evi­
dent that there is a difference in the submergence 
caused by the backwater effectllevel due to- the 
Polavaram Dam after it comes into existance and 
the natural mbmc:rgence due to floods before the 
Polavaram Dam comes into existance. It is the 
excess submergence caused by the backwater and 
other effects of Polavaram Dam which is to be 
avoided or minimised as far as possible. Correct 
backwater etfectflevel due to Polavaram Dam is 
to be determined by the Central Water Com­
mission_ 

One step to minimise the exce'5 subm~r­
gence. suggested by th'' State of Maharashtra. is 
to construct and maintain protective ~mbank­
ments. In its replv dated the :>nth October. JQ79 
Andhra Pradesh has stated in para 2 that it i' 
willing and prepared to adopt the su~<'e'tion 
made by the State of Maharashtra in its petition 
to the effect that temporary submergence near 
Motu/Konta during floods could be prevented bv 
Andhra Pradesh by constructing and maintaining 
protective embankments. - · 

Tt may also be noted that the construction of 
various projects as envisaged in the variot•s 
agreements filed by the party States and also hy 
diversion of about 90 T' 1.C. of water of the 
river Indravati to the Mahanadi basin are anti­
cipated to retard the floods in due course. Tht". 
Jesser submergence is anticipated in future. 
------ ~-------

" Exhibit No. APG-364, Volume No. APPG-XXXV. 
"Exhibit No. APG-361,Volume No. APPG-XXX!TI. 
" St. Nos. 4872 and 4R74 of Multilingual Teclmica 
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. Again, with the improved methods of tlood 
forecasung and tele-commuwcat10n of tlood 
warwngs, Andllra Pradesh wlll be aol.: to take 
suitable action to lower the pond level of the 
l'olavaram J..>am m tlille on receivmg such war­
nrngs. On the constructwn ot a numoer of dams 
upsl.feam, sendmg of sucn warrungs Will be no 
problem. The Central Water Commission lS 

already aware of it and has mentioned in its 
letter dated the Jrd July, 1':1 N sent to Andhra 
Pradesh that ··I he State Government will no 
doubt be working out the backwater etlects at 
KontajMotu considering advance releases from 
.l'olavaram Dam", 

Another bafeguard that may be adopted is 
to lower the reservorr level of the dam during 
tlood season every year. 

Yet another safeguard that may be adopted 
is that the level ot the two canals be kept shglitly 
lower than + 13 IS ft. and + 13 7 ft. which ru·e 
the proposed tull supply levels of the right and 
left canals respectively. The area which will be 
deprived of irngatwn by lowering the full supply 
levels of canals can be fed by lilt irrigauon. 
Andhra Pradesh has already provided irngatwn 
by lilt on the left side. lt necessary, another 
lilt canal may be constructed on the right side. 

In course of arguments on the 2nd Novem­
ber, 1979 Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra 
emphatically submitted that with certain safe­
guards, FRL/M WL of Polavaram Dam should be 
kept as + 150 ft. but the States of Madh)a 
Pradesh and Orissa insisted that in order to limit 
the submergence of their territory to the level 
mentioned in the Agreements of the 7th August, 
1978 and the 15th December, 1978 the fRL/ 
MWL must be reduced. The State of Karnataka 
urged that the FRL/MWL should be left to the 
discretion of the Central Water Commission. 

So far as submergence is concerned, it is 
significant that Andhra Pradesh entered into an 
agreement with Karnataka on the 4th August, 
1978 mentioning FRL/MWL of Polavaram Pro­
ject as plus 150 ft. but subsequently on the 7th 
August, 1978 it entered into an agreement with 
Madhya Pradesh agreeing to the construction ~f 
Polavaram Project in the manner that the ·maxt­
mum submergence in Madhya Pradesh territory 
at Konta does not exceed R.L. + 150 ft. due to 
all effects including the backwater effect. To 
that Agreement Maharashtra, which was interes­
ted in the diversion, was also a party. Thereafter, 
Andhra Pradesh entered into the other agreement 
with Orissa on the 15th December, 1978 agreeing 
that the maximum submergence of the Orissa 
territory at Motu j Konta shall not exceed R.L. 
+ 150 ft. due to all effects including backwater 
effect. This shows that even at that stage, the 
State of Andhra Pradesh had envisaged that by 
making suitable changes in the Project and adop­
ting proper safeguards, the excess submergence 
could be avoided. 

During the course of arguments, Counsel for 
the State of Andhra Pradesh after due considera­
tion has assured us that the State of Andhra 
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Pradesh is willing to adopt and obs~rve the lol­
lowmg safeguards with regard to Polavaram 
ProJect :-

(i) the design of the Polavaram Dam inclu­
ding spillway, number and size of the 
gat<:s, crest level, etc. be left to the Cent­
ral Water Commission, but the Central 
Water Commission shall keep the FRL/ 
MWL as + 150ft.; 

(ii) the Central Water Commission may 
determme the places and height of the 
embankments to be constructed in the 
States of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa 
to avoid submergence higher than 
+ 150 ft. at KontajMotu due to back­
wat:er e!Iect on account of the construe~ 
tion of Polavaram Dam; 

(iii) the State of Andhra Pradesh shall pay 
and bear the cost of construction and 
maintenance of all necessary protective 
embankments; 

~iv} Andhra Pradesh is prepared to lower 
the full supply level of the canals on 
both sides of the dam by two feet; and 

(v) the pond level of Polavaram Dam will 
be so regulated that there is no aggra­
vation in the submergence of land of 
the two States due to the backwater 
effect of the Polavaram Dam. 

The following further safeguards may be 
considered:-

(!) if the Central Water Commission consi­
ders it necessary that during the mon­
soon period from 1st June to 30th 
September the reservoir level of Pola­
varam Dam be kept below the level to 
be determined by it, the State of Andhra 
Pradesh shall not exceed such limit and 
if the reservoir level rises above that 
level, it should be brought down to the 
lower level as soon as possible; 

(2) the flood disposal capacity of the spil­
lways at Polavaram shall be in confor­
mity with the direction of the Central 
Water Commission to ensure that tlood 
conditions at KontajMotu are cleared 
and not aggravated due to backwater 
effect; 

(3) that flood warmng stations shall be 
established in consultation with the 
Central Water Commission on the main 
river and its major tributaries before 
starting operation of the Polavaram 
Dam. These stations will be provided 
with wireless equipments. 

While giving clearance of the Polavaram 
Project, the Central Water Commission may im­
pose all or any of the safeguards mentioned above 
or such other safeguards as it may consider pro­
per in the circumstanc~s of the case. We direct 
that such safeguards shall be observed by the 
Statlt of Andhra Pradesh. 



If because of any default or negligence on the 
part ot the State ot Andhra Prad~sh in carrying 
out th~ ator~said safeguards or any of them, any 
damag~ or lllJury 1s caused to the States or 
Mad.uya .l:'raa~:.n aud Uns:.a or to any of thelf 
inhabnants or to therr properties, the State of 
Andnra .Pradesh sllaU have to pay tull compen­
satiOn tor such damage or injury as may be asses­
sed by any comp.:tent authont.). 

If all th~se safeguards are observed and car­
ried out, It wowd be possible to lim1t the sub­
mergence at Koma,Motu at R. L. + 150 ft. tor 
most part of the year. lhe MWL denotes the 
maximum water kvel and when MWL is equal 
to FRL. the FRL is aliio the highelit limit tor 
storing the water in a dam and If this limit can 
be mamlained tor some period in a year taking 
Ill v1ew all the safeguards undertaken by the Stat~.> 
of Andhra Pradesh and directed by us to be 
undertaken the project could be cleared for that 
reservoir level. Further, if a controlling clause 
lll mserted in the Agreement of the 4th August, 
1978 to the etlect that max!illwn submergence of 
the territories ot the Slates of Madhya J:'radesh 
and Orissa shall not be aggravated or increased 
by the backwater ettect ot the Polavaram Dam 
more tban what would have been caused by 
floods had Polavaram Dam not been constructed, 
it will be imperall ve for the State of Andhra 
Pradesh to n:gulate the pond level of the Pola­
varam Dam accordingly. 

In the course of arguments on the 2nd 
November, 1979 counsel for the States of Maha­
rashtra, Karnataka and Andnra Pradesh agreed 
that subject to tbese safeguards, the Polavaram 
Dam could be cleared for FRLjMWL+150 ft. 
The State of Madhya Pradesh stated that it did 
not want to scuttle the Polavaram Project of the 
State of Andllia Pradesh. Onssa has submitted 
that the operation of the Polavaram Project will 
more or less be dependent on the storage in and 
water releases from lncham palli Project. The 
Central Water Commission will naturally keep 
all these points in view while clearing the Pola­
varam ProJect in consultation with the concerned 
parties, after giving due consideration to achieve 
the objectives mentioned in the Project Reports 
of Andhra Pradesh. The Tribunal, however, on 

its part does not find any difficulty for clearing 
the Polavaram Project at FRL/MWL + 150 ft. 

The long controversy of the diversion of the 
water of the Godavari river into the Krishna and 
the division of the waters of river Krishna due to 
such diversion must be settled once for all in the 
interest of the parties. Thiii dispute can be solved 
by bringing into harmony all the three Agree­
ments dated the 4th August, 1978, 7th August, 
1978 and 15th December, 1978 without affecting 
materially the interests of the parties. On the 
point of submergence, Andhra Pradesh itself is 
a party to the Agreements dated the 7th August, 
1978 and 15th December, 1978 and we do not 
think that we should make any change in these 
Agreements but some modifications in the Agree­
ment of the 4th Augnst, 1978 are called foe if 

the objectives for which this Agreement has been 
entered into are to be achieved. If the Polavaram 
Project is cleared for FRL/MWL+l50 ft. by the 
Central Water Commission, there is no difiiculty 
in giving elfect to all the three Agreements to­
gether. But ultimately the States of Karnataka 
and Andhra Prad~sh had left the question of 
clearing the project in the hands of Central Water 
Commission and it has to exercise its discretion. 
We think that the Central Water Commission 
should be at liberty to clear the Polavaram Project 
for FRL/MWL lower than 150ft. if it is necessary 
and technically feasible to do so keeping in view 
that as far as possible (i) all the areas of the 
State of Andhra Pradesh mentioned in the Pola­
varam Project Report of May, 1978 and Pola­
varam Project Stage I of March, 1978 are brought 
under Irrigation, (ii) the other benefits mentioned 
in the said Reports of the State of Andhra Pradesh 
are realised, and (iii) water to the extent of 80 
T. M. C. or more is diverted to the river Krishna. 

The Central Water Commission shall no 
doubt take care that such lowering of FRL/MWL 
will be to the minimum extent possible under the 
circumstances of the case. Taking this view of 
the matter we are making some modifications as 
mentioned hereinafter in the Agreement dated 
the 4th August, 1978. 

The Tribunal has power to modify the Agree­
ment dated the 4th August, 1978 to bring it into 
harmony with the other two Agreements. The 
Indus Commission while referring to the order of 
the Government of India made on the most part 
with the consent of the units concerned observed25• 

"If owing to material errors in the original data, 
or a material change in river conditions, or other 
sufficient cause, those orders are now found to 
be inequitable, and if a more equitable arrange­
ment can be discovered in present circumstances, 
with due regard to the interests of all the units 
concerned, the original orders may properly be 
modified. This implies of course that a modifi­
cation of the orders in one particular may neces­
sitate consequential modifications in other parti­
culars by way of redressing the balance between 
the several units". Similarly, the Anderson 
Committee26 recommended that circumstances 
may arise justifying review of an agreement which 
is no longer equitable. The Committee27 found 
that the Sutlej Agreement of 1920 required modi­
fication and this finding was upheld by the 
GoYernment of India (see Report of the Indus 
Commission, Volume I. p. 120, item 26). 

Coniiidering all the aspects of the matter, we 
direct that the Agreement of the 4th August, 
1978 between the States of Karnataka and Andhra 
Pradesh be modified as follow :-

n Report of the Indus Commission, Vol. I (1942) 
pp. 13-14. 

" Report of a Committee of the Central Board of 
Irrigation on Distribution of the Waters of the Indus 
and its Tributaries, Vol.I, Final Report, (1935), pp. 24, 
28, 30. 

•• Ibid. pp. 28, 31. 



(i) In Clause 7(a), after the words "F'RLI 
MWL plus 150 ft." and in Clause 7(e), 
after the words "FRL/MWL of plus 
!50 ft." the following words be added:-

"or such other FRL/MWL as tbe 
C.entral Water Commission may 
find necessary and technically feasi­
ble keeping in view that as far as 
possible (i) all the areas of the State 
of Andhra Pradesh mentioned in the 
Polavaram Project Report of May, 
1978 and Polavaram Project Stage 
I of March, 1978 are brought under 
irrigation. (ii) the other benefits 
mentioned in the said Reports of 
the State of Andhra Pradesh are 
realiserl, and (iii) water to the extent 
of 80 T.M.C. or more is diverted to 
the river Krishna". 

(ii) After Clause 7(a), the following proviso 
be added :-
"Provided that the excess submergence 

over and above the natural submer­
gence due to all effects including 
backwater effect on account of the 
construction of the Polavaram Dam 
does not exceed the limits men­
tioned in the Agreement dated the 
7th August, 1978 between the States 
of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh 
and Andhra Pradesh and the Agree­
ment dated the 15th December. 
1978 between the States of Andhra 
Pradesh and Orissa or in any other 
agreement that may be entered into 
hereafter''. 

In our Final Order, the Agreement dated 
the 4th August, 1978 between the States of Kar· 
nataka and Andhra Pradesh shall stand amend­
ded as aforesaid. 

Now. we come to another CMP No. 17(9)/ 
79-GWDT, filed on the 18th October, 1979 by 
the State of Kamataka. The material part of 
this CMP is that-

"the recital in the bilateral agreement dated 
4-8-1978 between Kamataka and 
Andhra Pradesh. Exhibit No. MRG-86 
for the clearance of the Polavaram Pro· 
ject for an FRL/MWL of +150 tt. 
recognises and agrees to the proposal of 
the State of Andhra Pradesh and that it 
is not in any way a condition precedent 
for di~tribution and utilisation of the 80 
T.M.C. of Godavari waters. It is a 
term of the Agreement dated 4-8-1978 
that the States of Maharashtra and Kar­
nataka would be entitled to utilise their 
respective shares in the waters from the 
date of clearance of the Polavaram Pro­
ject by the Central Water Commission 
irrespective of the actual diversion taking 
place. H is submitted further that in 
any event the rights of Kamataka and 
Maharashtra to utilise their shares of the 
waters would be exercisable from the 
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date of clearance of the Polavaram 
Project by the Central Water Commis· 
sion either with FRL/MWL of + !50 ft. 
or for such other height as may be sanc­
tioned by tbe Central Water Com· 
mission." 

The State of Kamataka prayed that the 
Tribunal may be pleased to hear arguments on 
behalf of the State of Karnataka on the meaning. 
scope, import and effect of the Agreements dated 
the 4th August, 1978, 7th August, 1978 and 15th 
December, 1978 and allow the parties to adduce 
further evidence if necessary and to pass such 
order or further orders as this Tribunal deems 
just and proper. 

Notice of this CMP was given to the other 
party-States. The State of Andhra Pradesh sub­
mitted C.M.P. No. 17(11)/79-GWDT, dated the 
26th October, 1979 in which it took the position 
that the as~umption of the State of Karnataka 
tbat FRL/MWL+ 150 ft. for Polavaram is not in 
any way a condition precedent for distribution 
and utilisation of 80 T.M.C. of Godavari water 
is absolutely incorrect and is contrary to the very 
terms of Clause 7(a) of the Agreement of the 4th 
August, 1978 . The State of Andhra Pradesh also 
submitted that there can be no question of diver­
sion of the Godavari waters into the Krishna 
unless Polavaram Project is cleared for F.R.L.+ 
150. It prayed that the Tribunal may be pleased 
to allow a level of + 150 above M.S.L. for the 
F.R.L. of Polavaram Project subject to such safe­
guards as the Tribunal may be pleased to provide 
so as to give effect to all the agreements without 
detriment to any of the parties. 

The State of M~dhya Pradesh filed C.M.P. 
No. 17(14)/79-GWDT. dated the 31st October, 
1979 in which it submitted that the entire dispute 
of the Godavari waters allocation and their use 
has been settled and that the petition of the State 
of Kamataka be dismissed. 

The State of Orissa filed C.M.P. No. 17(17)/ 
79-GWDT, dated the 31st October, 1979 in which 
it stated that the agreements between the five 
States completely resolve the issues regardin~ 
sharing of Godavari waters and the petition of 
the State of Kamataka be dismissed. 

Arguments were heard on the 2nd November, 
1979 in connection with the decision of the C.M.P. 
No. 17(7)/79-GWDT. dated the 15th October, 
1979 filed by the State of Maharashtra. The 
Tribunal has already expres!ed its views and 
modified Clause 7(a) and Clause 7(e) of the 
Agreement dated the 4th August, 1978 between 
the States of Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka. 
These modification~ are !mfficient to dispose of 
C.M.P. No. 17(9)/79-GWDT, filed by the State 
of Karnataka. 

We shall next consider whether we should 
make any provision in our Final Order with 
regard to (I) underground water; (2) the definition 
of use; (3) measurement of use; (4) diversion by 
a party-State of its share of the Godavari waters 
to any other basin; and (5) future amendment of 
our Final Order by agreement. 



The underground water resources of an inter­
State river basin is a relevant factor for the 
equitabk apportionment of the waters of a river 
basin. Underground water may furnish alter­
native means f.:>r satisfying irrigation ne~ds. 
Moreover, there may be su.:h a clos..: connection 
between the surface and ground water resources 
of a river basin that it may be necessary to limit 
the use of ground water to prevent diminution of 
the water supply downstream2B. 

Further, ground water flow is not fully cal­
culable from the technical point of view and, 
therefore, not fully cognisable as yet from the 
legal point of view29. Being invisible, ground 
water resources baffle quantitative measure­
mentJD. 

In the present case, however, we are dividing 
the waters of the river Godavari on the basis of 
the agreements already arrived at between the 
parties. The question of furnishing alternative 
means for satisfying the irrigation needs of a 
State does not, therefore, arise. 

Under the Indian Law,ll every owner of land 
has the right to collect and dispose of within his 
own limits all water under the land which does 
not pass in a defined channel. The Indian Law 
is based on the common law of England. The 
common law doctrine has been considerably 
modified in England by the Water Resources Act 
1963, Chapter 38, Sections 23 to 32, but the gene­
ral Indian law continues to be the same as before. 
The States of Maharashtra. Madhya Pradesh and 
Andhra Pradesh by the agreement dated the 7th 
August. 1978 and the States of Andhra Pradesh 
and Orissa by the Agreement dated the 15th 
December, 1978 have agreed that "all the States 
can make use of underground water within their 
respective State territories in the Godavari basin 
and such use shall not be reckoned as use of the 
water of the river Godavari", but the State of 
Kamataka has not made any such declaration by 
any agreement to which it is a party. However, 
beyond doubt. the Tribunal has power to pass 
orders on matters on which an agreement entered 
into between any State or States is silent. We, 
therefore, propose to make the following provi­
sion in our Final Order :-

"All the States can make use of the under­
ground water within their respective 
State territories in the Godavari basin 
and such use shall not be reckoned as 
the u~ of water of the river Godavari". 

" Arizona v. California 376 U.S. 340 (Clause IV 
of the <lecree); Ma•ter•s Report in the same case cited 
in AH Oarrestson and others. The Law of International 
Drainage Basins 1967, pp. S2S-S26, see also ibid, p.p. 
S85-S86. 

11 A. H. Garreston and others, The Law of Inter .. 
n~tional D•ainage Ba.ins 1967 p. 312; L.A. Teclolf, 
The River Basin in History and Law, p. 10. 

ao The Nation's Water Resources, United States 
Water Resources Council 1968, pp. 3-2-1, 3-2-7. 

•• The Indian Easements Act, 1882, Section 7, 
lllmtration (g): R•nort of the Indus (Rau) Commission 
Vol. I, pp 54 55. 
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In order to prevent any misunderstanding 
with regard to the significance of the word "use", 
we propose to make the following provision in 
our Final Order :-

"Use shall include any use, made by any 
State of the waters of the river Godavari 
and its tributaries for domestic, munici­
pal, irrigation, industrial, production of 
power, navigation, pisciculture, wild 
life protection, recreation purposes and 
evaporation losses from the storage 
created for the above purposes." 

We may mention that the States of Maha­
rashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh 
in their Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 
and the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh in 
their Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 
have defined the word 'use' in the same manner. 

With regard to measurement of use, we find 
that by the Agreement of the 7th August, 1978 
the States of Maharashtra. Madhya Pradesh and 
Andhra Pradesh have agreed and by the Agree­
ment of the 15th December, 1978 the States of 
Andhra Pradesh and Orissa have agreed that the 
use of water shall be measured in the manner 
indicated below :-

Use 

(i) Irrigation use 

(ii) Power use 

(iii) Domestic and muni­
cipal w>ter supply 
within the basin. 

(iV) Industrial use within 
the basin. 

(v) All uses outside the 
basin. 

Measurement 

100 per cent of the quantity 
diverted or lifted form the river 
or any of the tributaries or 
from any reservior, storage 
or canal and tOO per cent of 
evaporation losses in these 
storages. 

100 per cent of evaporation 
losses in the storage. 

By 20 per cent of the quantity 
of water diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of its 

tributaries or from any reser· 
voir, storage or canal. 

By 2· S per cent of the quantity 
of water diverted or lifted from 
the river or any of its tribu­
taries or from any reservoir 
or storage or canal. 

100 per cent of the quantity 
diverted or lifted from the 
river or any of the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage 
or canal. 

There is no proviSion with regard to 
measurement of uses in any agreement to which 
the State of Kamataka iB a party. But we are 
of the opinion that the formula of measurement 
of use, mentioned in the aforesaid Agreements 
dated the 7th August, 1978 and the 15th Decem­
ber, 1978 is proper and should be made appli­
cable whc«ver the measurement of use of the 



waters of the river Godavari and itll tributaries 
is necessary, We, therefore, propose to make 
the following provision in our Final Order:-

"The uses of water mentioned in column 
(l) below shall be measured in the 
manner indicated in column (2) :~-

Use Measurement 

(i) Irrigation use 100 per cent of the quantity 
diverted or lifted from the 
river or any of the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage 
or canal and 100 per cent of 
evaporation losses in these 
storages. 

(ii) Powor use . 

(iii) D~m,stic and muni· 
cipal water supply 
within the basin. 

(iv) Industrial use 
within the basin. 

I 00 per cent of evaporation 
losses in the storage. 

20 per cent of the quantity 
of water diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of its 

tributaries or from any reser­
voir, storage or canal. 

2.Spercent of the quantity of 
water diverted or lifted from the 
river or any or its tributaries or 
from any reservoir, storage or 
oanal. 

(v) All uses outside the 100 per cent of the quantity 
basin. diverted or lifted from the river 

or any of the tributaries or from 
a!ly reservoir.storage or canal. 
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The Agreement of the 19th April, 1971 
between the States of Maharashtra, Karnataka, 
Madhya Pradesh, Andhra Pradesh and Orissa, 
as modified by the Agreement of the 27th July, 
1971 and the Tribunal's orders passed thereon, 
set forth in Appendix C in Part I, Vol. II, pro-

vided that "Each of the States concerned will 
be at liberty to divert any part of the share of 
the Godavari waters which may be allocated to 
it by this Honourable Tribunal from the Goda­
vari basin to any other basin." In view of these 
Agreements and orders, we propose to insert the 
following provision in our Final Order:-

"Each of the States concerned will be at 
liberty to divert any part of the share 
of the Godavari water allocated to it 
from the Godavari basin to any other 
basin." 

In the agreements filed by the parties, they 
have not provided for any future alteration, 
amendment or modification of our decision by 
mutual consent but in the Tribunal's Final 
Order, it is necessary to state whether such 
future modifiaction is permissible or not. We 
are of the opinion that nothing contained in the 
Tribunal's Final Order should prevent the par· 
ties from making such modification. We, there­
fore, propose to insert the following clause in 
our Final Order :-

"Nothing contained herein shall prevent the 
alteration, amendment or modification 
of all or any of the foregoing Clauses 
by agreement between the parties or 
by legislation by Parliament." 

Lastly, there remains the question of 
allocation of cost to be shared between the 
parties. We are of the opinion that Maharashtra, 
Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh 
and Orissa shall bear their own cost of appear­
ing before the Tribunal. The expenses of the 
Tribunal shall be apportioned and paid by the 
States of Maharashtra. Kamataka, Andhra Pra­
desh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa in equal 
shares. Necessary provision in this regard has 
been made in our Final Order. 



CHAPTER V 

DECISION OF ISSUES 

In this Chapter we proceed to decide the 
Issues. 

Issue No. I: 
"Was the agreement of 1951 between the 

States other than Orissa regarding allo­
cation of the waters of the river Goda­
vari valid and enforceable? Is iU still 
subsisting and operative and binding 
upon the States concerned in the pre­
sent reference? If so, with what effect? 
Is there any breach of agreement as 
alleged? 

Sub-l!lSUes: 
(!) Was the agreement invalid in as much 

as Orissa was not a party to it? 

(2) Was the agreement in conformity with 
Article 299 of the Constitution? Was 
it within the purview of the Article? 

(3) Was the agreement inequitable or arbi­
trary or based on inadequate data? If 
so, with what effect? 

(4) Did the agreement on its true construc­
tion allocate waters for specific pro­
jects? Have some of the projects been 
llbandoned? If so, has the agreement 
l>ecome void? 

(5) Has the agreement ceased to be opera-· 
tive on the reorganisation of the States? 

(6) If the agreement is binding what re­
allocation of waters, if any, 5hould be 
made. in view of the reorganisation of 
States? 

(7) Is there any breach of the agreement 
as alleged by Andhra? 

(8) Is the validity of the agreement depen­
dent upon the validity of the Krishna 
agreement?" 

The Memorandum of Agreement of 1951 
determined the dependable flow of the Godavari 
river system and allocated specific quantities of 
water to the then four States of Bombay, 
Hyderabad, Madhya Pradesh and Madras. The 
allocation implied that each State would be 
entitled to utilise the quantity of water allotted 
to it. Orissa, a co-riparian State, is not a party 
to the Agreement and is not bound by it. As 
a matter of fact, on the 6th January, 1970 all 
the parties conceded that Orissa was not bo1fnd 
in any way by the Agreement of 1951. Orissa 
now claims that it is entitled to its equitable 
share in the Godavari waters. On allotment to 
Orissa of its equitable share, the other States 
could not have got the quantity of water allo­
cated to them under the Agreement of 1951. 
Thus the Agreement cannot take effect accord­
~ to its tenor and must be held to be invalid. 

Moreover, the Agreement of 1951 was in 
operation for a period of 25 years only and the 
Agreement has ceased to be operative since July, 
1976. Issue No. I was raised at the instance 
of the State of Andhra Pradesh but the Issue 
is no longer pressed by it. On the 12th July, 
1976 the learned Advocate General of the State 
of Andhra Pradesh made the following state· 
ment: 

"It was provided in the Inter-State Agree· 
ment dated the 27th/28th July, 1951 in 
Part III General, Clause 3, that 'the 
allocations made under Parts I and II 
shall be reviewed after 25 years' and 
so the agreement will expire by 27th I 
28th July, 1976. Further on 19-12-1975 
another Inter-State agreement was en· 
tered in to between all the five Riparian 
States for partial allocation of the 
waters of the River Godavari and its 
Tributaries. 

In view of the above circumstances, I on 
behalf of the State of Andhra Pradesh, 
state that Issue No. I need not be 
answered by this Hon'ble Tribunal." 

Accordingly, Issue No. I no longer survives 
and is disposed of accordingly. 

Issue No. ll: 

Do the waters flowing through any State 
belong exclusively to that State? If so, 
with what effect? 

This issue was raised at the instance of the 
States of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. On the 
24th April, 1974 tlhe State of Madhya Pradesh 
stated that it did not press Issue No. II and on 
the I Oth May, 197 4 the State of Madhya Pradesh 
expressly abandoned the Issue. On the 2nd 
January, 1979 the State of Orissa stated that 
it did not also press this Issue and thus Issue 
No. II no longer survives and is disposed of 
accordingly. 

Issue No, ID: 

What directions. if any, should be given 
for the equitable apportionment of the 
beneficial uses of the waters of the 
Godavari and the river valley ? 

Sob-.._ea: 

(I) On what basis should the available 
waters be determined? 

(2) How and on what basis should the 
equitable apportionment be made? 

(3) What projects and works in operation 
or under construction, if any, should be 
protected and/or permitted? lf so, to 
what extent? 



( 4) Should diversion or further diversion of 
the waters outside the Godavari 
drainage basin be protected and for 
permitted? If so, to what extent and 
with what safeguards? How is the 
drainage basin to be defined? 

(5) Sh_ould any _pre~erence or priority be 
giVen to 1rngation over production of 
power? Should any preference or prio­
rity be given to any other use? 

(6) Has any State alternative means of 
satisfying its needs? If so, with what 
effect? 

(7) Is the legitimate interest of any State 
affected or likely to be affected pre­
judicially by the aggregate utilisation 
and requirements of any oliher State? 

(8) What machinery. if any, should be set 
up to make available and regulate the 
allocations of waters, if any, to the 
States concerned or otherwise to imple­
ment the decision of the Tribunal?" 

The Agreements filed by the parties have 
apportioned the waters of the Godavari river 
between them. 

In the Agreement dated the 7th August, 
1978 between the States of Maharashtra, 
Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh, the three 
States have agreed to set up a duly constituted 
Tripartite Inter-State Control Board for lncham­
palli Project inter-alia for its operation and 
maintenance. Except as aforesaid the Agree­
ments filed by the parties do not provide for 
setting up of any machinery by the Tribunal 
for. making available and regulating the alloca­
tions of water to the States concerned or other­
wise to implement the Agreement between the 
parties or the decision of the Tribunal. Issue 
No. III (8) is disposed of accordingly. 

No other question arises under Issue No. 
III in view of the Agreements between the par­
ties and the Issue is disposed of accordingly. 

1a!1ue No. IV: 

"(a) Are (i) lnchampalli and (ii) Ippur 
(Polavaram) Projects likely to sub­
merge the territories of Madhya Pra­
desh? If so, to what extent and with 
what effect? 

(b) Are (i) Pochampad, (ii) Swarna (iii) 
Suddabhagu and (iv) Inchampalli Pro­
jects, as proposed by Andhra Pradesh. 
likely to submerge the territories of 
Maharashtra? If so. to what extent and 
with what effect? 

(c) Is it lawful for Andhra Pradesh to exe­
cute projects likely to submerge tht> 
territories of other States without their 
prior consent?" 
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Issue No. IV raised questions regarding 
submergence by projects of some States of the 
territories of other States. 

The Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 
between the States of Maharashtra. Madhya 
Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh provided for the 
submergence of the terntories of Madhya Pra­
desh, Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh by 
lnchampalli Project which will be a joint pro­
ject, submergence of the territories of Madhya 
Pradesh by Polavaram Project and submergence 
of the terntories of Maharashtra by Pochampad 
Project and settled all questions and disputes 
regarding submergence by these projects. The 
Agreement dated the 17th September, 1975 bet· 
ween the States of Karnataka and Andhra Pra· 
desh, being Annexure I to the Agreement of the 
19th December, 1975 between the five States, 
settled disputes regarding submergence of the 
territory of Karnataka by Singur Project of 
Andhra Pradesh. The Agreements of the 1!/tlt 
December, 1975, 4th August, 1978, 7th August, 
1978, 15th December, 1978 and 11th July, 1979 
settled all questions and disputes regarding sub­
mergence by Pochampad, Inchampalli, Tali­
peru, Polavaram, Lower Sileru Projects and 
Lower Sileru Irrigation Scheme, joint projects 
on the river Sabari, storages of Maharashtra 
to be constructed in the territory of the State of 
Madhya Pradesh, pick up weir at Temurdoh, 
submergence under storages in the territory of 
Madhya Pradesh and other questions of possible 
submergence to the satisfaction of the parties 
concerned. These Agreements dispose of Issue 
No. IV(a)(i) lnchampalli and I Vla)(ii) lppur 
(Polavaram), IV( b) (i) Pochampad and IV( b) liv) 
Inchampalli Projects. The subsequent controversy 
with regard to the submergence of the territories 
of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa by the Polava­
ram Project has been settled by our directions 
given in Chapter IV. 

All questions regarding submergence of the 
territories of Maharashtra by Swarna Project! 
of Andhra Pradesh have been settled by the 
Agreement dated the 31st January, 1970 between 
the States of Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh. 
This Agreement disposes of Issue No. IV(b) (ii) 
Swarna. 

With regard to Suddabhagu Project, Andhra 
Pradesh stated2 that the reservoir scheme origi­
nally contemplated for this project had been drop­
ped and the scheme as now proposed by Andhra 
Pradesh involved no submergence in Maha­
rashtra. In view of this statement, the State of 
Maharashtra in its argument on the 24th August, 
1978 stated that it did not press the issue regard­
ing the submergence due to Suddabhagu Project. 
Issue No. IV(b) (iii) Suddabhagu is disposed of 
accordingly. 

Issue No. IV(c) raises a general question 
whether it is lawful for the State of Andbra Pra­
desh to execute projects likely to submerge the 
territories of other States without their prior con-

'· Exh. MRG-116; MRDG Vol XXV p. 18 
1, APG ill, p. 59 



sent. The parties have carefully consid~red the 
question of possible submergence of the terri­
tories of a party-State by the projects of another 
State and have made adequate provision for them 
in the Agreements between them with regard to 
submergence. It is to be observed that each case 
of possible submergence must be dealt with 
separately after consideration of a concrete pro­
ject involving submergence and all relevant facts 
bearing on the question of such submergence. But 
it cannot be said generally that any project of the 
State of Andhra Pradesh involving submergence 
of the territory of other States is permissible 
without the prior consent of the affected States. 
Issue No. IV(c) is disposed of accordingly. 

Paras 3 and 4 of the petition jointly filed by 
the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and 
Andhra Pradesh on the 8th August, 1978 annex­
ing the Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 
settled all disputes between the three States 
including the disputes raised in Issue No. IV 
and the level of Inchampalli Project. Para 3 of 
the petition jointly filed by the States of Orissa 
and Andhra Pradesh on the 2nd January, 1979 
annexing the Agreement dated the 15th Decem­
ber, 1978 settled all outstanding matters between 
the two States regarding Issues I to IV and the 
sub-basinwise allocation between them of the 
water of the Godavari and its tributaries below 
Pochampad. Paras 2 and 3 of CMP No. 17(4)/ 
79-GWDT, dated the 16th July, 1979 stated that 
the Agreement of the 11th July, 1979 between 
the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh settled 
all outstanding matters between the two States 
regarding the sub-basinwise allocation of the 
water of the Godavari and its tributaries down­
stream of Pochampad and all disputes on Issues 
I to IV. No further question on Issue IV sur­
vives and the Issue is disposed of accordingly. 

Issue No. V : 

Is it possible to divert waters from the river 
Godavari to the river Krishna? Should such 
diversion be made, and if so, when, by whom, 
in what manner and at whose cost? Is the 
Tribunal competent to adjudicate on these 
questions? 

Issue No. V raises the question with regard to 
diversion of water from the river Godavari to 
the river Krishna. The Agreement dated the 7th 
August, 1978 between the States of Maharashtra, 
Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh, the Agree­
ment dated the 4th August, 1978 between the 
States of Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka and 
the Agreement between the States of Kama­
taka and Maharashtra evidenced by letters 
dated the 29th January. 1979. 30th January. 
1979 and 31st January, 1979 and our Final 
Order have settled the dispute concern­
ing diversion of the waters from the river Goda­
vari to the river Krishna. 

The State of Maharashtra has, however, filed 
CMP No. 17(8)/79-GWDT, dated the 15th Octo­
ber, 1979. The material contention of this CMP 
is contained in para 7 which is as follows :-
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"Oause X1V(B) of the Final Order of the 
Krishna Water Disputes Tribunal states 
that:-
'ln the event of the augumcntatipn of 

the water of the river Krishna 
by the diversion of the waters of 
any other river no State shall be 
debarred from claiming before any 
authority or Tribunal even bdore 
the 31st May, 2000 that it is entit­
led to a greater share in the waters 
of the nver Krishna on account of 
such augmentation nor shall any 
State be debarred from disputing 
such claim'. 

So far as diversion of the Godavari waters 
to the Krishna from Polavaram barrage 
is concerned, the States of Maharashtra, 
Kamataka and Andhra Pradesh shall 
not exercise the above liberty as the 
diversion and its consequences have 
been specifically agreed to by the three 
States. But if the diversion ot the Goda­
vari water to the Krishna takes place 
from any pomt other than Polavaram 
barrage, then the !Jberty to the parties 
as granted in Clause XlV(B) of the 
Final Order of Krishna Water Disputes 
Tribunal should not be disturbed by the 
Report of this Honourable Tribunal". 

It is submitted by the State of Maharashtra 
that while preparing the Report, the Tribunal be 
pleased to order that what is granted to the 
States of Maharashtra, Karnataka and Andhra 
Pradesh by Qause XlV(B) of the Krishna Water 
Disputes Tribunal in its F ina! Order is not affec­
ted or disturbed except for the diversion of the 
Godavari waters from the Polavaram barrage 
which has been specifically agreed to and provi­
ded for in the Agreements of the parties. The 
notice of this application was given to all the 
parties. 

--nle- State of Andhra Pradesh in its CMP 
No. 17(10)/79-GWDT, dated the 26th October, 
1979 submitted that no decision or clarification 
can be made by the Godavari Tribunal regarding 
Clause XIV(B) in the Final Order of the Krishna 
Water Disputes Tribunal. 

The State of Karnataka did not submit any 
reply. The other States viz. the States of Madhya 
Pradesh and Orissa submitted their replies but 
they are not interested in this matter. The argu­
ments were heard on the 2nd November, 1979. 
We are of the opinion that in view of the Agree­
ments filed by the parties and our Final Order, 
it is not necessary for us to make any comment 
or clarification on Clause XIV(B) of the Final 
Order of the Krishna Water Disputes Tribunal. 
Issue No. V is answered as aforesaid. 
~No. VI: 

"To what relief are the parties entitled'/" 
Issue No. VI raises the issue with regard to 

general and other reliefs. The Agreements filed 
by the parties and the Tribunal's Final Order 
provide for all the reliefs to which the parties are 
entitled and the Issue is answered accordingly. 



CHAPTER Vl' 

CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS 

We would like to take this opportunity to 
express our gratitude to the States of Andhra 
Pradesh, Kamataka, Madhya Pradesh, Maha­
rashtra and Orissa, and their eminent counsel 
and engineers for giving us their active coopera· 
tion and assistance at every stage. We are happy 
to record that the party-States displayed remark· 
able spirit of accommodation and sincerely of 
purpose in their efforts to reach a settlement of 
this highly technical and complicated water dis­
pute through negotiations. We C<?ngratulate. the 
party-States in successfully resolvmg the differ­
ences between them through mutual efforts. T~e 
precedent so established by the_ party-~tates. m 
settling the Godavari water disputes Is unique 
indeed. We sincerely trust that this precedent 
will set an example for resolvmg water disputes 
that may arise in future. 

We must give our sincere _thanks to both. the 
Assessors Shri K. R. Mehnd1ratta and Shn B. 

R. Palta who were fully conversant with the 
various complicated technical problems conncc· 
ted with the Godavari case. They discharged 
their duties with a deep sense of devotion. 

To the officers and members of our office 
staff we owe our gratitude for their dedication 
with which they completed the tasks assigned to 
them within the time schedule set by us. The 
remarkable sense of responsibility and team 
spirit displayed by them are highly praiseworthy. 
Shri R. P. Marwaha who has been the Secretary 
of the Tribunal since December, 1973 and during 
whose tenure of office most of the important 
hearings of the Godavari case took place has 
been conspicuous in the discharge of his duties 
with zeal and devotion, in inspiring team spirit 
amongst all the officers subordinate. to him, and 
for his thorough mastery of the entire records of 
the Godavari case. We place on record our 
appreciation of the services rendered by him. 



CHAPTER. vn 
FINAL ORDER OF THE TRmUNAL 

The Tribunal hereby p~~sses the following 
Order:-

Oa:l!e I: 

All the States can make U!le of underground 
water within their respective State territories in 
tlle Godavari basin and such use shall not be 
reckoned as use of tlle water of the river Goda· 
vari. 

a-n: 
Use shall include any use. made by any State 

of the waters of the river Godavari and its trihu· 
taries for domestic. municipal, irri<!ation. indu~­
trial, production of power, navil!ation, piscicul· 
ture, wild life protection. recreation purpose~ 
and evaporation los.•es from the storages created 
for the above purposes. 

CJaD!e m: 
The u~~ of water mentioned in column (1) 

below shall be measured in the manner indicated 
in column (2) : 

u~e Measur,.m~nt 

(I) (:Z) 

• 100 per cent of tl,e quantitv 
diverted or tif'ted from the 
riv~r or a nv or tl,e tributa rie~ 
or from 1ny r~~P.rvoir. stora~~ 
or cm•l and 100 per cent of 
evl,oration losses in these 
storages. 

(ii) Pow.r use , 

(iii) n~.,,.tic •nd mu!li· 
cip1l w1ter ,'l?ply 
within the \llsin. 

(iv) Tn1•ntria1 use within 
the buin. 

(v) A11 u•es outside the 
basin. 

OaWie IV: 

100 per cent of evaporation 
losses in the storage. 

20 per cent or the quantity 
of w1ter diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of its 
trihutaries or form any reser­

;voir, storage or canal 

2.S per cont or the a11antity or 
W'lter diverted OT tirted from 
the river or any or its trihu­
taries or from :otny reservoir, 
storage or canaL 

100 per cent <>f the quantity 
diverted or lifted from the 
riv~r or any of the tributaries 
or from <~DY reservoir, storage 
or canal. 

Each of the States concerned will be at 
liberty to divert any part of the share of the 
Godavari waters allocated to it from the Goda. 
vari basin to any other basin. 

Clause V: 

The followin~ A~ments so far as thev 
relate to the Godavari river and Godavari river 
~in be ob~rved and carried out :-

A. The Agreement dated the 19th D~cember, 
1975 between the States of Karnataka, Maha· 
rashtra, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa and Andhra 
Pradesh annexed hereto and marked Annexure 
"A" agreeing to the clearance of projects for the 
utilisation of waters of the Godavari river and its 
tributaries in accordance with :~· 

(a) Agreement between the States of Kama. 
taka and Andhra Pradesh on the 17th 
September, 1975·-Annexure I. 

(b) Al!reement between the States of Maha· 
rashtra and Andhra Pradesh on the 
6th October, 1975-Annexure II. 

(c) Al!reement between the States of 
Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh 
on the 7th November. 1975-Annexure 
III. 

(d) Agreement between the States of Orissa 
and Madhva Pradesh on the 19th De­
cember, 1975-Annexure IV. 

B. Agreement dated the 7th Auwst, 1978 
between the States of Maharashtra. Madhva Pra. 
desh and Andhra Pradesh annexed hereto and 
marked Annexure "B". 

C. Agreement dated the 4th Ausrust. 1978 
hetweeen the States of Andhra Pradesh and 
Kamataka annexed hereto and marked Annexure 
"C" subiect to the modifications in Clauses 7(a) 
and 7(e) of this Agreement as contained in 
Chapter IV. 

D. Agreement dated the 15th December, 
1978 between the States of Orissa and Andhra 
Pradesh annexed hereto and marked Annexure 
"D". 

E. Ai!feement between the States of Kama­
taka and Maharashtra evidence by letters dated 
the 29th Januarv. 1979, 30th January, 1979 and 
31st Januarv. 1979 annexed hereto and marked 
Annexure "E". , 

F. Al!reement dated the lith July, 1979 
between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pra­
desh annexed hereto and marked Annexure "F". 

Clause VI: 
Regarding Polavaram Project, the State of 

Andhra Pradesh shall observe such safeguards 
u it may be directed to do so by the Central 
Water Commission. 

aaase vn: 
Nothinl! in the Order of this Tribunal shall 

impair the ril!ht or power or authoritv of anv 
State to resrulate within its boundaries the use of 
water. or to enjoy the benefit of waters within 
that State in a manner not inconsistent with the 
Order of this Tribunal, 



dause vm: 
In this Order,-

(a) Use of the water of the river Godavari 
by any person or entity of any nature 
whatsoever within the territories of a 
State shall be reckoned as use by that 
State. 

(b) The expression "Godavari waters" with 
its grammatical variations and cognate 
expressions includes water of the main 
stream of the Godavari river, all its tri· 
butaries and all other streams contribut­
ing water directly or indirectly to the 
Godavari river. 

OaUII IX: 

N~thing contained herein shall prevent the 
alteration, amendment or modification of all or 
any of the foregoing clauses by agreement bet­
ween the parties or by legislation by Parliament. 

Clause X: 
The Governments of Maharash!ra, Kama­

taka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Prad~sh and 
Orissa shall bear their own costs of appearing 
before the Tribunal. The expenses of the Tribu­
nal shall be apportioned and paid by the States 
of Maharashtra, Kamataka, Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh and Orissa in equal shares. 



ANNEXURE A 

GODAVARI RIVER BASIN AGREEMENT 

WHEREAS certain discussions have taken place 
amongst the five States of Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, 
Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Orissa, subsequent 
to meeting of 19th July, 1975 held at New Delhi on 
the use of the waters of the Godavari river and its 

tributaries, and 

WHEREAS in pursuance thereof the following 
agreements have been entered into between the States 
bereinaft« mentioned viz. · 

(a) Agreement between the States of Karnataka 
and Andhra Pradesh on 17-9-1975-Annexure I; 

(b) Agreement between the States of Maharashtra 
and Andhra Pradesh on 6-1o-1975-Annexure 
U; 

(c) Agreement between the States of Madhya Pra­
desh and Andhra Pradesh on 7-11·197.5-­
Annexure Ill ; 

(d) Agreement between the States of Orissa and 
Madhya Pradesh on 9-12-1975-Annexure IV; 

New Delhi, 

Dec.mber 19, 1975. 

Sd/- 19/12/75 
0- VENGAL RAO) 

Chief Ministt!l', 
Andhra Pradesh. 

Sdf, 
19-12·75 

(S. B. CHAVAN) 
Chief Minister, 
Maharashtra. 

lo tho presence of-

Sd{'-
(1{. N. SINGH) 
DepUly Minister, 

Ministry <>J Agriculture 
and Irrigation, 

Gov.mwwlll of lnd/11. 

WHEREAS the States of Karnataka, Andhra Pra­
desh, Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa have 
considered the said bilateral agreements in their meeting 
on 19-12-1975 at New Delhi. 

NOW the States of Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa hereby agree 
to the sanction and clearance of projects for the utili· 
sation of waters of the Godavari river and its tribu· 
taries in accordance with the said agreements provided 
that nothing in these agreements will be treated as a 
concession by any State in respect of any of its con­
tentions in any other water disputes with any other 
State or with respect to the dispute regarding the shar· 
ing of the balance quantity of water in the Godavari 
and its tributaries. State in this agreement means any 
of the aforesaid five States. 

The five basin States agree that this agreement will 
be filed before the Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal. 

Now as a testimony thereof, we the Chief Ministers 
of concerned States append our signatures. 

Sd/· 19/12/75 
(D. DEVRAJ URS) 

Chief Ministt!l', 
Karnataka. 

Sdf, 
(NANDINI SATPATHY) 

Chief Mlniste!l', 
Orissa. 

Sd/­
(JAGIIV AN RAM) 

Minister of Agriculture 
ond l"lgation, 

GovemrMm of/Nlla. 

Sd/· 19/12/15 
(P. C. SETHI) 

Chief Minister, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

ANNEXult~ t 
PROCEEDINGS OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE CBffiF MINISTERS ()l# 
KARNATAKA AND ANDHRA PRADFSH, HELD AT BANGALORE ON THE 

17TH SEPTEMBER 1975 

'lbe following were present :­

](AR.NATAKA 

1. Shri D. Devaraj Un. 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri Subhash Asture, 
Minister of State for 
Major and Medium 
16riiation. 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1. Shri J. Vangal Rao, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri Ch. Subbarayudu, 
Minister for 
Municipal 
Administration. 



KARNATAKA 
3. Shri G.V.K. Rao. 

Chief Secretary. 
4. Shri I. M. Magdum. 

Special Secretary to 
Government, P.W.D 

S. Shri J. C. Lynn, 
Secretary to Chief 
Minister. 

6. Shri B. Subramanyam, 
Superintending 
Engineer, W.R.D.O. 

7. A. V. Shankar Rao, 
Superintending Engineer 
W.ll.D.O. 

II. Shri S. K. Mohan, 
Under Secretary to 
Government, P.W.D. 

1. The discussions related to the clearance of 
projects upstream of Nizamsagar in Karnataka and 
Andhra Pradesh States. 

2. After full discussion, the following points were 
agreed to, as an interim measure :-

(a) Karnataka may go ahead with the following 
two projects, and the utilisation will be as 
indicated against each : 

N1me of project Utilisation of water 

(i) Kuanja Project !3·10 TMCft. 
(ii) Chulkinala Project 1·17 TMCft. 

(b) Andhra Pradesh may go ahead with the con­
struction of a reservoir at Singur for the with~ 
drawal of 4 (four) TMCft. for purposes of 
drinking water for Hyderabad city, 

D. DEVRAJ URS 
Chief Minister 
Karnataka. 
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ANDHRA PRADESH 
3. Shri C. R. Kri•hnaswami, 

Raosaheb, 
Secretary to 
Chief Minister 

4. Shri M. Gopalkrishnan. 
Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power. 

S. Shri B. Gopalkrishna Murthy, 
Spec1al Officer, 
Water Resources. 

6. Shri G.K.S. lyyengar, 
Superintend ina; 
Engineer, 
Jnterstate-1, 
Water Resources. 

3. Andhra Pradesh stated that they propo!e to 
construct the Reservoir at Singur with a capacity of 
30 TMCft., and that this may involve the submersion 
of some land in Karnataka State. In that event, the 
details regarding the project and of the submersible 
land in Kamataka will be furnished to the Govern­
ment of Karnataka for their consideration. Kamataka 
stated that any evaporation loss from the Reservoir 
should come out of the share of Andhra Pradesh. 

