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Name of the stakeholder1 submitting 
this form (individual/organization): 

NGO:Parineeta Dandekar ( submitting comments on behalf of 

following people), Himanshu Thakkar: SANDRP 

Scientists: Dr. Prakash Shenoy, Dr. Rajesh Beeranthadka, 

Vidyadhar Atkore, Suman Jumani, Nachiket Kelkar 

Local Residents and Village Committee members: Karunakar 

Gogate, Kedar Nadolli, Mr. Raghu, Mr, Yadav, Mr. Balkrishna 

(Village Committee member) representing hundreds of villagers 

who have signed resolutions against Kukke I Hydel Project. 

 

Address and contact details of the 
individual submitting this form:  

Address: (Submiter of comments): c/o Plot 18, Prabhat 
Society, Pune. Telephone number: +91 9860030742 

E-mail address: parineeta.dandekar@gmail.com 

Title/Subject (give a short title or specify 
the subject of your submission) 

Request to Review Kukke I Hydel Project, 

 Initiate action against validator 

Please mention whether the submitter 
of the form is: 

 Project participant      

   Other stakeholder, please specify NGO, Scientists, 

local residensts and members of affected villages. 

Specify whether you want the letter to 
be treated as confidential2:  

 To be treated as confidential 

 To be publicly available (UNFCCC CDM web site) 

Please choose any of the type(s) below3 to describe the purpose of this submission.  

 Type I:  

            Request for clarification                Revision of existing rules   

                                 Standards. Please specify reference         

                                 Procedures. Please specify reference        

                                 Guidance. Please specify reference         

                                 Forms. Please specify reference         

                                     Others. Please specify reference        

 Type II: Request for Introduction of new rules 

 Type III: Provision of information and suggestions on policy issues 

                                                      
1
 DNAs and DOEs shall use the respective DNA/DOE forms  for communication with the Board. 

2
 As per the applicable modalities and procedures, the Board may make its response publicly available. 

3
 Latest CDM regulatory documents and information are available at: http://cdm.unfccc.int/Reference/index.html . 

CDM: FORM FOR SUBMISSION OF A “LETTER TO THE BOARD” 
(Version 01.2) 

This form should be used only by project participants and other stakeholders  
for submitting a “Letter to the Board” in accordance with the latest version of 

the  Modalities and procedures for direct communication with stakeholders 

http://cdm.unfccc.int/Reference/index.html
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Please describe in detail the issue on which you request a response from the Board, including the  
exact reference source and version (if applicable).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



F-CDM-RtB ver 01.2 

Version 01.2/ 8 February 2012 

>> 

A. Breach of Project Standard: CDM-EB65-A05-STAN 

 

Breach of General Principal of Transparency (5.6): The project has not ‘disclosed sufficient and 

enough information in a truthful manner’ 

 The project has not disclosed information about submergence of the project in the PDD, local 

consultation or validation report. It did not assess submergence directly impacting social, 

environmental, sustainable development aspects of the project and economic and climate change 

viability of the project.  

 This fact alone is sufficent for project to be rejected. 

 The PDD does not give any details of submergence of forest lands, displacement of people, plantations 

and farmlands. 

 Modelling studies done by Government Research Organisations indicate that the project will submerge 

388.71 hectares area including 110 hectares of forests. This fact has been hidden by the proponent. 

 Though the project has been ordered by Government Department to make submergence area 

public in February 2012, the project has not done so till date. 

 

Breach of Project Standard: Local Stakeholder Consultation 7.5 (66) 

 Project Participant did not invite comments from local stakeholders ‘in open and transparent manner’. It 

did not invite ‘directly impacted stakeholders’ 

 Notice of Local Consultation was pasted in the office of only one village.  More than 4 villages will 

be affected by this project. Villagers directly impacted by the project even from opposite bank 

have not been informed and excluded from local stakeholder consultation. 

 People dependant on the forest which will be submerged or affected have not been informed. 

 Sufficient information was not made available before the claimed consultation in form and manner local 

people can understand.  

 Directly impacted villagers in the upstream are still not notified about the submergence. This is despite 

receiving a notice from Karnataka Government in February 2012 to make submergence details public. 

In the absence of a study about the submergence, the proponent does not know and has not cared 

to find out directly affected stakeholders. 

Hence, the project has breached Project Standard CDM-EB65-A05-STAN about stakeholder 
participation and has not “invited comments in a way that facilitates comments to be received” (CDM-
EB65-A05-STAN) 
 

Breach of Project Standard: 7.4 Environmental Impacts 

 The project has severe impacts on critically endangered ecosystems, endangered fish and critical 

biodiversity corridor by submerging 110 hectares of forest in ‘hottest hotspots of global biodiversity’: 

The Western Ghats 

The Project Design Document and the Validation Report do not mention these impacts or measures to 
ameliorate them. No credible impact assessment has been done.  

 The project has not carried out even Rapid Environmental Assessment (R-EIA) (though that is not 

sufficient) as per rules laid by State Pollution Control Board. Validation Report mentions a draft R-EIA 

‘under preparation’. This was not shared with local and global stakeholders for their concerns. These 

consultations cannot be complete without R-EIA.  

 Though DNA did not consider these serious impacts despite several representations from scientists 

and experts, we request the CDM Board not to neglect these and reject this request for 

registration.  
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Please provide any specific suggestions or further information which would address the issue raised 
in the previous section, including the exact reference source and version (if applicable). 
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Breach of Project Standard: 7.2.2 Emissions Reduction 

 Average above ground stored carbon/ha of forests in the region, as per the samples studied, is to the 

tune of 427.27 t/ha. Removal of 110 hectares of forests will amount to the emission of 46,999 t of 

Carbon. If we compare this with emission reduction of the project at f 61,382 tCO2 eq. annually, the 

project cannot provide claimed emission reductions. 

 

B. Breach of Validation and Verification Standard: CDM-EB65-A04-STAN 
 

             Local Stakeholder Consultation (7.14.2)  

 Validator has not ensured that comments from ‘stakeholders that are relevant for the project activity’ 

have been invited. 

 The project will have a submergence of 388.71 hectares in the upstream. Stakeholders affected by this 

submergence were not invited by the proponent and yet, Validator has not raised this point.  

 In on-site interview, all affected stakeholders have not been interviewed. Of the 4 villages to be 

affected, interview has been carried out only with representatives from one village, rest of the villagers 

have not even been informed about the process.  

Reporting Requirement  (7.14.3) 

 Local Stakeholder Consultation has not been