4. The Chief Minister of Andhra Pradesh ia 
having discussions with the Chief Minister of Maha .. 
rashtra also about the construction of projects in the 
Manjira sub·basin. Details of any agreement arrived 
at will be made available to the Government of Kama­
taka, so that all the three State Governments could 
arrive at mutually consistent agreements. 

S. The details of the interim agreement among tho 
three States will be furnished to the Government of 
India, and also filed before the Tribunal, at the appro­
priate time. 

J, VENGAL RAO 
18·9·1975 

Chief Minister 
Andhra Pradesh. 

ANNEXURE II 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING BETWEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS OF 
MAHARASHTRA AND ANDHRA PRADESH HELD AT BYDERABAD ON TBK 

6TH OCfOBER 1975 

lfbo foUowins were present : :.._ 

ANDHRA PRADESH 
1. Sri J. Vengal Rao 

Chief Minister. 
2. Sri J. Chokka Rao 

Minister for Agriculture 
and Transport. 

3. Sri N. Bhagwandas, lAS 
Chief Secretary. 

4. Sri P. Ramchandra Reddi 
Advocate-General. 

J, Sri A. Krishnaswami, lAS 
Ist Member, Board of Revenue. 

6. Sri CR Krishnaswamy Rao 
Sahib, lAS 
Socrotary to Chief Minister. 

7 Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, lAS 
1 

' Secretary, liTigation & 
Power. 

MAHARASHTRA 
1. Sri S. B. Chavaa 

Chiol Miniator. 

2. Sri V. B. Patil 
Minister, Irrigation. 

3. Sri M. N. Phadke 
Barrister-at-Law. 

4. Sri V. R. Deuskat 
Secretary, lrriaation 
Deptt. 

S. Sri M. G. Padhye 
Chief Engineer (WR) 
and Joint Secretary 
Irrigalion Deptt. 



ANDHRA PRADESH 
I. Sri P. Sitapati, lAS 

Joint Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power. 

9. Sri B. GopJ.ikrishnamurthy 
Special Otlicer, Water 
Resources. 

10. Sri M. Jaffer Ali 
Adviser, Irrigation. 

11. Sri D. V. Sastry 
Government Pleader. 

12. Sri G.K.S. Iyengar 
S.E., Inter-state 
Circle-I. 

Tho discussions related to the clearance of the 
projects on and the use of waters of Godavari river and 
its tributaries. 

After full discussions the following points were 
agreed to:-

1. Maharashtra can use for their beneficial use all 
waters upto Panhan dam site on the Godavari and 
upto Siddheswar dam site on the Puma. 

lL (i) From the waters in the area of the Goda­
vari basin below Paithan dam site on tbe 
Godavari and below Siddhewar dam 11ite on 
the Purna and be1ow Ntzamsagar dam site on 
the Manjira and upto Pochampad dam site on 
the Godavari, Maharashtra can utilise waters 
not exceeding 60 TMC for new projects 
including any additional use over and above 
the present sanctioned or cleared utilisation, 
as the case may be. 

(iJ) Andhra Pradesh can go ahead with building 
its Pochampad Project with f-RL 1091 and 
M WL 1093 and is free to uttlise all the 
balance waters upto Pocbampad dam site in 
any manner it chooses for 1ts beneficial use. 
Maharashtra will take necessary action to 
acquire any land or structures that may be 
submerged under Pochampad Project and 
Andhra Pradesh agrees to bear the cost of 
acquisition, the cost of rehabilitation of the 
diSplaced families and the cost of construc­
tion of some bridges and roads that may 
become necessary. Maharashtra also agrees 
to the 5ubmergence of the river and stream 
beds. 

W. (i) In the Manjira sub-basin above Nizam­
&agar dam site, Maharashtra can utilise waters 
not exceeding 22 TMC for new projecta 
inclullin& loll¥ additional usc over and abovo 

SO/· 
(1, VBNOALA llAO) 

6-IG-75 
Cltlef Minuter, 
dndhra PNdull. 
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MAHARASHTRA 

6. Sri K. S. Shankar Rao 
S.E. & Dy. Secy. 
Irrigation Deptt. 

7. Sri Sridhara Rao Ioslu 
Spl. Officer, 
Irrigation Deptt. 

the present sanctioned or cleared utilisation a! 
the case may be. 

(ii) Andhra Pradesh can withdraw 4 TMC f01 
drinking water supply to Hyderabad city from 
their proposed Singur project on the Manjira. 

(iii) Andhra Pradesh can construct Singur projecl 
with a storage capacity of 30 TMC. Andhra 
Pradesh can also use 58 TMC under Nizam· 
sagar project. 

IV. Maharashtra concuB with the agreemenl 
arrived at between the States of Andhra Pradesh and 
Karnataka in regard to the use proposed by Kamataka 
in the Manjira sub-basin upstream of Nizamsagar dam 
site. 

V. Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh will be free 
t" use additional quantity of 300 TMC of water each 
below Pochampad dam site for new projects. 

VI. Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh agree in 
principle to the taking up of the Inchampalli Project 
with FRL as commonly agreed to by the interested 
States., viz., Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh and Madhya 
Pradeih. 

VII. Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh agree to 
take up the following joint projects at the appropriate 
time with agreed utilisation :-

(a) Lendi Project 
(b) Lower Penganga Project 
(c) Pranhita Project 

and to set up joint committee& for this purpose. 

VIII. The States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pra• 
desh agree that this agreement will be furnished to the 
Government of India and also be filed before tho 
Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal at the appropriate 
time. 

Sd/· 
(S, B. CHA VAN) 

6-IG-75 
Chief Mlnut•t, 
MahariJihtr., 

Afo<NE.Xt.JRE tit 
i'ROCEEDINGS OF 1HE MEETING BETWEEN 1HE CHIEF MINisTERs OF 
MADHYA PRADESH AND ANDHRA PRADESH HELD AT NEW DELW ON TUB 

7TIJ NOVEMBER, 197i 
Tbe following were present :­

MADHYA PRADESH 
I. Shri P. C. Sethi, 

Chief Minister. 
l Shri V. R. Vike, 

Minister of lrriaatioD 
aad a.ctrioit;y. 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

I. Shri 1. Vengala Rao; 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri P. Ramachandra Reddi. 
Advocate Ganeral. 



MADHYA PltADESH 
3. Shri Manohar Keshav, 

Secretary, Irrigation .t 
Electricity. 

"· Shri Y. S. Chitale, 
Senior Advocate. 

!. Shri R. C. Jain, 
Commissioner, Madhya Pradesh 
Delhi. 

6. Shri S. R. Bhatia, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

7. Shri V. M. Chitale, 
Deputy Secretary, Irrigation. 

8. Shri H. V. Mah>jani, 
Superintending; Engineer, 
Godavari Basin Circle. 

The discnssion1 related to the clearance of the 
project~ and the use of water of Godavari River and 
its tributaries. 

2. After full discussions, the following points were 
agreed to:-

(I) M•dhva Pr.desh an~ Anclhra Prade<h will he 
free to w~e an addition~l gros~ auantity of 
300 T.M C. eoch ont of the w•ter in the 
Gon~vl.ri River and its tribut~ries helow 
Poch1.mp~d Dam site for new projects. 

(II) Madhva Prad~sh conc11r; 2ene~ 11v with the 
a~reem~nt arrived at hetwPPTl AnA1,ra Pr::trle"h 
and M~h!'!M~~:htra 011 6-10-1975. The quantitv 
ot 300 TMC mentioned in chnllle I above will 
not be in adOition to 300 TMC agreed to 
between Andhra Prndesh anit Maharashtra as 
per agreement dated 6-10-1975. 

{liD In aere~inq: to 300 TMC Teferred to in chuo;;es 
I and TI above. for Andhra Pr.d"h. Moclhva 
PMdeo;;h on its nart. has t~ken into :'Iecount the 
estimated requirements within the basin only. 

(IV) Madhva Prade<h and Andhra Prndc<h a~ree 
in principle to the taking up of the Inch•m· 
palli proiect with F.R.L. as commonlv aere~d 
to hv the interested States viz. M3harashtra, 
Andhra Prade<h and Madhya Pradesh. 

(V) It is also aoreed tho! Madhva Pradesh rnd 
Andhra Pradesh will consider the feasibility 

Sd/-
(P. C. SETHn 
Dt. 7-11-75 
Chief Minister 
Madhya Pradesh 

ANDHRA PllADESH 
3. Shri C. R. Krishna Swamv 

Rao Saheb, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

4. Shri C. M. Shastry. 
Snecial Commissioner. 
Govt. of Andhra Pradesh. 

S. Shri M. Gopalakrishnan. 
Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power. 

6. Shri B. Gnn,lkrishnamurthy. 
Soecial Officer. 
Water Resources. 

7. Shri D. V. Sa.try, 
Govt. Pleoder. 

8. Shri G.K.S. Tvanger. 
Sup:rintendirt~ En!!ineer, 
Inter State Circ1e, I. 

of takine: up the Tnchamo111i nroiect n~ a 
Joint Proiect with coo;;t~ :'l.,d hen,.fit~ eouitahlv 
"h:tred amonqo;;t the above 3 St~tes in 
accordance with a common agreement. 

(VI) M·u1hva P~deo;;h ~-goree to thP t~kinsr .,.., nf 
Talipem prniPct hv Anr1hm Prnr'l(."c;h invnlvi,~ 
a no;;e nf 5 TMC (Oroo;;c;) of w1t~"r ont of the 
300 TMC a~reed to in chmc;e I and to the 
snhrnersion of river hed onlv !n M:tdhva Prn­
de<:h. Andhra Pmde~h a~ree111 to put up ~t 
jt, cost such protective measureoc; ac; wonld 
be necessary in con~tllt::ttinn with Mandhva 
Pracfeo;;h to nrevent submersion of other areas 
in Madhya Pradesh. 

(VIn The States of Maclhv• Prodo<h and Andhra 
Pradesh agree that nothinl! in this al!reement 
will be treated as a concec:sion hv either State 
in respect of anv of their contentionc; in any 
other water dispute with any other State or 
with respect to the dispute reeardinst the 
sh:tring of the balance of water in Godavari 
and its tributaries. 

{VI!ij The States of Madhva Prode<h and Andhm 
Pradeo;;h agree that this ag-reement will be 
furnished to the Government of India and 
they- would be requeo;;ted to expedite the 
clearance of the prnie-cts. This A!!reement 
will also be jointlv filed before the Godavari 
Woter Disputes Tribunal at the appropriate 
time. 

Sd/-
0. VENGALA RAO). 
Dt. 7-11-75 
Chief Minister 
A ndhra Pradesh 

ANNEXURE IV 

PROCEEDINGS OF mE MEETING BETWEEN THE CIDEF MINISTERS OF 
ORISSA AND MADHYA PRADESH HELD AT NEW DELHI ON mE 

9TH DECEMBER, 1975 

The following were present :-

ORISSA MADHYA PRADESH 

I. 

l. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Smt. N•ndini. Satpathy. 
Chief Minister. 
Shri Dibvalochan Shekar Deo 
Minister for Irrigation & 
Power. 
Shri B. K. Mishra, 
Additional Development 
Commissioner. 
Shri N. R. Hota, 
Secretary, Irrigation and 
Power. 
Shri Suresh Chandra Tripathv. 
<;:hief Engineer, Irrigatioq 

I. 

l. 

3. 

4. 

s. 

Shri P. ~- Sethi, 
Chief Minister. 
Shri V. R. Uike, 
Minister for Irrigation and 
Electricity. 
Shri Aziz Qureshi, 
Minister for State ¥lr 
Irrigation and Electricity. 
Shri Mani<h Bah!, 
Secretarv, Irria:ation and 
Electricity. 
Shri K. L. Handa, 
Irrigation Adviser. 



ORISSA 
6. Shri K.S.R. Chandran, 

Special Commissioner. 
Liaison. 

7. Shri R.IC. Rath, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

8. Shri Govind Das, 
Senior Advocate. 

9. Shri M. Lath, 
Executive Engineer. 

The discussions related to the use of water of tho 
Godavari basin and the clearance of projects of 
Madhya Prado.sh and Orissa. 

2. After full discussions, the following agreement 
was arrived at :-

I. Pending final allocation of the Godavari water, 
Madhya Pradesh and Orissa will be free to 
use additional gross quantity of 300 TMC and 
200 TMC respectively, out of the water of tho 
Godavari basin below Pochampad Dam site 
for new projects in such manner as they deem 
tiL 

U. In agreeing In 200 TMC referred to in Clause 
I for Orissa, Madhya Pradesh on its part has 
taken into account the estimated requirements 
within the basin only. All the utilisation by 
Orissa and Madhya Pradesh contemplated in 
the various Clauses shall be only as a part of 
the 200 TMC and 300 TMC respectively 
agreed to in Clause I above. The States of 
Orissa and Madhya Pradesh will not be 
entitled on the basis of the subsequent Clause• 
to utilise in any way more than 200 TMC and 
300 TMC respectively. 

III. Below the dam sites of the Upper Indravati 
Project, as proposed by Orissa, there is a 
catchment area of about 1,855 sq. miles in the 
lndravati Sub·basin upto Orissa border with 
Madhya Pradesh. From this catchment there 
is some natural ftow across the Jaura Nallah 
to Sabari (Kolab) river. It was agreed that 
Orissa will ensure at its border with Madhya 
Pradesh a flow of 45 TMC in the lndravati 
and its tributaries at 75 percent dependability 
for use by Madhya Pradesh. In the years of 
shortage, the shortage will be shared propor­
tionately between the two States and the 
assurance of flow in the lndravati and its 
tributaries, referred to above. will stand pro­
portionately reduced. Both the States a~ree 
to joint gauging at suitable points to ascertain 
the yield data and to ensure the flow of 45 
TMC at 75 percent dependability or the pro­
portionately reduced flow in years of shortage 
that bas to flow below the common border. 
The figure of 45 TMC is on the assumption 
of total yield of 204 TMC from the Indravati 
sub-basin in Orissa and 91 TMC utilisation for 
the Upper Indravati Project. If the assessment 
of 204 TMC is found to be high and the 
correct figure is lower than 204 TMC and 
the utilisation for the Upper Indravati Project 

Sdf-
9-12-197S 

(NANDINI SATPATHY) 
Chief MinUter. 
Orissa. 

MADHYA PRADESH 
6. Shri Y. S. Chitalo, 

Senior Advocate. 
7. Shri R. C. Jain, 

Commissioner, Madhya Prade!h, 
8. Shri V. M. Chitalo, 

Deputy Secretary, 
Irrigation. 

9. Shri H. V. Mahajani, 
Superintending Engineer. 

gets reduced from the figure of 91 TMC then 
the figure of 45 TMC will get reduced in the 
same proportion as the reduction in the 
figure of 91 TMC. 

IV. In view of the agreement incorporated in the 
above clauses, Madhya Pradesh agrees to tho 
clearance and execution of Upper Indravati 
Project, as proposed and submitted by Orissa 
to the Government of India. Orissa also 
agrees to the clearance and execution (\f 
Bodhghat Project, as may be modified by 
Madhya Pradesh taking into account the water 
availability specified in Clause III. 

V It is agreed that Madhya Pradesh and Orissa 
will consider the feasibility of taking up joint 
projects in the Sabari Sub-ba~in from the point 
Sabari (Kolab) river forms the common boun­
dary between both the States upto the point 
where it joins the SiJe .. u river. on the basis of 
co!llmo~ a~reements to be drawn up at appro .. 
pnate t1me. The hvdel nower and the cost 
debitable to Reneration of such power will be 
shared eonally hetween the two States in 
these !lrojects. The costs and beneflts of 
irrigation. if any from these protects will also 
be equitablv shared amon~ both the States. 
Orissa will be free to make beneficial use of 
the water of this riv~r above the common 
boundary point and lving in its territory in 
such manner as it deems fit. 

VI. Notwithstanding the agreement on the joint 
proiects on the river Sabari (Kalab) mentioned 
in Clause V. if there is any submersion of 
lan~ and propertieo; of either State by other 
proJect" sponsored by the other State or anv 
other State in the Godavari bac;in. the question 
of suhmersion and the nroblems connected 
therewith wm haYe to be mutually settled 
before execution of such projects. 

VII. ]'vfad~ya Pradesh and Orissa a~ree that nothing 
tn th1s agreement will be tre<~ted as a conces­
sion bv either State in respect of a.ny of their 
contentions in any other water disPute with 
any other State or with respect to the dispnte 
regarding the sharin~ of the balance of water 
in Godavari and its tributaries. 

VIII. Madhya Pradesh and Orissa agree that this 
agreement will be furnished to the Govern­
ment of India and they would be requested to 
ext?ed1te the clearance of the new projects. 
ThiS agreement will al•o be jointly filed before 
the Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal at the 
appropriate time. 

Sd/-
9-12-1975 

(P. C. SETHI) 
Chief MiniJter, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

(True copy as received from the Chief Minister, Orl"a under D.O. letter No. 
Union Minister of Agriculture & Irrigation) 

7173 dated 9-12-1975 to the 

Sd/· 
(H. J. DESAI) 

D•puty Secretary (P) 

Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation 
(Departm•nt nf Irrigation). 



ANNEXUREB 

AGREEMENT ENTERED INTO BE1WEEN THE STATES OF 
MAHARASHTRA, MADHYA PRADESH AND ANDHRA PRADESH 

On the basis of series of discussions held between 
the representatives of the States of Maharashtra, 
Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh, the following 
Agreement is arrived at regarding the sub-basin wise 
allocations of the waters of the Godavari and its tribu· 
taries downstream of the Pochampad Dam in the State 
of Andhra Pradesh, the projects therein and other 

allied matters, taking into consideration the allocations 
already agreed to under the Inter-State Aareement 
dated 19-12-1975 and in furtherance of the same and as 
a supplement thereto for final allocations of all the 
waters of the various sub-basins mentioned herein : 

I. G-S Middle Godavari snb·basin : 

(1) Mabarashtra. 

The State of Mabarashtra can use a quantity of 
0.4 TMC of water in the Middle Godavari sub-basin 
for the existing, under construction and proposed pro­
jects/schemes downstream of the Pochampad Dam. 

(2) Andhra Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the 
remaining waters in the Middle Godavari sub-basin 
downstream of the Pochampad Dam. 

D. G-6 Manalr Soh-basin : 

Andhra Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the waters 
of the Manair sub·basin. 

ill. G·7 Penganga Snb·basln : 

(1) Maharashtra. 

(A) The State of Maharashtra can use all the 
water up to :-

(i) Lower Penganga Project site near Chikal 
Wardha on Penganga river, Lat. 19":S.S'N and 
Long. 7S"·IS'E subject to the cond1t1on that 
the Lower Penganga Project w~mld be ~k.en 
up as a joint Project. The details of the tomt 
project will be negotiated separately by the 
States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. 

(ii) 

(iii) 

Waghadi Proiect Dam site on the Waghadi 
river near village Yelbara. Lat. 20"·12'·30"N 
and Long 78"·18'·10"B. 

Saikheda Dam on Khuni ri'Ver near village 
Lingti, Lat. 20".06'·30"N and Long 78"-28'· 
lS''E. 

(B) In addition to the use of. all the wale':" of t~e 
Penganga sub-basin upto the pomts as spec1fied 1n 
clause (III)(I)(A)(i) to (A)(iii) above, the State of 
Maharashtra can use from the wat~rs of. 1\>e rest of 
the Penganga sub-basin 9 TMC for 1ts e.x1shng, under 
construction and proposed schemes/protects each of 
which individually will not exceed an annual use of 
t.S TMC. 

(2} Andhra Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can. use all the 
remaining waters of the Penganga sub-basm. 

IV. G·8 Wardha Sub-basin : 

(1) Madhya Pradesh. 

(a) The State of Madhya Pradesh in. to:rm~ of the 
Agreement relating to certain inter-State trngatton and 
hyde! projects between Madhya Pradesh a9n~M~a~•· rasbtra dated 18th December, 1968 can use or 
its existing, under construction and proposed schemes/ 
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projects which are located up~tream of the contem­
plated Upper Wardha Project of the State of 
Maharashtra. 

Cb) In addition to the use of the waters in clause 
{IV)(I)(a) above, the State of Madhya Pradesh can use 
a quantity of 1 TMC for its existing, under constmc­
tion and proposed schemes/projects in the remaining 
portion of the sub-basin. 

(2) Mabarasbtra. 

(i) Subject to the use by State of Madhya Pradesh 
as stipulated above, the State of Maharashtra can use 
all the waters of the river Wardha and/or its tributaries 
for its existing, under construction and proposed pro­
jects/schemes upto the following points :-

(a) upto Tulana Project, Lat. 20"·12'N and Long. 
78"·57'B on the Wardha river at Tulana village 
subject to Para (IV)(I)(a) and (b) above. 

(b) on the tributaries of the Wardha river joining 
downstream of the Tulana Project site upto : 
(i) Chargaon Project (under construction) 

across Chargaon river Lat. 20"·23'-20"N 
and Long. 79"·10'4S"B; 

(il) Nirguda Project, Lat. 20'·03'·N aod Long. 
78"·S3'·B; and 

(iii) Bandara Project Lat. 19'-40'1S''N Long. 
79'·23'·5S"B. 

(ii) In addition to the use of water upto the pro· 
jects as specified in clauses (IV)(2)(i)(a) & (b), the 
following uses are agreed to for the schemes existing, 
under construction and proposed in the Wardha sub· 
basin downstream of the project sites mentioned 
above:-

(I) MudhaliProject 
(2) Lift[rrign.from Dhanora weir • 
(3) Liftlrrign. from Mared weir 
(4) Lift Irrign. from Kalmana weir, 
(5) Lift Irrign. from Tohegaon weir 
(6) Lift lrrign. from Sonapur weir . 
(7) Usagaon Bulsani and Chandur Lift 

Irrigation Schemes . . . 
(8) Other Schemes each of which individu­

ally utilising not more than 1.5 TMC 

Total. 

TMC 
2·80 
2·70 
2·80 
2·00 
1·60 
2·00 

3·00 

9·10 

26·00 

Provided that in the event of full quantity of water 
agreed to be allocated for any of the items I to 7 
above can not be sanctioned for use at any of those 
projects, the balance of the quantity of water allocated 
herein above for projects at items 1 to 7 above can 
be sanctioned for use by the State of Maharashtra in 
any of the other projects as specified in items I to 8 
subject to the condition that the total uses of all such 
sanctions for the projects as specified in items 1 to 8 
shall not exceed 26 TMC. 

(3) Andhra Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the 
remaining waters of the Wardha sub-basin. 

V. G-9 Pranhita sub· basin : 

(i) Madhya Pradesh. 



(A) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use all the 
waters for the various existing, under construction and 
proposed projects I schemes in the Pranhita sub·basin 
upto the sites indicated below : 

Kanban sub-valley : 

(i) Nandna Integrated Project. 

(a) Nandna dam site across the tributary of 
river Kanhan, near village Nandna. Lat. 
22'-13'-Q''N and Long. 78'-28'-48"£. 

(b) Chenkatwari dam site across the Kanhan 
near village Piparia. Lat. 22" -12' -24"N 
and Long. 78' -26' -48"E. 

(ii) Amla Integrated Project. 

(a) Amla dam site across Bel river near village 
Amla, Lat. 21'-55'-Q"N and Long. 78'-08'­
SO"E. 

(b) Parsadi dam site across the tributary of 
Bel river near village Parsadi. Lat 21'-56'-
55"N and Long. 78'-12'-Q"E. 

(c) Dhutmur dam site across the tributary of 
Bel river near village Dhutmur. Lat. 
21"-58'-0"N and Long. 78'-13'-Q"E. 

(d) Mohali dam site across the tributary of 
Bel river near village Mohali. Lat. 21'-58'-
0"N and Long. 78' -12' .Q"E. 

(i1i) Dokdoh Integrated Project. 

(a) Dokdoh dam site across the Dokdoh Nalla 
near village Dolcdoh. Lat. 21'-33'-SO"'N 
and Long. 78 • -44' -I S"E. 

(b) Chirkutagondi dam site across the tribu­
tary of the Jamnalla near village Chirku­
tagondi Lat. 21"-35'-Q"N and Long. 
78'-41'-Q"E. 

(c) Khairi dam site across the tributary of 
the Kanhan near village Khairi. Lat. 

(d) 

21'-31'-Q"N and Long. 78'-50'-Q"E. 

Chhindwani dam site across the tributary 
of Dokdoh nalla near village Chhindwani. 
Lat. 21'-34'-Q"N and Long. 78'-45'-40"£. 

(iv) Mohgaon integrated project. 

(a) Mohgaon dam site across the Sampna 
nala near village Mohgaon. Lat. 21'-38'-
55"N and Long. 78'-43'-30"£. 

(b) Jamlapani dam site across the Satki nala 
near village Jamlapani. Lat. 21'-40'-20"N 
and Long. 78'-43'-20"£. 

(c) Khurpara dam site across the Khurpara 
nala near village Ambakhapa. Lat. 21'-
39'-Q"N and Long. 78'-40'.0"8. 

(d) Jam nalla dam site across the Jam nalla 
near village Kondar. Lat. 21'-38'-Q"N and 
Long. 78'-38'-Q"E. 

(v) Sovana Nalla Project. 

(a) Sovana Dam site across Sovana Nalla near 
village Badosa. Lat. 21'-41'-IS"N and 
Long. 78'-53'-40"£. 

(B) Downstream of the project sites as specified in 
clause (V)(I)(A) above, the State of Madhya Pradesh 
can use an additional quantity of 14 TMC for its 
existing, under construction and proposed projects/ 
schemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(C)(a) The State of Maharashtra has suggested the 
need of creating certain storages in the terri· 
tory of the State of Madhya Pradesh to regu­
late water for use in the State of Maharashtra. 
In this particular situation as a special case 
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the State of Madhya Pradesh has agreed to 
construct or augment storage/storages across 
the Kanhan at sites within its territory, loca· 
tion of which will be decided by the State of 
Madhya Pradesh, for regulation of 15 TMC 
of the Kanhan flows at 75 per cent depend­
ability for use in the State of Maharashtra 
between 15th October to 30th June. As these 
storages will be created for the State of Maha­
rashtra, the entire cost of these storages or 
augmentation as the case may be including 
the cost of compensation for lands, properties 
and rehabilitation etc., will be incurred as per 
the norms for such works in vogue in the 
Country at the time of the constmction of 
the project and will be borne entirely by the 
State of Maharashtra. The details of provi­
sion of such storage/storages or augmentation 
would be mutually settled by the two State 
Governments at the appropriate time later. 

(b) The State of Madhya Pradesh can generate 
power, by bearing the cost of power com· 
ponent only at the storage/storages as speci­
fied in clause (V)(I)(C)(a) above, without any 
power to be allocated to the State of Maha­
rashtra. The power component is not to 
include any cost on account of the dam/ 
storage. 

(c) The State of Madhya Pradesh can construct 
at its cost a low dam/pick up weir or such 
other structure as may be necessary, below 
the storage/storages as mentioned in clause (V) 
(I)(C)(a) above at any future date, in order to 
improve the peaking capability of the power 
system within the State. 

(d) The State of Maharashtra for its use of IS 
TMC as regulated by storage/storages as 
specified in clause (V)(I )(C)( a) above, agrees to 
construct pickup weir, downstream, in its (E) 
territorv with adequate pondage to cater for 
the fluctuating releases in consultation with the 
State of Madhya Pradesh. 

(D) The State of Maharashtra has proposed a 
pickup weir at Temurdoh across the Kanhan. which 
will cause submergence in the State of Madhya Pra· 
desh. The details of extent of submergence are not 
yet indicated. The State of Madhya Pradesh agrees to 
consider the proposal when the details of submergence 
are known, provided the submergence is kept to a 
minimum and is acceptable to the State of Madhya 
Pradesh. 

The provision of compensation for lands, pro­
perties and rehabilitation etc., will be made as per the 
norms for such works being adopted in the Country 
at the time of the construction of the project and will 
be borne by the State of Maharashtra. 

(E) The State of Madhya Pradesh can lift water 
from the river Kanhan and its tributaries within its 
territory and downstream of the storage I storages as 
specified in clause (V)(I)(A). The use will be within 
the use of 14 TMC as per specified in clause (V)(I)(B) 
above, and without prejudice to the ri~ht of the State 
of Maharashtra for the flow of I 5 TMC of regulated 
water as specified in clause (V)(I)(C)(d) above. 

(F) Rest of the Waingan&a sub-valley. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh can use all waters 
in the Wainganga sub-valley upto the sites mentioned 
below:-

(a) The Dhuti weir across the Wainganga near village 
Dhuti. 

(b) The following project sites on the tributaries of the 
Wainganga, joining downstream of the Dhuti 
weir:-

(I) Mahakari dam site across the Mahakari river 
near village Lamta. Lat. 22'.()7'-55"N & Lon~ 
80'.()7'45"E. • 



(2) Nahara Multipurpose Project. 

(i) Nahara dam site across Nahara river near 
village Warurgota. Lat. 22"-05'-30"N and 
Long. 80"-19'-35"E. 

(ii) Diversion site across Nahara river near 
village Khami. Lat. 22" -Q4' -42"N and 
Long. 80"-13'-30"E. 

(3) Son Multipurpose project 

(i) Son dam site across river Son near village 
Baigatola. Lat. 21'-42'-30"N and Long. 
80'-40'-0"E. 

(ii) Diversion site across Son river near village 
Sarra. Lat. 21'-32'-15"N and Long. 
80'-38'-Q"E. 

(4) Deo Ama Multipurpose Project. 

(i) Deo Dam site across Deo river near 
village Sukalpat. Lat. 21'-47'-JO"N and 
Long. 80'-33'-Q"E. 

{ii) Ama Dam site across Ama river near 
village Bithli. Lat. 21'-52'-30"N and 
Long. 80'-30'-SO"E. 

(iii) Diversion site across Deo river near 
village Bhagatpur. Lat. 21'-45'-35"N and 
Long. 80'-29'-0"E. 

(5) Karadi tank across Pandharipat Nalla near 
village Karadi. Lat. 21'-25'-0"N and Long. 
80'-35'-Q"E. 

(6) Sarathi Tank across Sarathi nalla near \'illage 
Tikari. Lat. 21'-56'0"N and Long. 79'-58'-
50"E. 

(7) Nablesara tank across Chandan river near 
village Nahlesara. Lat. 21'-49'-30"N and Long. 
79'-47'-30"E. 

(8) Daidburra tank across Katanga nalla near 
village Daidburra. Lat. 21 "-41' -24"N and Long. 
79' -53' -Q"E. 

(G) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use the 
waters of the river Bagh upto the Pujaritola pickup 
weir and the waters of the river Bawanthadi upto 
Sitekasa dam site; and waters of the river Pencb upto 
the Totladoh Dam, in accordance with the Agreements 
already entered into, or as may be agreed to in future, 
between the States of Madhya Pradesh and Maha­
rashtra for use of waters upto these sites. 

(H) Downstream of the project sites as specified in 
clauses (V)(l)(F) and (V)(l)(G) above, the State of 
Madhya Pradesh can use an additional <!uantity of 59 
TMC for its existing, under construction and pro­
posed projects/schemes each using not more than 1.5 
TMC annually. 
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(I) (i) The State of Maharashtra has suggested th_e 
need of creating certain storages in the tern­
tory of the State of Madhya Pradesh to regu­
late water for use in the State of Maharashtra. 
In this particular situation as a special case, 
the State of Madhya Pradesh agrees to make 
provision of suitable additional storage at one 
or more than one project/projects out of these 
specified in clause (V)(l)(F) above to be 
decided by the State of Madhya Pradesh, for 
the regulation of 15 TMC of water at 75 per 
cent dependability for use in the State of 
Maharashtra lower down during 15th October 
to 30th June. The entire cost of such addi­
tional storage/storages or augmentation for 
the above regulation will be borne by the 
State of Maharashtra. The cost to be horned 
bv the State of Maharashtra will also include 
the co .. t un account of compensation for land 
and properties and rehabilitation etc., as per 
the norms for such works in vogue in the 

Country at the time of the constmction of the 
project. This quantum of IS TMC would be 
made available out of the waten which the 
State of Madhya Pradesh can use as specified 
in clause (V)(l)(F) above. The details of pro­
visions of the necessary storages for this 
regulation will be mutually settled by the two 
State Governments at the appropriate time 
later. 

(ii) The State of Madhya Pradesh can generate 
power from such storage/storages by bearing 
the necessary costs of power component only 
at the storage/storages as specified in clause 
(V)(l )(F) above, without any power to be 
allocated to the State of Maharashtra_ The 
power component is not to include any cost 
on account of the dam/storage. 

(iii) The State of Madhya Pradesh can provide at 
its cost a low dam/pickup weir or such other 
structure as may be necessary downstream of 
the Project sites as specified in clause (V)(l)(F) 
in order to improve the peaking capability of 
the power system within the State. 

(iv) The State of Maharashtra for its use of IS 
TMC as specified in clause (V)(l)(F) above 
agrees to construct a pickup weir downstream 
in its territory with adequate pondage to 
cater for the fluctuating releases, in consulta· 
lion with the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

(2) Maharashlra-
(A) Subject to what has been stated above regard­

ing use of the Pranhita sub-basin waters by the State 
of Madhya Pradesh, the State of Maharashtra can use 
all waters of the river Wainganga and/or its tributaries 
upto the following points :-

(i) Gosikhurd Project site on the Wainganga river 
near village Gosikhurd. Lat. 20'-5l'O"N and 
Long. 79"-37'-20"E. 

(ii) Lower Chulbund Dam site on the Chulband 
river near village Bonde. Lat. 21 '-02' -O"N 
and Long. 79'-57'-Q"E. 

(iii) Itiadoh dam on the Garvi river near village 
Gothangaon. Lat. 20" -47' -45"N and Long. 
85"-10'-QS"E. 

(iv) Satti Project site on the Satti river near village 
Palasgad. Lat. 20'-38'-Q"N and Long. 80'-17'-
0"B. 

(v) Lower Tultuli dam site on the Khobragadi 
river near village Tultuli. Lat. 20'-26'-Q"N and 
Long. 80'-14'-Q"E. 

(vi) Lower Kathani dam site on the Kathani river 
near village Rajoli. Lat. 20'-14'-30"N and 
Long. 80'-15'-JO"E. 

(vii) Karwappa Project dam site on Karwappa 
Nalla near village Nakkaponli. Lat. 20'-Q7'-
40"N and Long. 80'-13'-40"E. 

(viii) Bhimkund dam site on the Pohar river near 
village Kakri. Lat. 19"-55'-Q" and Long. 
79'-58'-30"E. 

(ix) Dina Dam on the Dina river near yilJage 
Regree. Lat. 19'-45'-Q"N and Long. 80'.07'· 
O"B. 

(x) Buti nala dam site on the Buti nala near 
village Panoti. Lat. 20'-39'-Q"N and Long. 
79'-48'-Q"E. 

(xi) 

(xii) 

Gardi Project dam site on the Gardi nalla near 
village Chandgaon Khurd. Lat. 20"-35'-20"N 
and Long. 79'-50'-Q"E. 

Nimghat dam site on the Nimghat Dhoda 
nalla near village Mendki. Lat. 20'-28'-IS"N 
Long. 79'-48'-50"E. 



(;f.iii) As<>l:unendh~ dam an the P,thri rl'I~T near 
village Asol~mendha. Lat. 21}'·12'U•N alld 
L<>nz. 79'·SO'-o"E. 

(xiv) Gborajbati <lam on the Bokardho nail\\ o.~ 
village (Jborajll:ni. Lat. .W'·JJ'-tl"N and 
Long, 19'·18'-4"B. 

(ltv) Hulllan nalla dam lite on the Hu111an o.alla 
near village Cbirld>ada. Lat. 20'·14'1>"N al>d 
Long. 79'·34'·3S"E. 

(X'li) Naleshwar <latn on tl>e \lpsa nalla near 
'Village Nalesbwar. La.t. lO' -15' -\J"N ana Long. 
79'·3s'-3s~a 

('&.'lit) An<lbari Ua.m f.\11:. oo. the Andhari river near 
"ilia&<> Pa/l>.tW. Lat. 20'-C6'-o"N and L<>ng. 
79' -lS' .0"6. 

(8) tn additit>o to Ute uoe. oi ;aU the waters llf _rbe 
r.tver Wainganga and I or >l$ trtbularu's up\o the pom{l 
as spccilit<l in <:lau.es (V)(l)\J\)\1) iO W){,Z)(AJ(ltvll) 
above, !lie Stale ot Mahatashtra .:an use, frc!ll. ~ 
"'"tets of IeSt of d>e Pranllita $Ub-basm 41 1"MC ft>r 
its txiSiing, WOet ~IIStrucliOU and proposed Sc}letntsi; 
proi..:ct. ~ioi •nnually Aat mare lh.ul l.SO fM 
Jllilividu~. 

(3' Amntna l'nlde$h 

{AI The Slate o! J\n<W.r• .P rao~:>h can <lse tbe 
remamma wate.ts <>f llle .l'.r.u.l>ila ouo·ba&UI. 

(BI lt is a.l>l> agreed tlut Pnn!ii.a l:tydro-el<"tric 
Ptl>j«lt is nat v•aole anll lhe<~LOJ"e 11'1:1 to Oe 8JYtiD up. 
.tioweve.r, tllO ...ca.te£ oi J\ndbra .Pra<W>Il and Mana· 
ra.:;htta ~~ogl"ee w ns.~e barr<>&~ I ou>""l:'<S across the 
rranru.a nvcr at s<waWec .,tes so !bat !.bey :way pro· 
,.,® 1rnaatton ta~.uues ill U.oit "''"""" lllc qllalltUIXl 
ot wa.~er that wUI ue use<! by Mahai,..htr& frorn these 
oarrases will b" red:m>e<i a&;U'Ut .4l l"'~l.: . .as ;pecttied 
Ill l)lause tV~l)\li) above. U•"' )OLO.\. t'roJectll'tOJt':l.!l 
tor ~~ barcagdS axe 10 be LO.i<en uP ;otu;r reacJW.t& 
*"""""'" ~""="'' A,g(eelnents tor Lll<:al,_ betweQil Ute 
$!a<4S o1 .Mai>ar..,.nu:a. and Andhra l.'~ e11lltr 11» 
1.b<> b<:nefit ol both 1be State£ or oo" :>wte. 

VI. G-10 l-ower GI>'Po'ari. 'til>·~~ 
(1)~-
The State of Mabar"-iliu-a call u.., upto L ·r MC Iot 

its el<l5tii\&r uoOer coo>~ucuon aud proposell .Cll<.mei ( 
projects m \Jle Lower &<>411 van su~>-ba>Jn.. 
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m M.odb:ra .Prooddll. 
{A) 'I'be State of Madhya l.'xade•ll ~n use all \bA 

wt.teao upro UJC toiJo«mg sties :-
(a) Mukpara (Sankampalli) Project. Mukpara dam 

sue a.:rosoo "laU>tru nvcr ne3r vi!lall" !<h~-;· 
pal.li • .Lat. lti • •.!6' -43"N and Lon&, tif ·5<> • 
•WE. 

(b) TU1JliiWvaga datn site. acr""' 'tWlllllalv:>gu 
near vula&e Junaguda. l-at. J~'·lS'.U''N aud 
Lon&. lW.qJ·,J2".1>. 

{c:) J otaDVagu lnt~!P'llted l!toj-. 
(i.l Joranvagu datn site ~·~ loranvagu near 

village Out=. Lal. lll' ·"2.7'-Z.O"N and 
l..oq. 81'-13'·36#£. 

l.ii) Dhonilivagu ll<lw silt> ll'(O» D}loo~v~~u 
""'"' ••il.la:ge l(amantn>. Lat. l$ ·2+ -JO N 
aliA Ll)[li· ~l"•U'-20"£. 

(d.l Malavagu Praiect. Mala.ragu darn sit<> ~"~' 
Matavagu neat village Cwntalliu. La!. lS -:l.l. ' 
3S"N and Long. 61 "•H'-48"8. 

(e} J:ta•palle Project. ROl.'Palie d~ •ite a~I)SI 
ttit>utary ot Cbinta ~iver near village Raspall"­
Lat. Js•-12'-ifN and Loog. 8{)'·5a'-38"E. 

. (&) l)ownsl<.eam <>f the projects as •pecified ill 
( use (Vl)\l){Al above, lll< St~te of Madhya Pradesll 
~ use ao additional quo.ntum of 9 TMC f<Jr ''* 

e~<isting under ~onstruction and propoM •~ltemcs{ 
projects each »~in& not more tha11 1.5 'l'MC annu,.[ly, 

(C) Tlte St:tto of Madhya Pradesh agree to lh11 
submersion of its riVer bed only due to tfte Tll.liperu. 
project of the State of Andhra Pradesh. 'the State of 
An<ibra Pradesh agrees to }>Ut up al irs costs, s~ 
protec:tive me;ssu...,. as would be ttec<:ssary in <lOnsulta· 
tioa wltb thl< Stat~ of Madhya Pradesh, to J;>revent 
'ubmergence of oUter areas in the State of Madhy~ 
l'rade&b due to aforesaid project. The Stacc o( Aodbra 
Pradesh agree tQ forward tbe dtlails of tubmergence 
in the State of Madh.Ya Pradesh along with the project 
Report. Tit" eODStructjon of the project would be 
taken up in hand lifter mutual agreement to tbe sub· 
mergea<:<~ an\i measures to ptote<:t the flooding of the 
a~ t>f the St,.te of Madhya Ptadesh. 

(D)(a) 1"he States of Madhya J;>radesh, Mahara•htra 
and Aodhra P¥adesb agree t<l take up the 
lncbampalli Mu.ltl·pUtpose P reject as a Joint 
"Ver>lute with aa fRL an<l MWL a% may be 
#!I~ to by tlte tlttee Sta.t/>5. Tht; project 
will be $U<Veyed, plaon..O. ex.ecuted and sub­
sequ.,.,t\)1 operated and 111aintained under the 
directions of a Tripartite Interstate ContrQI 
lloa«<, duly constitutl>d for Ibis pul}lose b!t tlte 
three Statts eo~~<:~med. Tbe Slate ot Andbra 
Pradesh eanaot divert Cor its use more than 
8S TMC di=tly from the locha!ll\)alli re;er­
voit. No part af tbe re.sewoir looses at 
blcbampalfi s!taU be <lebitab!e to the share$ ot 
water agreed to tar the States of Mabarashtra 
and Madh:~a Pradoslt benin abo1e or he...,.. 
under in tllis A.sr~ment. The balance al'llil· 
ablo water shaU be used tor pow.:r gener.ltion 
at lncb.ampalli Power Houae. The ~:ompcn•a· 
lian for the acquisiti<>n of land$ a.ncl propertie.; 
bel""&ing tl) both the Gov=ment as well as 
private parties would be chacged 10 the con• 
sUU<:ti<>n of atorage, 'the provisioa tor lhc 
~babilitatioo. Di tbe oostees will b~ mado as 
per the J)Onnt; for tuch works in vt>gue in tlte 
Counuy lilt the ~ of the "<>nStru.ction of the 
projcc:l. and cbariC(l to tM co>\sttul:tion ~;f 
Bf0l3&e. 

{b} The S~te ol An<!lna Pradesh shall boar 78.lll 
pe.r c:ent <>f tbe cost of tncltampalli stntate, 
the State of Mal>arashtra shall beat lll.Sil )l<lr 
"""' aod d>e State oi Madhya Pradesh &hall 
beaJ J J.-40 pet c;eul. 

(c} The power generati<>n at lnc;!wnpalli and tb" 
<IOU of power eoropo»ent. excluding tbt~ 
storage cost. 6l1all be slla¥ed betwetl\ tb.e Sta~ 
ot Maclhya Prad..,b. Mahanshtra and Andllra 
Pradesh in the J>rl>port.ioo of 38, 35, 27 per 
cent, teSI>"CtiveJy. After generation of Pe>wer 
the State of Andhrfo PradeSil <:ao use the water 
released in aoy ~llller they iii:o. 

(d) The Stall: ol Madhya Prades.b, Mahat'lshtra 
and Andlua Pr.ade>h would be iru II> llse 3 
TMC, 4 TMC and S TMC. respectively, by 
lifting wat~:r trom the lllcball>palli reservolt 
~~ use h; thcil' own aenitol}' without l>eariag 
any cost 1>f the $torage. ·u~e quantlllll of this 
use will be a<:eounte<l tor ag,.inat tile pro'l'iown 
llll<ler clauses (Vl)(ZJ(Bt aod {Yll)(C) tor !he 
State qf Madhya Pm~h; and clauses (lll)(J) 
(II), {IV)(2)(ii}, (V)(2i(B/, (Vl){l) and (VU)(6l 
for the State of Mahat:athtra; and ont of ISS 
T~C •pe<:itied in Ibis ~:lau$8 ~~ tJw Slate ol 
ADdhta Pxadesb. 

(e) Tbe States ot Madhya P~Wesb. Maltara:.htra 
and .Aadlll:a Pra<iesll would be ftee to develop 
piscillultlll'C> and boelilla tacilitieo io !heir owo 
territories un<ler tubn>ergt:~ Tno SOveRligo 
rigbi:S a\'<!r tbe •ubtnerged lands u)lto tbcil 
torritotial limits sball continue lo wst witt 
the relpective State~. 

{f) Tbe thre~ Slates llgr"" tbat Ute l'R.L( MWL a 
IIIAY be asrced Ia for tl1e 11lc:halb9alli le>etYD 



shall be only on the express condition that 
a.ny. of the provisions, facilities given for uti· 
llsatton of waters of the Godavari and its 
tribl!taries, to each other in this Agreement 
herem above or hereunder is not at all 
disturbed. 

(g) Navigational facilities at the Inchampalli reser­
voir shall be allowed free to the States of 
Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Andhra 
Pradesh. 

(h) A pumped storage scheme may be introduced 
below the Inchampalli reservoir as part of 
the Inchampalli project Hydro-electric Com­
ponent. Such a scheme may be constructed 
even by one or two of the three States and 
the other State or States may later share the 
benefits of the said scheme by paying their 
share of the cost of the scheme as may be 
mutually agreed to. 

(3) Andhra Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the remain~ 
ing waters of the Lower Godavari sub-basin. 

VII. G-11 lndravati Soh-basin: 
(A) (i) Subject to the provisions of the Inter-State 

Agreement dated 19-12-1975 affirming the 
bilateral Agreement dated 9-12-1975 between 
the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh, and 
any equitable allocation that may be made to 
the State of Orissa by the Godavari Water 
Disputes Tribunal in the Indravati sub-basin. 
the State of Madhya Pradesh upto the Bho­
palpatnam Hydro-electric Project Lat. 19.-Q3'-
45" and Long. 80•-J9'-Q5"E across the Indra­
vati river (a joint project between the States 
of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra) can use 
273 TMC for its various existing. under con­
struction and proposed schemes/projects. This 
quantum includes the share of evaporation loss 

. of the State of Madhya Pradesh at the Bhopa1-
patnam I Hydro-electric Project. 

(ii) The State of Andhra Pradesh agrees that the 
States of Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh 
may introduce Pumped Storage Scheme in 
their joint Bhopalpatnam Hydro-electric Pro­
ject on the Indravati at any stage, making use 
of the Inchampalli reservoir on the down­
stream. No cost of lnchampalli storage will 
be debitable to Bhopalpatnam Hydro-electric 
Project on this account. However, there will 
be no obligation to maintain any specific level 
at any time at the Inchampalli reservoir to 
suit the above Pumped Storage Scheme. 

(B) The State of Madhya Pradesh, in addition to 
the use as agreed to in clause (Vlij(A)(i) above can use 
all the waters upto the following project sites on the 
tributaries joining the Indravati downstream of the 
Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project site : 

~ (i) Chintavagu Project site Lat. t8• -41 '-25• N 
on Chintavagu near Long. 80°-40'-47•E. 
village Pavrel. 

(ii) Jallavagu Project s!te on Lat. I8• -56' -34•N 
Jallavagu near VIllage Long. 80°-21 '-34•E. 
ChiUamarka. 

(iii) Kothapalli lntegr~ted 
proJect across tr•bu· 
tary of Chintavagu. 

(i) Kothpalli Project 
sue. 

(b) Minur Project site . 

Lat. l8°-40'-54'N 
Long. 80•-34'-54•E. 

Lat. 18°-45'-24' N 
Long. 8o·-28'-13'E. 

(Cl The Stale of Madhya Pradesh can use an addi­
tional quantity of 19 TMC downstream of the proJect 
sites as specified in clauses (VII)(A)(l) and (VII)(B) 

above for its existing, under construclion and propo!Oied 
projects/schemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC 
annually. 

(D) The State of Maharashtra can use 34 TMC for 
its existing. under constmction and proposed project/ 
projects upstream of Bhopalpatoam I Hydro-electric 
Project. This includes the share of evaporation losses 
of Maharashtra at the Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric 
projecL 

(E) The State of Maharashtra can use an additional 
quantum of 7 TMC downstream of the Bhopalnatnam I 
Hydro-electric Project for its existing. under construc­
tion and proposed projects/schemes each using not 
more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(f) The above uses by the States of Madhya Pra­
desh and Maharashtra would be without prejudice to 
the Agreements concerning Kotri-Nibra Hydel Project, 
Bandia Hyde! Project and Nagur II Hyde! Project 
entered into between the two States and as ratified by 
both the Governments. 

(G) The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the 
remaining waters of the lndravati sub-basin downstream 
of the Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project site of 
the States of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra. 

(H) The States of Madhya Pradesh and Mahara­
shtra agree that regulated releases after generation of 
power from Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project, a 
joint project of the two States as per the finalised 
scope would be available for use lower down for the 
Inchampalli Project another joint project of all the 
three States, viz., f\.fadhya Pradesh, Andhra Pradesh 
and Mabarashtra. 

VIU. G-Il Sabari sub-basin: 

(A) Subject to the provisions of the Inter-State 
Agreement dated 19-12-1975 affirming the bilateral 
Agreement dated 9-12-1975 between the States of 
Orissa and Madhya Pradesh, and any equitable alloca­
tion that may be made to the State of Orissa by the 
Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal in the Sabari sub­
basin, the allocation to the States of Madhya Pradesh 
and Andhra Pradesh shall be as agreed to hereunder. 
Downstream of the point where the Sabari forms the 
common boundary between the States of Orissa and 
Madhya Pradesh (at near about Lat. 18'-55'-04"N and 
Long. 82"-14'-53"E), the State of Madhya Pradesh can 
use all the waters upto the following project sites on 
the tributaries of river Sabari as indicated below :-

(a) Baru Nadi Integrated Projec~ 

(i) Barunadi site across Baru river near village 
Tankavada. Lat. 18.-45'-33"N and Long. 
81•-48'-50"8. 

(ii) Bhimsen storage site across Bhimsen near 
village Bodavada. Lat. 18.-45'-Q"N and 
Long. 81.-55'-46"8. 

(ill) Kudripal Pickup weir site across Baru 
river near village Kudripal. Lal 18•-40·. 
42"N and Long. 81.-51'-JO"E. 

(b) Mupari Project site across Mupari (Jamair) 
river near village Jamair. La~ IH'-42'-JO"'N 
and Long. 81.-45'-Q"E. 

(c) Gorali Nadi Project. 

(i) Gorali dam site across 
near village Kanjipani. Lat. 
and Long. 81.-40'-55"8. 

Gorali nadi 
18'-32'-50"N 

(ii) Andumpal dam site across Put nadi near 
village Andumpal. Lat. 18•-J4'-43"N and 
Long. 81 • -42' -04"8. 

(d) Sailervagu Integrated Project. 

(i) Mankapal dam site across Malengar river 
ncar village Mankapal. Lat. 18'-32'-Q6"N 
and Long. 81.-29'-26"8. 



(ii) Sailervagu dam site across Sailervagu near 
village Paila. Lal 18"-26'-12"N and Long. 
81 "-31'·38"E. 

(e) Ordeltong Integrated Project. 

(i) Ordeltong dam site across tributary of 
Tinarayavagu near village Ordeltong. Lat. 
18"-13'-24"N and Long. 81 "-24'-o6"E. 

(ii) Tinarayavagu dam site across Tinaraya­
vagu near village Korrapal. Lat. 18"-11' 
O"N and Long. 81 "·18'-56"E. 

(f) Janavagu Integrated Project. 

(i) Janavagu dam site aero's Janavagu near 
village Gorkha. Lat. 17"-57'-24"N and 
Long. 81 "-20'-IS"E. 

(ii) Elemmadugu vagu dam site across Elem­
madugu vagu near Jarput village. Lal 
18"-{)3'-42"N and Long. 81 "-18'-{)9"E. 

(B) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use an 
additional quantity of 18 TMC downstream of the 
project sites as specified in clause (Vlii)(A) above, for 
its existing, under construction and proposed schemes 
each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(C) The quantum of water to meet the evapora­
tion losses of the power projects across the Sabari, of 
the State of Madhya Pradesh will be in addition to the 
quantum as specified in clauses (VIII)(A) and (B) above 
and this quantum would however be limited to 10 
TMC while excess if any, shall be borne by the State 
of Madhya Pradesh out of its quantum already speci­
fied in clauses (Vlll)(A) & (B) above. 

(D) The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the 
remaining waters of the Sabari sub-basin for the 
existing, under construction and proposed schemes/ 
projects after the uses by the State of Madhya Pradesh 
for projects/schemes as specified in clauses (Vlll)(A) 
to (VIII)(C) above and the allocation that may be 
made by the Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal to 
the State of Orissa in this •ub-basin. 

(E) The State of Madhya Pradesh agrees subject 
to the State of Orissa agreeing for the construction of 
Polavaram Project of the State of Andhra Pradesh so 
that the maximum submergence in Madhya Pradesh 
territory at Konta does not exceed RL+ 150 ft. due 
to all effects including back water effect. The Polava­
ram Project shall be designed for the maximum 
probable flood in consultation with the Central Water 
Commission so as not to exceed the limit of sub­
mergence mentioned above. For the submerged lands 
and properties both of the Government as well as 
private parties, the cost of compensation and rehabili­
tation on the basis of the norms in vogue in the 
CountrY at the time of the construction of the project 
shall be charged to the project. Model villages with 
facilities/amenities etc., shall be constructed at the 
cost of the project before the submergence actually 
takes place. The sovereignity over the land shall con­
tinue to vest with the respective States. The State of 
Madhya Pradesh can lift 1.5 TMC from the Polavaram 
lake for its use within its territory without bearing any 
cost of storage and this use shall be out of the alloca­
tion agreed to for the State as in clause (VIII). 

(F) The State of Madhya Pradesh can transport 
its forest or mineral produce through all navigational 
facilities/lock etc., which shall be provided by Andhra 
Pradesh at its own cost at Polavaram. These facilities 
will be available to the State of Madhya Pradesh at the 
Polavaram Project, at the rates applicable to the State 
of Andhra Pradesh for their own cargo at Polavaram. 
The State of Madhya Pradesh can develop and exploit 
pi.K:iculture and boating facilities in its own territory. 

so 
IX. General Oaoses : 

(I) (a) The States of Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharashtra may vary the location of sites of 
projects using more than 1.5 TMC annually 
which have been specifically mentioned in the 
above paragraphs by informing the lower 
State/States. If as a result of shifting or 
alteration in the case of any such specified 
sites upto which a State has been permitted 
to use all the water more or less catchment 
area than what is indicated in above clauses is 
intercepted. a corresponding reduction 1 
increase will be made in the catchment area of 
other specified sites, so that the total catch­
ment area allowed for each State for intercep­
tion of all the water is not exceeded. 

(b) It is also agreed that with respect to projects 
as specified in clauses (IIl)(I)(B), (V)(I)(B) and 
(H), (V)(2)(B), (Vl)(2)(B), (VII)(C), (VII)(E), 
(VIIl)(A) and (VIID(B) and if there IS a margi­
nal increase of utilisation over 1.5 TMC but 
not exceeding 2 TMC for each projects, such 
increase may be permitted by mutual consulta .. 
tion between the State concerned and the 
lower Riparian State I States, provided that the 
total utilisation as specified in each of the said 
clauses is not exceeded by the concerned State. 

(2) In the above Agreement, wherever specified 
quantities of the water bas been mentioned as permitted 
use by any State it is agreed that the use shall be 
measured in the manner indicated below : 

Use 

(i) Irrigation use 

(ii) Power use • 

(iii) Domestic and Muni­
cipal water supply 
within the basin. 

(iv) Industrial use with­
in the basin. 

(v) All uses outside the 
basin. 

Measurement 

100 per cent of the quantity 
diverted or lifted from the 
river or any of the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage 
or canal and 100 per cent 
of evaporation losses in these 
storages. 

100 percent of ev•poration 
losses in the storage. 

by 20 per cent of the quantity of 
water diverted or lifted from 
the river or any of its tributa .. 
ries or from any reservoir, 
storage or canal. 

by 2.5 per cent of the quantitY 
of water diverted or lifted 

from the river or any of its 
tributaries or from any reser .. 
voir or storage or canal. 

100 per cent of the quantitY 
diverted or lifted from the 
river or any of the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage 
or canal. 

-------------- ---
(3) It i• agreed that in using the waters permitted 

to each State in the above Agreement no State can 
construct projects other than those already specifically 
agreed to, submerging the territory of another State/ 
States, without the prior consent of that State for such 
submergence. 

(4) It is agreed that all the States can make use ~f 
underground water within their respective State tern .. 
tories in the Godavari basin and such use shall not be 
reckoned as use of the water of the river Godavari. 

(S) The sub-basin referred to in t~e Agreement are 
according to the division of Godavan .Basm mto sub: 
basins made in the Report of the Knshna Godavan 
Commission in Chapter Ill paragraph 4.27 at page 28. 



(6) Use shall include any use, made by any State 
of the waters of the rtver Godavari and its tributaries 
for domestic) municipal, irrigation, industrial, production 
of power, navigation, pisciculture, wild life protection 
recreation purposes and evaporation losses from lh~ 
storages created for the above purposes. 

Dated the 7th August, 1978. 

Sd/-
0/. R. DEUSKAR) 

Secretary, Irrigation Department. 
Government of Maharashtra. 

Sl 

Sd/-

(7) All the levels mentioned in the clauses above 
are with reference to the G.T.S. levels. 

(8) This agreement is subject to ratification by the 
respective State Governments of Mabara~btra, Madhya 
Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh. 

Sd/-
(R. K. TIKKU) 

Secretary, Irrigation &: Power Departmetlls, 
Government of Madhya Pradesh. 

(M. GOPALA KRISHNAN) 

Secretary, DeptJrtment of Irrigation & Power, 
Government of Andhra Pradesh. 



ANNEXURE C 
ANNEXURE I 
GODAVARI 

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE DISCUSSIONS OF THE MEETING HELD BETWEEN 
THE CHIEF MINISTERS OF KARNATAKA AND ANDHRA PRADESH AT 

BANGALORE ON 4TH AUGUST 1978 

The following were present :-

KARNATAKA 

1. Sri D. Devaraj Urs. 
Chief Minister 

2. Sri N. Narasimha Rau. 
Chief Secretary 

3. Sri J. C. Lynn, 
Secretary to 
Chief Minister 

4. Sri B. C. Angadi, 
Special Secretary, 
P. W. & E Dept. (Inigation) 

S. Sri S. R. S. Sastry. 
Chief Engineer, W.RD.O. 

6. Sri B. Subramanyam. 
Chief Engineer. 
Bangalore Water Supply 
& Sewerage Board. 

After discussion. the following points were agreed 
to:-

Andhra Pradesh and Kamataka agree that Kama­
taka would. in addition to its existing utilisation above 
the proposed Singur project in the Manira sub-basin 
and the utilisation for Karania and Chulkinala oroiects. 
as per the agreement of 17-9-1975 read with the agree­
ment of 19-12-1975 utilise one TMC of water more 
for lift irrigation from the M anjra river. 

2. In order to utilise this quantity or any other 
additional quantity that may be agreed to later. on 
the Manjra. Karnataka may put up such ponda~e as 
mav be necessary and as mav be agreed to between 
Andhra Pradesh and Kamataka to utilise one TMC 
or such additional ag-reed quantities as may become 
available for this ourPose. 

3. Andhra Pradesh and Kamataka a~ree that 
Kamataka mav utilise 2.5 (two point five) TMC of 
water in the Manira sub-basin in its territorv in the 
catchment below Nizamsagar proiect. 

4. Andhra Pradesh and Kamataka agree that 
Andhra Pradesh may go ahead with the construction 
of the Singur project, as proposed by Andhra Pradesh 
with the maximum capacity of 30 TMC of llfOSs 
storage with FRL/MWL of plus 523.6 metres 
(1717.41 ft.) above MSL. 

5. Karnataka will take necessary action to a•~Qui;-e 
anv land or structure that may be submerl!ed andlor 
affected under SinllUr project and Andhra Pradesh 
aer~ to bear the cost of acquic::ition. the co"'t of 
rehahiJitafion of the di•mJaced famiJie;.; and the C('l~f of 
construction of bridees and roads that mav become 
necessary. Such acQuisition and rehabilitation shall 
he as oer the norms prevai1inl! in Kamataka at the 
time of acquisition /reha'hititation. Kamataka al<::o 
a2Teeti to the submer.e;ence of the river bed and ih 
~tream-heds. 

6. Tn the event nf Andhra Prade'h developin~ 
lwdro-elertric nower at fi\in~ur Project. Kamataka and 
Andhra Pradesh a£!ree tn o;;hare the co<:t and benefits 

MR. S. CHAUDHURY 
nf Cmm <el for the 

Stale of K arnataka. 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1. Dr. M. Chennareddy 
Chief Minister 

2. Sri G. V. Sudhakara Rao. 
Irrigation Minister 

3. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, 
Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power 

4. Sri B. Gopalakrishna Murthv 
Adviser, 
Irrigation & Power 

5. Sri K. R. Chudamani. 
Adviser, Irrigation & Power 

6. Sri M. Satvanarayana Singh, 
Soecial Officer. 
Water Resources. 

of such power in such proportion as may be agreed 
upon. 

7. (a) Subject to the clearance of Polavaram Pro­
ject by the Central Water Commission for an 
FRL/MWL plus ISO ft the State of Andhm 
Pradesh agrees that a quantitr of 80 TMC 
at 75 per cent dependabilitv of Godavari 
Waters from Polavaram project can be diverte-d 
into Krishna river above Vijayawada Anicut 
displacing the discharges from Nagarjunasagar 
Project for Krishna Delta. thus enabling the 
use of the said 80 TMC for projects upstream 
of Nagarjunasagar. 

(b) The States of Andhra Pradesh and Kamataka 
a~ree that the said quantitv of 80 TMC shall 
be shared in the proportion of Andhra Pra­
desh 45 TMC. Karnataka and Maharashtra 
together 35 TMC. 

(c) Andhra Pradesh agrees to subm;t the Pola· 
varam oroiect reoort to Central Water Com­
mission within three months of reaching an 
over-all a~reement on Godavari water~ among 
the five-party States. 

(d) Andhra Pradesh ag"ees to bear the cost of 
diversion fullv. 

(e) Maharashtra and Kamatako are at Iib,rtv to 
utilise their share of 35 TMC mentioned in 
snh-nara 7fh) above from the date of clearance 
of the Polavaram Proiect hv Central Water 
Comm;s.ion with FRL/MWL of olu< 1.~0 ft. 
irrespective of the aetna I diver<i!on takin~ place. 

(0 Tt is also a~ree<J that if th• diver<inn at 75 
per cent dependabi1itv as stated in chHlse (~) 
above exceed10 the said cmantitv of RO Tf!.fC 
due to diversion of Godavari waters from the 
nroposed Polavaram Project into Krishna riv~r. 
further dimini<:'hina thP. releases from Na!!ar­
jumtsa~ar proiect -such excess qnantitv ~h~ 11 
alo;o h~ c:ha'"eti h.,.twf't"n the three State<: in the 
same nrormrtion ~c; in ~<:uh-danse (b) ;:,.hove. 

MR P RAMM'JfANO~A ~FOOY 
Advnrnre GenPral fnr r1re 
State of A ndhra Pradpsfl. 



ANNEXURE II 
KRISHNA 

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE MEETING HELD BETWEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS 
OF KARNATAKA AND ANDHRA PRADESH AT BANGALORE ON 

4TH AUGUST, 1978 

The following wero present : 

KARNATAKA 

I. Sri D. Devaraj Urs, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri N. Narasimha Rau, 
Chief Secretary. 

3. Sri J. C. Lynn, 
Secretary to 
Chief Minister. 

4. Sri B. C. Angadi 
Special Secretary, 
P.W. & E. Dept. Orrigation). 

5. Sri S. R. S. Sastry, 
Chief Engineer, W.R.D.O. 

6. Sri B. Subramanyam 
Chief Engineer. 
Bangalore Water Supply 
& Sewerage Board. 

After discussion, the following points were agreed 
to : 

Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh agree that Andhra 
Pradesh would go ahead with the proposed Jurala Pro~ 
iect with FRL/MWL e>f plus 1045 feet above MSL 
in Krishna basin. 

2. Kamataka will take necessarv action to acquire 
anv lands or structures that may be submerged and I 
or affected under Jurala Project and Andhra Pradesh 
aP"r·'es to bear the cost of acquisition. the cost of 
rehabilitation of the displaced families and the cPSt 
of construction of bridges and roads and cost of pro· 

Mr. S. CHAUDHURI 
of Counsel for the State of Karnataka, 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

I. Dr. M. Chennareddy, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri G. V. Sudhakara Rae. 
Irrigation Minister 

3. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan. 
Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power. 

4. Sri B. Gopalakrishna Murthy, 
Adviser, 
Irrigation & Power. 

5. Sri K. R. Chudamani, 
Adviser. · 
Irrigation & Power. 

6. Sri M. Satyanarayana Singh, 
Special Offiocr 
Water Resources. 

tection or shifting of temples and other religious shrines 
that mav become necessary. as decided by Kamataka. 
Such acquisition and rehabilitation shall be as per the 
norms prevailing in Kamataka at the time of acquisi­
tion/rehabilitation. Kamataka also agrees to tho aub­
mergence of river bed and stream beds. 

3. Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh also a2rce that 
in the event of Andhra Pradesh generating power from 
this project, the cost and benefits of bydro·power v;ill 
be shared equally between the two States. The ques· 
tinn 0f what would constitute the cost of hydro-power 
was not discuSoSed and will be agreed upon separately. 

Mr. P. RAMACHANDRA REDDY 
Advocate General for the 
State nf Andhra Pradesh. 



ANNEXURED 
GODAVARI 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING BETWEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS OF 
Al\'DHRA PRADSH AND ORISSA AT HYDERABAD ON THE 15TH OF 

DECEMBER, 1978 
The following were present:­

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1. Dr. M. Channa Reddi, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri G. Rajaram, 
Minister for Finance 
and Power. 

3. Sri G. V. Sudhakar Rao, 
Minister for Major 
Irrigation & Commer-
cial Taxes. 

4. Sri I. J. Naidu, lAS., 
Chief Secretary. 

5. S:i S. R. Rama Murthy, lAS., 
Secretary to Chief 
Minister. 

6. Sri P. Ramachandno Reddi, 
Advocate General. 

7. Sri C. N. Shastry, lAS., 
Secretary, Irrigotioo & 
Power. 

8. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, lAS., 
Secretary, Primary & 
Secondary Education. 

9. Dr. N. Tala Rao, 
Chairman, 
A.P.S.E.B. 

10. 

II. 

Sri Satvanaravan Singh, 
Soecial Officer, 
Water Resources. 
Sri D. V. Sastry, 
Advocate. 

After full discussions. the fo1lowin2 agreement was 
rearhed:-
1. f:-11 Jndravatl sub-ba.U.: 

The StJte of Orissa can utilise it~ -;hare of water 
in G-11 Tndravati sub-basin in terms of the Inter State 
agreement dated 19·12-1975 affirmin~ the bilateral 
agreement dated 9-12-1975 between the States of Orissa 
and Madhva Pradesh. 

II. G-12 Sabari sob-ba.U.: 

A. The State of Orissa can use a!! the water of 
the river Sabari (Kolab) upto the point (at near ahout 
Lat 18°-55'·04" N and Lone 82"·14'53"E) where the 
river Sabari forms the commOn bcmndarv between the 
State of Orissa and the State of Madhya Pradesh in 
torrns of the Interstate Aereement dated 9-12-1975, 
Clame V. .. 

B. The State of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh a~ree 
for utilisation of all waters upto the follnwin$! proiect 
~ite'i on the tributaries and suh-tribut~ries of the river 
S1b1ri IKolah) by the State of Oris.a. 

li) Govindapalle Project on :-
Ia) Dharrn~edda nalla s;te near 

villaee Lat. 18'·36'-07• N .. 
82"-16'·11" E. 

Lingivarmt 
and Long. 

(b) Jamnadi c:ite near Govindf')alli vi!JaP.:e tat. 
18'-36'-13" N .. and Long. 82'-16'-48" E. 

(c) Chri"' narfi o;;ite near Derarmria viHat'e. Lat. 
18"-34'-03• N .. and Long. 82"-17':18" E. 

(ii) S•tiouda Proiect · site on the tribu111ry of 
Potteruvagu. 

ORISSA 

I. Sri Nilamani Routroy, 
Chief Minister. 

!. Sri Pratap Chandra Mohantv, 
Minister for Revenue 
& Power. 

3. Sri Prah!lad Mallik, 
Minister for 
Irrigation. 

4. Sri B. M. Patoaik. 
Advocate General. 

5. Sri B. Ramadorai. lAS .• 
Secretary, Irrigati0n 
& Power. 

6. Sri A. K. Biswal. 
Secretary to Chief 
Minister. 

7. Sri S. C. Trioathy, 
Chief Engineer. 
Irrigation. 

8. Sri B. Mishra. 
Chief Engineer, 
Electricity. 

9. Sri M. L. Lath. 
Executive Engineer. 
Irrigation. 

(iii) 

(iv) 

Lat. 18"-18'·57" N., and Long. 81'-56'-24" E. 

Parasanapa11e project site on the tributary of 
Sabari near villa~e Para.;;ctnapalli. 
Lat. 18'-16'·44" N., and Long 81°·36'·44" E. 

Potteru project site on Potteruvagu near Surli· 
kunia village. 
Lat. 18'·12'·30" N., and Long. 82°·01'-30" E. 

(C) The State of Orissa, in addition to the uses 
as specified in clauses II(A) and II(B) above, can use 
40 Tmc., for its existing. under comtruction and pro· 
posed project schemes each using not more than l.S 
Tmc., annually. 

(D) Downstream of the point where the Sabari 
forms the common boundarv between the States of 
Orissa and Madhva Prade<h ·(at near about Lat. 18'· 
55'-04• N., and Long. 82"·14'-53" E.) and unto the 
confluence of the Sileru and the Sabari. the State of 
Orissa. can use not more than 27 tmc .. for irrigation 
bv withdrawals from the main river for its exi!>ting, 
under construction and oroposed schemes/projects. 

(E) The quantum of water to meet the evaporation 
1os(ies of project under clau~e II D and power projects 
across the Sabari hv the States of Madhya Pradesh and 
Orisc;a in terms of c1au~e V of bilateral agreement 
dated 9-12·1975 between OriS<a and Madhva Pradesh 
will be in addition to the Qnttntllm snecified in cimtses 
II A. B. C & D above and shall be sh3red in such 
proportion as the said two states may agree. However 
the share of Orissa in excess of 10 T.M.C. in the 
evaporation loo;~es mentioned above shall be met from 
its quantum specified in clauses If A, 8, C & D above. 



(f) 1 he State of Onssa and Andbra Pradesh shall 
uulJ~e lhfo: Slh.:ru nver waters in terms of;-

La) 1~4.0 AgH.::caucnt between the <..iovernm~nts ol 
!Viauras ano un~sa rt:gar<.iiDg Uevelopm~llt ol 
ii) uro-ele~.:luc puwer at JJuoma 1alls on the 
1Vlac11.k.Wld river. 

tt>J 1·ma1 agu.;t.:ulcnt beLWC~;;n the (.Juv~rnments l>l 
Uns~a am.l Aihlhra t'rauesn .lll J.l!1auon tv Lhe 
u;)c ut tne W<Hers ot tlle .Stlcru nver da~d th~ 
4tn !:>t:PLt!mber. 1~&2.. 

l..:) All)' other &UIJS~4.ucm agteemc.:ntj agrc~mc.:nb 
that tne l wo :::tlaL~o:s of UJJs;)a anll Anllhi a 
t~ralii!SU may mutuaHy coucJulle io 1uture. 

lliJ All use ot water tor bt:llt!tH.:Ial purpose by th..: 
~tatcs 01 Oussa auu Audnra 1-'raOesh lor tbcu 
eXlstlng, under constru~.:Uon and proposed 
s~.:l..a:mesjploJ~.:cLs up:,lrea.m ot Machk.uud Pro· 

JCI.:t the Lot.d ullhsat~un unuer whach shall not 
c:Aceed 2 1 J.Y1C by eacll .;:,tale wul be cnar~~d 
Lo their rc:,pt.!ctave shares at Machkund corres· 
pl.llllhugly n:uu~m~ their Jcsp.:cuve share ot 
power al !Y.iaculi.und & lluUma 1a11s. ~1m1· 
lariy, U.lll! WHll.:r .::-.cnernesj prOJeCts which bhaH 
uot exc~:ed 2 J J\.'!C by each sl<.~le downslrl.!am 
ot Macmwnd proJect and up.lltream ot iiau­
mcla Dam, wd! be cuar,gcd Lo thc;:ar respc...:uve 
shau:s at balimela dam proJect rellucmg th~1r 
respectave shares ot water by the total quan­
tity used both above Machk.und prOJ~ct and 
between Machkund and Hahmela .ProJed. Ail 
such usc: should be intimated to &he otller 
Government. 

(e) Notw1thstandmg any restriction imposed under 
the past agreements, the State of. Orissa will 
be perm1tted to utilise not exceed1ng 2 TMC 
of Slleru water tor beneticial use downstream 
of Bal.lmela dam for its existing, under con· 
slruction and tuture projects out of tbe yu:lJ 
of the catchment lying down-stream of .Uall· 
mela dam project. This quantity will be out 
of 40 TMC as specified in llause ll(C) abovo. 

(G) The State of Orissa agrees for the construc­
tion of Lower Sileru lrri~allon scheme with FRL +2j5 
ft. and MWL +262ft. by the State of Andhra Pradesh, 
which invoives some submergence in the State l1l 

Orissa. 1 he Stale of Andhra Pradesh shall bear the 
cost of compensation for submerg~nce of land and p~o· 
perues both of the Governcneut as well as prtvate parties 
that may be agreed to. The pro"visaon of rehabilatat1ou 
of the oustees will be made as per the norms in. vogue 
m the state of Orissa at the tune of constructiOn of 
the project. 

(H) The State of Andhra Pradesh can . subject to 
agreement dated 7·8-197S. use the remarmna waters 
in the Sabari Sub-basm excJudmg Saleru r1v~ VIde 
clause F above for the existina under constructaon and 
proposed schemes/projects after the uses ~Y the State 
of Orissa for Projects/Schemes as specified m Clausea I 
and II A to B above. 

(I) The States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh agree 
for the construction of Polavaram Project nf the State 
of Andhra Pradesh. so that the maximum submersion 
in the States of Orissa territory at MotujKonta doe. 
not exceed R.L. +ISO ft. due to all effects including 
back water effect. The Polavaram project shall be 
designed for the maximum probable tlood 10 consulta­
tion with the Central Water Commiss_ion so as not to 
exceed the limit of submer&encc mentioned above. For 
the submerged lands and properties both of the Govern­
ment as well as private parties, th~ cost of compens~~ 
tion and rehabilitation on the basiS of the norms 1n 
vogue in the State of Orissa at the time of the const:uc­
tion of the projects shall be charged to the project. 
Model villages with facilitiesjame!'ities etc. shall be 
constructed at the cost of the pro1ect before the aub­
mergence actually takes place. 

The aovere1gnty over tho land lihall continuo to 
ve:;t wath tbe rc;::spectl ve States. 1 he State of Ons.sa 
can lilt S 1mc trom the Polavaram lake, without bear· 
lll¥ any cost oi the stora...:e for 1ts use in their teui· 
tory and this use .llhaU be r~~,;.lri.oned against the allocil~ 
uon made Lo tnal .SLate lj spc~:ll.ied in clause 11 above:. 
!he ~tate ot Onssa can transport the1r iurest or 
mmera! p:odu~.;e through all nav1gational tncilttai!S/ l•..ll.k 
etc.; which shall be provided, by the .State of Andhra 
Pradesh at its own cost at Puiavaram. "1 hese iacallliCS 
w1il be available to U1e .State of Onssa at tho Pou1.~ 
varam Project at U1e rates applicable to Lne State of 
Audbra Pradesh for theu own careo at .rolavaaam. 
1 he State of Orissa can devt:lop and eAplolt p1sd· 
culture and boatmg tacallllcs in theu own tcrntor}'• 
"!he Statos are agr«abie to the level of RL+150 teet 
tor Polavaram storage as defined above only on the 
express conditions that any of the provisions facilities 
and liberties given for utilisation of waters ~f the 
Godavari and its tributaries. to each other m tb1s 
Agreement herein above or here under are not at 
ail disturbed. 

Ill. General daiiS<Il : 

(I) (a) Th~ State of Orissa may vary the localion 
of sites of projects usin& ruoro than l.S Tmc., 
annually which havo been specll.lcally men­
tJoneJ in the o.bovt clauses by informmg the 
lower State/States. If as a rc>ult of siu(tmg 
or alteration in the case of any such specttied 
o1tes upto which a State has been pe1mittcd 
to use all the water more or less catchment 
area than what is indicated in the above tlau~cs 
IB intercepted, a corresponding reduction/m­
crease will be made in the catchment area 
of other specified sites. so that the total catch­
ment area allowed for each State lor inter­
ception of all tho water is not exceeded. 

(b) It is also agreed that with respect to projects 
as specified in clauses l & II above tf thero 
is a marginal increase of utilisation over 
J.S 1MC., but not exceeding 2 TMC .• for each 
Ptojcct, such increase may be permitted by 
mutual consultation between the States con­
cerned and the lower Riparian State/States. 
provided that the total utilisation as specified 
in each of the said clauses is not exceeded 
by the concerned State. 

(2) ln the above agreement, wherever specified 
quanlaties of the water has been mentioned as permitted 
use by any States it is agreed the use shall be measured 
in the manner indicated below : 

Uso 

(i) Irriaation use 

(ii) Power usc • 

(iii) Domestic and Mu­
nicipalwater supply 
within the basin. 

(iv) Industrialusewithin 
the basin. 

(v) All uses out side 
the basin. 

Measurement 

100 percer.t of th quo~tity 
diverted or lifted frcm the 
river or any of the tributaries/ 
or from any reservoir, stora~c 
or canal and 100 perce~t of 
evaporation losses in these 
storages. 

100 percent of evaroratkn Jcssu 
in the storage. 

By 20 rerccN d the q~antit} <'f 
water diverted or lifted frcn1 
the river or any of irs tribu­
taries or from any reservoir, 
storage or canaL 

By 2.S percent of the quantity of 
water diverted or lifted from 
the river or any of its tribu· 
taries or from any reservoir 
or storage or canal. 

100 percent of the quanitty 
diverted or lifted from the 
river or any of the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage 
or canal. 



(3) It is agreed that in using the waters permitted 
to each state in the above agreement no State can con­
struct a project other than those already specifically 
agreed to submerging the territory of another State/ 
Slates, without prior consent and acceptance by mutual 
discussions by that State for such submergence. 

(4) It is agreed that all the States can make use 
of underground water within their respective state terri­
tories in the Godavari basin and such use shall not 
be reckoned as usc of the water of the river Godavari. 

(S) 1be sub-basins referred to in this agreement 
are acx:ordine: to the division of Godavari basin into 

Sd/· 
(DR. M. CHANNA REDDl) 
Chief Mlrtl:tlor, 
Andhrd Praduh. 

sub-basins made in the report of the Krishna Godavari 
Commission in Chapter-Ill paragraph 4.27 at page 28. 

(6) Use shall include any use, made by any State 
\)f waters of the river Godavari and its tributaries or 
domestic. municipal irrigation, industrial. production 
of power, navigation, pisciculture, wild life protection 
recreation purposes and evaporation losses from th~ 
storages created for the above purposes. 

(7) All the levels mentioned in the clauses above 
are with reference to G.T.S. levels. 

Sd/· 

(NILAMANI ROUTROY) 
Chief Mlnm•r, 
Orissa.. 



B. C. ANGADI, 
Special Secretary to 
Gol•ernment 

lrriRalion Department. 
D.O. No. PWD 25 BRA 78 

Dear Shri Deuskar, 

ANNEXURE E 
ANNEXURE I 

VIDHAN SoUDHA, BANGALORE, 

Dated 291/r Jamwry, 1979 

Sus.-Agreement between Maharashtra and Karnataka regardma Godavari waters 
distributioon. 

In confirmation of our telephonic talks during the last week, I have to state that 
we agree that : 

(a) 35 TMC of water in Krishna, which is the share of Karnataka and Mabarashtra 
out of 80 TMC of Go<lavari diversion by the State of Andhra Pradesh from 
Polavaram Barrage, shall be shared between Karnatak.a and Maha1 ashtra as under: 

Kamataka 
Mabarashtra 

21 TMC 
14 TMC 

(b) Karantaka had requested for at least I TMC of Manjra waters upstream of 
Nizamsagar from the share allocated to Maharashtra, Maharashtra had expressed 
its inability to spare this water. Karnataka accepts that position in the interest 
of arriving at an agreement. 

(c) A copy of this letter with your confirmation to it mav be filed before tho Godavari 
Tribunal on 2-2-1979. 

Kindly confirm the above points as &Jirccd on telephone. 

Sbri V. R. Deuskar, 
Serretary to Government, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Maharashtra, 
Mantralaya, 
BOMBAY -400 032. 

V. R. DEUSKAR. 

Secretary to Government. 

D.O No. ISW 5179-KG 

ANNEXURE II 

Yours sincerely, 

Sd/· 

29-1-1979 
(B. C. ANGADI) 

IRRIGATION DEPARTM~. 

MANrRALAYA, BoMDAY-400 032. 
CAMP : NEW DELlll. 

Dated the 30th January, 1979. 

Suo.-Agreement between Maharashtra and Karnataka regarding Godavari waters 
distribution. 

REP.-Your D.O. letter No. PWD 25 BRA 78 dated 29th January, 1979. 
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Dear Shri Angadi, 

In confirmation of <'Ur telephonic talk during the last week and wit~ refer~nce to 
ycur above D.O. Jetter, the points as agreed bet'Yeen the two $tatcs mentaoned 1n your 
letter are hereby confirmed subject to the followmg understandmg :-

The present ratio of sharing of 35 TMC viz. 14 to Maharashtra and 21 to Kamataka 
shall not be applicable to any additional water that would become available by 
virtue of Andhra Pradesh diverting water in excess of 80 TMC. 

\\ie may authorise our Counsel before Godavari Water Di~putes Tribunal to draw 
up an agreement in a proper form in terms of our understandmg reached between the 
twc> States and file it before the Godavari Tribunal, 

Shri B. C. Angadi. 
Special Secretary, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Karnataka. 
HANGALORE. 

B. C. ANGADJ, 
Spedal Secretary to the Gol'ernment~ 
lrri£ation Department. 

D.O. No. PWD 25 BRA 18 

Dear Shri Deuskar, 

ANNEXURE m 

Yours sincerely, 

Sd/· 
(V. R. DElJSKAR) 

VIDHAN SoUDHA, 8ANOALORE, 
Dat•d 31·1-1979 

SuB.-Agreement between Maharashtra and Karnataka regarding Godavari waters 
distribution. 

I received your D.O. letter No. ISW 5!79-KG, dated 30-1-1979 through telex, confirm· 
ing our telephonic talk and points agreed between the two States as mentioned in my 
D.O. letter No. PWD 25 BRA n, dated 29th January, 1979. 

2. I further agree that the following condition mentioned in your above letter, namely 
that-

'The present ratio of sharing 35 TMC viz. 14 to Maharasbtra and 21 to Karnataka 
shall not be applicable to any additional water that would become available, by virtue 
ot Andhra Pradesh diverting water in excess of 80 TMC." 

should form part of the agreement which should be drawn up and filed before the Tribunal. 

Shri V. R. Deuskar, 
Secretary to Government, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Maharashtra, 
Mantralaya, 
BOMBAY-400032. 

Yours Sincerely, 

Sd/-
(8. C. ANGADI) 



ANNEXURE J1 

AGREEMENT ENTERED ~0 BETWEEN THE 
ORISSA & MADHYA PRADESH 

STATES OF 

After full discussions. the following agreement was 
reached at Bhopal on 11th July, 1979 :-

G-11 lodravatl Sub·basio : 

1. Orissa: 

(a) The State of Orissa cao use all the waters 
up to Upper lndravati Project site compnslng: 

(i) Indravati dam site (Lat 19"·!6' N & Long 
82"·50'E). 

(ii) Podaga dam site (Lat 19"·14' N and R2"-49'E). 
(iii) Kapur dam site (Lat 19"-06' N and Long 

82"·47'E), 
(iv) Muran dam site (Lat 19"-06' N and L<·ng 

82"-46' E), 

(b) Out of the balance flows available below the 
Upper lndravati Project within its territory. the state 
l)f Oris!la shall ensure forty five (45) tmc of water to 
flow down at the Orissa-Madhya Pradesh border 
in the Indravati Sub-basin. In the years, when the 
diversion of water outside the Godavari basin at the 
Upper lndravati Project is less than eighty five (85) 
tmc. (exclusive of evaporation loss~s) this quantum 
of forty five (45) tmc at the Orissa-Madhva ~ral!csh 
border in the Indravati Sub-basin will be reduced in 
the same proportion as the reduction in the quantum 
of eightv five (85) tmc. The State of Orissa can u'e 
all the balance water thus left within its territory for 
its existing, under construction & proposed projects/ 
schemes. 

(c) (i) The States of Orissa and Madhva Prade'h 
aeree to measure this quantum of fnrtv five 
(45) tmc at Ja!!dalpur ganqe site acrose:; Indra­
vati river. which ic:: maintained at pre~cnt 
bv the Central Water Commi~sion. subj~ct to 
adjustment as mentioned in sub-paragraph (c) 
(ii). 

Iii) 

(iii) 

The catchment area of the State of Oris~a 
contributing to the flow in Indravati river below 
Jaedalnur gam!e ~ite is about twCt .,,mdn.•ri 
and thirty eight (23R) sauare mile'\. while the 
catchment Area of the State of Madh\'a Pra­
de'h nnto the eaue:e <:ite is ahout one h11nr'rf'd 
and ninety ei"ht (198) square mile~ The 
seventv five (75) ner cPnt denendahlP vield 
from this area of forty 123R minu' 198 equal 
to 40) <:'11ta1·e mile<: mav he tftken ~" two pmnt 
eit!'ht (2.R) tmc. This qnnntum of two point 
f'ight (2.R) tmt:- will be adderl to the 0hc;e--rv("d 
flnw at J•uyd~lnur (!'~llt!e ~ite fnr ec:f:rnafi'11! the:­
flows avni1ahle at the Orissa-~f~dhva Praclr-c;h 
border sner-itierl in sub-nara(!'~anh Hb). The 
quantum of two point eight 12.8) tmc will he 
rednced pronnrtionatelv ;,, the lean .,e1.n: in 
thl! s~me nrnnortion to thf'" rerfnctinn nf o;:PVr>ntv 
flve (75) ner cent dependable vield of eit!htv­
ni'lf'" noint flve (89.5) tm~ ~t UnnPr Ynrfravnti 
Proiect o;;ite ac; deared bv Plannin~ Cnmmic;<::if"'n 

At anv timp if the Central W:1ter ("ommio::,.inn 
rlnc:Po;:. J~r.rchlnnr £!31lt!e o::itf". th• two St'"lft"c;. 
o;:h~ll maintain the raut!e o;:ite k'inttv f"\r am· 
"th6r o::ite(~) ac; mav be mnt11111v Rl!r!"'erl unon 
f.1r the purpose. 

2. 1\fodbya Prad<"ih : 

(a) The State of Madhva Pradesh can me two 
"hqndred and seventv three (273) tmc of water for if<: 
v:J.rious existing. under construction and proposed pro­
,~~cts/schemes. subject to the agreed uses in paragraph 
11) upto the Bhopa]patnam·J Hvdro-e1ectric proiect •it< 
(Lat 19".03'-4S"N and Long 80"·19'-05"E) across Indra· 

vati river-a joint project between the Slates of Madhya 
Pradesh and Maharashtra. This quantum includes the 
share of evaporation loss of the State of Madhya Pra­
desh at the Bhopalpatnam-1 reservoir. 

(b) The State of Madhya Pradesh in addirion to 
the uses as agreed to in paragraph 2(a) can uc;e all 
the waters upto the following project sites on the tribu-
1aries joining the lndravati downstream of Bhopal­
patnam-1 Hydro-electric proiect site :-

(i) Chintavagu dam site on Chintavagu near \'illage 
Pavrel (Lat 18"·41'·25"N and Long 80"-40"· 
47"E), 

(ii) Ja1tavagu dam site on Jallavagu near vi11al!e 
Chillamarka (Lat 18"-56'-34"N and Long 80"· 
21'·34"E). 

(iii) Kothapalli Integrated Project acro~s tributsry 
of Chintavagu comprising :-

(1) Kothapalli dam site : 
(Lat 80"-40'-54"N and Long 80"-34'·54"£). 

(2) Minur dam site: 
(Lat 18"-45'-24"N and Long 80°-28'-lJ"E). 

(c) The State of Madhva Pradesh can use an addi· 
tional quantity of nineteen (19) tmc of water c1Clwn­
stream of the project sites specified in para~ra!"'hs 2(a) 
and 2(b) for its existing, under construction and pro­
nosed nroiects/~chemes each u"in~ not more than one 
noint five (1.5) tmc annually. 

G·l% Sabarl Sub-basin: 

3. Orissa: 

(a) The State of Orissa can u•e all the waters of 
Sabari (Kolab) river upto a point near about Lat 
18°-55'-04"N and Long 8r-14'-53"E where Sabari river 
forms the common boundary between the States of 
Orissa and Madhva Pradesh. 

(b) Tn addition to the above, the State of Ori"a 
can use all the waters upto the following proiect sites 
on the tributaries of Sabari (Kolah) river :-

(i) Govindpalli Project site comprising: 

I. Dharamp-edda nalla fl("Br Lingivannt vilhH!e 
(Lat !R"-36'-07"N and Long 82"-16'-l!"EJ. 

2. Jamnadi near Govindpal!e viltaf!e (J.at 
18"·36'-13"N and Long 82°-16'-4R"E). 

3. Garia nadj near Doraguda vi11atJe O..at 
ts•-34'-03"N and Long 82•-17'-18"E). 

(ii) Satiguda proiect site on the tributarv of P0tte­
ruvagu (Lat 18"·18'-57"N and Long 8!"·56'-
24HE). 

(iii) Parasanapa1le proiect site em the trihut:uv nt 
S~hari river near villa!!e Para"an:1nalle (l_at 
18"·16'-44"N and Lnnq 8l"-36'-44"E). 

(iv) Potteru oroiect on Pottcrnva~n near Snrlin-
lmnta viTial!e (Lat 18•-t2'-30''N and Long 
82" -01'· 30"E). 

(c) The St~te of Ori~"a can u .. e an additi(lrt~l anAn­
titv {)f fortv (40) tmc of wafer down-strPam of Proierh 
c.:ne~"'ifiecl in narnt!ra!"'h<:: ~(a) rtnd ~(h) fnr ih ~""<io::tin~. 
under conc;fructinrt and tlTO['Jn<:e~ nrf'icr-tlcochemes each 
11dno not more th~n one f'lnint five (1.5) tmc .•nn,n11v. 

(d) Downstream of the roint where S;tbari river 
form~ the common honndarv between the State.; of 
Oric;,.a and Madhva Pra.fie'\h (near ahout Lat 1R•-55'-
04"N ~nd Lon!! R2•-t4'-53"E) and unto the cnnfluence 
of Sileru and Sabari rive:s, the State of Orissa in 



addition to the use specified in paragraphs 3(a) to 
3(c) can use not more than twenty seven {27) tmc Df 
water for irri~ation by withdrawals from the main 
river for its extsting, under construction and pn.'po .... o!J 
projects I schemes. 

(e) The State of Or iss a agrees to exploit Saban 
(Kalab) river waters bv joint proi~ts on the ma;n 
Sabari river with the State of tvfadh\'a Pradesh from 
a point on S.:1bari (Kolab) river near about Lat 18,)· 
55'-04"N and Long 82'-14'-53"£ where it forms the 
common boundary between the two States upto the 
confluence with Sileru nver on the basis of agreement{s) 
to be drawn UP at appropriate time. except for use as 
mentioned in sub-J"Iaragraph 3(d). At present Lower 
Kalab and Konta Projects are under investigation and 
the sites of these projects will be decided mutually 
bv the two State Governments. The hvdel power and 
the cost debitable to generatton of such power will be 
shared equally between the· two State~ in these or 
~ntch other pwiects. The cost and benefit of ir6!!1.tion. 
if anv from the.e projects will also be equitably shared 
between the two States. 

(f) The share of evaporation ]os<.:es for the proiects 
snecitled in ~aragranh 3(e) for the State nf Ori<.:sa to 
the e•tent of ten (IO) tmc will he in a~dition to the 
onantum !'necifi.ed in para!lrarths 3(a) to 3fd) and excess 
if <"!m'. wilt be met from the use specified in para­
oranh, 3(a) to 3(d). 

(g) The use specified for the State of Orio;:"a in 
p:lr::t!!r:l.-,hs 3(a) to 3(d) and 3ff) io;: exc1nsi,·e ~f the 
H<:e in Sifem river ao;: ner the aQ"re~"rn~nt d?tc-d 1~-1~-1978 
het'>''ee-n the States of Orio;:o;:a and Andhra Pradeo;:h. 

4. 1\fadhya Pr•desb : 

(a) The State of Madhva Prade<h con U<e all the 
w:tfer<.: of the trihntaries of S:1hari ri\·er d0wnstrc~m of 
::t r,.,i.,t where Sah~ri river f~rm~ the ('ommn1"1 h,.,lln­
d:uv hetween the Shtf"o:: 0f nri<.:sa and Madhva Pnd,.o;:h 
noa~ ahont Lat 18'-55'-04"N and Long 8~'·1 r-53"E 
:mtJ unto the foHr.wing prnject sites :-

(i) R3ru Nadi Integrated Proiect Crmprio;;in,!! : 

1. ~an.madi site aero.;;<: R-=1'11 rive-r ne-ar villa'"!e 
Tenbv•o• rLat 18'·45'-33"N an~ f.,•ng 
81"-48'·50"£). ' 

2. Bhimo::en o;;tor;1tte site acr0c;c; Bhimo;:c-n ri"e-r 
near viil<"''!e "R"n':"'v:'l"'"l. (L:tt P~ 0 -45'-0''N 
and T.ong R1'-55'-46"El. 

3. Kudrin'll Pick-uo weir .. ir~ ~CTC"c;~ f'a'1.1 
rivPr ne<tr villa!!!'!' l{ntlri,...~T t1..at t8°-40'-
42"N and Long 81"-51'·30"1'). 

(ii) Munari proiect sit~ acroc;,.. "fl.f,tn1ri fl:-oiMer) 
river n~~r viltn,.t"' himer (Lat H~ 0 -4'"!'-30"N and 
Long 81" -45'-0"E). 

(iii) Gorali Nadi Project comprising : 

id./-
rB. RAMADORAI) 
Secretary. 
Irrigation & Power Departm~nt, 
Go1•ernment of Oris~·a. 

1. Gorali dam site acroS> Gorali nadi ncar 
village Kaniirani (Lat 18'-32'-50"N and 
Long 81'-40'-55"'£). 

2. Andumpal dam site across Pulnadi near 
village Andumpal (Lat 18'-34'·43" N and 
Long 81'·42'-04"£). 

(iv) Sailo:rvagu Integrated project comprising : 

t. Mankapal dam site across Malengar river 
near village Monkaral (Lat 18'-32'·0~"N 
and Long 81'·29'·26"£). 

2. Sailervagu dam site across SJilervagu near 
villa~e Paila (Lat 18"-26'-12"N and Long 
81'-31'-38"£). 

(v) Ordeltong Integrated Project comprising : 

OrdcltonQ: dam site across tributary of Tina· 
rayavagu near village Ordeltong- (Lat 
18'-13'-24"N and Long 81'-24'-06"£). 

2. Tinarayavagu dam site across Ti!l1rava-
vaou near village Korrapal (Lat 18'-IJ<o" 
and Lono Sl'-18'-56"E). 

(vi) Janavagu Integrated Project comprising: 

I. Janavagu dam site acros" Janavagu near 
village Gorkh• rLat 17'-57'-24;'N and 
Long 81'-20'-15"£). 

2. Elammadu~uvagu dam site acros<; Elamma­
du!:!uva.!!u nt:-ar J:.1rr11!t vilh!!f'! (lat J8"-03;-
42"N and Long 8!' -18'·09"'E). 

(b) The State of Madhva Prado<h can u<e an addi­
ti0na1 quantitv of eigllt-:-en (IS) tmc of water dt1WTI­

c::tre3m of the f!roiect c;ite<; sne('ifkd in p3rai!ra 1,h 4fa) 
~nr ito; existine. under. con;;tructinn nnd prorno;:c.~d pro­
,~.-to;: /o;:rh~mf."c: each usmg: not m0rc th1n one pt""lint five 
It.') tmc. annually. 

(c) (i) The sha'"e of evar0r::tti0n los~e«; nf the 
power projech acro<.:s S::-~hari river ST"ecifiC'd in 
T'J'"!riH!raph 3(e) for the State of Madhva Pra­
dc<o .tn the evtcnt of ten (!0) !me will he in 
add1t10n to the qu::mtum srecified in para­
oraph, 41a) and 4/h) and exce<S. if anv. shall 
he .horne bv the State of MadhYa Prader,h out 
0f tfs share specified in r:-~raL'.raphs 4(a) & 4(b). 

(ii) The quontum of water fnr the use bv the Sbte 
of ~~adhya Prnde"h in the j''int project.;; speci­
fied '" paragr::mh 3(e) would be met with from 
the Ulie specified for !he State in paragraph 
41a). 

(iii) Further .. the quantum of water to meet the 
evap.omtr?n lo~ses of the joint projects/schemes 
spec1fied m the J1:1Tat!rarh 3fel ~hall be sharej 
eou.1llv between States of Orissa and Madhva 
Pradesh. · 

Sd./· 

(DR. ISHWAR DAS<;) 
'f:iccretary. 

Jrr;gation &: Power Department, 
Gov~rnment of Madhyn Prad£'\11, 
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1 irich 

1 foot 

1 mile 

100 millimetres 

1 metre 

1 kilometre 

1 sq. foot 

acre 

1 square mile 

1 sq. metre 

hectare 

1 sq. km. 

1 cubic foot 

1 million cubic feet 

1 thousand million cubic feet 

1 acre feet 

1 million acre-feet 

cusec-day 

1 gallon 

1 million gallons 

1 cubic metre 

CONVERSION TABLE 

2. 

Linea~ 

-· 25.40 millimetres .. 

= 12 inches 
= .304. 80 millimetres ... 
= 5, 280 feet 
= I ,609. 344 metres 
= 1 . 6093 kilometres 

= 3. 9370 inches 

= 3.2808 feet 
1. 0936 yards 

= 0. 6214 mile 

Area 

0.0929 square metre 

= 4, 840 square yards 
0. 4047 hectare 

640 acres 
= 258. 999 hectares 

10.7636 square feet 
1.1960 square yards 

= 2.4711 acres 
0.003861 sq. mile 

= 0. 3861 square mile 

3. Volume 

0. 0283 cubic metre 
= 6.2288 gallons 

= 11 . 5741 cusec-days 
= 22.9568 acre-feet 

28, 316. 8 cubic metres 
= 6. 2288 million gallons 

= 28. 3168 million cubic metres 
22,956.84 acre-feet 

= 6,228. 8 milliongallons 

= 0.1233 Hectare metre 

= 43.5600 thousand million cubic feet 
1. 2335 milliard cubic metres 

= 
= 
= 

= 

= 

= 
= 

0. 0864 million cubic feet 
1 . 9835 acre-feet 
2,446. 5715 cubic metres 
0. 5382 million gallons 

4. 5461 litres 

160,544 cubic feet 
4,546. 09 cubic metres 

3 5.3147 cubic feet 
219. 969 gallons 
1,000 litres. 
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million cubic metres 

milliard cubic metres 

I cub;c metre per second for I day 

I hectare metre 

4. 

I cubic foot per second 

million gallons per day 

cubic metre per second 

milliard cubic metres per day 

I litre per second 

I milliard 

2 

= 35.3147 million cubic feet 
= 810.71 acre feet 

= 0. 8107. million acre feet 

= 0. 0864 million cubic metres 
= 70. 0453 acre feet 
:: 3.0512 milion cubic feet 

·= 8. 1071 acre feet 
= 0. 3531 million cubic feet 

R11trs of Flow 

= I. 9835 acre feet per day 
= 0. 028317 cubic metre per second 
= 28.316R litres per second 
= 6. 2288 gallons per second 
= 22,423. 68 gallons per hour 
= 0. 5382 million gallons per day. 

= I. 8581 cusecs days 
= 0.0526 cubic metres per second per day 

= 35.3147 cusecs 
= 219.968 gallons per second 

= 0.4087 million cusecs per day 
= 0. 8107 million acre-feet per day 

= 0.03531 cusecs 
= 791.8892 gallons per hour 

= 1,000 million= 1,000,000,000 



(I) Technical terms 

T.M.C. 

M.A. F. 
M.Cft. 

Cft. 
ft. 
in. 
Co 
Fo 
lat. 

long. 

M.D.D.L. 
R.L. 

F.R.L. 

M.W.L. 
G.T.S. level 

(2) Other terms 
AP 

MR 

KR 

MY 
MP 

OR 

G 
G-1 to G-12 

K 

K-1 to K-12 

pp. 

Ann. 

Ed. 

Art. 

U.N. 
U.S.A. 

K.G.C.R. 
I. M.D. 

C.W. &P.C. 

c.w.c. 
P.C. 

ABBREVIATIONS 

thousand million cubic feet 
million acre feet 
million cubic feet 
cubic foot or feet 
foot or feet 
inch or inches 
Centigrade temperature 
Fahrenheit temperature 

Latitude 
longitude 
minimum draw down level 

reduced level 
full reservoir level 
maximum water level 
Great Trignometric Sarvey 
level 

Andhra Pradesh 

Maharashtra 

Karnataka 

Mysore 

Madhya Pradesh 

Orissa 

Godavari 
sub-basins of Godavari basin 

Krishna 

sub-basins of Krishna basin 

pages 

Annexure 

Edition 

Article 

United Nations 
United States of America 
Krishna-Godavari Commission Report 
India Meteorological Department 

Central Water & Power Commission 

Central Water Commission 

Planning Commission 
• 
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Certain volumes containing records of the Goda,·ari case have been marked in an abbreviated form thus: 

MRG 

APG 

KRG 

MPG 

ORG 

MRDG 

APDG 

KRDG 

MPDG 

ORDG 

MRPG 

APPG 

KRPG 

MPPG 

ORPG 

Volume containing the pleadings filed in the Godavari case by the State of M aharashtra. 

Volume containing the pleadings filed in the Godavari case by the State of Andhra Pradesh. 

Volume containing the pleadings filed in the Godavari case by the State of Karnataka. 

Volume containing the pleadings filed in the Godavari case by the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

Volume containing the pleadings filed in the Godavari case by the State of Orissa. 

Volume containing relevant documents filed in the. Godavari case by the State of Maharashtra. 

Volume containing relevant documents filed in the Godavari case by the Stite of Andhra Pradesh. 

Volume containing relevant documents filed in the Godavari case by the State of Karnataka. 

Volume containing relevant documents filed in the Godavari case by the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

Volume containing relevant documents filed in the Godavari case by the S'tate of Orissa. 

Volume containing Project Reports or Notes filed in the Godavari case by·the State of Maharashtra. 

Volume containing Project Reports or Notes filed in the Godavari case by the State of Andhra 
Pradesh. 

Volume containing Project Reports or Notes filed in the Godavari case by the State of Karnataka. 

Volume containing Project Reports or Notes filed in the G9davari case by the State of Madhya 
Pradesh. 

Volume containing Project Reports or Notes filed in the Godavari case by the State of Orissa. 

CWPC(G)... Volume containing relevant documents obtained in the Godavari case from the Central Water 
and Power Commission. 

SP Volume containing Supplemental Pleadings. 



.A.PPENDIX C 

GODAVARI 19th April, 1971 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

ORDER 

The parties have jointly handed over agreed minutes oftbe order (Annexure A) signed by Counsel for the States 
of Andhra Pradesh, Maharasbtra, Mysore, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. There will be an order in terms of the agreed 
minutes. 

New Delhi: 
Dated: April 19, 1971. 

IN THE GODAVARI RIVER DISPUTE 

Sd/­
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/­
(Shamsher Bahadur) 

Member 

Sd/­
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

ANNEXURE 'A' 

J. Each of the States concerned will be at liberty to divert any part of the share of the Godavari waters allocated to 
it by this Honourable Tribunal from the Godavari basin to any other basin. 

2. In view of the pleadings and the statt'ments of the States concerned, none of the States asks for a mandatory order 
for diversion of the Godavari waters into the Krishna basin. 

3. The Krishna case will be decided separately from the Godavari case. 
Sd/- P. Rama Chandra Reddy, 

for the State of Andhra Pradesh 
19-4-71 

Sd/- T. Krishna Rao, 
for the State of Mysore 

19-4-71 

Sd/- H. M. Sccrvai, 
for the State of Maharashtra 

19-4-1971 

Sd/- K.A. Chitale, 
for the State of Madhya Pradesh 

19-4-1971 
Sd/- L.M. Singhvi, 

19-4-1971 

Sd/- M.L. Lath 
19-4-1971 

for the State of Orissa 

5 
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17th July, 1971 

GODAVARI 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF-

ORDER 

There will be an order in terms of the agreed minutes (Annexure 'A') which have been signed by Counsd for atl 
'be parties and have been jointly handed over to the Tribunal. 

New Delhi: 
Dated: July 27, 1971 

GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

Sd/· 
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/· 
(Shamsher Bahadur) 

Member 

Sd/· 
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

ANNEXURE 'A' 

By consent of the parties Clause (1) of Annexure 'A' to the Order dated 19th April, 1971, is amended by insert· 
ing the words "which may be" between the word 'waters' and the word 'allocated' so 'that the amended Clause (1) 
will now read as follows : 

','Each of the States concerned will be at liberty to divert any part of the share of the Gcdavari waters which 
may be allocated to it by this Honourable Tribunal from the Godavari basin to avy other basin." 

Sd/· T. Krishna Rao 
for the State of Mysore 

I 27-7-1971 

Sd/· Santosh Chatterjee, 
Advocate for the State of Orissa 

27-7-1971 

Sd/· P. Ramach®dra Reddy 
for the State of Andhra Pradesb 

27-7-1971 

Sd/· H.M. Seervai 
for the State of Maharashtra 

27-7-1971 

Sd/· K.A. Chitale 
for the State of Madhya Pradesh 

27-7-1971 



APPENDIX D 

GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

' Particulars of visits by the Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal to various works and sites in the Godavari Ba,in in the 
States of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh. Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 

-----------------------------------~--~- -
Date 

November, 1976 

20th to 
21st 

22nd · Halt at Nagpur 

23rd Halt at Nagpur 

24th Halt at Nagpur 

25th Halt at Nagpur 

26th Nagpur to Aurangabad 

27th Halt at Aurangabad 

28th Halt at Auranga bad 

29th Aurangabad to Parli 

30th Parli to Bidar 

Bidar to Hyderabad 

December, 1976 

1st Halt at Hyderabad · 

2nd Halt at Hyderabad 

Distance Works and sites visited 
travelled 
(by road) 
Kms. 

305 

175 

403 

152 

425 

212 

327 

205 

Assembled at Nagpur .. 

Visit to ltiadoh dam and inspection of command areas of Kanhan 
,Diversion Schemes, Pench Irrigation Project, Dhapewada Di­
version Scheme and Wainganga Integrated Project. 

Visit to Pcnch Hydro-electric Project at Totladoh and inspection 
of the works in progress at the dam site and approach tunnel to 
the underground power house. Inspection of command areas 
of Pench Irrigation Project en route. 

Inspection of Kanhan, Wunna, Penganga and Tulana command 
areas. 

Visit tc Pench Irrigation Storage-cum-Diversion Project and wot ks 
in progress. Inspection of the Right and Left Bank canals and 
areas under their command. 

Inspection of commands of Kanhan Diversion Scheme, Lo.,.,t:r 
, Wunna, Lower Wardha, Bambi a, Aran, Lower Pus and Purna 
'Projects and visit to Sidheswar dam en route. 

Review of the tour in Vidarbha region of Maharashtra. 

Visit to Khelna Project and its command area. Inspection of the 
water-shed between Godavari and Tapi rivers en route. 

Visit to Jayakwadi Project and inspection. of the dam, spiUwa~, 
Right and Left Bank canals and command areas. 

Inspection of the ridge between the Upper Godavari and Manjra 
sub-basins. 

50 Inspection of the command area of Karanja and Manjra Projects 

140 

390 

and visit to Karanja Project works under construction. 

Inspection of the command area of·the Karanja Project en route. 

Visit to Nizamsagar dam across river Manjra, its •pillway and 
sluices and Right Bank canal. Held discussions regarding 
heavy silting of its reservoir. Inspection of its command area 
en route. 

Discussions and review of the tour in Maharashtra and Karnataka 
States. 
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Date 

---~--~~ 

3rd Hyderabad to Warangal 

4th Halt at Warangal 

5th Warangal to Kothn.gudam 

6th • Kothagudam to 
Dowlaishwaram 

7th 

8th 

9th 

Halt at Dowlaishwaram 

Dowlaishwaram to 
Visakhaptanam 

Visakhapatnam to 
Bhubaneswar 

lOth }Halt at Bhubaneswar 
lith 

12th Bhubaneswar to 
Bhavanipatna 

13th Bhavanipatna to Koraput 
(Sunabeda) 

14th Sunabeda to Jagdalpur 

15th Halt at Jagdalpur 

8 

Distance 
travelled 

(by read) 
Kms. 

-:-;----------------
Works and sites visited 

160 

220 

260 

90 

210 

450 

423 

320 

136 

311 

Visit to Ramappa lake, inspection of irrigation sluices and 
channels and its command area. 

Inspection of the model of Inchampalli Project showing the lake 
and ar~as to be submerged. Aerial inspection by helicopter ol 
the sites of the proposed Inchampalli dam on the river Godava" 
and the proposed Bhcpalpatnam dam on the river Indrava'il! 
in Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh respectively. 

Halt overnight. Inspection of the watershed bet\\een the Krishna 
and Godavari rivers en route. 

Inspection of command areas of Polavaram Right Bank canal and 
Eluru canal en route. · 

Visit to Godavari Easiern delta and inspe<"tion of areas under Irri­
gaticn of the Godavari Eastern delta canal. 

Visit to Polavaram Project site, inspecticn of plans and discussions 
with the State engineers about the various aspects of the project. 

Visit to God~vari anicut and inspection of restoration work in 
progress. Visit to Godavari Central delta. 

Visit to Pampa reservoir en route. 

Journey. 

Discussions and review of the tour in Andhra Pradesh. 

Overnight halt. 

Visit to Upper Indravati Power House site and in~pection of the 
model of the project and the penstock line as marked at site as 
also the ayacut of this project. Inspection of the watershed bet­
ween the Mahanadi and Illdravati rivers. 

Visit to th~ Upper Kolab Hydro-electric-cum-Irrigation Project 
site and inspection of model of the project and the penstock line 
as marked at site. Inspection of the project ayacut en route. 

Inspection of the Upper Kolab Project ayacut and of the watershed 
between the Indravati and Sabari rivers on way to Jagdalpur. 

Visit to Chitrakot Hyde I Project site on the river Indravati where the 
river falls about 100 feet in several separate streams. Inspection 
of a few medium and minor schemes including Matkot and Man­
der integrated projects. 

Visit to Bodl,lghat dam site on the river Indravati and inspection 
of the axis of the dam and its drawings. Inspection of the com­
mand areas of a few schemes like Basimipur and Dantewara 
Schemes. 



Date 

16th Jagdalpur to Bhilai 

17th Halt at Bhilai 

18th Bhilai to Kanha 

19th Kanha to Balaghat 

20th Halt at Balaghat 

21st · Balaghat to Seoni 

22nd Halt at Seoni 

23rd Seoni to Pachmarhi 

24th Halt at Pachmarhi 

25th Pachmarhi to Bhopal 
26th Halt at Bhopal 

27th Bhopal to Delhi. 

Distance 
travelled 
(by road) 
Kms. 

353 

209 

116 

237 

216 

Works and sites visited 

Visit to Central Water Commission Gauge and Discharge site on 
the Indravati river near Jagdalpur town and held discussions about 
the method adopted for measuring river flows. 

Inspection of Ravishankar Sagar Project site on the Mahanad 
its model and drawings. 

Inspection. of the watershed between the Mahanadi and Godavari 
rivers en route. 

Discussions and local visits. 

Inspection of the watershed near Chi! pi separating the Mahanadi 
basin ·from the Narmada basin. 

Halt overnight at Kanha. 

Inspection of the watershed between the Narmada and the Godavari 
basin near Baihar and the command areas of Gangulpara Tank 

en route. 

Visit to Pujaritola pick-up weir and Sirpur dam across river Bagh. 
Inspection of spillway and the device for measurement of water 

discharged from the gates. · 
Inspection of commands of Upper Wainganga Project, Deo-Am, 

Wara Main, Son, Bagh and Kharadi Projects. 

Visit to the site of diversion of Sarathi river into the Wainganga and 
inspection of the syphon taking Wainganga canal floW below the 
river Sarathi and the aquaduct of the Wainganga canal over the 
river. 

Visit to the Dhuty pick-up weir on the Wainganga river and inspec­
tion of the command areas of the Sarathi, Chawarpani, Moorum 
and Bori Schemes. 

114 Visit to Upper Wainganga Project site and inspection of the model 
and dam site. Inspection of the Wainganga command en route 

210 Inspection of the command areas of the Pench Diversion Scheme, 
Pench river, Gangiwara Project, Bichhua Project en route. 

Discussions and general review of the tour in Madhya Pradesh. 

215 Inspection of the Tawa river right bank command en-route. 
The Tribunal held a formal meeting to consider the petitions filed on 

behl!-lf of the States of Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh, Orjssa and 
Madhya Pradesh. 

General review of the entire tour. 



APPENDIX E 

NOTES BY THE CENTRAL WATER AND POWER COMMISSION ON THE UTILISATION OF 
SUPPLIES TO GODAVARI RIVER BASIN 

AVERAGE ANNUAL RUNOFF AND DEPENDABLE YIELD 

The river Godavari has been regularly gauged at Dowlaishwaram Anicut in Madras Delta. Statement attach­
ed gives actual annual runoff from 1881 to 1946 i.e., for a period of 66 years, Average annual runoff comes 
to 3433 T.M. Cft. But this figure was actually exceeded only in 35 years out of66, and hence cannot be taken as 
dependable. Runoff of 300 T.M. Cft. taken by Madras is available in 45 years, that of 2500 and 2250 T.M. 
Cft. in ·56 and 59 years respectively. For 4 years out of 66, suyply falls below 1000 T.M Cft. As "carry 
over" is not possible in this basin except at a very high cost, dependable supply available may be taken as 2250 
T.M. Cft. This is in addition to the present actual utilisation which is of the order of 500 T.M. Cft. This 
gives total dependable supply of 2750 T.M. Cft. 

Bombay 

Hyderahad . 

Madras 

..... 
Bombay 

Hyderabad . 

Bombay 

Hyderabad . 

Projects already under operation 

Godavari Canals Parwara Canals Minor Works 

Nizam Sagar dam Munair dam Minor Works 

Delta Irrigation 

TOTAL 
or say 

Projects under construction 

Gangapur Canal near Nasik 

Godavari North Canal Bend usura Project 
Bendusura Project 

TOTAL 
or say 

Projects under investigation or contemplation 

(Assumed) 

Purna dam on Purna river 
Devour dam on Manjira river 
Upper Godavari dam at Khustapuram 

Pen ganga dam 
Lower Munair dam 
Prabitta dam . 
Lower Goddari dam at Inchampally 
Medium and minor projects 
Minor works . 

TOTAL 

10 

.. 

T.M. Cft. 

50 

153.1 

300 

503.1 
503 

T.M. Cft 

7.0 

53.0 
1.0 

61.6 
62 

. T.M. Cft. 

10 

36 
27 

227 (280-53 Godavari 
North canal). 

53 
32 
32 

,32 
60 
18 

517 



Madhya Pradesh 

Madras 

Wain ganga North of Khapa 
Pen ganga at Amti . 

11 

Wardha river east of Morai . . 
Indra Vati-Chitrakoti Barsur Bhopal Patnam 
Sabari at Guma . 
Wainganga Reservoir Projects 
Absorption and evaporation losses 

TOTAL . 

Ramapada Sagar dam 

12 
75 
19 
20 

172 
160 
22 
' 

480 

1035 

Sabari (115 T. M. Cft.) not taken into account as it will not be necessary if Ramapada Sagar Dam materialises 
Total10+ 517 +480+. 1035=2042 T. M. Cft. 

Total utilization of supplies in this river basin for projects both in operation and proposed, therefore, is of 
the order of (503 +62+2042) 2607 or say 2600 T. M. Cft against 2750 T, M. Cft. available. The supplies available 
are, therefore, just sufficient to meet the total requirements of all the projects which can be foreseen at present. 

Next point to be considered is wheth~r supplies are available at the sites proposed. Unfortunately dis­
charge observations are available for any site above Dowlaishwaram in Madras. It is, however, evident that ample 
supplies are available for Bombay, Madhya Pradesh and Madras Projects. As regards Hyderabad that State has 
given some calculations for the various sites which show that water will be available. The only site where there is 
likely to be some difficulty is Khushtapuram on the Godavari but here also supplies appear to be just sufficient. 

Financial aspects of the proposed Projects 

The only projects which seem to have been surveyed in detail are Puma, Devnor, Godavari and Penganga 
i.t Hyderabad and Ramapada Sagar in Madras. 

The Hyderabad Projects lue also shown to be productive. But as detailed estimates have not been made available, 
no check has been possible. 

As regards Ramapada Sagar project in Madras, it is unproductive. But the Madras Government proposed 
to levy annual betterment fee in the form of acreage rate on the land to be benefited just sufficient to make up the 
loss. 

A Statement of actual annual runoff of River Godavari at Dowlaishwaram, Madras. 

Year 

1881 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

1890 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

6 M of A&lj79-3. 

T.M. Cft. 

3,404,806 
3,700 
5,580 
5,171 
4,412 
4,221 
5,274 
2,554 
2,459 
4,731 
4,076 
4,271 
5,194 
4,295 
3,203 
3,393 
3,425 
2,880 

459 

Runoff 

... 

---·-------- -----------

M. acre ft. 

78.2 
85 

128 
119 
101.5 
97 
121 
87.7 
87.2 

118.7 
93.8 
98.2 

133 
98.7 
73.6 
78.0 
79.0 
66.2 
10.5 
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Year T.M. Cft. Runoff M. acre ft. 

1900 3,425 78.8 

I 2,309 53.0 

2 ' 1,480 34.0 

3 4,003 93.5 

4 1,893 43.5 

5 2,254 51.8 

6 3,068 70.5 

7 '' 
5,359 135.0 

8 3,955 91.0 

9 2,371 54.5 

1910 4,425 101.5 

I 2,490 57.3 

2 2,955 68.0 

3 2,663 61.3 

4 • 5,298 121.5 

5 3,771 86.7 

6 4,432 102.0 

7 5,441 125.0 

a. 2,736 62.9 

9 3,938 90.5 

1920 958 22.0 

I 3,077 70.7 

2 2,954 68.0 

3 2,515 58.5 

1924 2,484 57.2 

5 3,282 74.6 

6 
7 3,700 85.1 

8 3,243 74.6 

9 2,943 67.7 

1930 286 6.6 

I 4,778 110.0 

2 3,775 86.7 

3 4,745 109.0 

4 4,647 107.0 

5 3,535 81.5 

6 4,158 95.7 

7 400 9.02 

8 4,853 112.0 

9 2,459. 56.5 

940 4,181 96.2 

I 1,422 32.7 

2 4,228 27.4 

3 3,802 87., 

4 4,279 98.5 

5 4,220 97.8 

6 3,559 82.7 
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· Statement by projects of the quantum of proposed utilization, power, installed and proposed irrigation 

Name of Project 

BOMBAY 

Godavari Canals 
Panvara Canals 
Minor Works 

Gangapur Canal 

Future Minor Projects 

HYDERABAD 

Nizam Sagar dam 

Munair dam . 

Minor Works 

Godavari North Canal 

Bendsura Project 

Purna 

Devnoor 

Godavari 

Pen ganga 

Lower Munair 

Pranhitta 

Lower Godavari 

Minor and medium Projects and works 

MADHYA PRADESH 

Wain ganga North of Khapa 
Penganga at Amti . 
Wardha 

Indravati Chitarkoti Barsur 

Bhopalapatnam 

Wainganga Reservoir Project 

Sabari at Guma 

t-bsorption losses etc. 

MADRAS 

Dowlais waram Ani cut 

Rampada Sagar Dam 

:~ 
.J 

\ 

Note : Projects in operation or under construction are underlined. 

Total 
demand 
T.M. Cft. 

50 

7 

10 

58.0 

3.4 

91.7 

53.0 

1.6 

36.0 

27.0 

227.0 

53.0 

32.0 

32.0 

32.0 

78.0 

75 
19 

20 

160 

172 

22 

480 

300.00 

300.00 

·--~---~- -----
· Proposed 

irrigation 
in acres 

Not known 

50,000 

50,000 

2,75,000 

17,250 

4,53,963 

2,27,000 

8,200 

1,50,000 

50,000 

9,33,000 

1,50,000 

1,00,000 

1,00,000 

1,00,000 

2,94,000 

50,000 
3,00,000 

75,000 

80,000 

10,00,000 

6,90,000 

12,50,000 

27,46,000 

Proposed 
power 

installed. 
K.W. 

Not known 

.. 

16,000 

40,000 

1,75,000 

40,000 

1,50,000 

1,800 
13,400 
4,370 

27,000 

35,002 

6,20,000 

11,400 

1,50,000 
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Summary record of discussions at the Inter-State Confetence on the utilis_ation of Krishna and Godavari 
Waters held in the Committee Room of the Planning Commission, New Delht, on 27th and 28th July, 1951. 

Planning Commission 

Shti V.T. Krishnamachari, Member-Chairman 

Shri G.R. Garg, Chief of Natural Resources Division. 

Shri K. S. S. Murthy Asstt. Executive Engineer, Natural Resources Division. 

Hon'ble Shri N. V. Gadgil, Minister for Wmks, Production and Supply, attended by invitation. 

BOMBAY 

Hon'ble Dr. Jivraj Mehta, Minister, P. W. D. 

Hon'ble Shri Naik Nimbalkar, Development Minister. 

Shri G. V. Bedekar, I. C. S., Secretary, P. W.D. 

Shri Mirchandani, Chief Engineer, Electricity. 

Shri Champhekar, I. S. E., Chief Engineer, Irrigation. 

MADRAS 

Hon'ble Shri M. Bhakthavatsa!am, Minister, P. W. D. 

Shri T. M. S. Mani, I. C. S., Secretary, P. W. D. 

Shri A. R. Venkatacharya, I. S. E., Chief Engineet, ltrigation. 

Shri N. Padmanabha lyer, I. S. E., Superintending Engineer. 

Shri M. D. Narasimhachari, Deputy Chief Engineer. 

HYDERAiAD 

Hon'ble Shri M. K. Vellodi, Chief Minister. 
Hon'bie Nawab Zain Yar Jung, Minister, P. W. D. 

Shri Papaiah, Chief Engineer. 

Mr. Jaffar Ali, Superintending Engineer. 

MADHYA PRADESH 

Hon_'ble Shri R. Agnibhoj, Minister, P. W. D. 

MYSORE 

Hon'ble K. C. Ready, Chief Minister (attended on 27th only). 

CENTRAL WATER AND POWER COMMISSION 

Shri A. N. Khosla, Chairman. 

Shri Gadkary, Member. 

Shri (Dr.) K. L. Rao, Director. 

Shri C. S. Parthasarathy, Asstt. Engineer. 

,Opening the dicussion Shri V. T. Krishnamachari stated the broad principles on which schemes for irrigation 
and power development should be selected for inclusion in the plan. He mentioned that only projects, which had 
been thoroughly investigated and found technically, economically and financially justifiable, should be included in 
our Five Year Plan. 

The object of the Conference was to discuss the utilization of supplies in the Krishna and Godavari river basins 
so that an assessment could ·be made of the relative merits of projects proposed for inclusion in the second part of 
the Five Year Plan. He referred to the technical paper already circulated showing the supplies available in these 
rivers. In considering the issues placed before the meeting, two points of 'i~w should be reconciled. The first was 
the need from an all-India point of view for increasing available food supplies within the shortest possible time and· on 
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the most economic basis. The Irrigation Commission reporting over 50 years ago emphasised the need regarding 
irrigation development as a national-all-India-question. This was even more important now than it was in the pa>t. 
India's food problem can be solved only on such a basis. The shortage of power in the Bombay City and surrounding . 
areas should also be regarded as an urgent problem. On the other hand, regional development was important, 
especially the development of backward regions, and could not be ignored. He was confid~nt that an agreement 
could be reached reconciling these two considerations in a practical manner which would be equitable to all areas 
concerned. 

2. G.R. Garg, Chief of Natural Resources Division, then gave a brief review of the existing utilization of 
supplies in these river basins and the contemplated utilization based on the technical note circulated by the Planning 
Commission. 

Shri Venkatacharya, Chief Engineer, Madras, stated that the discharge figures of Krishna River, which had 
been worked out in the note, were under-estimated by about 8%. Shri Champhekar, Chief Engineer, Bombay, 
stated that the regeneration supplies in the river basin had not been taken into account. He thought that nearly 
25% to 40% of the waters would perhaps be available as regeneration supplies. These points were noted. 

3. Hon'ble Shri N. V. Gadgil drew attention to the extremely backward condition of certain distticts of Bombay 
State, Poona, Sholapur, Bijapur, etc. He specially stressed the needs of the Karnatic areas. The development of 
thes.e regions depended on the availability of power and irrigation and should have high priority. Their needs should 
be provided for. 

Shri M. K. Vellodi, Chief Minister of Hyderabad, desired that certain broad principles of priority 5hould 
be laid down by the Conference, so that details could be worked out later on. 

4. Shri V. T. Krishnamachari mentioned that apart from power supply projects in the Plan to meet ex1stmg 
deficits, irrigation had been given priority over power projects. The Planning Commission in their draft Five Year 
Plan has suggested a Committee for selecting projects for inclusion in the second part of the Plan, and set out the 
principles which should regulate the inclusion of projects in the Plan. No doubt certain Stales had some initial 
advantages-trained staffs and long experience of irrigation works but the inte~ests of o~er regicns could not be 
neglected. 

Hon'ble Shri K. C. Reddy, Chief Minister of Mysore, stated that so far as the Krishna River basin was con­
cerned, Mysore had certain agreement with Madras and Hyderabad and the new agreement, that might be arrived 
at, should take note of the existing agreement. 

5. Shri Rameswar Agnibjoj referred to the Wainganga Project of Madhya Pradesh. It was suggested to him 
that his Government should request the Central Water and Power Commission to complele the investigations so 
that negotiations might be undertaken with the acljoining States for u~ilising the power proposed to be generated. 

6. Sbri T. M. S. Mani of Maclras suggested that the waters of the river basins should be distributed to the 
various States on a percentage basis, so that everyone would be affected equally in good or bad year. 

7. Thereupon the Conference adjournecl to enable the engineers to arrive at an agreement about the waters 
of Krishna. 

8. The Conference reassembled at 4 P.M. The engineers reported a tentative agreement regarding the waters 
the Krishna. Hon'ble Shri N. V. Gadgil suggested that the percentage adopted by the engineers for Bombay should 
be increased. After discussion it was agreed that in the case of the Krishna waters, a different set of proportions 
should be assumccl for discharges·above 1,000 T. M. Cft. 

Saturday the 28th July, 1951. 

9. The engineers met at 10 A.M. to discus~ the distribution of waters in the Godavari Basin and arrived at a 
tentative set of proportions. 

10. The Conference assembled at 11.30 A.M. It considered proposals made by the engineers regarding the 
Godavari. The engineers were requestecl to prepare a memorandum of agreement and the Conefercnce adjourned 

till 3.30 P.M. 
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II. The Conference reassembled at 3.30 P.M. and proceeded to consider the draft memorandum sentence by 
sentence. As regards Section [, Hon'ble Shri N. V. Gadgil stated that the proportions for the Krishna Waters worked 
out on the previous day were not equitable as they would prejudice the development of the economically backward 
areas he mentioned and these areas were entitled to a larger share. After some discussion in which the representa­
tives of Madras, Hyderabad and Bombay took part, the conference agreed to a modification of the proportions of 
distribution for the Krishna waters-Bombay's share being increased by 4 ~~ , 2% being surrendered by Hyderabad 
and 2% by Madras. 

12. The basis of distribution for the Krishna and the Godavari waters agreed to at the conference is shown 
in the annexed memorandum of agreement as finally agreed to by the conference. 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

I-THE KRISHNA 

The dependable annual flow inthe Krishna basin based on the recorded gaugings at Vijayawada is accepted 
as I, 715 T. M.C.ft. This figure may have to be increased to allow for any omissions in respect of existing utilizations 
in any State. 

Shri Vcnkatachari's statement that the actual flow will be in excess of the recorded gauged flow by 8 ~o is 
noted. 

2. The e,i,ting utilizations (subject to corrections mentioned in para I) plus flows required for projects under 
construction in the concerned States, as stated below, are hereby allocated to the respective States :-

Bombay 

Hyderabad . 

My sore 

Madras 

T.M.C;,ft. 

176 

180 

98.5 

290 

744.5 

3. The balance of flow for new projects, after meeting the above allocations works out to 970.5 T.M.C.ft. For 
purposes of allocation, this has been taken as 1,000 T.M.C.ft. For this balance upto 1,000 T.M.C.ft. the allocations 
are made as hereunder :-

Per Cent T.M.C.ft. 
Bombay 24 
Hyderabad . 28 
My sore 

Madras 
(Provisional) 

47 

For balance flow in excess of 1,000 T.M.C.ft. mentioned above, the allocations will be as follows :­

Per cent 
Bombay 

Hyderabad . 

Mysore 

Madras 

30 

30 

1 {Provisional) 

39 

240 

280 

10 

470 

. Th~ allocati_on to Mysore may have to be slightly adjusted to the extent of additional I% as a result of further 
engmeenng scrutmy. This addition will come out of the share of Madras. 

0 

4. The above_ allocations ~re subject to the condition that the diversion of supplies across the western ghats 
for the Koyna Project Will be limited to 67.5 T.M.C.ft. 



17 

II-THE GODAVARI 

The dependaple annual flow in the Godavari basin based on the recorded gaugings at Dauleshwaram is taken 
as 2,500 T.M.C.ft. 

2. The existing utilizations plus supplies required for projects under construction in the concerned States as 
stated below are hereby allocated to the respective States :-

Bombay 
Hyderabad • 
Madhya Pradesh . 

. Madras 

Total . 

T.M.C.ft. 
57 

208 
30 

300 

595 

3. Of the balance flow of 1,905 T.M.C.ft. (say 1,900) which remains available after meeting the allocations 
in para 2, the allocations to the various States will be as below :-

Bombay 
Hyderabad. 
Madhya Pradesh . 
Madras 

I 

Per cent 
3 

26 
24 
47 

T.M.C.ft. 
57 

494 
456 
893 

1,900 

These percentages will apply whether the supplies are in.excess or short of the dependable flow assumed above. 

III-GENERAL 

The allocations in the case of the Krishna and the Godavari have been made on an annual basis. The new 
utilizations have to be so adjusted as not to interfere with the existing daily utilization for existing works and agreed 
utilization for ·new works. 

2. The use of water passed by one State for her use downstream, out of the share allocated to' her and passing 
through the reservoir of another State may be used by the latter State, solely for power purposes, provided that such 
quantities are not impounded in their passage through the reservoir for more than the period agreed upon between 
the Governments concerned, which agreement shall not be unreasonably withheld. 

' 
3. The allocations made under parts I and II shall bf reviewed after 25 years. 

4. No major project shall be undertaken for construction by any State unless it has been fully investigated and 
necessary detailed estimates have been prepared, and duly examined. 

Replies received from State Governments 

Copy of Letter No. MS 3433, dated the 17th August, 1951 from the Secretary to the Government of Madras, 
Public Works Department, to the Secretary, Planning Commission, New Delhi. 

Subject : Utilization of the supplies in Krishna and Godavari River Basins by the State Governments-conclu­
sions arrived at the Conference convened by the Planning Commission-ratification. 

With reference to your letter No. PC(V)95/51, dated 31-7-1951, I am directed to state that the Madras Govern­
ment ratify the agreement arrived at on the above subject at the conference held at New Delhi on 27th and 28th July, 
1951, a copy of which was forwarqed with your letter cited. ---

Copy ofletter No. C.M. NI 1051 J., dated 30th August, 1951, from the Deputy Secretary to the Government 
of Bombay, Public Works Department, to the Deputy Secretary, Planning Commission, New Delhi. 
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Subject : Utilization of supplies in the Krishna and Godavari river basins. 

With reference to your letter No. PC(V)95/51, dated the 31st July, 1951, forwarding (a) a summary record of 
discussions at the Inter-State Conference held in the Planning Commission, New Delhi, on the 27th and 28th July, 
1951 on the above subject and (b) a copy of the agreement reached at the Conference regarding the allocation of the 
supplies in the Krishna and Godavari River Basins, I am directed to convey the ratification of the agreement by 
this Government as requested therein 

Copy of letter No. GVA-16/GV/51-3148, dated 23rd August, 1951, from the Secretary to the Government of 
Hyderabad, Public Works Department, to the Deputy Secretary, Planning Commission, New Delhi. 

Subject : Utilization of !upplies in the Krishna and Godavari River Basins-Ratification of Agreement. 

Reference : Your letter No. PC(V)95/51, dated the 31st July, 1951. 

With reference to the above communication, I am directed to inform you that the Government of Hyderabad 
hereby ratifies the agreement arrived at in the Inter-State Conference held at Delhi on the 27th and 28th of July, 1951. 

Copy of letter No. 429-F/W 251, dated 8th September, 1951, from the Secretary to the Government of Madhya 
Pradesh, Public Works Department, Nagpur to the Secretary Planning Commission, New Delhi. 

Subject : Utilization of supplies in the Krishna and Godavari River Basins. 

With reference to your letter No. PC(V)95/51, dated the 31st July, 1951, I am directed to state that the State 
Government ratify the agreement arrived at the Inter-State Conference on the utilisation of supplies in the Godavari 
and Krishna River Basins, held on the 27th and 28th July,l951. 



BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

APPENDIX F 

6-1-1970 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE REGARDING THE INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND 
THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

*** ••• *** *** 

ADMISSION MADE BY ALL PARTIES 

It is conceded by all parties that Orissa is not bound in any way by the agreement of 1951. 

New Delhi: 
Dated this the 6th day of 

January, 1970. 
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Sd/-
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/-
(Shamsher Bahadur) 

Member 

Sd/-
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 



APPENDIX G 

GODAVARI 
12th July 1976 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­

STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF. 

ORDER 

Learned Advocate General of the State of Andhra Pradesh, on behalf of the State of Andhra Pradesh, has made 
the statement as in Annexure 'A'. Let the statement be recorded. 

NEW DELHI 
Dated :July 12, 1976. 

GODAVARI 

Sd/-
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/-
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/-
(D,M. Sen) 
Member 

ANNEXURE A 
12th July, 1976 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTES AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

It was provided in the Inter-State Agreement dated the 27th/28th July, 1951, i.1 Patt III General, Clause 3, that 
"the allocations made under Parts I and II shall be reviewed after 25 years." and so the agreement will expire by 
27/28th July, 1976. Further on 19-12-1975 another Inter-State agreement was entered into between all the five Ripa­
rian States for partial allocation of the waters of the River Godavari and its Tributaries. 

In view of the above circumstances, I on behalf of the- State of Andhra Pradesh, state that issue No. I need not 
be answerea by this Hon'ble Tribunal. 

New Delhi 
Dated :July 12, 1976. 

20 

Sdt-
(P. Ramachandra Reddy) 

Advoca1e General 



APPENDIX H 

Extracts of para 8.5.3 of Chapter VIII of the Rejoinder of Andhra Pradesh to the Statement of case of 
Maharashtra (APG. Vol.III)-Suddavagu Project. 

8.5.3 Suddavagu Project-Suddavagu is a tributary of the Godavari having its source in Maharashtra State 
and joining Godavari river in Andhra Pradesh. A scheme across the stream was contemplated by the former Hydera­
bad State, and was provided for in the !951 Agreement. The reservoir scheme originally contemplated has been 
dropped. The scheme as now proposed by Andhra Pradesh State involves no submersion in Mahara>htra terri­
tory. 



APPENDIX G 

GODAVARI 
12th July 1976 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MAlTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­

STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF. 

ORDER 

Learned Advocate General of the State of Andhra Pradesh, on behalf of the State of Andhra Pradesh, has made 
the statement as in Annexure 'A'. Let the statement be recorded. 

NEW DELHI 
Dated :July 12, 1976. 

GODAVARI 

Sd/-
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/-
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/-
(D,M. Sen) 
Member 

ANNEXURE A 
12th July, 1976 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MAlTER OF A WATER DISPUTES AND CONNECTED MAITERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

It was provided in the Inter-State Agreement dated the 27th/28th July, 1951, i,, Part III General, Clause 3, that 
"the alloc:1tions made under Parts I and IT shall be reviewed after 25 years." and so the agreement will expire by 
27/28th July, 1976. Further on 19-12-1975 another Inter-State agreement was entered into between all the five Ripa­
rian States for partial allocation of the waters of the River Godavari and its Tributaries. 

In view of the above circumstances, i on behalf of the State of Andhra Pradesh, state that issue No. I need not 
be answerea by this Hon'ble Tribunal. 

New Delhi 
Dated :July 12, 1976. 

20 

Sdt-
(P. Ramachandra Reddy) 

Advocale General 



APPENDIX H 

Extracts of para 8.5.3 of Chapter VIII of the Rejoinder of Andhra Pradesh to the Statement of case of 
Maharashtra (APG. Voi.III)-Suddavagu Project. 

8.5.3 Suddavagu Project-Suddavagu is a tributary of the Godavari having its source in Maharashtra State 
and joining Godavari river in Andhra Pradesh. A scheme across the stream was contemplated by the former Hydera­
bad State, and was provided for in the 1951 Agreement. The reservoir scheme originally contemplated has been 
dropped. The scheme as now proposed by Andhra Pradesh State involves no submersion in Mahara,htra terri­
tory. 



APPENDIX I 

THIS AGREEMENT made this Thirty First day of January One Thousand Nine Hundred and Seventy Five bet­
ween the Governor of Maharashtra (hereinafter referred to as •'Government of Maharashtra") of the one part and 
THE GOVERNOR OF ANDHRA PRADESH (hereinafter referred to as 'Government of Andhra Pradesh') of 
the other part. 

WHEREAS the representatives of the Maharashtra Government led by the Secretary to the Government of 
Jvlaharashtra, Irrigation and Power Department, Shri B. A. Kulkarni, and the representatives of the Government 
of Andhra Pradesh led by the Secretary to the Government of Andhra Pradesh, Public Works Department, Shri 
B.C. Gungopadhyay met in a conference at Bombay on the 17th June, !972 to discuss proposals regarding the Swarna 
Irrigation Project of Andhra Pradesh (hereinafter referred to as "the said Project"). 

AND WHEREAS, at the said conference certain proposals concerning the said project were formulated and 
agreed upon between the said representatives, subject to the same being confirmed by Government of Maharashtra 
and the Government of Andhra Pradesh. 

AND WHEREAS, the propo,sals regarding the said project as now finally agreed upon between the Government 
or Maharashtra and Government of Andhra Pradesh are as set out in the schedule hereunder written. 

AND WHEREAS the parties are desirous of entering into a formal agreement in connection therewith; NOW 
THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH that the Government ofMaharashtra and the Government of Andhra Pradesh 
hereby mutually confirm and agree to the proposals set out in the schedule hereunder written in connection with the 
said project, and the parties hereto covenant with each other that they shall duly observe and perform the conditions' 
and provisions to be observed and performed respectively by them under or in, the said proposals set out in the 
schedule hereunder. 

THE SCHEDULE 

The Governments of Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra agreed to the completion of the Swarna Project of 
Andhra Pradesh subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The availability of wat( r at the Jawali Dam site of Swarna Project on the basis of 75% dependability is 
2137 Mcft., 70 Mcft., which is existing user and 230 Mcft., for future projects i.e. in all300 Mcft., should be reserved 
for the Upper State i.e. for use in Maharashtra catchment area. In respect of future projects for which 230 Mcft., 
should be reserved the Government of Maharashtra will intimate the Government of Andhra Pradesh about the 
particulars of acreage, cropping pattern and also the quantity of water required for each project, as and when a project 
is taken on hand. 

(ii) The height of the Dam may have to be adjusted to the upstream use in Maharashtra as mentioned in clause 
No. (i) above and subject to the reservation for upstream user mentioned. in clause (i) above. The Government of 
Maharashtra has no objection to the decision of Government of Andhra Pradesh that the height of the dam at the 
F. R. L. should be 1183. Acquisition for submergence area and rehabilitation of the affected people would be 
entirely at the cost of the Andhra Pradesh Government. 

(iii) On the basis of F. R. L. 1183, the submergence in Maharashtra will be to the extent of 400 acres of which 
about 80 acres are Government lands and about 320 acres belong to private parties. The number of families of far­
mers who would be affected would be about 80. The number of families of farmers who would lose major portion 
of the holdings and hence need rehabilitation would be approximately 40. Each of the affected families which loses 
a major portion of its holding has to be rehabilitated and should be given five acres of land out of which one half 
should be wet and one half should be dry. on payment of usual occupancy price for Government waste lands. The 
preference indicated by the affected persons is for allotment of lands in the following villages : 

I. Koutla 
2. Sarangapur 

22 
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3. Jam Busrug 
4. Chincholi 
5. Borgaon 
6. Jawali 

7. Alur 
8. Dheni 

The Government of Andhra Pradesh may consider giving preference to the lands available in thc>e v•llagcs or as nrar 
to th: original village as possible. It is not necessary that all the people neelling rehabilitation should be rehabilitated 
Ill the' same compact block. 

(iv) ,The villagers from Maharashtra will be allowed to lift water by pumps from the Swarna lake to irrigate 
their lands to the maximum extent of !50 acres. For this water supply the irrigators in Maharashtra will be char~ed 

'the water rates by the Government of Andhra Pradesh in the same manner; and at the same rates as are applic;ble 
to the irrigators in Andhra Pradesh. Government of Maharashtra undertakes to restrict such lift irrigation within 
the agreed limit of ISO acres. The Government of Maharashtra aiso undertakes to recover and pay water charges 
to the Government of Andhra Pradesh in the event of the water rates nol being paid by any of the irrigators of Maha· 
rashtra. The water so utilised by irrigators in Maharashtra will be accounted for against the upstream reservation 
being made for Maharashtra as in clause (i) above. The officials of the Government of Andhra Pradesh will be per· 
m;tted and afforded all facilitie; by the Government of Maharashtra for inspecting the pumping installation> set· 
up in, and the irrgation arrangements made for, the lands in Maharashtra State, to lift water by pumping from the 
p.1rt of th·: Sw.1rna R:servoir located in the Maharashtra State. 

(v) The project authorities will construct submergible bridge at the cost of the project in time to restore tl11 

communications from the village site of Apparaopcth to fields on the other side of the river. Further two or thre( 
suitable culvert crossings will be provided by the Government of Andhra Pradesh on Nallas. The existing carl 
track from Apparaopeth to Jawali from where there is a road to Nirmal, will get submerged by the re,crvoir. Th( 
State of Andhra Pradesh will acquire lands and provide equivalent communication system between Apparaopetl 
and Jawali. 

In witness whereof the Scci·etary to the Government of Maharashtra, Irrigation and Power Department ha: 
for a 1d on beho1lf of the Govern0r of Mah'lrashtra hereto set his hand and affixed the seal of his office and the 
Secretary to the Government of Andhra Pradesh, Public Works Department has for and on behalf of the Governo 
or Andhra Prade,h, hereto set his hand and affixed the seal of his office, to the day and year first herein abov1 
written. Signed, Sealed and Delivered by Shri V. R. Deuskar, Secretary to Government of Maharashtra, Jrrigatior 
and Power Department for and on behalf or the Government of Maharashtra in the presence of 

(I) 

& 
(2) 

Sd/- K.S. Shankar Rao 
Dy. Secy. to the Government of Maharashtra 
I & P. D., Bombay 

Sd/· V.A. Joshi 
Under Secy. to the Govt. of Maharashtra, 
I. & P. D., Bombay 

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED 
By Shri Sd/- M. Gopalakrishnan 
Secretary to Government of Andhra Pradesh 
Public Works Department for and on behalf of the Governor of Andhra Pradesh in the presence of 

(I) 

& 

(2) 

Sdf-

Sd/-

G. Hanumantha Reddy, 
Dy. Secy. to Govt. (Works) 
Public Works Department. 

C.S. Sarvanam 
Assistant Secretary to Govt. 
Public Works Department. 



APPENDIX J 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 
IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE 

INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

C.M.P. No. 17(7)/76-GWDT, 

The Stale of Maharashtra 

To 
The Honourable Justice Mr. R. S. Bachawat, 

Chairman of the Tribunal and the other 
Honourable Members oft he Tribunal. 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 

Doted 12th July 1976 
. Petitioner 

The Humble Petition of the 
Petitioner above named. 

The Stales of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa and Andhra Pradesh havf entered into an 
agreeme11t on 19th December 1975 at New Delhi regarding sanction and clearance of projects for the utilisation of 
Godavari river and its tributaries. 

The State of Maharashtra hereby file a copy of the said agreement together with the Annexures and respectfully 
prays that this Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to : 

(a) take this agreement together with Annexures on r~cord and mark it an exhibit. 

(b) pass such other appropriate orders as may be deemed necessary. 

Dated this 12th day of July 1976. 
Petition drawn by 
Shri P.C. Bhartari. 

Sdi-
(P. C. Bhartari) 
Counsel for the State of Maharashtra. 

Sdj­
(S. J. JOSHI) 

Under Secretary to the Government of 
Maharashtra, Irrigation Department. 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE 
INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

C.M.P. No. 17(8)/76-GWDT 

The State of Andhra Pr~desh . 
To 

The Honourable Mr. Justice R. S. Bachawat, 
Chairman of the Tribunal and other 
Honourable Members thereof. 

MOST RESPECTFULLY S,HEWETH: 

Dated 12-7-1976 
• Petitioner 

The Humble Petition of the 
Petitioner Above Named. 

The State of Mahara,htra, Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, O!issa and Andhra Pradesh have entered into an 
agreement dated 19-12-1975 at Ne1• Ddhi under the auspices of the Honourable Union Minister of Agriculture and 
Imgat10n. 

24 
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A copy of the said Agreement entered into by the States of Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Maharashtra, Madhya 
Pradesh ana Orissa together with its Annexurcs I to IV is filed herewith. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh prays that this Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to take the Agreement dated 
19-12-"15 entered into by all the parties together with its Annexures I to IV on record and mark it a' an Exhibit a no 
pass such other order or orders as the Honourable Tribunal may deem fit. 

New De\hi-49 
Dated 12-7-1976. 

GODAVARI 

Sd/-
(B. GOPALAKRISHNA MURTHY) 

Special Officer : Water Resources Irrigation 
& Power Department, Government of 
Andhra Pradesh 

12th July, 1976 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE 
INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

XX 
32. C. M.P. No. \7(7)(76-GWDT 

ORDER 
XX XX 

Petition dated the 12th July, 1976, on behalf of the State of Maharashtra praying that the copy of the agreement 
dated the 19th December, 1975 entered into by the States of Maharashtra, Kat natab, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa and 
Andhra Pradesh regarding sanction and clearance of projects for the utilisation of Godavari river and their tribu­
taries together with the Annexures thereto be taken on record and marked as exhibits. 

AND 
33. C. M.P. No.l7(8)f76-GWDT 

Petition dated the 12th July, 1976, on behalf of the State of Andhra Pradesh praying that the copy oft he agree· 
ment dated the 19th December, 1975, entered into by the States ofMaharashtra, Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Otiss1 
and Andhra Pradesh regarding sanction and clearance of projects for the utili5ation of Godavari river and thei 
tributaries together with the Annexures thereto be taken on record and marked as exhibits. 

The copies of the agreement dated the 19th December, 1975 together with all the annexures filed with C.M.Ps. 
are received in evidence. Let these be marked as exhibits. The C.M.Ps. are disposed of accordingly. 

New Delhi 
Dated : July 12, 1976. 

Sd(-
(R. S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/­
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/­
(D. M. Sen) 

Member 



APPENDIX K 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE 
INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

C.M.P. No. 17(14)/78-GWDT 
Dated 8-8- I 978 

The State of Maharashtra l 
The State of Madhya Pradesh J~ 
The State of Andhra Pradesh 

Petitioners 

To 
The Honourable Sh,i Justice R. S. Bachawat, 
Chairman of the Tribunal and other 
Honourable Members thereof. 

The humble petition of the 
petitioners above-named. 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 

In pursuance of the discussions held between the Representatives of the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh 
and Andhra Pradesh regarding the sub-basin wise allocations of Waters of the Godavari below Pochampad and its 
trihutaries downstream ofPochampad Dam in the State of Andhra Pradesh, the projects therein and all allied matters, 
the allocations already agreed to under the Inter-State Agreement. dated the 19th December. 1975 were taken i n!o con­
sideration. In furtherance of the said Inter-State Agreement, an agreement has been reached for final allocation of 
all the waters of the various sub-basins between the Representatives of the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh 
and Andhra Pradesh on the 7th August, 1978. 

2. The said agreement of?-8-1978 covers all outstanding matters between the States of Maharashtra, Madhya 
Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh, regarding the sub-basin wise allocations of the waters of the Godavari and its tributaries 
downstream of the Pochampad Dam in the State of Andhra Pradesh. The said agreement of 7-8-1978 covers the 
allocations for the sub-basins G-5 (Part); G-6; G-7; G-8; G-9; G-10; G-Il and G-12 concerning the three States of 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh. Accordingly, the said disputes between the States of Maha­
rashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh have ceased to exist. 

3. The petitioner States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh further state that the said 
agreement of 7-8-1978 embodies the agreement reached between the said States, on issues I to IV of the dispute. 

4. The States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh furthet submit that in view of the said 
agreement of?-8-1978, it would not ee necessary for this Hon'ble Tribunal to adjudicate upon the levels for the In­
champalli Project which is to be a joint project of all the three States as per the agreement of 19-12-1975. According­
ly, the said dispute has ceased to exist. 

5. The States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh respectfully submit that the aforesaid 
agreement, dated 7-8-1978 annexed to this CMP may be taken on the record of this Hon'ble Tribunal and appropriate 
directions with regard thereto may be issued. 

PRAYER 

The Stales of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh respectfully pray that this Hon'ble Tribunal 
may be pleased to : 

(i) receive the Agreement, dated 7-8-1978 between the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra 
Pradesh on record of the present proceedings; 
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(ii) issue appropriate directions with regard thereto; and 

(iii) pass such other orders as may be deemedjustand proper. 

:Settled by : 

Sd/-
P.C. Bhartari, 
Advocate for the State of 
Maharashtra. 

Sd/-
C. R. Somasekharan, 
Advocate for the State of 
Madhya Pradesh. 

Sd/-
1). V. Sastry, 
Advocate for the State of 
Andhra Prad)sh. 

New Delhi; 
Dated, the 8th August, 1978. 

GODAVARI 

Submitted by ; 

Sd/-
. Representative of the State of 

Maharashtra. 

Sd/-
Representative of the State of 

Madhya Pradesh. 

Sd/-
Representative of the State ol 

Andhra Pradesh. 

8th August, 1978. 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE 
INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

ORDER 

C. M.P. No. !7(!4)/78-GWDT 

Petition, dated the 8th August, 1978, on behalf of the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhn 
Pradesh, filing, therewith an Agreement, dated the 7th August, 1978, concluded by them and praying that the 
same be taken on record of the present proceedings. 

By consent of the parties, the C. M.P. is treated as placed in today's list. The Agreement annexed to the C.M.P 
togethet with the C.M.P., is received in evidence and taken on record. Let it be marked as an exhibit on behalf of 
the State ofMaharashtra. 

Be it recorded that Counsel for the States of Karnataka and Orissa have stated that they do not admit the 
,correctness of any of the statements or submissions made in the C. M.P. or in the Agreement annexed thereto. 

The C. M.P. is disposed of accordingly. 

New Delhi; 
Dated; August 8, 1978. 

o6 M of A & 1/79-S 

Sd/-
(R. S. Bachawat) 

Chairman. 

Sd/· 
(D. M. Bhandari) 

Member. 

Sd{· 
(D. M. Sen) 

Member. 



APPENDIX L 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DI~PUfE AND C)NNECfED MATTER REGARDING THE INfER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

C.M.P. No. 17(15)/78-GWDT 

The State of Andhra Pradesh} Petitioners 
The State of Karnataka . 

To 

The Hon'ble ShriJustice R.S. Bachawat, 
Chairman of the Tribunal and other 

Honourable Members thereof. 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH : 

D/18-10-1978 

The humble petition of the 
petitioners above named 

Discussions were held between the Chief Ministers of the States of Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh on 4th 
August, 1978 at Bangalore, (a) for the allocation of waters in the Manjra sub-basin of River Godavari, for construc­
tion of Singur Project, for diversion of Godavari waters from Polavatam Project into Krishna river, and (b) for­
construction of Jurala project as proposed by the State of Andhra Pradesh on the river Krishna. A Summary record 
of discussions held at Bangalore on 4-8-78 was prepared. True copy of the said Summary record signed by Counsel 
for the two States is hereto annexed. It is submitted that the same may be taken on the record of this Honourable 
Tribunal and that appropriate directions may be issued. 

to 

PRAYER 

The States of Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh respectfully pray that this Honourable Tribunal may he pleased 

(i) receive the Summary record of discussions held between the Chief Ministers of Karnataka and Andhra 
Pradesh on 4-8-1978; 

(ii) issue appropriate directions with regard thereto; and 

(iii) pass such other orders as may be deemed just and proper. 

Sd/-

Representative of the State of 

Karnataka 

Sd/-

Representative of the State of 

Andhra Pradesh 
New Delhi, 
Dated: 18-10-78 
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GODAVARI !Stir October, 197S 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES.TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

ORDER 
C.M.P.No.i7(15)/18-GWDT 

Petition dated the 18th October, 1978, jointly filed by the States of Karnataka and Andh1a Pradesh prayinE 
that the summary record of discussions helo between the Chief Ministers of Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh on the 
4th August, 1978 be received in evidence. 

Let this C. M.P. be treated as placed in today's list of business by consent of all the party-States. 

The summary record of discussions in the Annexures I and II filed with the above petition is received in evidence 
on behalf of the States ofKarnataka and Andhra P1adesh. Let these be marked as exhibits of the State ofKarna· 
taka. 

The C. M.P. is disposed of accordingly. 

New Delhi, 
Dated : October 18, 1978. 

Sd/-
(R. S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sdt-
(D. M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/­
(D. M. Sen) 

Member 



BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

C.M.P.No.l7(I)f79-GWDT 

The State of Orissa ') 

The stte of Andhra Pradesh I 
To 

Petitione.s 

The Honourable ShriJustice R. S. Bachawat, 

Chairman of the Tribunal and other 

Honourable Members thereof. 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 

Dated: 2-1-1979 

The humble petition of the 
petitioners above named. 

In pursuance of discussions held between the representatives of the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh regard­
ing the sub-basin wise allocation of waters below Pochampad Dam in the Godavari river and its tributaries in the 
States of Andhra Pradesh and Orissa, the projects therein and all allied matters and the allocations already agreed 
to under the Inter-state Agreement dated the 19th December, 1975, an agreement has been reached between the Chief 
Ministers of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh on 15th December, 1978 for final allocation of all the waters below Poch­
ampad Dam. 

2. The said agreement of 15th December, 1978 annexed to the C.M.P. covers ail outstanding matters between 
the States of Otissa and Andhra Pradesh regarding the sub-basin wise allocation of the waters of the Godavari and 
its tributaries downstream of Pochampad Dam. 

3. The petitioner States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh further state that the said agreement of 15-12-1978 
embodies the agreement reached between the said Stat,s, on issues (i) to (iv) of the dispute and it may be taken on 
record of this Hon'ble Tribunal and appropriate direction with regard to this may be issued. 

4. In the circumstances stated above the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh respectfully pr,ay that the Hon'ble 
Tribunal may be pleased to : 

(i) Receive the agreement dated 15-12-78 between the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh on record of 
the present proceedings ; 

(ii) issue appropriate direction with regard thereto ; and 

(iii) pass such other order as may be deemed just and proper. 

New Delhi, 
Dated : January 2, 1979 
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Sd/-
Representative of State of 

Orissa 

Sd/· 
Representative of State of 

Andhra Pradesh 
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GODAVARI 2nd January, 1979 
BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUN .U 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

ORDER 

C.M.P.No. 17(1)/19-GWDT 
Petition dated the 2nd January, 1979 filed jointly by the States of Orissa and Andhra p,adesh praying that the 

Agreement dated 15-12-1978 annexed thereto be taken on record of the present proceedings and appropriate direc· 
tions issued in regatd thereto. 

By consent of the party States, the C.M.P. is treated as placed in today's list of business. The C.M.P. together 
with the Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 annexed thereto, is received in evidence. Let it be marked as 
an exhibit of the State of Andhra Pradesh. 

•• 

New Delhi, 
Dated : January 2, 1979. 

•• 

Sd/-
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/-
(D. M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/· 
(D. M. Sen) 

Member 



APPENDIX N 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRffiUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

The State of Karnataka } 
The State of Mabarashtra 

To 
The Honourable Shri Justice R.S. Bachawat. 
Chairman of the Tribunal and other 
Honourable Members thereof. 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETII : 

C.M.P. No 17(2)/79-GWDT dated 2-2-1979 

Petitioners 

The humble Petition 
of the petitioners 
above named. 

Discussions were held between the Chief Ministers of the States of Karnataka and Mabarashtra on the 25th 
December 1978 at Bombay. Further discussions between the representatives of the two States were also held result­
ing in an agreement as evidenced by the letters exchanged between the parties. These letters are filed as Annexures 
I, II and III. 

PRAYER 

It is prayed that Annexures I, II and III be taken on record and received in evidence of both the parties and 
marked as exhibits. 

NEW DELHI .. 
Dated : 2nd February, 1979. 

GODAVARI 

Sd/· 
S.S. JAVALI 
Representative of the 

· State of Karnataka 

Sdf-
K.S. SHANKER RAO 
Representative of the 
State of Mabarashtra. 

2nd February 1979 
BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE 
INTER-STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF 

ORDER 
C.M.P.No. 17(2)/79-GWDT. 

Petition dated the 2nd Febro~r~, 1979, filed by the States of Karnataka :md Mabarashtra, praying that the 
documents annexed thereto contrumng an agreement between the two States, be taken on record and ma k d 
exhibits. r e as 

32 



3! 

By consent of all the parties, C.M.P. 17(2)/79-GWDT is treated as placed in today's list. Counsel for the States 
of Karnataka and Mabarashtra have jointly filed the agreement consisting of the documents annexed to the C.M.P 
The documents are received in evidence and collectively marked as exhibit of the State of Kamataka. 

The C. M.P. is disposed of accordingly. 

NEW DELHI: 
Dated : February 2, 1979. 

Sd/-
(R.S. Bachawat) 

Chairman 

Sd/-
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/-
(D.M. Sen) 
Member 



APPENDIXO 

BEFORE THE GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER-VALLEY THEREOF . 

. C.M.P. No. 17(4)79/-GWDT dated 16-7-1979 

The State of Orissa 1 
. & J>-The State of Madhya Pradesh 

To 

The Honourable Shri Justice R.S. Bachawat, 
Chairman of the Tribunal and other 
Honourable Members thereof 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH : 

Petitioners 

The humble petition of the 
petitioners above named. 

In pursuance to discussions held between the representatives of the States of Orissa and Madh}a Pradesh 
regarding the sub-basin wise allocation of waters below Pochampad Dam en the Godavari river and its tributaries 
in the State of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh, the projects therein and all allied matters and the allocations already 
agreed to under the Inter-State Agreement dated 19th December, 1975, an agreement has been reached between 
the Government of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh on I Ith July, 1979, the final allocation of all the waters befow Poch­
ampad Dam and other matters mentioned in the said Agreement. 

2. The said Agreement of I Ith July, 1979, annexed to the C. M.P. covers all outstanding matters between the 
States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh regarding the sub-basin wise allocation of the water of the Godavari and its 
tributaries downstream of Pochampad Dam. 

3. The petitioner States of Orissa & Madhya Pradesh further state that the said Agreement of 11-7-79 embodies 
the Agreement reached between the said States en issues (i) to (iv) of the dispute and it may be taken on record of 
this Hon'ble Tribunal and appropriate directionts) with regard to this may be issued. 

4. In the circumstances stated above the States of Orissa & Madhya Pradesh respectfully pray that the Hon'ble 
Tribunal may be pleased to : . 

(i) Receive the ft,.greement dt. 11-7-79 between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh on record of the 
present proceedings. 

(ii) Issue appropriate direction(s) with regard thereto and 

(iii) Pass such other order(s) as may be deemed just and proper. 

NEW DELHI 
Dated : 16-7-1979. 
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Sd/-
tS.C. Tripathi) 

REPRESENTATIVE OF STATE OF ORISSA 

Sd/-

(A.S. Dhagat) 
REPRESENTATIVE OF STATE OF MADHYA 

PRADESH 
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GODAVARI 16th Jtdy, 1979 

BEFORE THE GODAVRI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

IN THE MATTER OF A WATER DISPUTE AND CONNECTED MATTERS REGARDING THE INTER­
STATE RIVER GODAVARI AND THE RIVER VALLEY THEREOF. 

ORDER 

C.M.P. No. 17(4)/79-GWDT. 

Petition dated the 16th July, 1979 filed by the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh, praying that the agreement 
dated the 11th July, 1979 between them be taken on record. 

By consent of all the parties, C.M.P.No.17(4)/79-GWDT is treated as placed in today's list. 

We direct that C.M.P. No. 17(4)/79-GWDT and the agreement annexed thereto be received in evidence and 
marked as an exhibit of the State of Orissa. 

The C.M.P. is disposed of accordingly. 

NEW DELHI: 
Dated : July 16, 1979. 

Sd/-
(R.S. Bachawat)' 

Chairman 

Sdj-
(D.M. Bhandari) 

Member 

Sd/­
(D.M. Sen) 

Member 
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GODAVARI WATER DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 

D-27, New Delhi South Extension, Part-11, 

New Delhi-110049 

No. 19(1) /80-GWDT. Dated the 7th July, 1980 

To 

Sir, 

The Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Irrigation, 
New Delhi. 

The Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal inves~igated the matters referred to it 
under section 5(1) of the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 and forwarded its 
unanimous Report and decision under section 5 (2) of the said Act to the Govern­
ment of India on the 27th November, 1979. 

Within three months o£ the aforesaid decision, the Government of India and 
the States of Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh filed four 
separate references before ,the Tribunal under section 5 (3) of the said Act. 

The Tribunal has prepared its further Report giving such explanations or 
guidance as it has deemed fit on the matters referred to it under section 5(3) of 
the said Act. 

The unanimous further Report of the Tribunal is forwarded herewith. 

Encl : Report as above. 

Yours faithfully, 

(R. s. B.\CHAWAT) 

Chairman 

(D. M. BHANDARI) 

Member 

(D. M. SEN) 
Member 



Representatives of the Government of India and the State Govemmetlts before 
t/1e Godamri Water Disputes Tribunal at the hearing of the references 

under section 5(3) of the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 

J. For the Government of India 

Shri M. C. Bhandare, Senior Advocate. 

U. For the State of Maharashtra 

Advocates 

1. Shri M. N. Phadke, Senior Advocate, 

2. Shri P. C. Bhartari, Advocate. 

Other representatives 

1. Sh!i M. A. Chitale, Chief Engineer and Joint Secretary. 

2. Shri K. S. Shankar Rao, Deputy Secretary. 

3. Shri N. M. Jog, Deputy Secretary. 

4. Shri P. B. Shinde, Under Secretary. 

5. Shri V. N. Chandratreya, Under Secretary. 

6. Shri S. K. Guha, Special Commissioner (Local Representative). 

Ill. For the State of Kamataka 

Advocates 

1. Shri Sachindra Chaudhuri, Senior Advocate. 

2. Shri S. S. Javali, Advocate. 

Other representatives 

1. Shri B. Subramanyam, Special Secretary, P.W.D. (Irrigation) and Special 
<>Hicer (Retd.). 

2. Shri R. A. Rao, Chief Engineer. 

3. Shri T. C. Ramachandra Rao, Executive Engineer, 

IV. For the State of Andhro Pradesh 

Advocates 

1. Shri P. RamaclJandra Reddy, Advocate General. 

2. Shri Anwarullah Pasha, Advocate. 

3. Shri D. V. Sastri, Advocate. 

Other representatives 

1. Shri Satnarayan Singh, Additional Secretary, Irrigation & Power. 

2. Shri Md. Ikn:muddin Wahaj, Superintending Engineer. 

3. Shri Md. Viquaruddin Ahmed, Deputy Director {Tribunal). 
(ii) 



V. For the State of Madhya Pradesh 

Advocates 

(iii) 

I. Shri Y. S. Chitale, Senior Advocate. 
2. Shri M. K. Ramamurthy, Senior Advocate. 

3. Shri C. R. Somesekharan, Advocate. 

4. Shri Shekhar Bhargava, Advocate. 

Other representatives 

1. Dr. Ishwar Das, Secretary, Irrigation Departm~nt. 

2. Shri K. L. Handa, Irrigation Adviser. 

3. Shri H. V. Mahajani, Chief Engineer. 

4. Shri D. V. Sahasrabudhe, Superintending Engineer. 

5. Shri B. G. Rochalani, Executive Engineer. 

VI. For the State of Orissa 

Advocates 

1. Shri B. M. Patnaik, Advocate General. 

2. Shri Govind Dass, Senior Advocate. 

3. Smt. Sunanda Bhandare, Advocate. 

4. Shri Ananga Patnaik, Advocate. 

Other representatives 

1. Shri B. Ramadorai, Secretary, Irrigation and Power Department. 

2. Shri S. C. Tripathy, Chief Engineer (Irrigation) and Additional Secretary, 
Irrigation and Power. 

3. Shri B. Misra, Chief Engineer (Electricity). 

4. Shri B. Nayak, Superintending Engineer. 

5. Shri M. L. Lath, Executive Engineer, 



CHAPTER 1 

PRELIMINARY CHAPTER 

In this Report, unless otherwise mentioned, the expression "Report", "Original Report" or 
"our Report" means the Report of this Tribunal under section 5(2) of the Inter-State Water 
Disputes Act, 1956. 

The expression "this Report" or "this further Report" means the Report of this Tribunal 
under section 5 ( 3) of the said Act. 

The Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal investigated the matters referred to it under section 
5 (1) of the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 and forwarded its unanimous decision and 
Report to the Government of India on the 27th November, 1979. The Government of India ami 
the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra filed references under section 
5(3) of the said Act by the 26th February, 1980. 

The Government of India filed its reference on the 25th February, 1980 and replies thereto 
were filed by the States of Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Karnataka, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh filed its reference on the 25th February, !980 and replies there­
to were filed by the States of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh filed its reference on the 25th February, 1980 and replies 
thereto were filed by the States of Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Karnataka and Orissa. 

The State of Maharashtra filed its reference on the 26th February, 1980 and replies thereto 
were filed by the States of Karnataka, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 

The Government of India did not file any replies on the references made by the States of 
Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra but reserved its right to make appropriate 
oral submissions on those references. 

The States of Karnataka and Orissa did not file any separate references on thdr part. Their 
cases are stated in the replies filed by them. 

The hearing of the aforesaid references started on the 19th March, 1980 and concluded 
on the 3rd April, 1980. 

The main subject matter of all the references and replies filed by the Government of India 
and the party States, as mentioned above, relates to the decision of the Tribunal on the Polavaram 
Project of the State of Andhra Pradesh. Looking to the importance of this matter, we propose 
to deal with the contentions raised by the party States and the Government of India regarding 
the Polavaram Project in the next Chapter. Thereafter, in the subsequent Chapters the conten­
tions of the Government of India and the party States on matters other than the Polavaram 
Project are dealt with. 

As a result of our decisions on all the contentions raised in the references, we have amended 
our Final Order as contained in the Original Report. Our decision on the water disputes 
referred to the Tribunal for adjudication regarding the inter-State river Godavari and the river 
valley thereof is embodied in the Final Order in Chapter VII. 



CHAPTER II 

POLAV ARAM PROJECT 

Before we take into consideration the contentions raised by the Government of India and 
the party States in their references and replies filed thereto, it will be useful to recall ·What we 
have said in our Report about the nature of the controversy between the party States with regard 
to this project. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh proposes to construct the Polavaram Project for the purpose 
of-

( 1) irrigating large tracts of land in its territory by a canal taking off on the right 
up to Krishna river and the other canal on the left up to Visakhapatnam and also 
by lift canals on both sides; 

(2) making available water for domestic and industrial purposes in its territory; 

(3) production of power; and 

( 4) diverting water of the river Godavari into the Krishna river so that the water thus 
made available may be used for irrigating lands in the Krishna Delta and as a 
consequence more water may be available upstream of Nagarjunasagar to be utilised 
by the three States namely, Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka and Maharashtra. 

Before the Tribunal, the State of Andhra Pradesh submitted Polavaram Project Report Vol. 
I, May 1978 (Exhibit APG-306) for its consideration. Anther project report called the Pola­
varam Project Stage I of March 1978 (Exhibit No. APG-364) was submitted by the State of 
Andhra Pradesh to the Central Water Commission for securing clearance. This has also been 
filed before the Tribunal. Under these Reports a dam is to be constructed at Polavaram to store 
and divert the water. 

· Some basic features of the Project as presented in the Report (March 1978) are given 
below:-

(a) FRL: +150.00. 
(b) Spillway crest level : +94.00. 
(c) Height of gates : 42 feet i.e. from El. 94.00 to EJ. 136.00. · 
(d) Bre~st wall from El. 136 to EI. 150 and above. 
(e) Number of gates : 50 of size 50 feet X 42 feet. 
(f) MDDL; +145.00. 
(g) Live storage of the reservoir: 28.31 T.M.C. between El. +145.00 and +150.00. 
(h) Two canals, one on the right bank and the other on the left bank, each with a full 

supply capacity of 10,000 cusecs. 

The States of Maharashtra and Karnataka had been agitating for utilisation of more waters 
of the Krishna river by diversion of Godavari water into the Krishna. To resolve this dispute, 
Andhra Pradesh entered into the Agreement (Annexure "C" t@ the Final Order) with Karnataka 
on the 4th August, 1978. To this Agreement Maharashtra is also a party. 

Clause 7 of the Agreement provides as follows : 

"(a) Subject to the clearance of Polavaram Project by the Central Water Commission 
for FRL/MWL plus 150 feet the State of Andhra Pradesh agrees that a quantity 
of 80 T.M.C. at 75 per cent dependability of Godavrai waters from Polavaram 
Project can be diverted into Krishna river above Vijayawada Anicut displacing the 
discharges from Nagarjunasagar Project for Krishna Delta, thus enabling the use 
of the said 80 T.M.C. for projects upstream of Nagarjunasagar. 

(2) 



(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 
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~he S~ates of Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka agree that the said quantity of 80 
1.M.C. shall be shared m the proportion of Andhra Pradesh 45 T M c K k 
and MaharashLia together 35 T.M.C. · · ., arnata a 

Andhra ~rades~ ~grees to submit the Polavaram Project report to Central Water 
Commts>ton Wllhm three months of reaching an overall agreement on Godavari 
waters among the five party States. 

Andhra Pradesh agrees to bear the cost of diversion fully. 

Mah~rashtra and Karnataka are at liberty to utilise their share of 35 T .M.C. 
rne~ttoned m sub-para 7(b) above from the date of clearance of the Polavaram 
ProJect by Central Water Commission with FRL/MWL of plus 150 f.:et irrc>pcctive 
of the actual diversion taking place. 

(f) It is also agreed that if the diversion at 75 per cent dcpend"bility as stated in 
clause (a) above exceeds the said quantity of 80 T.M.C. due to diversion of 
Godavari waters from the proposed Polavaram Project into Krishna river further 
diminishing the releases from Nagarjunasagar Project such excess quanti;y shall 
also be shared between the three States in the same proportion as in sub-clause (b) 
above." 

Under this Agreement the clearance of the Polavararn Project for FRL/MWL + 150 feet by 
the Central Water Commission assumed in1portance not only from the po;nt of view of the State 
of Andhra Pradesh but also from the point of view of the States of Mahara>htra and Karnataka. 

The construction of the Polavaram Dam at FRL/MWL +150 feet involved submergence of 
lands of three States namely, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. On the 7th August, 
1978 the State of Andhra Pradesh entered into an Agreement (Annexure "B" to the Final Order) 
with the State of Madhya Pradesh which permitted submergence of the lands of the Slate of 
Madhya Pradesh at Konta due to all effects including backwater effect of the Polavaram Project 
up to R.L. +150 feet but not beyond that limit. The Polavaram Project is to be designed for the 
maximum probable flood in consultation with the Central Water Commission so as not to exceed 
the limit of submergence mentioned above. A similar Agreement (Annexure "o·· to the Final 
Order) was entered into by the State of Andhra Pradesh with the State of Orissa on the 15th 
December, 1978 under which submergence in the State of Orissa at Motu/Konta is not to exceed 
R.L. + 150 feet due to all effects including backwater effect and the Polavaram Project is to be 
designed for the maximum probable flood in consultation with the Central Water Commission so 
as not to exceed that limit of submergence. 

ln its Original Report, the Tribunal examined all these Agrcem~nts and it appeared that 
there was some difliculty in regard to maintaining FRL/MWL at +150 feet at the dam site and 
at the same time ensuring that the maximum submergence in the States of Orissa and Madhya 
Pradesh at Motu/Konta should not exceed R.L. + 150 feet due to all effects including backwater 

effect of the Polavaram Project. 

The Tribuna! took the view that this difficulty was capable of solution by taking proper safe­
guards to avoid excess submergence of the lands in the States of Madhya Pradesh and Om.sa due 

to the construction of the Polavaram Dam. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh of its own accord showed willingness to adopt and observe the 

following safeguards with regard to Polavaram Project :- . 
(i) the design of the Polavaram Dam including spillwa~, ~umber and stz~ of the gates, 

I I t be left to the Central Water Commtsston, but the Central Water crest eve , e c. 
Commission shall keep the FRL/MWL as + 150 feet; 

(ii) the Central Water Commission may determine the places and height of the 
onstructed in the States of Madhya Pradesh and Onssa to 

em~ankments to beh~ h th n +150 feet at Konta/Motu due to backwater eli.:ct 
avmd submergence tg er a 
on account of the construction of Polavaram Dam; 
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(iii) the State of Andhra Pradesh shall pay and bear the cost of construction and main­
tenance of ail necessary protective embankments; 

( iv) Andhra Pradesh is prepared to lower the full supply level of the canals on both 
sides of the dam by two feet; and 

(v) the pond level of Polavaram Dam will be so regulated that there is no aggravation 
in the submergence of land of the two States due to the backwater effect of the 
Polavaram Dam. 

The Tribunal further indicated the following other safeguards for the consideration of the 
Central Water Commission:-

( 1) if the Central Water Commission considers it necessary that dw·ing the monsoon 
period from lst June to 30th September the reservoir level of Polavaram Dam be 
kept below the level to be determined by it, the State of Andhra Pradesh shall not 
exceed such limit and if the reservoir level rises above that level, it should be 
brought down to the lower level as soon as possible; 

(2) the flood disposal capacity of the spillways at Polavaram shall be in conformity 
with the direction of the Central Water Commission to ensure that flood conditions 
at Konta/Motu are not aggravated due to backwater effect; and 

(3) that flood warning stations shall be established in consultation with the Central 
Water Commission on the main river and its major tributaries before starting opera­
tion of the Polavaram Dam. These stations will be provided with wireless 
equipments. 

The Tribunal then observed that "While giving clearance of the Polavaram Project, the 
Central Water Commission may impose all or any of the safeguards mentioned above or such 
other safeguards as it may consider proper in the circumstances of the case. We direct that such 
safeguards shall be observed by the State of Andhra Pradesh". 

Observation of such safeguards by the State of Andhra Pradesh as it may be directed to do 
by the Central Water Commission is made obligatory by the Tribunal by Clause VI of the Final 
Order which runs as follows : 

"Regarding Polavaram Project, the State of Andhra Pradesh shall observe such safe­
guards as it may be directed to do so by me Central Water Commission." 

The clearance of the Polavaram Project was in the hands of the Central Water Commission. 
The parties had themselves left the matter to the Central Water Commission. At that stage, the 
Tribunal could not issue a directive to the Central Water Commission for clearance of the Project 
as the Government of India or the Central Water Commission, which is a Department of the 
Government of India, was not a party to the references then pending before the Tribunal and it 
was not known at that stage whether the Polavaram Project as submitted by the State of Andhra 
Pradesh was technically feasible. The Tribunal, therefore, left the matter for the clearance of the 
Project to the Central Water Commission after making the following observations :-

"The Central \Vater Commission will naturally keep all these points in view while 
clearing the Polavaram Project in consultation with the concerned parties, after giving 
due consideration to achieve the objectives mentioned in the Project Reports of Andhra 
Pradesh. The Tribunal, however, on its part does not find any difficulty for clearing 
the Polavaram Project at FRL/MWL +150 feet." 

The Tribunal then considered the matter from the standpoint that the Central Water Com­
mission may take the view that inspite of making provision for observing the safeguards, the 
excess submergence due to backwater effect could not reasonably be controlled except by lowering 
the FRL/MWL of the Polavaram Project. Under such circumstances, there were two alterna­
tives before the Tribunal. One was not to permit excess submergence in Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa and amend the Agreement dated the 4th August, 1978 in such a manner that the benefit 
granted to the States of Maharashtra and Karnataka remained intact. The other was to permit 
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excess su.bmergence of the. lands of the States of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa and keep Clause 7 
of the satd Agreement as 1t was. For reasons given in the Report, the Tribunal thought fit to 
choose the first alternative. 

Considering all the aspects of the matter, the Tribunal directed that the Agreement of the 
4th August, 1978 between the States of Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh be modified as follows :--

"(i) Jn Clause 7(a), after the words "FRL/MWL plus 150 feet" and in Clause 7(e), 
after the words "FRL/MWL of plus 150 feet" the following words be added :-

"or such other FRL/MWL as the Central Water Commission may find necessary 
and technically feasible keeping in view that as far as possible (i) all the areas of 
the State of Andhra Pradesh mentioned in the Polavaram Project Report of May, 
1978 and Polavaram Project Stage I of March, 1978 are brought under irrigation, 
(ii) the other benefits mentioned in the said Reports of the State of Andhra Pradesh 
are realised, and (iii) water to the extent of 80 T.M.C. or more is diverted to the 
river Krishna." 

"(ii) After Clause 7(a), the following proviso be added: 

"Provided that the excess submergence over and above the natural submergence due 
to all effects including backwater effect on account of the construction of the Pola­
varam Dam does not exceed the limits mentioned in the Agreement dated the 7th 
August, 1978 between the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra 
Pradesh and the Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 between the States of 
Andhra Pradesh and Orissa or in any other agreement that may be entered into 
hereafter." 

Now, we come to the contentions raised in the references filed by the Government of India 
and the States of Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh and to the replies to .~uch 
references by the party States. 

We may mention even at this stage that during the concluding part of the arguments, the case 
on the point of the Polavaram Project took a turn which makes it unnecessary to state in detail 
the contentions raised by the Government of India and the party States in their references and the 
replies filed thereto. We content ourselves by mentioning cardinal points raised in these references 
and replies. 

Case of the Government of India regarding Polavaram Project in its reference. 

In clarification No. 3 of the reference filed by the Government of India, it is stated that : 

(i) the Polavaram reservoir will be a terminal reservoir in the Godavari basin and that 
taking into account the overall national interest and submergence upstream, the 
Central Water Commission considers that FRL and MWL should be fixed at R.L. 
150 feet at the dam site; 

(ii) the normal practice is to stipulate the FRL and MWL of a project at headworks 
and not to link it up with specified submergence levels upstream; 

(iii) 

(iv) 

the submergence in Orissa and Madhya Pradesh territories due to backwater and 
other effects of the Polavaram Dam over and above the submergence due to 
natural floods before the Polavaram Dam comes into existence, should be kept to 

the minimum possible; and ..., 

the safeguards that may be necessary in this regard may be left to be formulated 
by the Government of Andhra Pradesh in consultation with the Central Water 

Commission. 

Durin the course of arguments, learned Counsel for the Gove:nmcnt of India stated in writ­
in that P~avaram Dam with FRL/MWL+150 feet at the ?am s1te proposed by the State of 
A~dhra Pradesh is technically feasible. This was recorded 10 our Order dated the 26th March, 

1980. 
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The Government of India, however, stated that taking into account the data and the parti­
culars furnished by the Government of Andhra Pradesh, the submissions made by the State of 
Maharashtra and the Tribunal's observations (at pages 102-115 of the Report), the finalisation of 
the Polavaram Project with the stipulation of submersion level at Konta/Motu may not be 
practicable. 

It prayed that the Tribunal may consider the above submission for rncdifying their Final 
Order suitably. 

Case of the State of Andhra Pradesh in its reference and in the replies filed by it. 

The rdcrence of the State of Andhra Pradesh is confined to the Polavaram Project only. 

The contentions of the State of Andhra Pradesh may be summarised as follows :-

(1) the Agreements dated the 7th August, 1978 and 15th December, 1978 were con­
cluded without knowing the true situation about the levels that would obtain at 
Motu/Konta under natural conditions even without the Polavaram Project and were 
the result of mutual mistake of fact on the part 0f all the parties to these Agreements; 

(2) even without the Polavaram Project, the natural levels f:Jr certain high discharges 
are above R.L. +ISO feet at Motu/Konta and as such Clause VIII(E) of the 
Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 (Annexure "B'' to the Final Order) and 
Clause II(!) of the Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 (Annexure "D" to 
the Final Order) will have to be amended as otherwise the Polavaram Project 
cannot be constructed: 

(3) if the agreement is to be construed so as to avoid the excess submergence because 
of the backwater effect of the Polavaram Project, the two Clauses relating to the 
level of R.L. + 150 feet at Motu/Konta will be impossible of compliance for the 
natural water level for certain high discharges without the Project itself will be 
higher than that level; 

( 4) the State of Andhra Pradesh is ready to pay compensation for the entire area that 
may be submerged even up to R.L. + 174.22 feet, the level which will be obtained 
for a maximum discharge of 36 Jakh cusecs. It also undertakes to rehabilitate the 
displaced population; 

(5) during the course of discussions that had taken place between the States, the State 
of Andhra Pradesh had agreed that it would design the Polavaram Project in such 
a way as to discharge the maximum flood of 36 lakh cusecs keeping down the pond 
level at Polavaram at R.L. +140 feet during floods and it would build up the level 
up to R.L. +150 feet during the receding floods only to minimise the submergence 
in the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh to the extent possible; 

(6) this pond level of R.L. + 140 feet is absolutely necessary to allow at least partial 
discharges into the canals for meeting the needs of the crops as well as for the con­
tinuous supply of water to the towns along the canal and particularly to Visakha­
patnam; 

(7). if the excess submergence is permitted any loss and inconvenience caused to the 
upper States of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa will be purely temporary and very 
marginal as both the States have already agreed for permanent submersion up to 
R.L. + 150 feet. 

In this connection, the State of Andhra Pradesh has filed three Tables :-

(i) the first Table shows the water levels for different discharges at various pond 
levels with and without the Polavaram Dam based on the computerised study 
made by it; 

(ii) the second Table shows the number of years in a cycle of 95 years in' which 
various flood discharges over 15 Jakh cusecs occurred and the duration of such 
disclJarges; and 



(iii) 

(8) (i) 

(ii) 
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th~ thir~ Table shows the areas of submergence, number o( villages and 
0 

u­
lahon likely to be affected in the States o( Madhya Pradesh and 0 · . p p . nssa, 
~n a cycle of. 95 years,. a flood of 15 lakh cusecs occurs in 22 years or say once 
m 5 ye~rs With a max•mum duration of 9 days, a flood of 20 Iakh cusccs 
occurs m 9 years or say once in 11 years with a maximum duration of 6 days, 
a flood of ~5 lakh cusecs occurs in 2 years i.e. once in 48 years with a maxi­
mum _duration of only 3 days, and a flood of 30 lakh cusecs has occurred only 
once m the last 95 years and the duration of the flood was less than 24 hours; 

w~th the maximum flood of 36 lakh cusecs, the level at Konta/Motu even 
Wllho.ut the P~lavaram Dam will be R.L. +166.10 feet according to the com-
putensed stud1es, that with the Polavaram Dam level at R.L. +140 feet the 
increase over and above the natural flood level will be only 4.65 feet, and that 
this marginal excess submersion of 4.65 feet will result in an excess sub­
mergence of 23.45 acres of river bed and 403.26 acres of bank area in Madhya 
Pradesh and 12.8 acres of river bed and 504.5 acres of bank area in the State 
of Orissa and as a last resort these areas can be protected by construction of 
embankments; and 

(9) the cardinal principles of equitable distribution of waters of a river basin are that :­
(a) there should be an equitable apportionment of the benefits of the river; and 

(b) needless waste of water should be prevented and efficient utilisation 
encouraged. 

With regard to (a), it is submitted that the State of Andhra Pradesh had conceded the entire 
demand of the States of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa by the Agreements dated the 7th August, 
1978 and 15th December, 1978 in order that the proposed Polavaram Project with a marginal 
storage up to R.L. + 150 feet be constructed. With regard to (b), it is submitted that any reduc­
tion in FRL/MWL will only result in wastage of water which will be a loss not only to the State 
of Andhra Pradesh but to the entire nation and will also rule out the possibility of diversion of the 
Godavari waters into the Krishna river for the benefit of all the three States of Andhra Pradesh, 
Karnataka and Maharashtra. If the condition of FRL/MWL + 150 feet at the dam site is 
changed, there can be no question of the diversion of Godavari waters into the Krishna river at 
all. The State of Andhra Pradesh, therefore, prays that-

"this Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to delete the amendments made to Clauses 
7(a) and 7(e) of the Agreement dated the 4th August, 1978 between the States of 
Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka (Annexure "C") and delete the words 'subject to the 
modifications in Clauses 7(a) and 7(e) of this Agreement as contained in Chapter IV' 
from sub-Clause C of Clause V of the Final Order of this Honourable Tribunal at page 
146 of the Report and amend Clause VIJI(E) of the Agreement dated the 7th August, 
1978 between the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra 
'A xure "B") and Clause II(l) of the Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 
' nne ( "D") b b ft fng for between the States of Andhra Pradesh and Orissa Annexure Y su s 1 u I , 

'R.L. +150 feet' wherever it occurs in the said Clauses the words and figures R.L. 

+175 feet'." 

It further added that--
"Thc second amendment suggested above is only by way of_ abu~dant caution to pr~~·ide 
for maximum contingenHcy that may ~~:s~u~~00~n~~a;~:a~'~r~~~u~~ 

0:h~~m~~~~:r~~! 
or sudden floods etc. owever, as . h S t f 

. 1 14 7 of the Report states 'Regarding Polavaram ProJect, t e ta e o 
Tnbuna at page d · rna be directed to do so by the 
Andhra Pradesh shal~ o~s~rve s~ch safegu~r t~e a~;~r ltates will not be affected in any 
Central Water CommiSSIOn ' the. mteres~ op I varam Project will be as settled by the 
way as the design an~ t~e ":'orkmg ~f t e ~~ any dir~ctions that may be given hy this 
Central Water CommiSSion m accor ance W1 

Honourable Tribunal." 
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Cme of the State vf Mulanmhtra in its reference allll In tlze replies filed by it. 

The reference of the State of Maharashtra is confined to the Polavaram Project only and 
broadly runs on the same lines as that of the State of Andhra Pradesh. The State of Maharashtra 
submitt~d that the Tribunal had no jurisdiction to amend the Agreements arrived at between the 
party States. Without prejudice to such contention, it submitted that in the interest of equity and 
justice the Agreemeuts entered into by the State of Andhra Pradesh with the States of Orissa and 
Madhya Pradesh be modified in the following manner :-

"The States of Orissa (Madhya Pradesh) and Anclhra Pradesh agree for the construc­
tion of Polavaram Project of the State of Andhra Pradesh for an FRL/MWL + 150, so 
that the maximum occasional submergence in the State of Orissa (Madhya Pradesh) 
territory at Motu (Konta) above R.L. + 150 due to construct'on of Polavaram Dam to 
FRL/MWL + 150 and all effects including backwater effect during floods in Sabari/ 
Goda\'ari {lVer and above the occasional submergence at these places without the cons­
truction of Polavaram Dam is kept to a minimum. The Polavaram Project shall be 
planned for the maximum probable flood by the State of Andhra Pradesh to meet this 
objective. The Central Water Commission while clearing Polavaram Project for 
FRL/MWL + 150 may impose any or all of the following safeguards and the State of 
Andhra Pradesh shall be bound to carry them out. 

(i) The design of Polavaram Dam including spillway, number and size of gates, crest 
level etc. be left to the Central Water Commission, but the Central Water Com­
mission shall keep the FRL/MWL at Polavaram Dam as +150 feet. 

(ii) The Central Water Commission may determine the places and height of the 
embankments to be constructed in the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh tn 
minimise the extent of occasional submergence, higher than what would have 
occurred during natural floods at Konta/Motu without Polavaram Dam. due to 
backwater effect on account of the construction of Polavaram Dam to FRL/MWL 
+150. 

(iii) The State of Andhra Pradesh shall pay and bear the cost of construction and 
maintenance of all necessary protective embankments in Madhya Pradesh/Orissa. 

(iv) Andhra Pradesh will maintain the pond level of Polavaram Dam and will so 
regulate that aggravation due to additional occasional submergence in the two 
States due to backwater effect of the Polavaram Dam is kept to a minimum as 
directed by Central Water Commission." 

In the end the sub~tantial prayer is that a positive order for the clearance of Polavaram 
Project by the Central Water Commission for FRL/MWL +150 feet be passed. 

Case of the State of Kamataka 

The State of Karnataka has not filed any reference. In reply to the references filed by the 
Government of India and the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra, the 
Stat~ of Karnataka has submitted that the opinion of the Central Water Commission that taking 
into account the overall national interest and submergence upstream, the FRL and MWL should 
be fixed at R.L. + 150 feet at the dam site and communication of this view of the Central Water 
Commission by the Government of India in its reference for fixing the FRL/MWL of the Pola­
var8.m Project at + 150 feet at the dam site is tantamount to the clearance of the level at + 150 
feet at the dam site. Thus it may be taken that the Central Water Commission has cleared the 
Project for FRL/MWL of + 150 feet. It has further stated that clearance of the Project for 
FRL/MWL +150 feet is not a condition for diversion of 80 T.M.C. or more of the Godavari 
waters into the Krishna river. The State of Karnataka also submitted that the amendments 
sug~ested by the State of Andhra Pradesh to Clause VIII (E) of the Agreement dated the 7th 
Auru<t, 1978 entered into between the State of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharashtra (Annexure "B'' to the Final Order) and Clause II(I) of the Agreement dated the 
15th December, 1978 hetween the States of Andhra Prade~h an(l Oriss~ (Annexure '·'P" to thtl 
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.final Order) would also bring about harmony in the Agreements between the parlics <iatcu the 
4th August, 1978, 7th August, 1978 and 15th December 197~ and ach1eve the ObJ·c 1 0 1 these Agreements. ' c un er ymg 

The case of the State of Madhya Pradesh in its reference and in the replies filed by it. 

The Slate of Madhya Pradesh has raised a prelimtl!ary objection in its replies to the rclc­
rences. of the Government of Ind1a and the States of Andhra Pralle>h and Mallarashtra that they 
are _seekmg to have reheanng or the whole matter and a fresh adjuuicahon wh.ch is not permissi­
ble m a relerence under seci.J.on 5(3) of the Inter-State Waler Disputes Act, 1956. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh in reply to the reference filed by the State of Anuhra Pradesh 
submitted that the reasons which promoted the State of Andhra Pradesh to agree to the inclusion 
of "FRL/MWL +150 feet" in Clauses 7(a) and 7(e) of the Agreement dated the 4th August 
1978 inspite of having finalised the negotiations with the States of Madhya Pradesh and Maha~ 
rashtra for limiting the submergence only up to R.L. + 150 feet at Konta due to backwater effect 
including all effects and subsequently entering into the Agreements dated the 7th August, 1\li;,; 
and 15th December, 1978 limiting the submergence at Konta;Motu to R.L. +150 feet show that 
the Slate of Andhra Pradesh by providing adequate spillway capacity and maintaining the pond 
level low at Polavaram Barrage dunng the monsoon season could confidently limit the submergence 
at Konla/Motu at R.L. +150 feet. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh further submitted that the State of Andln·a Pradesh is mixing 
the aspects of natural submergence due to flood without the Polavaram Dam and submergcnc" 
due to backwater effect after construction of Polavaram Dam. The State of Madhya Prauesh has 
entered into an Agreement for limitmg submergence due to the backwater effect after con>truct1on 
of Polavaram Dam, otherwise for the natural submergence without the Polavaram Dam no agree· 
ment with the State of Andhra Prade>h was necessary. 

It submitted that the State of Andhra Pradesh has shown its preparedne>s to pay the com­
pensation for the entire area that may be submerged even up to R.L. +174.22 feet, the level 
which is alleged to be obtained for the maximum discharge with the pond level of 150 feet at 
Polavaram, but the ability to pay compensation for submergence is no justification for e!Iccting 

submergence. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh also submitted that it is possible to limit the submergence at 
Konta;Motu up to R.L. + 150 feet as the floods and their magnitude would get substant1aliy 
reduced due to construction of many dams upstream of Polavaram Dam and by obscrvmg proper 

safeguards. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh further stated that when it is possible to maintain th: Pula­
. varam FRL at +150 feet after the flood season the provision of "FRL" _as incorporated m the 
Agreement would be fulfilled. As regards the condition for MWL bemg 15? fe~l, the State ot 
Madhya Pradesh submitted that this level is the max1mum water level elevahon ~n the reservOir 

d b · 1 ined at R L + 150 feet by keeping the pond level lower dunng the ramy 
an can de mbamqauently on fu~ intimation of flood warnings, this could be further lowered so that 
season an su se 50 f Th · · f· 
water surface elevation in the reservoir does not exceed R.L. + 1 eet. e necessary sa o-

d h' h h to be adopted would limit the submergence at Konta/Molu up to R.L. + 150 
guar s w tc . av:ects including backwater effect. The Stale of Madhya Pradesh submits that 
:::t ~::tr:~ ~at:r Commission can clear Polava~am Project by ensurin~ proper safeguards and 

h d
. · f the Godavari water into the Knshna could thus be achteved. 

t e !VerSIOn 0 

. d t any amendment in the Agreements dated the 7th August, 1978 and 
The State IS oppose o 

15th December, 1978. 
th State of Madhya Pradesh submitted tllat FRL at +150 _feet at Polavaram is 

ln the end e d II t no further guidance in this respcd IS nece.sary. 
feasible after the flood season an ta 



Case of the State of Orissa 
The State of Orissa in reply to the references of the States of Andhra Pradesh and 

Maharashtra questioned the correctness of the data and conclusions drawn therefrom as stated 
in the letter dated the 3rd July, 1979 from Shri M. G. Padhye, Member (P&P), Central Water 
Commission, to Additional Secretary to Government, Irrigation & Power Department, Andhra 
Pradesh and submitted that the recorded levels were higher by 6.84 feet from the actual levels. 
A similar contention was also raised by the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

The State of Orissa submitted that there was no necessity to amend the Agreements dated the 
7th August, 1978 and 15th December, 1978 inasmuch as protective measures contemplated m 
the Report for abnormal !loods could meet the situation apprehended and assumed by the State 
of Andhra Pradesh. 

In the end it submitted that the State of Orissa would have no objection if by appropriate 
design of the Polavaram Project and proper regulaton of the flows, the water level at Motu/Konta 
is not allowed to exceed R.L. + 150 feet due to all effects including backwater effect for a flood 
discharge of 20 lakh cusecs and less at Polavaram. Of course, as directed by the Tribunal, the 
State of Andhra Pradesh will have to provide necessary protective measures including embank­
ments to prevent ~ubmersion of all the areas lying above R.L. + 150 feet in the States of Orissa 
and Madhya Pradesh. 

The reply of the State of Orissa to the reference of tile Government of India runs on the 
same lines. With regard to fixing the level of submergence upstream, it submitted that the 
level of submersion in the territories of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa had to be 
defined because these States cannot control the planning, design and operation of 
Polavaram Project to reduce submergence in their territories commensurate with its 
benefits. As such the only safeguard they had was to specify the Emits of submersion in their 
territories. Besides, the Polavaram Project has certain peculiar features which are normally not 
found in other projects. It provides for a small live storage compared to a huge storage at MDDL 
and as a matter of fact the FRL could be reached from MDDL only in a matter of few hours right 
at the commencement of the rainy ~eason itself with disastrous consequences for the States of Orissa 
and Madhya Pradesh. As such, Polavaram Project has been rightly linked up with specified levels 
upstream. 

It further submitted that the design and operation of Inchampalli joint project should 
provide for flood moderation so that a flood of 20 ;akh cusecs is not exceeded at Polavaram. 
National interest demands that the Inchampalli Project, Projects on the Sabari, Balimela Project 
and Polavaram Project are planned, designed and operated in a coordinated marrner to reduce 
the risk of floods to the maximum extent possible. The State of Orissa also submitted that the 
State of Andhra Pradesh is to formulate feasible protection measures for all areas above R.L. 
+ 150 feet lying in Orissa/Madhya Pradesh and no~ 'for important area>' as suggested. 

In the end the State of Orissa subQJ..itted that taking into account the overall national intere>t, 
the submergence upstream and the solemn Agreements between States, the FRL and the MWL 
should not be fixed at R.L~ 150 feet at the dam site. 

The case was argued by learned Counsel of the parties with considerable force and re­
markable ability. However, the conte!J.tiOI).S raised in the references and the replies and the 
arguments addressed before the Tribunal only go to show that the gap between the parties on 
the construction of Polavaram Project with FRL/MWL at + 150 feet had considerably narrowed 
down. 

It is in the national interest that the Polavaram Dam be constructed with FRL/MWL + 150 
feet. It is also considered by the Government of India that this is technically feasible. The only 
thing that remains to be worked out is how to design the dam and fix its operation schedule so 
that, as far as possible, the excess submergence of the areas of the States of Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa does not exceed R.L. + 150 feet due to all effects including backwater effect. 

Besides the safeguards agreed upon by the State of Andhra Pradesh, one important safe­
guard that was suggested by the Tribumll is that during th.: monsoon period from 1st June to 30th 
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September the reserv~ir .level of .Polavaram Dam be kept bdow the level to be determined by the 
Central Water Conuwsswn and 1t be made obligatory for the State of Andhra Pradesh not to 
exceed such limit and if the reservoir levd rises above that level, it is to be brought down to the 
lower level as sool) as possible. The other safegard suggested was that the flood d.sposal capacity 
of the spillways at Polavaram shall be in conform•ty with the directions of the Central Water 
Commission to ensure that flood conditions at KontajMotu are not aggravated due to backwater 
e!Iect. A further safeguard suggested was that the flood warning stations shall be establtshed in 
consultation with the Central Water Commission on the mam river and its major tributaries 
before ~tarting operation of the Polavaram Dam. 

It is a happy feature of this case that the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa took note of these suggestions as also of other relevant matters and entered into an Agree­
ment on the 2nd April, 1980 regarding the design ar.d operation of the Polavaram Project. This 
Agreement was filed before the Tribunal on the 3rd Apnl, 1980 and marked as Exhibit No. 
APG-365. The States of Maharashtra and Karnataka welcome this Agreement between the three 
States. We make this Agreement a part of our Final Order and it is annexed thereto and marked 
Annexure "G". This Agreement provides inter-alia that :-

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

the Polavaram Project spillway shall be designed for a flood discharging capacity 
of 36 lakh cusecs at pond level of R.L.+140 feet and not ic>s thdn 20 lakh cusecs 
at pond level of R.L.+ 130 feet; 

the pond level shall not be kept higher than R.L. + 145 feet in the lllOnth of June 
if the inflow into the Polavaram reservoir exceeds 3 lakh cusccs; 

on receipt of flood warning from the upper sites and/or due to anticipated inJlows 
into the reservoir requiring regulation, the pond level shall be regulated as provided 
in the Agreement; 

protective embankments with adequate drainage sluices shall be con>tructcd and 
maintained at the cost of the }'olavaram Project in order to protect the land and 
properties above R.L.+lSO feet i~ the terri~ory of the State of Orissa due to the 
construction of the Polavaram PrOJect or at 1ts opt10n for the payment of compen­

sation; and 
payment of compensation by the State of Andhra Pradesh in respect of properties 
in the territory of the State of Madhya Pradesh l•kcly to b~ affected above R.L. 
+150 feet because of the construction of the Polavaram ProJect and rchalJJhtalwn 
of oustees or construction and maintenance at the cost of the State .of Andhra 
Pradesh the necessary protective embankments w1th adequate pumpmg arra~gc­
ments and/or drainage sluices. The option for either of .the above alternatives 
will be exercised by the State of Madhya Pradesh at the lime of construction of 

the Polavaram Project. 

b h. A ~c1nent the parties have settled the controversy with regard to the sub-
Thus, y t IS gr. . d h f the · .· f the States of Onssa and Madhya Pra es on account o 

mergence of the terntones o . 
construction of the Polavararn ProJeCt. 

h r ht f what has happened, the objection raised by the State of Maharashtra with 
In t e •g . 0 

. . . , al and the ob· ection of the State of Madhya Pradesh w1th 
regard to the Junsdictwn tof t~;(;)n~~~;hc Inter-Stat~ Water Disputes Act, 1956 lose their 
regard to the scope of sec 10n · · 
significance. . 

· . ·sed in the references and in the replies thereto wh1ch go counter to 
The other contentiOnS tdaiA "I 1980 may also be taken to have been abandoned. 

the Agreement dated the 2n pn • . . 

1 · p 0 ·ect by the Central Water Conums.Jon for 
Now remains the question of ckaraiJC~~~·e~:en; ~etwecn the States of Andhra Pradesh 

FRL/MWL+l50 feet as Clause ; of ~h;78 g nvisagcs the clearance of the Polavaram Project at 
and Karnataka dated the 4th Aukust. e ~ . 
' 150 f t by the Central Water Conumsswn. FRL/MWL+ cc 
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The Tribunal had definitely indicated in the Report that the Project could be cleared for 
FRL/MWL+l50 feet if water could be stored at that level tor some part of the year and that 
by undertaking proper safeguards excess submergence could be av01ded. The attention o[ learned 
Counsel of the Government of India was drawn to the Agreement dated the 2nd April, 19!!0 
llled by the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa and also to the aforesaid 
observations made by the Tribunal in the Report and he was dJiected to place the views of the 
Central Water Commission for clearance of the l'olavaram Project before the Tribunal after 
taking all the circumstances into account. 

It is a matter of great satisfaction that on the 3rd April, 1980 alter due consideration Counsel 
for the Government of India submitted the following statement : 

'"The Government of India in the Ministry of Energy & Irrigation (Department of Irri­
gation) and the Central Water Commission are wilhng to submit to the following 
Order by the Tribunal : 

The Polavaram Project shall be cleared by the Central Water Commission as 
expeditiously as possible for FRL/MWL+ 150 feet. 

The matter of design of the dam and its operation schedule shall be left to the 
Central Water Ccmmission, which they shall decide keeping in view all the Agreements 
between the parties, including the Agreement of 2nd April, 1980 filed today, as far as 
practicable. 

I£ there is to be any change in the operation schedule as indicated in the Agree­
ment of 2nd April, 1980 it shall be made only after consultation with the States of 
Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. The des1gn aspects shall, however, be 
left entirely to the Central Water Commission." 

All the parties stated that there was no objection to this statement being taken on record. 
the Tribunal, ~herefore, passed an Order that this statement be marked as an exhibit of the 
Government of India. This has accordmgly been marked as Exhlbit No. GOI-1. With this state­
ment the last hurdle in resolving the controversy regarding the Polavaram Project and giving 
effect to the Agreement dated the 4th August, 1978 (Annexure '"C" to the Final Order), 7th 
August, 1978 (Annexure "B"' to the Final Order) and 15th December, 1978 (Annexure '"D" to 
the Fmal Order) is crossed, as the Central Water Commission has agreed to the clearance of the 
Polavaram Project for FRL/MWL+ 150 feet as expedit.ously as possible. 

We are thankful to the parties and to the Goverrunent of India for assisting us in resolving 
this controversy in this manner. 

In the light of the aforesaid discussions, we amend Clauses V and VI of our Final Order in 
the Original Report as mentioned below :-

(1) the words "subject to the modifications in Clanses 7(a) and 7(e) of this Agreement 
as contained in Chapter IV" appearing in Clause V.C. of the Final Order in the 
Original Report be deleted; 

(2) the following be added at the end of existing Clause V of the Final Order in the 
Report:-

"G. Agreement dated the 2nd April, 1980 between the Statl;)s of Andhra 
Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa annexed hereto and marked Annexure 
"G"."; and 

( 3) in place of the existing Clause VI of the Final Order, the following Clause shall 
be substituted :-

" (1) In accordance with tbe statement dated the 3rd April, 1980 submitted on 
behalf of the Government of India, annexed hereto and marked Annexure 
"H", we direct that-

(i) the Polavaram Project shall be cleared by the Central Water Commis­
sion as expeditiously as possible for FRL/MWL+ISO feet; 
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(ii) !he matter of design of !he dam and its operation schedule is left to the 
Central Water Commission which it shall decide keeping in view all the 
Agreements between the parties, including the Agreement dated the 2nd 
April, 1980 as far a~ practicable; and 

(iii) if there is to be any change in the operation schedule as indicated in the 
Agreement dated the 2nd April, 1980 it shall be made only after con­
sultation with the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa. The design aspects shall, however, be left entirely to the 
Central Water Commission. 

(2) The State of Andhra Pradesh shall observe all safeguards, including the safe­
guards mentioned in sub-Clause ( 1) above, refZarding the Polavaram Project 
as directed by the Central Water Commission." 

The effect of these amendments is that the Order of the Tribunal amending Clauses 7 (a) 
and 7(e) of the Agreement between the States of Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka dated the 4th 
August, 1978 and the observations in respect thereof in Chapter IV of the Report are hereby 
superseded. 

The Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 between the States of Maharashtra, Madhya 
Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh as also the Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 between 
the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh must now be read subject to the Agreement dated the 
2nd April, 1980 between the States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. We direct 
that the following be added -at the end of the existing sub-Clauses V.B. and V.D. of the Final 
Order:-

", subje_ct to the provisions of the Agreement dated the 2nd April, 1980 mentionco 
below". 

All the contentious raised in the references filed by the parties and replies thereto relating to 
the Polavaram Project are decided as aforesaid. 



CHAPTER III 

REFERENCE OF THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA RELATING TO MA TIERS OTHER 
THAN THE POLAVARAM PROJECT 

This reference bears No. 1/3/79-WD, Government of India, Ministry of Energy and Irriga­
tion, Department of Irrigation, and was filed on the 25th February, 1980. In this reference, the 
Government of India seeks explanation and guidance on the points mentioned and dealt with 
below. 

Clarification No. I 

The Government of India has submitted as follows:-
Some of the Agreements between the parties refer to utilisations through existing/ 
sanctioned or cleared schemes. However, neither the particulars of the existing/sanc­
tioned or cleared schemes have been given nor the utilisations through them have been 
quantified anywhere in the Final Order. For assessing the availability of water for 
future projects, it is necessary to have the details of the utilisations of the existing/ 
sanctioned or cleared projects including those of the minor projects, on the dates of the 
Agre~ments £nd the utilisations proposed in the projects sanctioned subsequently. The 
Tribunal may consider the desirability of incorporating such details in its Final Order. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh broadly agrees to the clarification prayed for by the Govern­
ment of India. Karnataka also supports the Government of India. The other three States namely, 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa have opposed it. 

The decision of the Tribunal is based on the Agreements of the parties annexed to the Final 
Order. None of the parties pleaded before the Tribunal that these Agreements should be so 
modified as to include particulars of the existing/sanctioned or cleared schemes or the utilisations 
thereunder. 

All the concerned parties have proceeded on the basis that his informaion is not necessary 
to resolve the matters under dispute between them. If such details are to be given at this stage, 
the whole matter shall have to be investigated and verified and the Agreements of the parties 
modified for the purpose of the decision of the Tribunal. All this is not necessary for the purpose 
of our decision. 

If such information is required by the Central Water Commission for assessing the availa­
bility of water for future projects, it is expected that. the parties would supply such information to 
it 

C/ar>fication No. 2(a) 

The Government of India has subJPitted that in the Final Order the sub-basins of the Goda­
vari basin have not been defined and that this is necessary in order to make the Final Order 
comprehensiYe. 

In Clause VIII of the Final Order at page 147 of the Original Report, the following sub­
Clause be added : 

" (c) The sub-basins of the Godavari basin mean the sub-basins described in the state­
ment annexed hereto and marked Annexure "I"." 

The clarification is disposed of accordingly. 

Clarification No. 2(b) 

The Government of India has submitted that in the Final Order, Clause V.C. at Page 146 of 
the Report, reference is made to the modifications in Clause 7(a) and Clame 7(e) of the Agree­
ment dated the 4th Aup;u~t. 1978 as contained in Chapter IV but these modifications have not 
been specified in the Final Order and they may be now specified to make the Final Order self­
contained. 
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As already mentioned in Chapter II of the Report, the modifications to Clause 7(a) and 
C~u.se 7(e) of the Agreement dated the 4th August, 1978 as cc>ntained in Chap~cr IV of the 
Ongmal Report have been deleted. 

Clarification No. 3 

This clarification relates to the Polavaram Project of the State of Andhru Pradesh. It hos 
been dealt with and disposed of in Chapter II of this Rep01 t. 

Clarification No. 4 

The Government ol India has submitted that : 

"With a view to ensuring that the States, mainly the upper States, do not exceed the 
s~ipulated allocations it may be necessary to obtain data regarding storages anti uttli>a­
tmns from one another each year. Also it would be desirable to prov;de for inspection 
of sites in a basin State by the other basin S•ates. The Tr'bunal may kindly consider 
the desirability of providing some enabling dame in their Final Order to this effect s, 
that there is no difficulty at a later stage for any State to obta'n the data from the other 
State when the latter shows reluctance to do so." 

Maharashtra has opposed any clarification on this point. Andhra Pradesh has broadly 
supported it. Karnataka and Madhya Pradesh have al'o supported it while Orissa has not sub­
mitted any reply. 

As supply of such data by one State to another is not incorporated in the Agreements, we do 
not think we should do it now at !his stage. 

It is expected that there will be mutual cooperation between the States and each State will 
wpply such data to the other State as and when required. 

Clarification No. 5 
The Government of India bas submitted that : 

"The Final Order of the Tribunal, on pages 144-148, does not stipulatP. any review after 
a specified period as has been directed by the .Kri<hna. ~nd .Narmada Water Di<putcs 
Tribunals. Keeping in view the need for optimum uhl•sat·on o~ the av~:lable w~'er 
which, with the passage of time, may become a scarce re5ource, tts all. time allocat~on 
may not be desirable. The Hon:ble Tribun.a~ may be please~ to c~.nstder the question 
of stipulating any period af•er whtch the drctston could be revtewed. 

Karnataka bas supported the Governm2nt of India on this point while the other party States 

have opposed it. 

Th d 
· · f th Tribunal is based on the Agreements between the parties and there is no 

e ectston o e . A h d 1t fit cl It ntce"ary 
stipulation in the Agreements for the review of the dectsion. s sue , we o "' ' ·· 

to amend the Final Order in this respect. 



CHAPTER IV 

SECTION 1-REITRENCE OF THE STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH RELATING 
TO MATTERS OTHER THAN THE POLAVARAM PROJECT 

In this reference, the State of Madhya Pradesh has sought cbr.lkations and guidance on the 
points mentioned and dealt with below. 

Clarification No. 1 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitte-d that : 

With refuence to the second paragraph at page 9 of Volume I of the Report, it had 
not made any request to the Central Gcvcrmnent under seceion 3 of the Inter-State 
Water Di~putes Act, 1956 to refer any dispute to a Tribunal. 

It has prayed that tF.e Tribunal may i>sue a clarification to the effect that the State 
Government of Madhya Pradesh did not make any application to the Central Govern­
ment for referring the dispute to the Tribunal. 

We find that in the Notification No. S. 0. 1421, dated the lOth April, 1969 i~sued by the 
Government of India, Ministry of Irrigation and Power, it has been stated in the second paragraph 
thereof:-

"AND WHEREAS requests have also been received under that section from the Govern­
ments of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh to refer the water dispu•e regarding the inter-State 
river, Godavari, and river valley thereof, to a Tribunal for adjudication;" 

In the face of this Notification, we see no need for altering our Report on this point. 

Clarification No. 2 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that : 

Though the name of the inter-State stream 'Chandra Vanka' appears on the map of 
the Godavari basin incorporated in Part II, Volume II of the Report of the Godavari 
Water Disputes Tribunal, the line showing this stream has not been shown therein. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has prayed for issue of d'rect:cns for incorporation of 
the said stream in the map of the Godavari basin. 

We agree with the submission of the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

We have already passed an Order on the 26th March. 1980 that the line showipg the inter­
State stream 'Chandra Vanka' be marked on the map of the Gnc1avari ba<in in Part II of Volume 
li of our Report, submitted to the Central Government on the 27th November, 1979 as also on the 
signed copy of the Report kept in the Tribunal's office. Our direction was carried out and the line 
mentioned above has been shown in the map. 

No further directions arc required to be issued. 

Clarification No. 3 

The S•ate of Madhya Pradesh has referred to the observatons made by the Trbunul 
!It pages 89-90 of the Report that "After all, the State of Orls~a contributes enoueh 
water to the river Godavari and it has the capacity to u~e the water alloca•ed to i'. It 
is also an economically backward State. In our opinion, the water that has been 
allocated to the State of Oris~a in the Sabari sub-ba<in is according to its equitable 
share." 

It has submitted that the Tribunal may be pleased to make it clear that the ob<er­
Yations made by the Tribunal for •he State e>f Ocis'a ~leo apply to the State of Madhya 
Pradesh. 

1( 
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The aforesuid observations made by the ·r ., 1 . ·untc . Ill llDUna With fiY.U:u to 0 . 
' XL at even Without auy agre.:men Ute :St 0 ., u;sa wer~ ma<ie in the 
of th · ~ · · ' aLe ut JLSa was ~nt1 1 .,, e nver ..,a ban Ill accoruan ·e w tl tl A I "u tv lllc ahc;;;alluU oL Wale!· 

. ... ' 1 Je gl cement oa· 'd th 1 
therefore, ol the opmion that •here is no nc'd t 1 .c e ~lll Ucc"mu-:r, 1~1/ti. \';car< 

k 
· 

1 
c o a tcr our Report on u1 · , ' 

to rna e 1t c ear that our ol>servatwns with r·g· d 1 0 
15 

pum_l. W~ wouh1 UKC . 

1 

" ar o nssa do not in a 
>I uauons do not extst in parts of the other :Sta~es. ny way llllP•Y •hat Mmuar 

Clarification No. 4 

The State of r.ladhya Pradesh has submitted that : 
"the Honourable Tribunal may b J· d · . . 
ot the Report: Volume I, (197Y~ ;;~sethct~~:.~~~,~~~:::~~~gto ~~~or~~~~: i~t page 135 
lnchampattl l'v;ulllpurpcsc Project wou'd also be car. ed . . d I n ot the . d . . • " out m a J1110n to liS l•pen:tion 
an mamtcnance, unucr the gUidance and directions of a dul 
Inter-Stat:! Control Boaru for lnchampalli Proj<ct." y cousti<Uted Tnpallite 

At pages 134-135 of Volume I of our R.:port, we h.td made the iulluwing Gbservatiun: 

"In the Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 between ti1e Stat•' of 

Mdh P 

M ~~~~ 

u ya radesh and Andhra Pradesh, the three State~ have agreed to s t 1 ~oustnute~ Tripartite Inter-State Control Board for Inchampalli Prcjec;e inr~~-a~a d~~ 
rts operatiOn and maintenance." 

This observation made by us was with reference w sub-tssue ~8) of Issue Nu. 111 wh1'ch 

states : 
"~hat machinery, if any, should be set up to make available and regulate the allocations 
or waters, 1f any, to the States concerned or otherwise to impkment the deciSion ol the 

Tribunal '!" 
The express on "illlel·c•lia" conveys the ~ense that besides operation and maintenance other 

things are also referred to in the Agreement. Moreover, the aforesaid A;;tccmcnt dated t;tc 7th 
August, 1978 which dellnes the functiOns of the Tripartite Inter-State lnchampalli Co,;trol Board 

has been annc:;ed to and forms part of the Fmal Order. 
We sec no reason to give any further cladication. 

Clarificalioll No. 5 
The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted as follows : 

''The Honourable Tribunal in the Report, Volume I (1979), Final Ord~r. Chapter VII 

have incorporated the following Clause IX, at page 148 : 
"Nothing contained herein shall prevent the alteration, amendment, or modification 
of all or any of the foregoing Clauses by agreement between th" parties or by legis-

lation by Parliament." 
The State of Madhya Pradesh has contended "that some cf the Agreements on which 
the decision is based are bilateral/tripartite Agreements. The Agreements have been 
accepted by the other basin States and no question has been raised as to the rights of 
the States concerned to enter into such Agreements. In view of this, the party States 
to the bilateral/tripartite Agreements should be free to alter, amo~d or mod:fy all or 
any of the clauses in these Agrcement(s), and it should not be necessary to seck con­
currence of all the five basin States to such alteration, amendment or modification which 
concern only two States or at the most three States. The State of Madhya Pradesh, 
therefore, submits for the consideration and clarification of the Honourable Tribunal 
that the word "concerned" may be inserted between the words "parties'' and "or" in 

Clause IX of the Final Order." 
Similar clarification is also sought for on precisely the same obsen·:ttion matlc by the 

Tribunal at page 130 of the Report, Volume I, (1979) and a is prayed that the Trib~nal 
may be pleased to direct inclusion of the word "concerned" between the words "part1es" 

and "or" at pages 130 and 148 of the Report. 



IS 

The State of Andhra Pradesh has agreed to the amendment prayed for by the State of Madhya 
Prauesh. The State of Or.ssa wlule supportmg the subm.sswns mace by the State oi iVlaunya 
haocsh, has subm.tted that the words ··or by l'::.g1slauon by Paruamenf' m U:mse IX a11; ul>o not 
necessary. The ::.tates 01 1\ianarashtra and Kamataka have not agreed w.th lite submisswns made 
by Ulc :>tate ot Madhya Pradesh. 

The vanous Agreements entered mto by the parties with regard to the ailo~ation ol waters of 
the river Gouavari and 11s tnl1utanes are appenoed to the Fmal Order anti are a part of it. An 
agreement which 1S annexed to and made part of the Fmal Oroer is bmJing upon all the hvc States 
w no arc par lies to the water dtspute. ln our opm.on any amendment of the Final Oruer should 
b~ lll.tde by all the party States. However, an amendment o1 an agreement to wmch au the ::.<ares 
are no, parues may be va.t1d in law if 1t does not prcjud.tcmlly atlect a State wh.ch IS not a party 
to 1t anu 1s otherw 1se Ill consonance with the provisiOns of the Final Order. This will depend on 
the nature of the amendment. 

ln the c.rcumstances, we decline to make any amendment in the Final Order in our Report 
on the l.tncs snbm.tted by the Slate of Maohya Prade.h. No alteratiOn on pages 130 and 14d of 
our Report is called for. 

Clarification No. 6 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that in the absence of a compreh~nsive Godavari 
Agreement, certam matters reqwre to be included in the Final Order of the Tribunal for the inlple­
mentation of the various bilateral/tripartite Agreem<!nts propaly. These arc dealt wtth bdow ;-

Clarification No. 6(i) 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that a clause be actc!ect in the Final Order giving 
description of the 12 sub-ba,ins of the Godavari Basin. 

This matter has already been dealt with in Clarification No. 2(a) of the reference made by the 
Government of lnd1a. No further direction is necessary. 

Clarification No. 6(ii) 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that the following be incorporated in the Final 
Order of the Tribunal : 

"The expression 'T.M.C.' or 'lmc' means 1,000 cubic feet of water." 

The expression is of common use and has already been defined in App~ndix B in Volume 11 
(Part I) of the Report. It 1s, the_!:efore, not neces5ary to include this in the Final Order. 

Clarification No. 6(iii) 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that the following be incorporated in the Final 
Order: 

"U&e of quantities of water specified in the Agreements is for a water year commencing 
on 1st June and ending on 31st May." 

The States of Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Orissa have no objection to the incorpora­
tion of the aforesaid Clause in the Fmal Order. The State of Karnataka has given no reply on 
this point. · 

We direct that the following sub-Clause (d) be added at the end of Clause VIII of the Final 
Order:-

"(d) Use of quantities of water specified in the Agreements is for a water year com­
mencing on 1st June and ending on 31st May.'' 

Clarification No. 6(iv) 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that the following be incorporated in the Final 
Order: 

"All the levels mentioned in the Agreements are with reference to the Great Trigno­
metrica! Survey (GTS) levels established by the Survey of Imlia." 
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it is common practice to determine the levels with reference to tile G ·r s d 1 bl' ' d. 
by the S f lnd' A . · · · a urn esta t~uc 
Order. urvey o Ia. s such, we do not constder i~ necessary to incorporate it in our Fmal 

Clarificatioll No. 6(v) 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that the follow;ng be added in the Final Order : 

"The locatio~ of ~ites defined by latitude and longitude in the Agrecm~nts is based on 
the Survey of India toposheets and is indicatiVe only." 

We do not think it neces>ary to incorporate this in our Final Ord~r. 

Clarifications Nos. 6(v~), (vii) and (viii) 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that the following be added in the Final OrJcr : 

(i) "Except as provided in th~ vanous Agreements all use shall be measured by the 
~xtem_ or depletiOn of the water of the river Godavari in any manner whatsoever 
mcludmg losses ot water by evaporation and other natural causes irom man-made 
reservOirs and other works without deducting in the case of use for u·ngation the 
quantity of water that may return after such use to the river. 

The water stored in any reservoir across any stream of the Godavari river 
system shall not of tlself be r.:ckoned as depletiOn of the water of the stream except 
to the extent of the losses of water from evaporation and other natural causes from 
such reservoir. The water diverted irom such reservoir by any State for tts own 
use m any water year shall be reckoned as use by that State m that water year." 

(ii) "If in any water year any State is not able to usc any portion of the water allocated 
to it dunng that year on account of the non-development of its projects or damage 
to any of its projects or do~s not use it for any reason whatwevcr, that State wtll 
not be entitled to clatm the unutiliscd water in any substquent water year." 

(iii) "Failure of any State to make use of any portion of the water allocated to tt t.luri,tg 
any water year shall not constitute forfeiture or abandonment of its share of water 
in auy subsequent water year nor shall it increase the share of any oth~r State in 
any suosequent water year even if such State may have used such water." 

The States of Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Orissa have no objection to the incorpora­
tion of these clauses in the Final Order. Karnataka has subiDJtted no reply. 

In our opinion the existing Clause Ill of the Final Order be renumbered as sub-clause (A) 
of Clause III and the followmg sub-Clause be added at the end : 

"(B). Except as provided in sub-Clame (A) or in the Agreements between the parties 
a use shall be measured by the extent of depletion of the waters of the river Godavari in 
any manner whatsoever including losses of wat~r by evapora:ion _and other natural causes 
from man-made reservoirs and other works Without deducting m the case of use for 
irrigation the quantity of water that may return after such use to the riv~r." 

In order to remove any ambiguity in the matter of the usc of water, we are of the opinion that 
the following be also added as sub-Clauses (C), (D) and (E) of Clause III of the F1nal Order :-

"(C). The water stored in any re~ervoir across any stream of the Godavari river system 
shall not of itself be reckoned as depletion of the water of the stream except to the exte~t 

f th I sses of water from evaporation and other natural causes from such reservotr. o e o . . 
1
.., t diverted from such reservoir by any State for 1ts own use m any water year .ue wa er , 

shall be reckoned as usc by that State in that water year. 

"(D). If in any water year any State is not able to use any p~rtion ?f tile water allocated 

10 
it during that year on account of the non-development of tis projects or d_amage to 

f 
· · t or does not use it for any reason whatsoever, that State wtll not be any o 1!s proJeC s , 

entitled to claim the unutilised water in any subsequent water year. 
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.. (E). Fail w-e of any State to makl! use of any portion of the water allocated to it during 
any water year shall not constitute forfc.ture or abandonment of its share of water in 
any subsequent water year nor shall it .ncrea;c the share of any other Stme in nny sub· 
sequent water year even if such State may have u,ed such water:' 

Clarification No. 7 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted that the following be incorporah:d jn Final 
Order: 

''All States may vary the location of sites of projects/schemes using more than one point 
five (1.5) TMC annually specifically mentioned in the Agrccmc:t;o; by infOtming the 
lower State(s). If as a result of shifting or alteration in the case of any such spccrlicd 
snes upto which a State has been pcrmrtted to usc all the water, there ;s reliuction; 
increase in the intercepted catchment area, a corresponding incre.tsc;rcuuction wrll be 
made in the catchment area of other specolied site (s) so tnat the total catciuncnt area 
ullowed tor each State for interception of all the water is not exce,ded. 

Wtth rcsptct to projects wherein t11e me is limited to 1.5 Tl\lC, i( tltctc i> a marginal 
increase of uWrsauon owr one point live (1.5) TMC but not cxco.:cJing two (2) TMC 
for each proJect, such mcrease may be permitted by mutual consultat.on between the 
States concerned and the lc\\cr ripar.an Statc(s), provided that the total uttlisation as 
>pecilied in each of the paragraphs is not exceeded by th~ concerned Stat~." 

lt is subm•tted by the State of Madhya Pradesh that in the Tripawte Agreement dated the 
7•h August, 1Y78 and m the brlateral Agre~ment dated the 15th December, 1lJ7!l there ate pro· 
vrsrons to this ellect. but there ts no such provision in the btlateral Agreement dated the 11th 
July, 19N between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh and it is ;ubnwted that this is an 
obvious omissio11. 

It has prayed that a general clause applicable to ail the States may be incorporated in tile 
final Order of the Tribunal. 

The State of Maharashtra has opposed this submission. 

We are of the oplillon that it i~ not necessary to incorporate a general daus.: of t!tis nature 
in the hnal Order. So far as the bilateral Agreement dated the 11th July, 1919 between the 
States of Onssa and Madhya Pradesh is concerned, let rt be noted that the State of Orissa ltas no 
obJectwn to the submission made by the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

Clarification No. 8 
The State of Madhya Pradesh while referring to the observation made by the Tribunal at 

pages 137-138 of Volume I of the Report has subm.tted that the Tribunal may be pleased to issue 
drrections for incorporation of the following in its Final Order :-

"In using the waters permitted to each State in these Agreements no State can construct 
a project(s) submerging the territory of another State(s) without prior consent and 
acceptance by mutual discus>ions between the concerned States, except as specifically 
agreed to under any of these Agreements." 

All cases of submergence including the submergence of the territor;cs of the States of Madhya 
Pradesh and Orissa, as a result of the Polavaram Project of Andhra Pradesh, have already been 
settled by the party States in the various Agreements filed by them before us. At this stage, we 
do not think it necessary to incorporate such a general clause in our Final Order. 

Clarification No. 9 
1he State of Madhya Pradesh has submitted as follows : 

"The Honourable Tribunal have ordered in the Report at page 145, Claus.: (V) that the 
various inter-Stat~ bilateral/tripartite Agreements be obs~rvcd and carried out. In 
these bilateral/tripartite Agreements which are at pages 14lJ to 227 of the Report, refc· 
rences to other bilateral Agreements entered into between the concerned States eatlier, 
from time to time also appear, but those earlier Agreements are not incorporated in 

the Report." 
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. In order, therefore, to make the Godavari Final Order a comprchensi\'e document bv 
Itself, all other Agreements entered into between the States for Gl'davari basin proj~cts 
may also be incorporated in th~ Final Order. 

These agreements arc available to all the parties even without thcJ- incorporatic>n in the Hnal 
Order. The parties have already referred to the relevant clauses of such agreements in the Agree­
ments filed before us. 

We do not consider it necessary to incorporate all the earlier agreements in our Final Order. 

Clarificatiolt No. 10 

1be State of Mauhya Pradesh has submitted that the provisions relating to the following 
matters be incorporated in the Final Order : 

(a) Regulation regarding gauging and gauging sites in the Godavari river system. 

(b) Preparation of data for each water year of uses nmde by each party Stale. 

(c) Inspection of records of gauging maintained by the Central Water Commis~ion and 
the party States and uses referred to in (a) and (b) above by all the party States. 

We are of the opinion that the incorporation of these provisions is not required for our 
dedsion. The parties and the Government of India may take such appropriate steps in collncc!ion 
with these matters as they may deem fit and proper. 

SECTION II-CERTAIN CORRECTIONS 

The State of Madhya Pradesh has asked, in paragraphs 1, 3, 7, 'l and 9 of its reference for 
conection of certain clerical errors in the Original Report. We direct that the following correc­
tions be made in our Report : 

(i) At page 5 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 8 add ", Madhya Pradesh" after "Mysore". 

(ii) At page 14 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 19, substitute "484.576" for "478.276". 

(iii) At page 137 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 13, substitute "Andhra Pradc,h'' fur "Madhya Pradesh". 

(iv) At page 137 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 20. substitute "24th September, 1976" for "24th Augu,t. 197R" 

(v) At page 167 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 11, substitute "78°-15' E" for "75"-15' E". 

(vi) At page 179 of Vol. I nf the Report-
"80" 1 0' 05 "E" f "85" 1 0' 05 "E" line 11, sub5tirute - - or - - . 

In the reply filed by the State of Kamataka to the referenre bv the St~.te of Ma"l"'" P•a<le<h. 

it has suggested certain factual errors for correction. We hereby direct that the following correc­

tions be made in our Report : 
(i) At page 2 of Vol. I of the Report-

line, 22 ddete ", Mysore" after "Hyderabad'". 

(ii) At page 60 of Vol. I of the Report-
in the Statement under the Heading "KARNATAKA ST~'TE", "Hyderahad" 

· ·n Col 3 be replaced by "Hyderahad- Karnataka . appeanng 1 • 

(iii) At page 109 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 17, substitute "generally" for "cmphaticallv". 

(iv) At page 121 of Vol. I of the Report- ,, 

I .• 16 su1Jstirute "KRG-86" for "MRG-% . 1n... , 
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Some other minor clerical errors have also come to our notice wh;ch need to he ~orrecied. 
We direct that the following corrections be made in our Report : 

(i) At page 52 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 9, substitute "fall" for "falls". 

(ii) At page 114 of Vol. I of the Report­
line 7, substitute "the" for "The". 

(iii) At page 114 of Vol. I of the Report-­
last line, substitute ";"for ".'' at the end. 

(iv) At page 115 of Vol. I of tl!e Report­
line 1, substitute "the" for "The". 

(v) At page 115 of Vol. I of the Report-­
line 7, add "and" after ";". 

(vi) At page 120 of Vol. I of the Report­
line 8, substitute "follows" for "follow". 

(vii) At page 145 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 6 from bottom, delete ''The" before "Agreement". 

(viii) At page 163 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 15, substitute "proportion" for "proporation". 

(ix) At page 174 of Vol. I of the Report-
last but one line, delete "per''. 

(x) At page 193 of Vol. I of the Report­
line 6, substitute "(F)" for "(B)". 

(xi) At page 195 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 4 from bottom, substitute "sub-basins" for "sub-basin" 

(xii) At page 205 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 1, substitute "Doraguda'' for "Deraguda". 

(xiii) At page 221 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 20, substitute "paragraphs" for "pagraphs". 

(xiv) At page 226 of Vol. I of the Report-
line 5, substitute "Ordeltong" for "Odeltong". 

Durine arguments on the 3rd April, 1980 learned Advocate General of Andhra Prade<h and 
Conn<el for the State of Kamataka prayed that the word "an'' between the words "Central Water 
Commission for" and "FRLIMWL" appearing in line 2 of sub-Clause (a) of Clause 7 of the 
Summarv Record of the niscussions of the meetin!! held between the Chief Ministers of Karnataka 
and Andhra Pradesh at Bangalore on the 4th August, 1978 regarding the river Godavari, be 
deleted. By an Order made on the 3rd April, 1980, the Tribunal directed the deletion of the 
word "an" as prayed for. 

We further direct that wherever there is any conflict between this Report and th~ Original 
Report, the observations in this Report will override and prevail over the observations in the 
Original Report. 



CHAPTER v 

DIRECTIONS FOR COSTS 

. Directions for ciJsts with regard to the reference under section 5 ( 1) of the Inter-State Water 
~1spu~es.Act,.195~ were given at.page 130 of Volume I of the Original Report. We propose to 
g1ve Sl~lar d1rect1ons for costs With regard to the references under section 5 ( 3) of the said Act. 
For th1s purpose, Clause X of the Final Order at page 148 of Volume I of the Report shall have 
to be amended as follows : 

(a) "A" be added at the beginning o[ the first line of Clause X so that the existing 
Clause X will become sub-Clause (A) of Clause X. 

(b) In the second sentence of_sub-Ciause (A) of Clause X, the word "States'' be subs­
tituted by the word "Governments". 

(c) At the end of sub-Clause (A) of Clause X, the following sentence be added:­
"These directions relate to the reference under section 5 (I) of the Inter-State Water 
Disputes Act, 1956." 

(d) After sub-Clause (A) of Clause X, the following sub-Clause (B) be added:­
"(B). The Government of India and the Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, 
Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa shall bear their own costs of appear­
ing before the Tribunal in the references under section 5(3) of the said Act. The 
expenses of the Tribunal in respect of the aforesaid references shall be apportioned 
and paid by the Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Prade,h, Madhya 
Pradesh and Orissa in equal shares." 

2. In the Final Order in Chapter VII, the amended Clause X regarding costs will read as 
follows:-

"(A). 

(B). 

The Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh 
and Orissa shall be~r their own costs of appearing before the Tribunal. The 
expenses of the Tribunal shall be apportioned and paid by the Government of 
Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa in equal 
shares. These directions relate to the reference under section 5 ( 1) of the Inter­
State Water Disputes Act, 1956. 

The Government of India and the Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra 
Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa shall bear their own costs of appearing before 
the Tribunal in the references under section 5(3) of the said Act. The expenses 
of the Tribunal in respect of the aforesaid references shall be apportioned and paid 
by the Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradeih 

~nd Orissa in equal shares," 



CHAPTER Vl 

CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS 

Before parting with the case finally, we place on record our appreciation of the persistent 
~!forts of the party States to arrive at a settlement on all the points of disputes arising in the matter 
of sharing the waters of the inter-State river Godavari and the river valley thereof. !n retrospect 
it becomes manifest that the foundation of such a settlement was laid by the Agreement dated the 
19th December, 1975 when by showing examplary spirit of accommodation, the parties took the 
momentous decision of settling an important part of the dispute. Thereafter, the parties took 
slow but sure steps to reach the ultimate destination of a full and final settlement of the entire 
dispute. This task was not easy and the parties took their own time to arrive at a ;;ettlement on 
the remaining matters. 

At times, to break the stalemate in the negotiations, the ca<e was listed for arguments. But 
every time the parties evinced an earnest desire to settle the entire controversy in a most amicable 
manner. As the stakes were high, the negotiations for settlement took a long time specially when 
the parties devoted themselves to a thorough examination of all the areas in which waters of the 
river Godavari and its tributaries could be beneficially utilised. For this, they had to take into 
consideration all the smail and big rivers flowing in their territories and contributing water to the 
riwr Godavari and also to examine the possibilities for undertaking joint projects. 

It gave the Tribunal immense satisfaction when the parties filed the Agreements annexed to 
our Final Order iri the Original Report. But still, inspite of best efforts, the parties could not 
reach a satisfactory settlement of the question of diversion of the waters of the river Godavari into 
the Krishna through the Polavaram Dam. At this stage we took this matter in our hands and 
decided the case as mentioned in the Original Report. 

The Government of India and some of the party States filed references under section 5(3) of 
the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956. During the course of the hearing of these references, 
the Government of India came to our assistance in resolving this dispute to the satisfaction of all 
the party States by making the statement annexed to the Final Order and marked Annexure "H". 
We are sincerely thankful to the Government of India for this. 

We need not reiterate what we have already said in the Original Report about the devoted 
'ervices rendered by the Assessors and the Secretary of the Tribunal and other members of the 
staff. We record our appreciation of their services. 

To the inhabitants of the Godavari basin and to those beyond the basin who would be utilis­
in~ the waters of the river Godavari, we wish all happiness and prosperity. It is our earnest hope 
that while making its use they wi!l take all possible steps to prevent wastage and pollution of the 
waters of this holy river. We are confident that the party States will take appropriate and effec­
tive steps in this direction. 

The Godavari basin is rich in forests. It is our sincere desire that the parly States should 
preserve this national wealth with uf)nost care so that its usefulne's and beautv remain unspoilt. 



CHAPTER Vll 

The Final Order set forth in Chapter VII f V 1 .. 
accordance with the explanations given b th ~ .b 

0 
• 

1 of th~ Ongmal Report as modilied in 
Water Dispulljs Act, 19:>6 is given below. y e n una! under sectiOn 5(3) of the Inter-Slate 

l'JNAL ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 

The Tribunal hereby passes the following Order :-

Clause I 

th GA~ the S~at~s can make use of underground water within their respective State territories in 
e o avan asm and such use shall not be reckoned as use of the water of the river Godavari. 

Clause II 

. Use shall in~lude any_ use, m~de _by any State of the waters of the river Godavari and its tribu­
ta~les ~or domes~c, mumclpal, rrngat10n, industrial, production of power, navigation, pisciculture, 
wild life protection, recreation purposes and evaporation losses from the .>torages created for the 
above purposes. 

Clause Ill 

(A). The uses of water mentioned in column (1) below shall be measured in the manner 
indicated in column (2) : 

Use 

(1) 

(1) Irrigation use 

(ii) Power use 

(iii) Domestic and municipal water 
supply within the basin 

(iv) Industrial use within the basin 

( v) All uses outside the basin 

Measurement 

(2) 

I 00 per cent of the quantity diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of the tributaries or from 
any reservoir, storage or canal and 100 per 
cent of evaporation losses in these storages. 

100 per cent of evaporation losses in the 
storage. 

20 per cent of the quantity of water diverted 
or lifted from the river or any of its tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage or canal. 

2.5 per cent of the quantity of water diverted 
or lifted from the river or any of its tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage or canal. 

100 per cent of the quantity diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of the tributaries or from 
any reservoir, storage or canal. 

(B). Except as provided in sub-Clause (A) or in the Agreements between the parties a usc 
shall be measured by the extent of depletion of the waters of the river Godavari in any manner 
whatsoever including losses of water by evaporation and other natural causes from man made 
reservoirs and other works without deducting in the caie of use for irrigation the quantity of water 
that may return after such use to the river. 

(C). The water stored in a~y reservoir across any stream of the Godavari river system shall 
not of itself be reckoned as depletion of the water of the stream except to the extent of the losses 
of water from evaporation mul other natural causes from ~uch reservoir. The water tlivcrted from 
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such reservoir by any State for its own use in any water year shall be reckoned as use by that State 
in that water year. 

(D). If in any water year any State is not able to use any portion of the water allocated to it 
~uring that year on account of the non-development of its projects or damage to any of its pro­
Jects or does not use it for any reason whatsoever, that State will not be entitled to claim the un­
utilised water in any subsequent water year. 

(E). Failure of any State to make usc of any portion of the water allocated to it during any 
water year shall not constitute forfeiture or abandonment of its share of water in any subsequent 
water year nor shall it increase the share of any other State in any subsequent water year even if 
such State may have used such water. 

Clause IV 

Each of the States concerned will be at liberty to divert any part of the share of the Godavari 
waters allocated to it from the Godavari basin to any other basin. 

Cla<Me V 

The following Agreements so far as they relate to the Godavari river and Godavari river 
basin be observed and carried out :-

A. Agreement dated the 19th December, 1975 between the States of Karnataka, Maha­
rashtra, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa and Andhra Pradesh annex.ed hereto and marked Annexure 
"A" agreeing to the clearance of projects for the utilisation of waters of the Godavari river and 
its tributaries in accordance with :-

(a) Agreement between the States of Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh on the 17th 
September, 197 5-Annexure I. 

(b) Agreement between the States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh on the 6th 
October, 1975-Annexure II. 

(c) Agreement between the States of Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh on the 
7th November, 1975-Anncxurc III. 

(d) Agreement between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh on the 9th Decem­
ber, 1975-Annexure IV. 

B. Agreement dated the 7th August, 1978 between the States of Maharashtra, Madhya Pra­
desh and Andhra Pradesh annexed hereto and marked Annexure "B", subject to the provisions of 
the Agreement dated the 2nd April, 1980 mentioned below. 

(C) Agreement dated the 4th August, 1978 between the States of Andhra Pradesh and 
Karnataka annexed hereto and marked Annexure "C". 

(D) Agreement dated the 15th December, 1978 between the States of Ori~sa and Andhra 
Pradesh annexed hereto and marked Annexure "D", subject to the provisions of the Agreement 
dated the 2nd April, 1980 mentioned below. 

(E) Agreement between the States of Karnataka and Maharashtra evidenced by letters dated 
the 29th January, 1979, 30th January, 1979 and 31st January, 1979 annexed hereto and marked 
Annexure "E". 

F. Agreement dated the 11th July, 1979 between the States of Orissa and Mauhya Pradesh 
annexed hereto and marked Annexure "F". 

(G) Agreement dated the 2nd April, 1980 between the Stales of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya 
Pradesh and Orissa annexed hereto and marked Annexure "G". 

Clause VI 

(1) In accordance with the statement dated the 3rd April, 1980 submitted on behalf of the 
Government of India, annexed hereto and marked Annexure "H", we direct that-

(i) the Polavaram Project shall be cleared by the Central Water Commission as expedi­
tiously as possible for FRL/MWL + 150 feet; 
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(rl) tho mat~r of design of the_ dam and its operation schedule is left to the Central 
Water Co~s10~ whtch It shall decide keeping in vtew all the Agreements bet­
ween_ the parUes, mcludmg the Agreement dated the 2nd April, 1980 as far as 
prac!lcable; and 

(iii) if there is to be any change in the operation schedule as indicated in the Agree­
ment dated the 2nd April, 1980 n shall be made only after consultation with U1e 
States of Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa. The design aspects shall, 
however, be lcfl entirely to the Central Water Commission. 

. (2) The State of Andhra Pradesh shall observe all safeguards, including tile safeguards men­
tioned m sub-Clause (1) above, regarding tile Polavararn Project, as directed by the Central Water 
Commission. 

Clause VII 

Nothing in the Ordet of this Tribunal shall impair the right or power or authority of any State 
to regulate within its boundaries the use of water or to enjoy the benefit of waters within that State 
in a manner not inconsistent with the Order of this Tribunal. 

Clause VIII 

In this Order : 

C:lause IX 

(a) Use of the water of the river Godavari by any person or entity of any nature what­
soever within the territories of a State shall be reckoned as use by that State. 

(b) The expression "Godavari waters" with its grammatical variations and cognate 
expressions includes water of the main stream of the Godavari river, all its tribu­
taries and all other streams, contributing water directly or inc.lirectlv to the Godavari 
river. 

(c) The sub-basins of the Godavari basin mean the sub-basins described in the state­
ment !lnnexed hereto and marked Annexure "1". 

(d) Use of quantities of water specified in the Agreements is for a water year com­
mencing on 1st June and ending on 31st May. 

Nothing contained herein shall prevent the alteration, amendment or modification of all or 
any of the foregoing Clauses bv al(reement between the parties or by legislation by Parliament. 

Clause X 

(A) The Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa shall bear their own costs of appearing before the Tribunal The expenses of the Tribunal 
shall be apportioned and paid by the Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh and Orissa in equal s~ares. These directions relate to the rckrence under 
section 5(1) of the Inter-State Water Dtsputes Act, 1956. 

(B) The Government of India and the Governments of Maharashtra, Karnataka, Andhra 
Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa shall bear their own costs of appearing ?eforc ~he Tribunal 
in the references under section 5(3) of the said Act. The expenses of the Tnbunal m respect of 
the aforesaid references shall be apportioned and paid by the Governments of Maharashtra, 
Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa in equal shares. 



ANNEXURE "A" 

GODAVARI RIVER BASIN AGREEMENT 

WHEREAS certain discussions have taken place amongst the five States of Andhra Pradesh, 
Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Orissa, subsequent to meeting of 19th July, 1975 
held at New Delhi on the use of the waters of the Godavari river and its tributaries, and 

WHEREAS in pursuance thereof the following agreements have been entered into between 
the States hereinafter mentioned viz. 

(a) Agreement between the States of Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh on 17-9-1975-
Ail.nexure I; 

(b) Agreement between the States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh on 6-10-1975-
Annexure II; 

(c) Agreement between the States of Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh on 
7-11-1975-Annexure III; 

(d) Agre_ement between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh on 9-12-1975-
Annexure IV; 

WHEREAS the States of Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and 
Orissa have considered the said bilateral agreements in their meeting on 19-12-1975 at New Delhi. 

NOW the States of Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa 
hereby agree to the sanction and clearance of projects for the utilisation of waters of the Godavari 
river and its tributaries i_n accordance with the said agreements, provided that nothing in these 
agreements will be treated as a concession by any State in respect of any of its contentions in any 
other water disputes with any other State or with respect to the dispute regarding the sharing of 
the balance quantity of water in the Godavari and its tributaries. State in this agreement means 
any of the aforesaid five States. 

fhe five basin States agree that this agreement will be filed before the. Godavari Water Dis­
putes Tribunal 

NOW as a testimony thereof, we the Chief Ministers of concerned States append our 
signatures. 

NEW DELHI 
December 19, 1975. 

Sd/- 19-12 
(J. VENGAL RAo) 

Chief Minister, 
Andhra Pradesh. 

Sd/-

19-12-75 
(S. B. CHAVAN) 
Chief Minister, 
Maharashtra, 

In the presence of--

Sd/-
(K. N. SINGH) 
Deputy Minister, 
Ministry of Agriculture 
and Irrigation, 
Government of India. 

Sd/- 19-12-75 

(D. DEVRAJ URs) 
Chief Minister, 

Kama taka. 

Sd/- 19-12-75 
(P. C. SETHI) 

Chief Minister, 
Madhya Pradesh. 

Sd/­
(NANDINI SATPATHY) 

Chief Minister 
Orissa. 

Sd/-
(JAGJIVAN RAM) 

Minister of Agriculture 
and Irrigation, 

Government of India. 



ANNEXURE I 

PROCEEDiNGS OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS OF KARNATAKA 
AND ANDHRA PRADESH, HELD AT BAN GALORE ON THE 17TH SEPTE:v!BER, 1 975. 

The following were present : 

KARNATAKA 

1. Shri D. Devraj Urs, 
Chief Minister, 

2. Shri Subhash Asture, 
Minister of State for Major and 
Medium Irrigation. 

3. Shri G. V. K. Rao, 
Chief Secretary. 

4. Shri I. M. Magdum, 
Special Secretary to 
Government, P.W.D. 

5. Shri J. C. Lynn, 
Secretary (o Chief Minister. 

6. Shri B. Subramanyam, 
Superintending Engineer, W.R.D.O. 

7. Shri A. V. Shanker Rao, 
Superintending Engineer W.R.D.O. 

8. Shri S. K. Mohan, 
Under Secretary to 
Government, P.W.D. 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1. Shri J. Vengal Rao, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri Ch. Subbarayudu, 
Mini~ter for Municipal Administration. 

3. Shri C. R. Krishnaswami Raosaheb, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

4. Shri M. Gopalkrishnan, 
Secretary, Irrigation & Power. 

5. Shri B. Gopalakrishnamurthy, 
Special Officer, Water Resources. 

6. Shri G. K. S. Iyyengar, 
Superintendin!( Engineer. Tnter;tate-T. 
Water Resources. 

1. The discussions related to the clearance of projects upstream of Nizamsagar in Karnataka 

and Andhra Pradesh States. 29 
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2. After full discussion, the following points were agreed to, as an interim measure : 

(a) Kamataka may go ahead with the following two projects, and the utilisation will be as 
indicated against each : 

Name of project 

(i) Karanja Project 

(ii) Chulkinala Project 

Utilisation of water 

13.10 TMC ft. 

1.17 TMC ft. 

(b) Andhra Pradesh may go ahead with the construction of a reservoir at Singur for the 
withdrawal of 4 (four) TMC ft. for purposes of drinking water for Hyderabad city. 

3. Andhra Pradesh stated that they propose to construct the Reservoir at Singur with a capa­
city of 30 TMC ft., and that this may involve the submersion of some land in Karnataka State. 
In that event, the details regarding the project and of the submer~ible land in Karnataka will be 
furnished to the Government of Karnataka for their consideration. Karnataka stated that any 
evaporation loss from the Reservoir should come out of the share of Andhra Pradesh. 

4. The Chief Minister of Andhra Pradesh is having discussions with the Chief Minister of 
Maharashtra also about the construction of projects in the Manjira sub-basin. Details of any 
agreement arrived at will be made available to the Government of Karnataka, so that all the three 
State Governments could arrive at mutually consistent agreements. 

5. The details of the interim agreement among the three States will be furnished to the 
Government of India, and also filed before the Tribunal, at the appropriate time. 

D. DEvRAJ URS 

Chief Minister 

Karnataka 

J. VENGAL RAO 

18-9-1975 

Chief Minister 
Andhra Pradesh. 



ANNEXURE II 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING BETWEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS OF 
MAHARASHTRA AND ANDHRA PRADESH HELD AT HYDERABAD ON THF. 

liTH OCTOBER 197$ 

The following were present : 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1. Sri J. Vengala Rao, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri J. Chokka Rao, 
Minister for Agriculture and 
Transport. 

3. Sri N. Bhagwandas, lAS, 
Chief Secretary. 

4. Sri P. Ramchandra Reddi, 
Advocate--General. 

5. Sri A. Krishnaswami, lAS, 
1st Member, Board of Revenue. 

6. Sri C. R. Krishnaswamy Rao 
Sahib, lAS, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

7. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, lAS, 
Secretary, Irrigation & Power. 

8. Sri P. Sitapati, lAS, 
Joint Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power. 

9. Sri B. Gopalakrishnamurthy, 
Special Officer, Water Resources. 

10. Sri M. Jaffer Ali, Adviser, 
Irrigation. 

11. Sri D. V. Sastry, 
qovernment Pleader. 

12. Sri G. K. S. Iyengar, . 
· s.E., Inter-State Circle-I. 

MAHARASHTRA 

1. Sri S. B. Chavan, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri V. B. Patil, 
Minister, Irrigation. 

3. Sri M. N. Phadke. 
Barrister-at-Law. 

4. Sri V. R. Deuskar, 
Secretary, Irrigation Dept!. 

5. Sri M. G. Padhye, 
Chief Engineer (WR). and 
Joint Secretary Irrigation peptt. 

31 



6. Sri K. S. Shankar Rao, 
S. E. & Dy. Secy. 
Irrigation Deptt. 

7. Sri Sridhara Rao Joshi, 
Spl. Officer, 'Irrgn. Deptl 
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The discussions related to the clearance of the projects on and the use of waters of Godavari 
river and its tributaries. 

After full discussions the following points were agreed to : 

I. Maharashtra can use for their beneficial use all waters upto Paithan dam site on the 
Godavari and upto Siddheswar dam site on the Purna. 

II. (i) From the waters in the area of the Godavari basin below Paithan dam site on the 
Godavari and below Siddheswar dam site on the Purna and below Nizamsagar dam site on the 
Manjra and upto Pochampad dam site on the Godavari, Maharashtra can utilise waters not 
exceeding 60 TMC for new projects including any additional use over· and above the present 
sanctioned or cleared utilisation, as the case may be. 

(ii) Andhra Pradesh can go ahead with building its Pochampad Project with FRL 1091 and 
MWL 1093 and is free to utilise all the balance waters upto Pochampad dam site in any manner 
it chooses for its beneficial use. Maharashtra will take necessary action to acquire any land or 
structures that may be submerged under Pochampad Project and Andhra Pradesh agrees to bear 
the cost of acquisition, the cost of rehabilitation of the displaced families and the cost of cons­
truction of some bridges and roads that may become necessary. Maharashtra also agrees to the 
submergence of the river and stream beds. 

III. (i) In the Manjira sub-basin above Nizarnsagar dam site, Maharashtra can utilise 
waters not exceeding 22 TMC for new projects including any additional use over and above the 
present sanctioned or cleared utilisation as the case may be. 

(ii) Andhra Pradesh can withdraw 4 TMC for drinking water supply to Hydcrabad city 
from their proposed Singur project on the Manjira. 

(iii) Andhra Pradesh can construct Singur project with a storage capac1ty of :iU TMC, 
Andhra Pradesh can also use 58 TMC under Nizamsagar project. 

IV. Maharashtra concurs with the agreement arrived at between the States of Andhra 
Pradesh and Karnataka in regard to the use proposed by Karnataka in the Manjira sub-basin 
upstream of Nizamsagar dam site. 

V. Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh will be free to use additional quantity of 300 TMC of 
water each below Pochampad dam site for new projects. 

VI. Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh agree in principle to the taking up ot the Jnchampallt 
Project with FRL as commonly agreed to by the interested . States, viz., Maharashtra, Andhra 
Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh. 

VII. Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh agree to take up the following joint projects at the 
appropriate time with agreed utilisation : 

(a) Lendi Project 
(b) Lower Penganga Project 
(c) Pranhita Project 

and to set up joint committees for this purpose. 

VIII. The States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh agree that this· UQ:rcement will be 
furnished to the Government of India and also be filed before the Godavari ·Water : D'spute5 
Tribunal at the appropriate time. 

Sd/-
(J. VENGAL RAO) 

6-10-75 
Chief Minister, 
Andhra Pradesh. 

Sd/­
(S. B. CHAVAN) 

6-10-75 
Chief Minister 

Maharashtra 



ANNEXURE ill 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING BE1WEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS OF MADHYA 
PRADESH AND ANDl-lRA PRADESH HELD AT NEW DELHI ON THE 7TH NOVEM­
BER, 1975. 

The following were present :­
MADHYA PRADESH 

1. Shri P. C. Sethi, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri V. R. Uike, 
Minister for Irrigation and 
Electricity. 

3'. Shri Manohar Keshav, 
Secretary, Irrigation & Electricity. 

4. Shri Y. S. Chitale, 
Senior Advocate. 

5. Shri R. C. Jain, 
Commissioner, Madhya Pradesh, 
Delhi. 

6. Shri S. R. Bhatia, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

7. Shri V. M. Chi tale, 
Deputy Secretary, Irrigation. 

8. Shri H. V. Mahajani, 
Superintending Engineer, 
Godavari Basin Circle. 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1. Shri J. Vengal Rao, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri P. Ramachandra Reddi, 
Advocate General. 

3. Shri C. R. Krishna Swamy Rao Saheb, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

4 Shri C. M. Shastry, d h 
. Special Commissioner, Govt. of Andhra Pra es . 

5. Shri M. Gopalakrishnan, 
Secretary, Irrigation & Power. 

6. Shri B. Gopalakrishnamurthy, 
Special Qflicer, Water Resources. 

7. Shri D. V. Sastry, 
Govt. Pleader. 

8. Shri G. K. S. Iyan~er, 
Superintending Engmeer, 
Inter-State Circle-!. 



The discussions related to the clearance of the projects and the use of waters of Godaval'i 
river '"ld its tributraries. 

Sd/-

2. After full discussions, the following points were agreed to--

(i) Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh will be free to use an additional gross quantity 
of 300 T.M.C. each, out of the water in the Godavari River and its tr.butaries 
below Pochampad Dam site for new projects. 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

(vi) 

(vii) 

(viii) 

Madhya Pradesh concurs generally with the agreement arrived at between Andhra 
Pradesh and Maharashtra on 6-10-1975. The quantity of the 300 TMC mentioned 
in clause 1 above will not be in addition to 300 TMC agreed to between Andhra 
Pradesh and Maharashtra as per agreement dated 6-10-1915. 

1n agreeing to 300 TMC referred to in clauses I and II above, for Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh 011 its part, has taken into account the estimated requirements 
w;thin the basin only. ., 

Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh agree in principle to the taking up of the 
Jnchampalli pr<:,ject with f'.R.L. as commonly agreed to by the interested State> 
viz. Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh. 

I! is also agreed that Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh will consider the feasi­
bility of taking up the Inchampalli project as a Joint Proj~ct with costs and benefits 
equitably shared amongst the above 3 States in accordance with a common agree­
ment. 

Madhya Pradesh agrees to the taking up of Taliperu project by Andhra Pradesh 
involving a use of 5 TMC (Gross) of water out of the 300 TMC agreed to in clause 
1 and to the submersion of river bed only in Madhya Pradesh. Andhra Pradesh 
agrees to put up at its cost such protective measures as would be necessary in 
consultation with Madhya Pradesh to prevent submersion of other areas in Madhya 
Pradesh. 

The States of Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh agree that nothing in this 
agreement will be treated as a concession by either State in respect of any of their 
contentions in any other water dispute with any other State or with respect to the 
dispute regarding the sharing of the balance of water in Gada vari and its tributaries. 

The States of Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh agree that this agreement wi!l 
be furnished to the Government of India and they would be requested to expedite 
the clearance of the- projects. This Agreement will also be jointly filed before the 
Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal at the appropriate time. 

(P. C. SETHI) 
Dt. 7-11-75 

Chief Minister 
Madhya Pradesh 

Sd/­
(J. VENGAL RAO) 

Dt. 7-11-75 

Chief Minister 
Andhra Pradesh 



ANNEXURE IV 
Agreement between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh on 9-12-1975 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEE'IING BETWEEN THE CHIEF MlNISfERS OF ORISSA 
AND MADHYA PRADESH HELD AT NEW DELHI ON THE 9TH DECEMBER 1975 

The following were present-

ORISSA 
1. Smt. Nandini Satpathy, 

Chief Minister. 

2. Shri Dibyalochan Shekhar Deo, 
Minister for Irrigation & Power. 

3. Shri B. K. Mishra, 
. Additional Development 

Commissioner. 

4. Shri N. R. Hota, 
Secretary, Irrigation and Power 

5. Shri Suresh Chandra Tripathy, 
Chief Engineer, Irrigation. 

6. Shri K. S. R. Chandran, 
Special Commissioner, 
Liaison. 

7. Shri R. K. Rath, 
Secretary to Chief Minister. 

8. Shri Govind Das, 
Senior Advocate. 

9. Shri M. Lath. 
Executive Engineer. 

MADHYA PRADESH 

1. Shri P. C. Sethi, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Shri V. R. Uike, 
Minister for Irrigation and 
Electricity. 

3. Shri A:W. Qureshi, 
Minister for State for Irrigation 
and Electricity. 

4. Shri Manish Bahl, 
Secretary, Irrigation and 
Electricity. 

5. Shri K. L. Handa, 
Irrigation Adviser. 

G. Y. S. Chitalc, 
Senior Advocate. 

7. Shri R. C. Jain, 
Commissioner, Madhya Pradesh. 

8. Shri V. M. Chitale, 
Deputy Secretary, 
Irrigation. 

9. Shri H. V. Mahaja~i, 
Superintending Engmeer. 35 
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The discussions related to the use of water of the Godavari basin and the clearance ot .(lru­
JCcts ot Madhya Pradesh and Orissa, 

2. After full discussions, the following agr~cment was amved at :-

1. Pending final allocation of the Godavari water, Madhya Pradesh and Orissa will be free 
to use additional gross quanllty of JOO T~C and 200 TMC respectively, out of the water of the 
l:iodavari basin below 1'ocharnpad Dam site for new projects in such manner as they deem lil. 

II. in agreeing to 200 T MC relem:d to in Clause 1 for Orissa, Ma.ohya Pradesh on its part 
has taken into account the estimated reqUirements within the basin only. All the util.Jsa1ion 
by Onssa and Madhya Pradesh contemplated in the various Clauses shall be only as a part of the 
200 TMC and 300 TMC respectively agreed to in Clause 1 above. The States of Orissa and 
Madhya Pradesh will not be entitled on tne basis of the subsequent Clauses to utilise in any way 
more than 200 TMC and 300 TMC respectively. 

Ill. Below the dam sites of the Upper Indravati Project, as proposed by Orissa, there is a 
catchment area of about 1,855 sq. miles in the Indravah Sub-basin upto Orissa border with 
Madhya Pradesh. From this catchment there is some natural flow across the Jaura Nallah to 
Sabari (Kalab) river. It was agreed that Orissa W•ll ensure as its border with Madhya Pradesh 
a flow ot 45 1MC in the lndravati and its tributaries at 75 percent dependability tor use by 
Madhya Pradesh. In the years of shortage, the shortage will be shared proportionately between 
the two Slates and the assurance of flow in the Indravati and its tributaries, referred to above, will 
stand proportionately reduced. Both the States agree to joint gauging at suitable points to as­
certain the yieid data and to ensure the flow of 45 TMC at 75 percent dependability of the pro­
portionately reduced flow in years of shortage that has- to flow below the common border. The 
ngure of 45 TMC is on the assumption of total yield of 204 TMC from the lndravati sub-basin in 
Gnssa and 91 TMC utilisation tor the Upper Indravati Project. If the assessment of 204 TMC is 
found to be high and the correct figure is lower than 204 TMC and the utilisation for 1he Upper 
lndravati Project gets reduced from the figure of 91 TMC then the figure of 45 TMC wiU get 
reduced in the same proportion as the reduction in the figure of 91 TMC. 

IV. In view of the agreement incorporated in the above clauses, Madhya Pradesh agrees 
to the clearance and execution of Upper lndravati Project, as proposed and submitted by Orissa 
to the Government of India. Orissa also agrees to the clearance and execution of Bodhghat 
Project, as may be modified by Madhya Pradesh taking into account the water availability 
specilied in Clause Ill. 

V. It is agreed that Madhya Pradesh and Orissa will consider the feasibility of taking up 
joint projects in the Sabari Sub-basin from the point Sabari (Kalab) river forms the common 
boundary between both the States upto the point where it joins the Sileru river, on the basis of 
common agreements to be drawn up at appropriate time. The hyde! power and the cost debit­
able to generation of such power will be shared equally between the two States in these projects. 
The costs and benefits of irrigation, if any from these projects will also be equitably shared among 
both the States. Orissa will be free to make beneficial use of the water of this river above the 
common boundary point and lying in its territory in such manner as it deems fit. 

VI. Notwithstanding the agreement on the joint projects on the river Sabari (Kalab) men­
tioned in Clause V, if there is any submersion of land and properties of either State by other 
projects sponsored by the other State or any other State in the Godavari basin, the question of 
submersion and the problems connected therewith will have to be mutually settled before execu­
tion of such projects. 

VII. Madhya Pradesh and Orissa agree that nothing in this agreement will be treated as a 
concession by either State in respect of any of their contentions in any other water dispute with 
any other State or with respect to the dispute regarding! the sharing of the balance of water in 
Godavari and its tributaries. 
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VIII. Madhya Pradesh and Orissa agree that this agreement will be furnished to the Govern­
ment of India and they would be requested to expedite the clearance of the new projects. This 
agreement will also be jointly filed before the Godavari Water D:sputes Tribunal at the appro­
priate time. 

Sd/-
9-12-1975 

(NANDINI SATPATHY) 

Chief Minister, 
ORISSA 

Sd/-
9-12-1975 
(P. C. SETHI) 

Chief Minister, 
Madhya Pradesh 

(True copy as received from the Chief Minister, Orissa under D.O. 
9-12-1975 to the Union Minister of Agriculture & Irrigation). 

letter No. 7173 dated 

Sd/-
(H. J. DESAI) 

Deputy Secretary (F) 
Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation 

(Department of Irrigation) 



ANNEXURE "B" 

AGREEMENT ENTERED INTO BETWEEN THE STATES OF MAHARASHTRA 
MADHYA PRADESH AND ANDHRA PRADESH ' 

On the basis of series of discussions held between the representatives of the States of 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh, the following Agreement is arrived at 
regarding the sub-basin wise allocations of the waters of the Godavari and its tributaries down­
stream of the Pochampad Dam in the State of Andhra Pradesh, the projects therein and other 
allied matters, taking into consideration the allocations already agreod to under the Inter-State 
Agreement dated 19-12-1975 and in furtherance of the same and as a supplement thereto for 
final allocations of all the waters of the various sub-basins mentioned herein : 

(I) G-5 Middle Godavari sub-basin : 

(1) Maharashtra 

The State of Maharashtra can use a quantity of 0.4 TMC of water in the Middle 
Gadavari sub-basin for the existing, under construction and proposed projects/schemes 
downstream of the Pochampad Dam. 

(2) Andhra Pradesh 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the remammg waters in the Middle 
Godavari sub-basin downstream of the Pochampad Dam. 

(H) G-6 Manair Sub-bas!11 : 

Andflra Pradesh 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the waters of Manair sub-basin. 

(III)G-7 Penganga Sub-basin : 

(1) Maharashtra 

(A) The State of Maharashtra can use all the waters upto : 

(i) Lower Penganga Project site near Chikal Wardha on Penganga river, Lat. 19'-55'N 
and Long. 78'-15'E subject to the condition that the Lower Penganga Project 
would be taken up as a joint Project. The details of the joint project will be 
negotiated separately by the States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. 

(ii) Waghadi Project Dam site on the Waghadi river near village Yelbara, Lat. 
20'-12'-30"N and Long. 78•-18'-lO''E. 

(iii) Saikheda Dam on Khuni river near viiiage Vngti, Lat. 20'-06'-30''N and Long. 
78.-28'-15''E. 

(B) In addition to the use of all the waters of the Penganga sub-basin upto the point as 
specified in clause (III) (1) (A) (i) to (A} (iii) above, the State of Maharashtra can use from 
the waters of the rest of the Penganga sub-basin 9 TMC for its existing, under construction and 
proposed schemes/projects each of which individually will not exceed an annual use of 1.5 TMC. 

(2) Andhra Pradesh 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the remaining waters of the Penganga sub­
basin. 

(IV) G-8 Wardha Sub-basin : 

(l) Madhya Pradesh 

(a) The State of Madhya Pradesh in terms of the A11reement relating to certain inter­
State irrigation and hyde! projects between Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra 
dated 18th December, 1968 ·can use 9 TMC for its existing, under con£truction 
and proposed schemes/projects which are located upstream of the contemplated 
Upper Wardha Project of the State of Mahara~htra. 

38 
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(2) 

(b) In addition to the use of the water . 
Madhya Pradesh can use a quanti! s ~~ ~~~~ (IV)~l)(a) .above, the State of 
and proposed schemes/proJ"ects . ih .. c for •t.s ex•stmg, under construction 

m e remammg porhon of the sub-basin 
Maharashtra · 
(i) Subject to the use by the Stat f M dh 

of Maharashtra can use all th: 
0 

t a ~a :ra~esh as stipulated above, the State 
for its existing, under construct" wa ers; t e nver War?ha and/or its tributaries 
following points : !on an proposed proJects/schemes upto the 

(a) upto Tulana Project, Lat. 20'-12~ and Long 78'-57'E on th w dh · 
at Tulan ·n b" · e ar a nver a VI age su JCCt to Para (IV) (1) (a) and (b) above. 

(b) 011 ~he U:ibutaries of the Wardha river joining downstream of the Tulana 
ProJect s1te upto : 

(i) Ch argaon Project (under construction) across Chargaon river Lat 20'-23'-
20"N and Long. 79'-10'-45"E; · 

( ii) N" uguda Project, Lat. 20'-03'-N and Long. 78'-53'-E; and 
(iii) Bandara Project Lat. 19' -40'-1 5"N Long. 79' -23'-SS"E. 

(ii) I~ addition to the use of water upto the projects as specified in clauses (IV) (2)­
(1) (a) ~ (b), the followi~g uses are agreed to for the schemes existing, under 
c.onstructlO.n and proposed m the Wardha sub-basin downstream of the project 
s1tes menlioned above. 

( 1) Mudhali Project 

(2) Lift Irrigation from Dhanora weir 

(3) Lift lrrigation from Mared weir 

( 4) Lift Irrigation from Kalmana weir 
(5) Lift Irrigation from Tohegaon weir 

( 6) Lift Irrigation from Sonapur weir 

(7) Usagaon Bulsarii and Chandur Lift Irrigation Schemes 

(8) Other Schemes each of which individually utilising not more 
than 1.5 TMC 

Total : 

2.80 TMC 

2.70 .. 
2.80 ,, 

200 .. 

1.60 .. 
2.00 .. 

3.00 .. 

9.10 " 
26.00 .. 

Provided that in the event of full quantity of water agreed to be allocated for any of the 
items 1 to 7 above can not be sanctioned for use at any of those projects, the balance of the 
quantity of water allocated llereh,abovc for projects at Items 1 to 7 above can be sanctioned for 
use by the State of Maharashtra in any of the other projects as specified in items 1 to 8 subject to 
the condition that the total uses of all such sanctions for the projects as specified in items 1 to 8 
shall not exceed 26 TMC. 

(3) Andhra Pradesh 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use all the remaining waters of the Wardha snb-ba~in. 

(V) G-9 Pranhita sub-basin : 

(l) Madhya Pracle.1h 

(A) The State of Madhya Pradesh cal} use all the waters for the various existing, under 
construction and proposed projects/schemes in the Pranhita sub-basin upto the sites indicated 

below: 

Kanhan sub-valley : 

(i) Nandna Integrated l'roject 
(a) Nandna dam site across the tributary of river Kanhan, near village Nandna. 

Lat. 22'-13'-0"N and Long. 78'-28'-48''E, 
7-292 Irrigation/SO 
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(b) Chcnkatwari dam site cross the Kanhan near village Piparia. Lat. 22°-l2'-24"N 
and Long. 78'-26'-48"E. 

(ii) Amla Integrated Project 

(a) Amla dam site across Bel river near village Amla, Lat. 21'-55'-0"N and Long. 
78'-08'-SO"E. 

(b) Parsadi dam site across the tributary of Bel river near village Parsadi. Lat. 
21'-56'-SS"N and Long. 78'-12'-0"E. 

(c) Dhutmur dam site across the tributary of Bel river near village Dhutmur. Lat. 
21'-58'-0"N and Long. 78'-13'-0"E. 

(d) Mohali darn site across the tributary of Bel river near village Mohali. Lat. 21'-58'-
0"N and Long. 78'-12'-0"E. 

(iii) Dokdoh Integrated Project 

(a) Dokdoh dam site across the Dokdoh NaTia ncar village Dokdoh. Lat. 21'-33' 
SO"N and Long. 78'-44'-IS"E. 

(b) Chirkutagondi dam site across the tributary of the J amnalla near village Chirkuta­
gondi Lat. 21'-35'-0"N and Long. 78'-41'-0"E. 

(c) Khairi dam site across the tributary of the Kanhan near village Khairi. Lat. 21'-
31'-0''N and Long. 78'-50'-0"E. 

(d) Chhindwani dam site across the tributary of Dokdoh nalla near village Chhindwani. 
Lat. 21'-34'-0"N and Long. 78'-45'-40"E. 

(iv) Mohgaon integrated project 

(a) Mohgaon dam site across the Sampna nala ncar village Mohgaon. Lat. 21'-38'­
SS''N and Long. 78'-43'-30"E. 

(b) Jamlapani dam site across the Satki nala near village Jamlapani. Lat. 21'-40'-20''N 
and Long. 78'-43'-20"E. 

(c) Khurpara dam site across the Khurpara nalla near village Ambakhapa. Lat. 21'-
39'-0''N and Long. 78'-40'-0"E. 

(d) Jam nalla dam site across the Jam nalla near village Kondar. Lat. 21'-38'-0''N 
and Long. 78'-38'-0"E. 

(v) Sovana Nalla Project 

(a) Sovana Dam site across Sovana Nalla near village Badosa. Lat. 21'-41'-IS''N 
and Long. 78'-53'-40"E. 

(B) Downstream of the project sites as specified in clause (V) (1) (A) above, the State of 
Madhya Pradesh can use an additional quantity of 14 TMC for its existing, under construction 
and proposed projects/schemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(C) (a) The State of Maharashtra has suggested the need of creating certain storages in the 
territory of the State of Madhya Pradesh to regulate water for use in the State of Maharashtra. 
In this particular situation as a special case the State of Madhya Pradesh has agreed to construct 
or augment storage/storages across the Kanhan at sites within its territory, location of which will 
be decided by the State of Madhya Pradesh, for regulation of 15 TMC of the Kanhan flows at 75 
per cent dependability for use in the State of Maharashtra between 15th October to 30th June. 
As these storages will be created for the State of Maharashtra, the entire cost of these storages or 
augmentation as the case may be including the cost of compensation for lands, properties and 
rehabilitation etc., will be incurred as per the norms for such works in vogue in the Country at 
the time of the construction of the project and will be borne entirely by the State of Maharashtra. 
The detals of provision of such storage/storages or augmentation would be mutually settled by 
the two State Governments at the appropriate time later, 
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tb) The State of Madhya Pradesh can generate power, by bearing the cost of power 
component only at the storage/storages as specified in clause (V)(l)(C}(a) 
above, Without any power to be allocated to the State of Maharashtra. The pow~r 
componen~ is not to include any cost on account of the dam/storage. 

(c) The State of Madhya Pradesh can construct at its cost a low dam/ pkk up w~ir 
~r sue~ other structure as may be necessary, below the storagc/storag~s as m~n­
tione~ m claus.e. (V) ( 1) (C) (a) above at any future date, in ord~r to improve the 
peaking capability of the power system within the State. 

(d) The State of Maharashtra for its use of 15 TMC as regulated by storage/storages 
as specified in clause (V)(1)(C)(a) above, agrees to construct pickup weir, 
downstream, in its temtory with adequate pondage to cater for the fluctuating 
releases in consultation with the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

(D) The State of Maharashtra has proposed a pickup weir at Temurdoh across the Kanhan, 
which will cause submergence in the State of Madhya Pradesh. The details of extent of sub­
mergence are not yet indicated. The State of Madhya Pradesh agrees to consider the proposal 
when the details of submergence are known, provided the submergence is kept to a minimum and 
is acceptable to the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

The provisi'?n of compensation for lands, properties and rehabilitation etc., will be made as 
per the norms for such works being adopted in the Country at the time of the construction of the 
project and will be borne by the State of Maharashtra. 

(E) The State of Madhya Pradesh can lift water from the river Kanhan and its tributaries 
within its territory and downstream of the storage/storages as specified in clause (V)(l)(A). 
The use will be within the use of 14 TMC as specified in clause (V) (1) (B) above, and without 
prejudice to the right of the State of Maharashtra for the flow of 15 TMC of regulated water as 
specified in clause (V) (1) (C) (d) above. 

(F) Rest of rhe Wainganga Sub-valley. 
The State of Madhya Pradesh can use all waters in the Wainganga sub-vall~y upto the sites 

mentioned below :-
(a) The Dhuti weir across the Wainganga near village Dhuti. 
(b) The following project sites on the tributaries of the Wainganga, joining downstr~am 

of the Dhuti weir. 
(1) Mahakari dam site acro>s the Mahakari river near villag~ Lamta. 

Lat. 22"-07'-55"N and Long. 80"-07'-45"E. 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

N ahara Multipurpose Project. 
(i) Nahara dam site across Nahara river near village Warurgota. 

Lat. 22"-05'-30"N and Long. 80"-19'-35"E. 
(ii) Diversion site across Nahara river near village Khami. 

Lat. 21 "32'-15"N and Long. 80"-38'-0''E. 

Son Multipurpose project. 
(i) Son dam site across river Son near village Baigatola. 

Lat. 21"-32'-15"N and Long. 80"-38'-0''E. 
(ii) Diversion site across Son river near village Sarra. 

Lat. 21"32'-15''N and Long. 80"-38'-0''E. 

Deo Ama Multipurpose Project. 

( .) Deo Dam site across Deo river near village Sukalpat. 1 
• 33' O"E Lat. 21"-47'-30''N and Long. 80- - · 

(ii) Ama Dam site across Ama river n8e~rO';Eillage Bithli. 
Lat. 21"-32'-lS''N and Long. 20"-3 • · 

(iii) Diversion site across Deo river ncar village Bhagatpur. 
Lat. 21"-45'-35''N and Long. 80"-29'-0''E. 
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(5) Karadi tank a~:ross Pandharipat Nalla near village Karadi. 
Lat. 21'-25'-0"N and Long. 80'-35'-0"E. 

( 6) Sarathi Tank across Sarathi nalla near village Ti.kari. 
Lat. 21 '-56'-0''N and Long. 79"-5!!'-50''E. 

(7) Nahlesara tank across Chandan river near village Nahlesara. 
Lat. 21'-49'-30''N and Long. 79'-47'-30"E. 

( 8) Daidburra tank across Katanga nalla near village Daidburra. 
Lat. 21 c -41'-24"N and Long. 79'-53'-0"E. 

(G) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use the waters of the river Bagh upto the Pujaritola 
pickup weir and the waters of the river Bawanthadi upto Sitekasa dam site; and waters of the 
river Pench upto the Totladoh Dam, in accordance with the Agreements already entered into, or 
as may be agreed to in future, between the States of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra for use 
vf waters upto these sites. 

(H) Downstream of the project sites as specified in clauses (V) (1) (F) am! (V) (1) (G) 
above, the State of Madhya Pradesh can use an additional quantity of 59 TMC for its existing, 
under construction and proposed vrojectsjschemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC 
annually. 

(D (i) The State of Maharashtra has suggested the need of creating certain storage in the 
territory of the State of Madhya Pradesh to regulate water for use in the Stale of Maharashtra. 
In this particular situation as a special case, the State of Madhya Pradesh agrees to make provi­
sion of suitable additional storage at one or more than one project/projects out of those specified 
in clause (V) (1) (F) above to be decided by the State of Madhya Pradesh, for the regulation of 
15 TMC of water at 75 per cent dependability for use in the State of Maharashtra lower down dur­
ing 15th October to 30th June. The entire cost of such additional storage/storages or augmen­
tation for the above regulation will be borne by the State of Maharashtra. The cost to be borne 
by the State of Maharashtra will also include the cost on account of compensation for land and 
properties and rehabilitation etc., as per the norms for such works in, vogue in the Country at 
the time of Che construction of the project. This quantum of 15 TMC would be made available 
out of the waters which the State of Madhya Pradesh can use as specified in clause (V) (1) (F) 
above. The de~ails of provisions of the necessary storages for this regulation will be mutually 
settled by the two State Governments at the appropriate time later. 

(ii) The State of Madhya Pradesh can generate power from such storage/storages by bear­
ing the necessary costs of power component only at the storage/storages as specified in clause 
(V) (1) (F) above, without any power to be allocated to the State of Maharashtra. The powef 
component is not to include any cost on account of the dam/storage. 

(iii) The State of Madhya Pradesh can provide at its cost a low dam/ pickup weir or such 
other structure as may be necessary downstream of the Project sites as specified in clause (V) ( 1) 
(F) in order to improve the peaklng capability o~ the power system within the State. 

(iv) The State of Maharashtra for its use of 15 TMC as specified in clause (V) (1) (F) 
above agrees to construct a pickup weir uownstream in its territory with adequate pondage to cater 
for the fluctuating releases, in consultation with the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

(2) Maharashtra. 

(A) Subject to what has been stated above regarding use of the Pranhita sub-basin waters 
by the State of Madhya Pradesh, the S~ate of Maharashtra can use all waters of the river Wain­
ganga and/ or its tributaries upto the following points : 

(i) Gasi.khurd Project site on the Wainganga river near village Gosi.khurd. 
Lat. 20°-51'-0''N and Long. 79'-37'-20"E. 

(ii) Lower Chulband Dam site on the Chulband river near village Bonde, 
Lat. 21 °-02'-0''N and Long. 79'-57'-0''E. 

(iii) Itiadoh dam on the Garvi river near village Gothangaon. 
Lat. 20°-47'-45''N and Long. 80'-10'-05"E. 
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{iv) Satti Project site on the Satti · . 
Lat zoo 3 8' O''N d Lo nver near vtllage Palasgad 

· - - an ng. 80"-17'-0"E. · 
( v) Lower Tultuli dam site on the Kh b . . 

Lat zoo Z6' O''N d Lo o ragadt nver ncar village Tultuli 
" - - an ng. 80"-14'-0''E. · 

(vi) Lower Kathani dam sit th K th . . e on e a ant nvcr near villa' R . li 
Lat. Z0"-14'-30"N and Long. 80"-15'-30"E. ge aJO , 

(vii) K arwappa Project dam site on Karwa N. 11 . 
Lat Zo o 07' 40"N d Lo ppa a a ncar vtllagc Nak.k.aponli 

· - - an ng. 80"-13'-40"E. · 

(viii)Bhimkund dam site on the Pohar river ncar villal!c Wakri 
Lat. 19°-55'-0"N and Long. 79"-58'-30''£. · 

( ix) o· ma dam on the Dina river near village Regree 
Lat. 19°-45'-0"N and Long. 80"-07'-0''E. · 

(x) Buti nala dam site on the Buti nala near village Panoti 
Lat. Z0°-39'-0"N and Long. 79"-48'-0"E. ' 

(xi) Gardi Project dam site on the Gardi nalla near village Chandgaon Khurd 
Lat. Z0"-35'-ZO''N and Long. 79"-50'-0"E. ' 

(xii) Nimghat dam site on the Nimghat Dhoda nalla near village Mendki 
Lat. ZO'-Z8'-15"N and Long. 79'-48'-50"E. ' 

(xiii) Asolamendha dam on the Pathri river near village Asolamendha 
Lat. 20'-Z8'-15"N and Long. 79'-50'-0"E. ' 

(xiv) Ghorajhari dam on the Bokardho nalla near village Ghorajhari. 
Lat. 20°-32'-0"N and Long. 79'-38'-0"E. 

(xv) Human nalla dam site on the Human nalla near village Chirkhada. 
Lat. Z0°-14'-0''N and Long. 79'-34'-35"E. 

(xvi) Naleshwar dam on the Upsa nalla near village Naleshwar. 
Lat. Z0'-15'-0''N and Long. 79°-35'-35"£. 

(xvii) Andhari dam site on the Andhari river near village Pahami. 
Lat. 20°-06'-0"N and Long. 79"-Z8'-0''E. 

(B) ln addition to the use of all the waters of the river W ainganga and/ or its tributaries 
upto the points as specified in clauses (V) (Z) (A) (ii) to (V) (Z) (A) (xvii) above, the State of 
Maharashtra can use, from the waters of rest of the Pranhita sub-basin 41 TMC for its existing, 
under construction and proposed schemes/projects using annually not more than 1.50 TMC 
individually. 

( 3) Andhra Pradesh 

(A) The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the remaining waters of the Pranhita sub-basin. 

(B) lt is also agreed that Pranhita Hydro-electric Project is not viable and therefore has to 
be given up. However, the States of Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra agree to have barrage/ 
8arrages across the Pranhita river at suitable sites so that they may provide irrigation facilities in 
their areas. The quantum of water that will be used by Maharashtra from these barrages will be 
reckoned against 41 TMC as specified in clause (V) (2) (B) above. The joint Project/Projects 
for such barrages are to be taken up after reaching separate Agreement/ Agreements for them, 
between the States of Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh, either for the benefit of both the States or 
one State. 

(VI) G-10 Lower Godavari sub-basin: 

(1) Maharashtra 

The State of Maharashtra can use upto 1 TMC for its existing, under construction and pro­
posed schemes/projects in the Lower Godavari sub-basin. 



(2) Madhya Pradesh 

(A) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use all the waters upto the following sites : 

(a) Mukpara (Sankampalli) Project. Mukpara dam site across Talpcru river near 
village Mallepalli. 
Lat. 1lf-36'-43"N and Long. 80"-56'-45"E. 

(b) Tummal vagu dam site across Tummal vagu ncar village Junaguda. 
Lat. 18"-25'-33"N and Long. 81"-03'-32"E. 

(c) Joranvagu Integrated Project. 

(i) Joranvagu dam site across Joranvagu near village Durma. 
Lat. 18"-27'-26"N and Long. 81"-13'-36"E. 
(ii) Dhondivagu dam site across Dhondivagu near village Kamaram. 
Lat. 18"-24'-10"N and Long. 81"-13'-20"E. 

(d) Malavagu Project. 
Malavagu dam site across Malavagu near village Chintalnar. 
Lat. 18"-21'-35"N and Long. 81"-ll'-48"E. 

(e) Raspalle Project. 
Raspalle dam site across tributary of Chinta river near village Raspalle. 
Lat. 18"-12'-0"N and Long. 80"-5S'-38"E. 

(B) Downstream of the projects as specified in clause (VI) (2) (A) above, the State of 
Madhya Pradesh can use an additional quantum of 9 TMC for i•s existing, under con;truction 
and proposed schemes/projects each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(C) The State of Madhya Pradesh agrees to the submersion of its river bed only due to the 
Taliperu project of the Sta1e of Andhra Pradesh. The State of Andhra Pradesh agrees to put up 
at its costs, such protective measures as would be necessary in consultation with the State of 
Madhya Pradesh, to prevent submergence of other areas in the State of Madhya Pradesh due to 
aforesaid project. The State of Andhra Pradesh agrees to forward the details of submergence in 
the State of Madhya Pradesh along with the project Report. The construction of the project 
would be taken up in hand after mutual agreement to the submergence and measures to protect 
the flooding of the areas of the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

(D) (a) The States of Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh agree to take 
up the Inchampalli Multi-purpose Project as a joint venture with an FRL and 
MWL as may be agreed to by the three States. The project will be surveyed, 
planned, executed and subsequently operated and maintained under the directions 
of a Tripartite Interstate Control Board, duly constituted for this purpose by the 
three States concerned. The State of Andhra Pradesh cannot divert for its use 
more than 85 TMC directly from the Inchampalli reservoir. No part of the reser­
voir losses at lnchampalli shall be debitable to the shares of water agreed to for 
the States of Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh herein above or hereunder in this 
Agreement. The balance available water shall be used for power generation at 
Inchampalli Power House. The compensation for the acquisition of lands and 
properties belonging to both the Government as wdl as private parties would be 
charged to the construction of storage. The provision for the rehabilitation of the 
oustees will be made as per the norms for such works in vogue in the Country at 
the time of the construction of the project and charged to the construction of 
s!orage. 

(b) The State of Andhra Pradesh shall bear 78.10 per cent of the cost of Inchampalli 
storage, the State of Maharashtra shall bear 10.50 per cent and the State of Madhya 
Pradesh shall bear 11.40 per cent. 

(c) The power generation at Inchampalli and the cost of power component, excluding 
the storage cost, shall be shared between the States of Madhya Pradesh, Maha­
rashtra and Andhra Pradesh in the proportion of 38, 35, 27 per cent, respec· 
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!~~~~~d ~fter generation of power the State of Andhra Pradesh can use the water 
m any manner they like. 

(d) The States of Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh would be free 
to ~se 3 T~C, 4 ™<? and 5 TMC, respectively, by lifting water from the Incham­
i~h reservotr for u;;e m the.ir own territory without bearing any cost of the storage. 

( V~}q(~a)n(~m of th1s use will be accounted for against the provision under clauses 
) and (VII) (C) for the State of Madhya Pradesh· and clauses 

(III) (l}(B), (IV}(2)(ii), (V)(2)(B), (VI)( I) and (VII) (E) for the State of 
Maharashtra; and out of 85 TMC specified in this clause for the State of Andhra 
Pradesh. 

(e) The States of Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh would be free 
to develop pisciculture and boating facilities in their own territories under sub­
~e~genee. The. sovereign rights over the submerged lands upto their territorial 
limits shall continue to vest with the respective States. 

(f) The three States agree that the FRL/MWL as may be agreed to for the Incham­
pal~i. ~eser~oir shall ~~ o~ly on the express condition that any of the provisions, 
fac1hhes giVen for uhhsahon of waters of the Godavari and its tributaries to each 
other in this Agreement herein above or hereunder is not at all disturbed. ' 

(g) Navigational facilities at the Inchampalli reservoir shall be allowed free to the 
States of Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. 

(h) A pumped storage scheme may be introduced below the Inchampalli reservoir as 
part of the Inchampalli project Hydro-electric Component. Such a scheme may 
be constructed even by one or two of the three State~ and the other State or States 
may later share the benefits of the said scheme by paying their share of the cost 
of the scheme as may be mutually agreed to. 

(3) Andhra Pradesh. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the remaining waters of the Lower 
Godavari sub-basin. 

(VII) G-11 lndravati sub-basin : 

(A) (i) Subject to the provisions of the Inter-State Agreement dated 19-12-1975 affirming 
the bilateral Agreement dated 9-12-1975 between the States of Orissa and Madhya 
Pradesh, and any equitable allocation that may be made to the State of Orissa by 
the Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal in tht> Indravati sub-basin, the State of 
Madhya Pradesh upto the Bhopalpatnam Hydro-electric Project Lat. 19'-03'-45"N 
and Long. 80'-19'-05"E across the Indravati river (a joint project between the 
States of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra) call use 273 TMC for its various 
existing, under construction and proposed schemes/projects. This quantum in­
cludes the share of evaporation loss of the State of Madhya Pradesh at the Bhopal­

patnam I Hydro-electric Project. 
(ii) The State of Andhra Pradesh agrees that the States of Maharashtra and Madhya 

Pradesh may introduce Pumped Storage Scheme in their joint Bhopalpatnam 
Hydro-electric Project on the Jndravati at any stage, maki.ng use of ~he Incha~­
palli reservoir on the downstream. No cost of I nchampalh storage Will be dcb~t­
able to Bhopalpatnam Hydro-electric Project on this account. However, th~re w•ll 
be no obligation to maintain any specific level at any time at the Inchampalh reser­

voir to suit the above Pumped Storage Scheme. 

(B) The State of Madhya Pradesh, in addition to the use as agre:d to ~n cl?~s~ (VII) (A) (i) 
above can use all the waters upto the following project sites on the tnbutancs JOimng the Indra­
vati downstream of the Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project site : 

( i) Chintavagu Project site on Chintavagu near village Pavrel. 
Lat. 18'-41'-25"N and Long. 80'-40'-47"E. 
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( ii) J allavagu Project site on J alia vague near village Chillamarka. 

Lat. 18'-56'-34"N and Long. 80'-21'-34"E. 

(iii) Kothapalli Integrated Project across tributary of Chintavagu. 

(a) Kothapalli Project site Lat. 18'-40'-54"N and Long. 80'-34'-54"E. 
(b) Minur Project site Lat. 18'-45'-24"N and Long. 80'-28'-13"E. 

(C) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use an additional quantity of 19 TMC downstream 
of the project sites as specified in clauses (VIT) (A) (i) and (VII) (B) above for its existing, under 
construction and proposed projects/schemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(D) The State of Maharashtra can use 34 TMC for its existing, under construction and 
proposed project/projects upstream of Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project. This includes 
the share of evaporation losses of Maharashtra at the Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project. 

(E) The State of Maharashtra can use an additional quantum of 7 TMC downstream of the 
Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project for its existing, under construction and proposed projects/ 
schemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. 

(F) The above uses by the States of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra would be without 
prejudice to the Agreements concerning Kotri-Nibra Hydel Project, Bandia Hyde! Project and 
Nagur II Hydel Project entered into between the two States ancl no ratified by the both the Govern­

nents. · 

(G) The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the remaininr, waters of the Jndravati sub-basin 
downstream of the Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project site cf the States of Madhya Pradesh 
and Maharashtra. 

(H) The States of Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra agree that regulated releases after 
generation of power from Bhopalpatnam I Hydro-electric Project. a joint project of the two States 
as per the finalised scope would be available for use lower down for the Jnchampalli Project an­
other joint project of all the three States. viz.. Madhva Prade~h. Andhra PradEsh and 
Maharashtra. 

(VJJJ) G-12 Sabari sub-basin: 

(A) Subject to the provisions of the Inter-State Agreement dated 19-12-1975 affirming 
the bilateral Agreem~nt dated 9-12-1975 between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh, and any 
equitable allocation that may be made to the State of Orissa by the Godavari Water Disputes 
Tribunal in the Sabari sub-basin, the allocation to the States of Madhya Pradesh and Andhra 
Pradesh shall be as agreed to hereunder. Downstream of the point where the Sabari forms the 
common boundary between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh (at near about Lat. 18'-55'-
04"N and Long. 82"-14'-53''E), the State of Madhya Pradesh can use all the waters upto the 
following project sites on the tributaries of river Sabari as indicated bele>w : 

(a) Baru Nadi Integrated Project. 
(i) Barunadi site across Baru river near villa!!:e Tankavada, 

Lat. 18'-45'-33''N and Long. 81'-48'-50''E. 
{ii) Bhimsen storage site across Bhimsen ne~r vill8ge Bodavada, 

Lat. 18'-45'-0''N and Long. 81'-55'-46''E. 
(iii) Kudripal Pickuo weir site across Baru river near village Kudripal. 

Lat. 18'-40'-42''N and Long. 81'-51'-30''E. 
(b) Mupari Project site across Munari (Jamair) river near village Jamair. 

Lat. 18'-42'-30''N and Long. 81'-45-0''E. 

(c) Gorati N adi Project. 

(i) Gorali dam site ~cross Gorali Nadi ne~r village Kaniipani. 
Lat. 18'-32'-50''N and Long. 81"-40'-SS''E. 

(ii) Andumoal dam site across Pulnadi ne~r village Andumpal. 
Lat. 18'-34.'-43''N and Lon!!. 81'-42'-04''E. 
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(d) Sailervagu Integrated Project. 

(i) Manka~al ~am, site across Malengar river ncar vill~gc 
.. L~t. 18 -32-06'N and Long. 81'-29'-26"£. - 1\i:tnkapal. 

(u) SaJlervagu dam site across Sailervagu near village p "J 
Lat. 18'-26'-12''N and Long. 81"-31'-38"£ 

31 
a. 

(e) Ordeltong Integrated Project. ' 

(i) Ordeltong dam site across tributar of T" . 
Lat 18• 13' 24''N d Lo y !flarayavagu near v1llage Ordcltoncr. 

.. . · - - an ng. 81'-24'-06"£. • " 
(u) Tmaray~va~u dam site across Tinarayavagu near village Korrapal. 

Lat. 18 -11-0''N and Long. 81'-18'-56"£. · 

(f) J anavagu Integrated Project. 

(i) Janavagu dam site across Janavagu near viJlacre Gorkha 
Lat. 17'-57'-24"N and Long. 81'-20'-15"£. " . 

(ii) Elemmadugu vagu dam site across Elemmadu.r•1 vacru noar _, _ , Jarput village. 
Lat. 18'-03'-42''N and Long. 81'-18'-09''E. - • 

(B) !he State of Madhya Pradesh can use an additional quantity of 18 TMC downstream 
of the proJect sites as specified in clause (VIII) (A) above, for its existing under construction and 
proposed schemes each using not more than 1.5 TMC annually. ' 

~C) The quantum of water to meet the evaporation losses of the power projects across the 
Saban, of the State of Madhya Pradesh will be in addition to the quantum as ~pecified in clau~es 
_(VIII) (A) and (B) above and this quantum would however be limited to 10 TMC while excess 
1f any, shall be borne by the State of Madhya Pradesh out of its quantum already specified in 
clauses (VIII) (A) & (B) above. 

(D) The State of Andhra Pradesh can use the remaining waters of the Sabari sub-basin for 
the exi~ting, under construction and proposed schemes/projects after the uses by the State of 
Madhya Pradesh for projects/schemes as specified in clauses {VIII) (A) to (Vnl) (C) above 
and the allocation that may be made by the Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal to the State of 
Orissa in this sub-basin. · · · · 

(E) The State of Madhya Pradesh agrees subject to the State of Orissa agreeing for the 
construction of Polavaram Project of the State of Andhra Pradesh so that the maximum sub­
mefl!ence in Madhya Pradesh territory at Konta does not exceed RL+150 ft. due to all effects 
includinl!; back water effect. The Polavaram Project shall be designed for the maximum probable 
flood in consultation with the Central Water Commission so as not to exceed the limit of sub­
mergence mentioned above. For the submerged lands and projerties both of the Government 
as well as private parties, the cost of compensation and rehabilitation on the basis of the norm~ in 
vo!!Ue in the Country at the time of the con<truction of the probe! shall be char!!ed to the project. 
Model villnges with facilities/amenities etc., shall be constructed at the cost of the pr<'jcct before 
the suhmemence actually takes place. The sovereignty over the land shall continue to vest with 
the respective States. The State of Madhya Pradesh can lift 1.5 TMC from the Polavaram lake 
for its use within its territory without bearing anv cost of storage and this usc shall be out of the 
allocation agreed to for the State as in clause {VIII). 

(F) The State of Madhya Pradesh can transport its forest or mineral pr~uce through all 
navij!ational facilities/lock etc .. which shalf be provided bv Annhra Pradesh at 1ts own cost at 
Pnlovaram These facilities will he avoilahfe to the S•ate of Manhva Pradesh at the Pnlnvaram 
Project, at .the rates aoolicable to the Sta•e C'f Andhra Pradesh for their ow~ car~~ ~t ~"l?varam. 
The State of Madhya Pradesh can clevel<'p and exploit piscicul•ure and boatmg factht<cs 10 1ts own 

territory. 

(IX) General Clauses : . f ·1 
(1) (a) The States of Mac1hvo. Prnc1esh ~rd Moh•ro<htra mav varv the lo~a!Jon ~ St ~s 

of oroiects u~ine: more than 1.5 TMC annua11v which have heen so~6fita~~t" me:t;o:~;!ra:~on \: 
above paragraphs by informing the lower S~ate/States. 1f as a re~~u~it~·d\~ ~~~c all ;h~ watfr 
the case of any such specified ~ites npto wh1ch a State_ ba< been P -· 

R -292 Irrigation/SO 
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more or less catchment area than what is indicated in above clauses is intercepted, a con·es­
ponding reduction/increase will be made in the catchment area of other specified sites, so that 
the total catchment area allowed for each State for interception of aU the water is not exceeded. 

(b) It is also agreed that with respect to projects as specified in clauses (III) (!)B), 
(V)( l)(B) and (H), (V)(2) (B), (Vl)(2)(B), (VII)( C), (Vll)(E), (VIII) (A) and 
(VIII) (B) and if there is a marginal increase of utilisation over 1.5 TMC but not exceeding 
2 TMC for each project, such increase may be permitted by mutual consultation between the 
State concerned and the lower Riparian State/States, provided that the total utilisation as specified 
in each of the said clauses is not exceeded by the concerned State. 

(2) In the above Agreement, wherever specified quantities of the water has been mentioned 
as permitted use by any State it is agroed that the use shall be measured in the manner indicaterl 
below: 

Use 

(i) Irrigation use 

(ii) Power use 

(iii) Domestic and 
Municipal water 
supply within the 
basin. 

(iv) Industrial use 
within the basin. 

( v) All uses outside 
the basin. 

Measurement 

100 per cent of the 
quantity diverted or lifted from the river 

or any of the tributaries or from any 
reservoir, storage or canal and 100 per cent 
of evaporation losses in these storages. 

100 per cent of evaporation losses in the 
storage. 

by 20 per cent of the quantity of water 
diverted or lifted from the river or any 

of its tributaries or from any reservoir, 
storage or canal. 

by 2.5 per cent of the quantity of water 
diverted or lifted from the river or any of 
its tributaries or from any reservoir or 
storage or canal. 

100 ner cent of the quantity diverted or 
liftpcf frnm th"" rivPr nr anv nf the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage or canal. 

(3) it is agreed that in using the waters permitted to each State in the above Agreement no 
State can construct projects other than those already specifically agreed to, submerging the terri­
tory of another State/States, wifhout the prior consent of that State for such submergence. 

( 4) It is agreed that all the States cau make use of underground water within their res­
pective State territories in the Godavari basin and such use shall not be reckoned as use of the 
water of the river Godavari. 

( 5) The sub-basins referred to in the Agreement are according to the d;vision of Godavan 
Ba•in into suh-basins made in the Report of the Krishna Godavari Commission in Chapter III 
paragraph 4.27 at page 28. 

(Ill U•e shall include any use, made by auy State of the waters of the river Godavati and 
it< tributaries for domestic, munic;pal, irrigation, industrial, production of power, navigation, 
pisciculture, wild life protection, recreation purposes and evaporation lo<ses from the storage:. 
created for the above purposes. 
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(7) All the levels mentioned in the clauses above are with reference to the G.T.S. levels. 

( 8) This agreement is subject to ratificatioq. by ~e respective State Governments of 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh. 

Dated the 7th August, 1978. 

Sd/-
(V. R. DEUSKAR) 

Secretary, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Maharashtra 

Sd/-
(R. K. TIKKU) 

Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power Departments, 
Government of Madhya Pradesh. 

Sd/-
(M. GOPALA KRISHNAN) 

Secretary, 
"Department of Irrigation & Power • 
Government of Andhra Pradesh. 
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more or less catchment area than wlmt is indicated in above clauses. is intercepted, a corres­
ponding reduction/increase will be made in the catchment area of other specified sites, so that 
the total catchment area a!lowed for each State f<>r interception of all the water is not exceeded. 

(b) It is also agreed that with respect to projects as specified in clauses (III) (l)B), 
(V) (1) (B) and (H), (V}(2}(B}, (VI}(2}(B), (VII)(C), (VII)( E), (VIII) (A) and 
(VIII) (B) and if there is a marginal increase of utilisation over 1.5 TMC but not exceeding 
2 TMC fot each project, such increase may be permitted by mutual consultation between the 
State concerned and the lower Riparian State/States, provided that the total utilisation as specified 
in each of the said clauses is not exceeded by the concerned State. 

(2) In the above Agreement, wherever specified quantities of the water has been mentioned 
as permitted use by any State it is agn1ed that the use shall be measured in the manner indicated 
below: 

Use 

(i) Irrigation use 

(ii) Power use 

(iii) Domestic and 
Municipal water 
supply within the 
basin. 

(iv) Industrial use 
within the basin. 

( v) All uses outside 
the basin. 

Measurement 

100 per cent of the 
quantity diverted or lifted from the river 

or any of the tributaries or from any 
reservoir, storage or canal and 100 per cent 
of evaporation losses in these storages. 

100 per cent of evaporation losses in the 
storage. 

by 20 per cent of the quantity of water 
diverted or lifted from the river or any 

of its tributaries or from any reservoir, 
storage or canal. 

by 2.5 per cent of the quantity of water 
diverted or lifted from the river or any of 
its tributaries or from any reservoir or 
storage or canal. 

100 ner cent of the quantity diverted or 
Jiftp.tl frnm th" rivPr nr anv nf the tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage or canal. 

(3) It is agreed that m using the waters permitted to each State iu the above Agreement no 
State can construct projects othet than those already specifically agreed to, submerging the terri­
tory of another State/States, wifbout the prior conseRt of that State for such submergence. 

( 4) It is agreed that all the States can make use of underground water within their res­
pective State territories in the Godavari basin and such use shall not be reckoned as use of the 
water of the rivet Godavari. 

( 5) The sub-basins referred to in the Agreement are according to the division of Godavari 
Ra•in into suh-basins made in the Report of the Krishna Godavari Commission in Chapter III 
paragraph 4.27 at page 28. 

(fi) U•e ~hall include any use, made by any State of the waters of the river Godavati and 
it~ tributaries for domestic, municipal, irrigation, industrial, production of power, navigation, 
pisciculture, wild life protection, recreation purposes and evaporation Jos~es from the storages 
created for the above purposes. 
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(7) All the levels mentioned in the clauses above are with reference to the G.T.S. levels. 

( 8) This agreement is subject to ratificatiOQ. by ):he respective State Governments of 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh. 

Dated the 7th August, 1978. 

Sd/-
(V. R. DEUSKAR) 

Secretary, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Maharashtra 

Sd/-
(R. K. TIKKU) 

Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power Departments, 
Government of Madhya Pradesh. 

Sd/-
(M. GoPALA KRISHNAN) 

Secretary, 
'Department of Irrigation & Power, 
Government of Andhra Pradesh. 



ANNEXURE "C'' 

ANNEXURE 1-GODA v ARI 

~UMMARY RECORD OF THE DISCUSSIONS OF THE MEETING HELD BETWEEN 
THE CHiEF MIN1STERS OF KAKNATAKA AND ANDHRA PRADbSH AT 

BANGALORE ON 4TH AUGUST 1978 
The following were present :-

KARNAL-IKA 

1. Sri D. Devraj Urs, 
Chief Minister 

2, Sri N. N arasimh<\ Rau, 
Chief Secretary 

3. Sri J. C. Lynn, 
Secretary to Chief Minister 

4. Sri B. C. Angadi, 
Special Secretary, 

P.W. & E. Deptt. (Irrigation). 

5. Sri S. R. S. Sastry, 
Chief Engineer, W. R. D. 0. 

6. Sri B. Subrarnanyam, 
Chief Engineer, 
Baugalore Water Supply 
and Sewerage Board. 

AlvDIJRA PRADESH 

1. Dr. M. Chennareddy, 
Chief Mwister 

2. Sri G. V. Sudhakara Rao, 
Irrigation Minister 

3. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, 
Secretary, 
Irrigation & Power 

4. Sri B. Gopalakrishna Murthy, 
Adviser, 
Irrigation & Power 

5. Sri K. R. Chudamani, 
Adviser, lrrigatJOn & Power 

6. Sri M. Satyanarayaua Singh, 
Special Officer, 
Water Resources 

After discussion, the following points were agreed to : 

Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka agree that Karnataka would, in addition to its existing 
utilisation above the proposed Singur project in the Manjra sub-basin and the utilisa!lon for 
Karanja and Chulkinala projects, as per the agreement of 17-9-1975 read with the agreement 
ot 1\1-12-1975 utilise one TMC of water more for lift irr.gation from the Manjra river. 

2. In order to utilise this quantity or any other additional quantity that may be agreed to 
later, on the Manjra, Karnataka may put up such pondage as may be necessary and as may be 
agreed to between Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka to utihse one TMC or such additional agreed 
quantities as may become available for this purpose. 

3. Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka agree that Karnataka may utilise 2.5 (two point five) 
fMC of water in the Manjra sub-basin in its territory in the catchment below NIZamsagar 
project. 

4. Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka agree that Andhra Pradesh may go ahead with the 
construction of the Singur project, as proposed by Andhra Pradesh, with the maximum capacity 
of 30 TMC of gross storage with FRL/MWL of plus 523.6 metres (1717.41 ft.) above MSL. 

5. Karnataka will take necessary action to acquire any land or structure that may be sub­
merged and/ or affected under Singur project and Andhra Pradesh agrees to bear the cost of 
acquisition, the cost of rehabilitation of the displaced families and the cost of construction of 
bridges and roads that may become necessary. Such acquisition and rehabilitation shall be as per 
the norms prevailing in Karnataka at the time of acquisition/rehabilitation. Karnataka also agrees 
to the submergence of the river bed and its stream-beds. 

6. In the event of Andhra Pradesh developing hydro-electric power at Singur Project, 
Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh agree to share the cost and benefits of such power in such 
proportion as may be agreed upon. 
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7. (a) Subject to the clearance of Polavaram Project by the Central Water Commission 
for FRL/MWL plus 150 ft. the State of Andhra Pradesh agrees that a quantity of 80 TMC at 
75 percent dependability of Godavari waters from Polavaram project can be diverted into 
Krishna river above Vijayawada Amcut displacing the discharges from Nagarjunasagar Project 
for Krishna Delta, thus enabling the use of the satd 80 TMC for projects upstream of Nagar­
junasagar. 

(b) The States of Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka agree that the said quantity of 80 
TMC shall be shared in the proportion of Andhra Pradesh 45 TMC, Karnataka and Maha­
rashtra together 35 TMC. 

(c) Andhra Pradesh agrees to submit the Polavaram project report to Central Water 
Commission within three months of reaching an over-all agreement on Godavari waters among 
the five-party States. 

(d) Andhra Pradesh agrees t~ bear the cost of diversion fully. 

(e) Maharashtra and Karnataka are at liberty to utilise their share of 35 TMC men­
tioned in sub-para 7 (b) above from the date of clearance of the Polavaram Project by Central 
Water Commission with FRL/MWL of plus 150 ft. irrespective of the actual diversion taking 
place. 

(f) It is also agreed that if the diversion at 75 percent dependability 1s stated in clause 
(a) -above exceeds the said quantity of 80 TMC due to diversion of Godavari waters from the 
proposed Polavaram Project into Krishna river, further diminishing the releases f~om Nagar­
junasagar project such excess quantity shall also be shared between the three States m the same 
proportion as in sub-clause (b) above. 

MR. S. CHAUDHURI 

of Counsel for the 
State of Karnataka 

MR. P. RAM,\CHANDRA REDDY 

Advocate General for the 
State of Andhra Pradesh 



ANNEXURE II-KRISHNA 

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE MEETING HELD BETWEEN THE CHIEF MINISTERS 
OF KARNATAKA AND ANDHRA PRADESH AT BANGALORE ON 4TH 

AUGUST, 1978 

The following were preJent :­

KARNATAKA 

1. Sri D. Devraj Urs, 
Chief Minister 

2. Sri N. Narasimha Rau, 
Chief S~cretary. 

3. Sri J. C. Lynn, 
Secretary to 
Chief Minister 

4. Sri B. C. Angadi 
Special Secretary, 
P.W. & E. Dept. (Irrigation) 

5. Sri S. R. S. Sastry, 
-Chief Engineer, W.R.D.O. 

6. Sri B. Subramanyam 
Chief Engineer, 
Bangalore Water Supply 
& Sewerage Board. 

ANDHRA PRADES/l 

1. Dr. M. Chennareddy, 
Chief Minister 

2. Sri G. V. Sudhakara Rao, 
Irrigation Minister 

3. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, 
Secretary, 
lrrigatun &. !'ower 

4. Sri B. G!Jpalakrishna Murthy 
Adviser, 
Irrigation & Power 

5. Sri K. R. Chudam<\ni, 
Adviser, 
Irrigation & Power 

6. Sri M. Satyanarayana Singh, 
Special Officer 
Water Resources. 

After discussion, the following points were agreed to :-

Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh agree that Andhra Pradesh would go aheaJ with the pro­
posed Jurala Project with FRL/MWL of plus 1045 feet above MSL in Krishna basin. 

2. Karnataka will take necessary action to acquire any lands or structures that may be 
submerged and/or affected under Jurala Project and Andhra Pradesh agrees to bear the cost of 
acquisition, the cost of reha!Jilitation of _the displaced fa~ilies and the cost of construction of 
bridges and roads and cost of protection or shifting of temples and other religious shrines that 
may become necessary, as decided by Karnataka. Such acquisition and rehabilitation shall be 
as per the norms prevailing in Karnataka at the time of acquisition/rehabilitation. Karnataka 
also agrees to the submergence of river bed and stream beds. 

3. Karna(aka and Andhra Prade,sh also agree that in the event of Andhra Pradesh gene­
rating power from this project, the cost and benefits of hydro-power will be shared equally bet­
ween the two States. The question of what would constitute the cost of hydro-power was not 
discussed and will be agreed upon separately. 

MR. S. CHAUDHURI 
of Counsel for the 
State of Karnataka. 

MR. P. RAMACHANDRA REDDY 
Advocate General for the 
State of Andhra Pradesh 



ANNEXURE "D'' 

, _ . GODAVARI 
I ROC'EEDINGS OF THE MEETING BETW 

PRADESH AND ORISSA AT HYDERAi~N THE CHIEF MINISTCRS OF ANDHRA 
The following were present:- DON THE 15TH OF DECEJ'vlBER. 1978 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

1 · Dr. M. Channa Reddy, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri G. Rajaram. 
Minister for Finance 
and Power. 

3. Sri G. V. Sudhakar Rao 
Minister for Major ' 
Irrigation & Commercial 
Taxes. 

4. Sri I. J. Naidu, lAS 
Chief Secretary. ' 

5. Sri S. R. Rama Murthy, lAS, 
Secretary to Chief 
Minister. 

6. Sri P. Ramachandra Reddy, 
Advocate General. 

7. Sri C. N. Shastry, lAS, 
Secretary, Irrigation 
and Power. 

8. Sri M. Gopalakrishnan, 
Secretary, Primary & 
Secondary Education. 

9. Dr. N. Tata Rao, 
Chairman, 
A.P.S.E.B. 

10. Sri Satyanarayan Singh, 
Special Officer, 
Water Resources. 

11. Sri D. V. Sastry, 
Advocate. 

IAS, 

ORISSA 

1. Sri Nilamani Routroy, 
Chief Minister. 

2. Sri Pratap Chandra Mohanty 
Minister for Revemte ' 
& Power. 

3. Sri Prahllad Mallik, 
Minister for 
J rrigation. 

4. Sri B. M. Patnaik • 
Advocate General. 

5. Sri B. Ramadorai, lAS, 
Secretary, Irrigation 
& Power. 

6. Sri A. K. Biswal, 
Secretary to Chief 
Minister. 

7. Sri S. C. Tripathy, 
Chief Engineer, 
Irrigation. 

8. Sri B. Mishra, 
Chief Engineer, 
Electricity. 

9. Sri M. L. Lath, 
Executive Engineer, 
Irrigation. 

After full discussions, the following agreement was reached : 

I. G-11 lndravati sub-basin : 

The State of Orirs3 can utilise its share of water in G-11 Indravati sub-basin in terms of the 
Inter State agreement dated 19-12-1975 affirming the bilateral agreement dated 9-12-1975 bet­
ween the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 

H. G-12 Sabari sub-basi11 : 
(A) The State of Orissa can use all the water of the river Sabari (Kolab) upto the point (at 

ne•~ ahnut Lat. 18'-5~'-04"N and Long. 82'-14'-53"E) where the river Sabari forms the common 
boundary between the State of Ori~•a and the State of Madhya Pradesh in terms of the Inter-state 
Agreement dated 9-12-1975, Clause V. 

S3 
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(B) The States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh agree for utilisation of all waters up to the 
following project sites on the tributaries and sub-tributaries of the river Sabari (Kolab) by the 
State of Orissa. 

{i) Govindapalle Project on :-

• 

(a) Dharmgedda nalla site near Lingiyaput village Lat. 18"-36'-07"N. and Long. 
82•-16'-ll"E. 

(b) Jamnadi site near Govindpalli village Lat. t8•-36'-13"N, and Long. 82"-16'-48"E. 

(c) Garianadi site near Dcraguda village. Lat. 18"-34'-03"N, and Long. 82'-17'-18"E . 

(ii) · Satiguda Project site on the tributary of Potteruvagu. 
Lat. 18"-18'-57"N. and Long. 81"-56'-24"E. 

(iii) Parasanapalle project site on the tributary of Sabari near village Parasanapalli. 
Lat. 18"-16'-44"N. and Long. 81"-36'-44"E. 

(iv) Potteru project sitc on Pottcruvagu near Surliuknta village. 
Lat. 18"-12'-30"N. and Long. 82"-01'-30"E. 

(C) The State of Orissa, in addition to the uses as specified in clauses II(A) and II(B) 
above, can use 40 Tmc., for its existing, under construction and proposed project/schemes each 
using not more than 1.5 Tmc., annually. 

(D) Downstream of the point where the Sabari forms the common boundary between the 
States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh (at near about Lat. t8·-ss'-04"N and Long. 82•-14'-53"E.) 
and upto the confluence of the Sileru and the Sabari, the State of Orissa, can use not more than 27 
fmc., for irri~ation by withdrawals from the main river for its existing, under construction and 
proposed schemes/projects. 

(E) The quantum of water to meet the evaporation losses of project under clause II D and 
power projects across the Sabari by the States of Madhya Pradesh and Ori~sa in terms of clau<e V 
of bilateral agreement dated 9-12-1975 between Orissa and Madhya Pradesh will be in addition 
to the quantum specified in clauses II A, B, C & D above and shall be shared in such proportion 
as the said two States may agree. However the share of Orissa in excess of 10 T.M.C. in the 
evaporation losses mentioned 3bove shait b met from its quantum specified in clauses II A, B, 
C & D above. 

of: 
(F) The States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh shall utilise the Sileru river waters in terms 

(a) 1946 Agreement between the Governments of Madras and Orissa regarding deve­
lopment of Hydro-electric power at Dudma falls on the Machkund river. 

(b) Final agreement between the Governments of Orissa and Amlhra Pradesh in 
relation to the usc o[ the waters of the Sileru river dated the 4th September, 196:!. 

(c) Any other subsequent agreement/agreements that the two States of Orissa and 
Andhra Pradesh may mutually conclude in future. 

(d) All use of water for beneficial purpose by the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh 
for their existing, under construction and proposed schemes/projects upstream of 
Machl.:und Project the total utilisation under which shall not exceed 2 TMC by 
each State will be charged to their respective shares at Machkund correspondingly 
reducing their respective share of power at Machkund & Dudma falls. Similarly, 
use under Schemes/projects which shall not exceed 2 TMC by each State down­
stream of Machkund project and upstream of Balimela Dam, will be charged to 
their respective shares at Balime!a dam project reducing their respective shares of 
water by the total quantity used both above Machkund project and between M~ch­
kund and Balimela project. All such use should be intimated to the other 
Govemment. 



(e) 

55 

NotwithstanJ;ng any restriction imposed unde th 
OriSsa will be pmnittcd to utilise not exceedin~ 2 ~t6 ar;~meuts, the State of 
ficial use downstream of Da.lim.ela d · 1. . . _ o eru water for b.:ne-

am or lts eJUSttng. under constr ti d 
future p~ojects o~t of the yield of the catchment lying down-stream 0~c ~~Wla:la dam pro;ect. Th1s quantity will be out of 40 TMC as s iii d · c 
above. pee e m lause ll (C) 

(G) The State of Orissa agrees for the comtruction of Lower Sil 1r · · · 
FRL +235 ft. and MWL +262 ft. by t_ilo ::.ta~e of Andhra Pradesh ehiruh ~lgatilon scheme W•th 

. . , _ , w c mvo ves some sub-
mergence Ill the State of Ons>a. I he Sw_tc o£ AnLlhra Pradesh shall b.. th f 
t . f b f oar e cost o compcnsa-
lOn or su mergence o land and prop"rt1es both of the Government as well as · · 

that may be agreed to. The proviswn of rehabilitation of the oustces will be mapdnvatc partithcs 
· · 'hS · . easpere norms m vogue m t e tate of Onssa at the tiiDe of construction of the project. 

. (H) The State of Anuhra .Pradesh can, subject to agreement dated 7-8-1978, usc the remain­
rug waters m the Sabar1 Sub-basm excluding Slleru river vide clause F above for the exisung. 
under construction and proposed schemeJi/projects after the uses by the State of Orissa f~r pro­
jects/Schemes as specified in Clauses I & ll A to E above. 

(I) The States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh agree for the construction of Polavaram Pro­
ject of the State of Andhra Pradesh, so that the max.imnm submersion in the State of Or:.Ssa terri­
tory at Motu/Konta does not exceed R.L. + 150 ft. due to all effects including back water effect. 
The Polavaram project shall be designed for the max;mnru probable flood in consultation with the 
Central Water Commission so as not to exceed the limit of submergence mentioned above. For 
the submerged lands and properties both of the Government as well as private parties, the cost 
of compensation and rehabilitation on the _basi~ of the norms in vogue in the State of Orbsa at the 
tinle of the construction of the projects shail be charged to the project. Model villages with faci­
l..tties;amenitiys etc. shall be constructed at the cost of the project before the submergence actually 
takes place. 

The sovereignty over the land shall continue to vest with the respective States. The State of 
Orissa can lilt 5 Tmc from the Polavararu lake, without bearing any cost of the storage for Jts use 
in the territory and this usc shall b.:: reckoned against the allocatJOn made to that State as specified 
in clause ll bove. The State of Orissa can ti·an;;port their forest or mineral produce through all 
navigational facilities; lock etc.; wilich shall be proviaed, by the State of Andhra Pradesh at i.s own 
cost at Polavarm. These facilities will be available to the State of Orissa at the Polavaran1 Project 
at the rates applicable to the State of Andhra Pradesh for their own cargo at Polavaram .. The 
State of Orissa can devdop and exploit pi.ciculture and boating facil.tics in their own tcrntocy. 
Tne States are agreeable to the level of RL +150 feet for Polavaram storage as defined above only 
on the express conditions that any of the provis.ous, facili_ties and liberties g~ven for utu~.SaUon of 
waters of the Godavan and its tributaries, to each OLher m this Agreement herem above or here 
under are not at all disturbed. 

III. General clauses : 

(1) (a) 

(b) 

The State of Orissa may vary the location of sites of projec~s using more than 
1 5 Tmc , ru1Ually whi~h have been specifically mcntion~d m the above clauses 
b~ infor~g the lower State/States. 1.!' as a result of shifting or alterat•on in the 
case of any such specified sites upto which a State has been perwtted to use all t~c 
water more or Jess catchment area than what is i~dicated in the above clauses iS 
intercepted, a corresponding reduction/increase will be made m the catchment 
area of other specified sites, so that the total catchment area allowed for each State 
for interception of all the .water is not exceeded. 

It is also agreed that with respect to projects as specified in clauses I &, ~abov; 
if there is a marginal increase of utilisation over 1.5 TMC, but not excoe ~ng . 

1 Pro·--ct such increase may be permitted by mutual cons tat1on 
TMC., for eac 1 J- • 1 Ri · Stat'/States provided that 
between the States concerned and the ower panan ~ ' d d b the 
the total util~ation as spccifi'd in each of the said clauses IS not cxcec c y 

concerned State. 
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{2) In the above agreement~ wberever·specified quantities of the water has been mentioned 
as permitted use by any States it is agreed the use shall be measured in the manner indicated 
below: 

Use 

(i) Irrigation use. 

( ii) Power use. 

(iii) Domestic and 
Municipaf wa1er 
supply within the 
basin. 

(iv) Industrial use 
within the basin. 

(v) All uses outside 
the basin. 

Measurement 

100 per cent of the quantity diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of the tributaries/or from 
any reservoir, storage or canal and 100 percent 
of evaporation loss~s in these storages. 

100 p~;r cent of ~vaporation losses in the storage. 

By 20 per cent of the quantity of water diverted 
or lifted fro;n the river or any of its tributaries 
or from any reservoir, storage or canal. 

By 2.5 per cent of the quantity of water diverted 
or lifted from the river or any of its tributaries or 
from any reservoir or storage or canal. 

100 per cent of the quantity diverted or lifted 
from the river or any of the tributaries or from 
any reservoir, storage or canal. 

(3) It is agreed that in using the waters permitted to each State in the above agreement 
no State can construct a project other than those already specifically agreed to submerging the 
territory of another State/States, without prior consent and acceptance by mutual discussions by 
that State for such submergence. 

( 4) lt is agreed that all the States can make use of underground water within their respec­
tive State territories in the Godavari basin and such use shall not be reckoned as use of the 
water of the river Godavari. 

(5) The sub-basins referred to in this agreement are according to the division of Godavari 
basin into sub-basins made in the report of the Krishna Godavari Commission in Chapter-III 
paragraph 4.27 at page 28. 

( 6) Use shall include any use, made by any State of waters of the river Godavari and its 
tributaries or domestic, municipal, irrigation, industrial, production of power, navigation, pis­
ciculture, wild life protection, recreation purposes and evaporation losses from the storages created 
for the above purposes. 

(7) All the levels mentioned in the clauses above are with reference to G.T.S. levels. 

Sd/-
(DR. M. CHANNA REDDI) 

Chief Minister, 
Andhra Pradesh 

Sd/­
(NILAMANI RouTRoY) 

Chief Minister, 
Orissa 



B. C. ANGADI 

Special Secretary to Government 

Irrigation Department 

D.O. No. PWD 25 BRA 78 
DEAR SHRI DEUSKAR, 

ANNEXURE "E" 

ANNEXURE I 

VIDIIAN SOUDHA, BANGALORI! 

dated 29th January 1979 

Sub :-Agreement between Maharashtra and Karnataka rcgarL~ng Godavari waters 
distributior.. 

In confirmation of our telephonic talks during the last week, I have to state that we agree 
that : 

(a) 35 TMC of water in Krishna, which is the share of Karnataka and Maharashtra 
out of 80 TMC of Godavari diversion by the State of Amlhra Praucsh fn'm 
Polavaram Barrage, shall be shared between Karnateka and Mahara<htra as 
under:-

Karnataka 
Maharashtra 

21 TMC 
14 TMC 

(b) Karnataka had requested for at least 1 TMC of Manjra waters upstream of 
Nizamsagar from the share allocated to Maharashtra. Maharashtra bas expressed 
its inability to spare this water. Karnataka accepts that position in the interest 
of arriving at an agreement. 

(c) A copy of this letter with your confirmation to it may be filed before the Godavari 
Tribunal on 2-2-1979. 

Kindly confirm the above points as agreed on telephone. 

Shri V. R. DEUSKAR 

Secretary to Government, 
Irrigation Department, 
Go\•ernment of Maharashtra, 
Mantralaya, 
Bombay-400 032. 

Yours sipcercly, 

Sd/­
(B. C. ANGADI) 

29-1-1979 



V. R. DEUSKAR, 

Secretary to Government 

ANNEXURE II 

D.O. No. ISW 5179 KG 
Irrigation Department. 
Mantralaya, Bombay-400 032. 
Camp : New Delhi. 
Dated the 30th January 1979 

Sub : Agreement between Maharashtra and Karnataka regarding Godavari waters distribu­
tion ... 

Ref: Your D.O. letter No. PWD 25 BRA 78 dated 29th January 1979. 

Dear Shri Angadi, 

In confirmation of our telephonic talk during the last week and with reference to your above 
D.O. Jetter, the points as agreed between the two States mentioned in your letter are hereby 
confirmed subject to the following understanding :-

The present ratio of sharing of 35 TMC viz. 14 to Maharashtra and 21 to Karnataka 
shall not be applicable to any additional water that would become available by virtue 
of Andhra Pradesh diverting water in excess of 80 TMC. 

We may authorise our Counsel before Godavari Water Disputes Tribunal to draw up an 
.agreemen~ in a proper form in terms of our understanding reached between the two States and 
Jile it before the Godavari Tribunal. 

Shri B. C. ANGADI, 

Special Secretary, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Karnataka 
Bangalorc. 

Yours sincerely, 
Sd/-

(V. R. DEUsKAR) 



B. C. ANGADI, 

Special Secretary to Government, 
1rrigation Department. 

D.O. No. PWD 25 BRA 78 
Dear Shri Deuskar, 

ANNEXURE III 

VIDHANA SoUDHA, BANOALORE 

Dated the 31st January 1979 

Sub : Agreement between Maharashtra and Kamataka regarding Godavari waters distribu­
tion. 

I received your D.O. letter No. ISW 5179-KG, dated 30-1-1979 through telex, conftrming 
our telephonic talk and points agreed between the two States as mentioned in my D.O. kttcr 
No. P\'ID 25 BRA 78, dated 29th January 1979. 

2. I further agree that the following condition mentioned in your above kttcr, namdy 
that-

'"The present ratio of sharing 35 TMC viz. 14 to Maharashtra and 21 to Karnataka 
shall not be applicable to any additional water that would become available, by virtue 
of Andhra Pradesh diverting water in excess of 80 TMC." 

"'>hould form part of the agreement which should be drawn up and filed before the Tribunal. 

Shri V. R. DEUSKAR, 
Secretary to Government, 
Irrigation Department, 
Government of Maharasbtra, 
Mantralaya, 
Bombay-400 032. 

Yours sinccrdy, 
Su/-

(B. C. A!'<G\DI) 



ANNEXURE '~" 

AGREEMENT ENTERED INTO BETWEEN THE STATES OF ORISSA AND MADHYA 
PRADESH 

After full discussions, the following agreement was reached at Bhopal on 11th July 1979 

G-11 Jndravati Sub-basin : 

1. ORISSA 

(a) The State of Orissa can use all the waters upto Upper Indravati Project site­
comprising : 
(i) lndravati dam site (Lat. 19°-16'N & Long. 82°-50'E), 
(ii) Pcdaga dam site (Lat. 19·-14N and Long. 82°-49'E). 
(iii) Kapur dam site (Lat. 19°-06N and Long. 82°-47'E). 

(iv) l\Iuran dam site (Lat. 19·-06N and Long. 82.-46'£). 

(b) Out of the balance flows available below the Upper lndravati Project within its 
territory, the Stale of Orissa shall ensure forty five ( 45) tmc of water to flow down 
at the Orissa-Madhya Pradesh border in the Indravati sub-bas:n. In the years, 
when the diversion of water outside the Godavari basin at the Upper Indravati 
Project is less than e'ghty five (85) tmc (exclusive of evapora>ion losses) this 
quantum of forty-five ( 45) tmc at the Orissa-Madhya Pradesh border in the 
Indravati sub-basin will be reduced in the same proportion as the reduction in the 
quantum of eighty five (85) tmc. The State of Orissa can use all the balance 
water thus left within its territory for its existing, under construction & proposGd 
projects/schemes. 

(c) (i) The States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh agree to measure th's quantum of 
forty five ( 45) tmc at Jagdalpur gauge site across Indravati river, which is main­
tained at present by the Central Water Commission, subject to adjustment as men­
tioned in sub-paragraph (c)(ii). 
(ii) The catchment area of the State of Orissa contributing to the flow in Indravati 
river below Jagdalpur gauge site is about two hundred and thirty eight (238) 
square miles, while the catchment area of the State of Madhya Pradesh upto the 
gauge site is about one hundred and ninety eight (198) square miles. The seventy 
five (75) per cent dependable yield from this area of forty (238 minus 198 equal 
to 40) square miles may be taken as two point eight (2.8) tmc. This quantum of 
two point eight (2.8) tmc will be added to the observed flow at J agdalpur gauge 
site for estimating the flows available at the Orissa-Madhya Pradesh border speci­
fied in sub-paragraph 1 (b). The quantum of two point eight ( 2. 8) tmc will be 
reduced proportionately in the lean years in the same proportion to the reduction 
of seventy five (75) per cent dependable yield of eighty nine point five (89.5) 
tmc at Upper Indravati Project site as cleared by Planning Commission. 
(iii) At any time if the Central Water Commission closes Jagdalpur gauge site, the 
two States shall maintain the gauge site jointly or any other sitc(s) as may be 
mutually agreed upon for the purpose. 

2. MADRY A PRADESH 
(a) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use two hundred and seventy three (273) tmc 

of water for its various existjng, under construction and proposed projects/ 
schemes, subject to the agreed uses in paragraph (1) upto the Bhopalpatnam-1 
Hydro-electric project site (Lat. l9°-03'-45'N and Long. 80°-19'-05"£) across 
Indravati river-a joint project between the States of Madhya Pradesh and Maha­
rashtra. This quantum includes the share of evaporation loss of the State of 
Madhya Pradesh at the Bhopalpatnam-1 reservoir. 

60 
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(b) The State of Madhya Pradesh in add't' 
2 ( ) I 1011 to the uses as d . 
. a can use all the waters upto the followin . . agree to m paragraph 
mg the Indcavati downstream of Bh 

1 
. g project sites on the tributaries join-

(
i) Cl. t d . opa patnam-I Hydro-electric project site . 

1mn~~s~oo~~ . · 
(Lat 18.·41' 25"N - avagu near vtllage Pavrcl. 

.. · • and Long. so·-40'-47"E). 
( 11) J allavagu dam site on J allava · . 

(Lat 18.·56' 34"N d gu near VIllage Ch1llamarka. 
· - an Long. so·-21'-34"£). 

(iii) K othapalli Integrated Project across tributary of Ch' t .. 
( 

In avagu compnsmg · 
1) Kothapalli dam site : · 

(Lat. 18'-40'-54"N and Long. 80'-34'-54"£). 

(2) Minur dam site : 
(Lat. 18'-45'-24''N and Long. 80'-28'-13"£). 

(c) The State of Madhya Pradesh .. 
f t d 

can use an additional quantity of nineteen ( 19) tm 
o wa er ownstream of the p 0 • t 't · . c f . . . r Jec Sl es specified m paragraphs 2(a) and 2(b) 
~~r:st::~s~~~,p~~trfi con(s1tru5)ction and proposed projects/schemes each using not 

ve . tmc annually. 

G-12 Sabari sub-basin. 

3 ORISSA 

:a) The State of Orissa can use all the waters of Sabari (Kolab) river upto a point near 
about Lat. 18.·55'-04''N and Long. 82.-14'-53"£ where Sabari river forms the 
common boundary between the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 

b) !n addi~ion t? the above, ~he St~te of Orissa can use all the waters up to the follow­
mg proJect s1tes on the tnbutanes of Sabari (Kolab) river : 

(i) Govindpalli Project site comprising : 

1. Dharamgedda nalla near Lingiyaput village, 
(Lat. 18'-36'-07''N and Long. 82.-16'-ll"E). 

2. J amnadi near Govindpalle village. 
(Lat. 18'-36'-13''N and Long. 82'-16'-48"£). 

3. Gurianadi near Doraguda village 
(Lat. 18'-34'-03''N and Long. 82'-17'-18"£). 

(ii) Satiguda project site on the tributary of Potteruvagu. 
(Lat. 18.-18'-57''N and Long. 81'-56'-24''£). 

(iii) Parasanapaiie project site on the tributary of Sabari river near village Para­
sanapalle. 
(Lat. 18'-16'-44''N and Long. 81'-36'-44"£). 

(iv) Potteru Project on Potteruvagu near Surlin'kunfa village. 
(Lat. 18.·12'-30''N and Long. 82·-ot'-30"E). 

(c) The State of Orissa can use an additional quantity of forty (40) tmc of water 
downstream of Projects specified in paragraphs 3 (a) and 3 (h) for its existing, 
under construction and proposed projects/schemes each using not more than one 
point five (1.5) tmc annually. 

(d) Downstream of the point where Sabari river forms the common boundary between 
the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh (near about Lat. 18'-55'-04''N and Long. 
82'-14'-53"£) and upto the confluence of Sileru and Sabari rivers, the State of 
Orissa in addition to the use specified in paragraphs 3(a) to 3(c) can use not 
more than twenty seven (27) tmc of water for irrigation by witrdrawals from the 
main river for its existing, under construction and proposed projects/schemes. 
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(e) The State of Orissa agrees to exploit Sabari (Kolab) river waters by joint projects 
on the main .Sabari river with the State of Madhya Pradesh from a point on Sabari 
(Kolab) river near about Lat. 18'-55'-04"N and Long. 82"-14'-53"E where it 
forms the common boundary between the two States upto the confluence with 
Sileru river on the basis of agreement(s) to be drawn up at appropriate time, except 
for use as mentioned in sub-paragraph 3 (d). At present Lower Kolab and Konta 
Projects are under investigation and the sites of these pwjects wi!I be decided 
mutually by the two State Governments. The hyde! power and the cost debitable 
to generation of such power will be shared equally between the two States in these 
or such other projects. The cost and benefit of irrigation, if any from these projects 
will also be eauitablv shared between the two States. 

(f) The share of evaporation losses !or the projects specitied in paragraph 3(e) for 
the State of Orissa to the extent of ten (I 0) tmc will be in addition to the quantum 
specified in paragraphs 3(a) to 3(d) and excess if any, will be met from the use 
specified in paragraphs 3(a) to 3(d). 

(g) The use specified for the State of Orissa in paragraphs 3(a) to 3(d) and 3(f) is 
exclusive of the use in Sileru river as per the agreement dated 15-12-1978 between 
the States of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh. 

4. MADHYA PRADESH 

[a) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use all the waters of the tributaries of Sabari 
river downstream of a point where Sabari river forms the common boundary bet­
ween the States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh near about Lat. 18'-55'-04"N and 
Long. 82'-14'-53"E and upto the following project sites : 

(i) Baru Nadi Integrated Project comprising: 
1. Barnnadi site acr0ss Barn river near village Tankavada. 

(Lat. 18'-45'-33"N and Long. 81'-48'-50''E). 

2. Bhimsen storage site across Bhimsen river near village Bodavada. 
(Lat. 18'-45'-0''N and Long. 81'-55'-46''E). 

3. Kudripal Pick-up weir site across Barn river near village Kudripal. 
(Lat. 18'-40'-42''N and Long. 81'-51'-30''E). 

(ii) Mupari project site across Mupari (Jaimer) river near village Jaimer. 
(Lat. 18'-42'-30''N and Long. 81'-45'-0''E). 

(iii) Gorali Nadi Project comprising : 
1. Gorali dam site acrrn;s Gora1i nadi near village Kanjiparl. 

(Lat. 18'-32'-SO''N and Lon!(. 81'-40'-SS"E). 
2. Andumpal dam site across Pulnadi near village Andumpal. 

(Lat. 18'-34'-43"N and Long. 81'-42'-04"£). 

(iv) Sailervagu Integrated project comprising : 
1. Mankapal dam site across Malengar river near village Mankapal. 

(Lat. 18'-32'-06''N and Long. 81'-29'.:'26"E). 
2. Sailervagu dam site across Sailervagu near vilhge Paila. 

(Lat. 18'-26'-12''N and Long. 81'-31'-38"£). 

(v) Ordeltong lntegraled Project comprising : 
1. Ordeltong dam site across tributary of Tinarayavagu ncar village Ordel­

tong. 
(Lat. 18'-13'-24''N and Long. 81'-24'-06"E). 

2. Tinarayavagu dam site across Tinaravavaqn near village Korrapal. 
(bt IW-11'-0"N and Long. 81°-18'-So"E). 
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(vi) Janavagu Integrated Project comprising: 

1. Janavagu dam site across Janavagu near village Gorkha. 
(Lat. 17"-57'-24"N and Long. 81'-20'-lS"E). 

2. Elammaduguvagu dam site across Elammaduguvagu near Jarput village. 
(Lat. 18'-03'-42"N and Long. 8l'-18'-09"E). 

(b) The State of Madhya Pradesh can use an additioual quantity of eighteen (lo) 
tmc of water downstream of the project sites specified in paragraph 4(a) for lts 
existing, under construction and proposed projects/schemes each using not more 
than one point five (1.5) tmc. annually. 

(c) (i) The share of evaporation losses of the power projects across Sabari river 
specified in paragraph 3 (e) for the State of Madhya Pradesh to the extent 
of ten (I 0) ;me will be in addition to the quantum specified )n paragraphs 
4(a) and 4(b) and excess, if any, shall be borne by the State of Madhya 
Pradesh out of its .share specified in paragraphs 4(a) & 4(b). 

(i) The quantum of water for the use by the State of Madhya Pradesh in the 
joint projects specified in paragraph 3 (e) would be met with from the use 
specified for the State in paragraph 4(a). 

( 1ii) Further, the quantum of water to meet the evaporation losses of the joint 
projects/schemes specified in the paragraph 3(e) shall be shared equally 
between States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 

(B. RAMADORAI) 

3ecretary, 

Sd/­
(DR. lsHWAR DASS) 

Secretary 
Irrigation & Power Department 

Gove10ment of Orissa. 
Irrigation & Power Depanmem 

Government of Odssa. 



ANNEXURE "G'' 

AGREEMENT DATED THE 2ND APRIL 1980 BETWEEN THE STATES OF ANDHRA 
PRADESH, .1\IADHYA PRADESH AND ORISS1\ 

To enabl~ dearanct: of Pulavaram Project, the following is agreed to ; 

1. The Polavaram Project spillway shall be designed for a flood discharging capacity of 36 
(thirty six) lakh cusecs at pond level of RL+140 (one hundred and forty) feet and not less than 
20 (twenty) lakll cusecs at pond level of RL+ 130 (one hundred and thuty) feet. 

2. The pond level shall not be kept higher than RL+145 (one hundred and forty five) feet 
in the month of June if the inflow into the Polavaram reservoir exceeds 3 (three) lakh cusecs. 

3. On receipt of flood warning from the upper sites and/or due to anticipated inflows into 
the reservoir requiring regulation, the pond levels shall be regulated as follows :-

(a) the pond level of RL+ 145 (one hundred and forty five) feet shall be lowered 
progressively as the inflows exceed 3 (three) lakh cusecs so as to restrict the pond 
level to RL+140 (one hundred and forty) feet for an inflow of 10 (ten) lakh 
c~ecs. 

(b) for inflows higher than 10 (ten) lakh cusecs the pond level shall be further 
lowered, so that it does not exceed RL+130 (one hundred and thirty) feet for an 
inflow of 20 (twenty) lakh cusecs. 

(c) for inflows higher than 20 (twenty) lakh cusecs, all the gates shall be opened 
fully. 

(d) the pond level can be built up progressively in the receding floods to RL+ 140 
(one hundred and forty) feet if the inflow drops down to 10 (ten) lakh cusecs 
and to RL+145 (one hundred and forty five) feet if the inflow drops down to 3 
(three) lakh cusecs or less, but during the months of July and August, the pond 
level shall not exceed RL+145 (one hundred and forty five) feet. 

(e) on or after first September, whenever the inflow in the Polavaram Reservoir is 
1 (one) lakh cusecs or less, the storage at Polavaram can be built up beyond 
RL+145 (one hundred and forty five) feet, subject to aforementioned deple­
tions at (a) to (c) in the case of higher inflows. 

4. In order to protect the lands and properties above RL+150 (one hundred and fifty) 
feet in the territory of the State of Orissa likely to be affected due to construction of Polavaram 
Project, protective embankments with adequate drainage sluices, shall be constructed and main­
tained at the cost of Polavaram Project. However, the State of Orissa may exercise an option 
at the time of construction of Polavaram Project for compensation to land and property likely 
to be affected above RL+ 150 (one hundred and fifty) feet as agreed to in the case of State of 
Madhya Pradesh in paragraph 5 (five) below. 

· 5. In respect of the properties in the territory of Stat.: of Madhya Pradesh likely to be affected 
above RL+lSO (one hundred and fifty) feet, because of the constmction of the Polavaram Pro­
ject, the: State of Andhra Pradesh shall :-

(a) pay compensation towards all buildings with their appurtenant lands situated 
above RL+150 (one hundred and fifty) feet which will be affected due to all 
effects including backwater effect and rehabilitate the oustees, etc. on the same 
pattern as below RL+l50 (one hundred and fifty) feet at the project cost; or 

(b) const.tuct and maintain at the cost of the State of Andhra Pradesh, the necessary 
protection embankments with adequate pumping arrangements and/or drainage 
slui~. 

(64) 
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The said option for alt~rnatives (a) or (b) being exercised by the State of Madhya Pradesh 
at the time of the construction of Polavaram Project depending upon the location of each affected 
site. 

(c) For damages or lllJury to lands beyond RL+l50 tone hundred and fifty) [eel 
in the territory of the State of Madhya Pradesh, in any event, the State of Andhra 
Pradesh shall pay full compensation for such damage or injury as may be assessed 
by the District Collector of the said District of th~ Stale of Madhya Pradesh. 

(d) The State 9f Andhra Pradesh agrees to fix permanent Bench Marks connected to 
G.T.S. Bench Marks in the territory of the State of Madhya Pradesh for RL+ !50 
(one hundred and fifty) feet as well as for the backwater effect, in both cases, at 
an interval of approximate one kilometre all along the periphery of the Polavaram 
reservoir. 

2-4-80 

Representative 
for the State of 
Andhra Pradesh 

Sd/- P. RAMACHANDRA REDDY 

Advocate General 

for the State of 
Andhra Pradesh 

Sd/- H. V. MAHAJANl 

2-4-80 

Representative 
for the State of 
Madhya Pradesh 

Sd/- M. K. RAMAMURlHY 

Senior Counsel 
for the State of 
Madhya Pradesh. 

Sdl- M. L. LATH 

2-4-80 

Representative 
for the State of 
Orissa. 

Sd/- G. B. PATNAIK 

Govt. Advocate 

Orissa. 



ANNEXURE "H'' 

STATEMENT SUBMfiTED BY COL;NSEL FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA IN THE 
IVITNISTRY OF ENERGY AND IRRIGATION (DEPARTMENT OF IRRIGATION) AND 

THE CENTRAL WATER COMMISSIO~ 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Energy & Irrigation (Department of In·iga­
tion) and the Central Water Commission are willing to submit to the following order by the 
Tribunal: 

The Polavaram Project shall be cleared by the Central Water Commission ~~ expeditiously 
as possible for FRL/MWL+ 150 feet. 

The matter of design of the dam and its operation schedule shall be left to the Central Water 
Commission, which they shall decide keeping in view all the Agreements between the parties, 
including the Agreement of 2nd April, 1980 filed today, as far as practicable. 

If there is to be any change in the operation schedule as indicated in the Agreement of 
2nd April, 1980 it shall be made only after consultation with the States of Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh and Orissfl. The design aspects shall, however, be left entirely to the Central 
Water Commission. 

Sd/ • MURLIDHAR BHANDARE 

3-4-1980 
Counsel for the Department of Irrigation and 

Central Water Commission 



ANNEXURE "I" 

SUI.l·-llASINS OF THE GODAVARI BASIN 

. G-1 UP~ER GODAVARI: lhis sub-basin includes the reach of the river Godavari from 
Its source to Its confluence with the Manjra. The sub-basin excludes the catchment areas of the 
Pravara,. t~1e P~rna and the Manjra but includes that of all other tributaries which fall into the 
Godavan m this reach . 

. G-2 PRAVARA : This sub-basin includes the entire catchment of the Pravara from the source 
to Its confluence with the Godavari including the catchment areas of the Mula and other tribu­
taries of the Pravara. 

G-3 PURNA : This sub-basin includes the entire catchment of the Purna and of all its tribu­
taries. 

G-4 MANJRA : This sub-basin includes the entire catchment of the Manjra from its source 
to its confluence with the Godavari including the catchment areas of the Tirna, the Karanja, the 
Haldi, the Lendi, the Maner and other tributaries. 

G-5 MIDDLE GODAVARI: This sub-basin comprises the river Godavari from its con­
fluence with the Manjra to its confluence with the Pranhita. The sub-basin includes the direct 
catchment of the Godavari in this reach as well as of its tributaries, except the Maner and the 
Pranhita. 

G-6 MANER : This sub-basin includes the enfJre catchment of the Maner from its source 
to its confluence with the Godavari, including all its tributaries. 

G-7 'PENGANGA : This sub-basin inCludes the entire catchment of the Penganga from its 
source to its confluence with the Wardha with all its tributaries. 

G-8 WARDHA : This sub-basin comprises river Wardha from its source to its confluence 
with the Wainganga with all its tributaries but excluding the catchment of the Penganga 
(G-7 above). · 

G-9 PRANHI7'A : This sub-basin comprises the catchments of river Wainganga from its 
source to its confluence with the Wardha and the Pranhita up to its confluence with the Goda­
vari. The sub-basin includes all the tributaries of the Wainganga and the Pranhita except the 
Penganga and the Wardha (G-7 and G-8 above). The Wainganga after its confluence with the 

"Wardha is called the Pranhita. 
G-10 LOWER GODAVARI: This sub-basin consists of the lower part of the river Goda­

vari from its confluence with the Pranhita up to the ~ea. The sub-basin includes the direct catch­
ment of the Godavari in this reach with all its tributaries except the Indravati and the Sabari 

(G-11 and G-12 below). 
G-11 INDRAVATI: This sub-basin includes all the areas drained by the Indravati and its 

tributaries from its source to its confluence with the Godavari. 
G-12 SABARI : This sub-basin includes the entire catchment of the _Sabari river from its 

source to its confluence with the Godavari including its main tributary SI!eru (also known as 

Machkund river in its initial reaches). 


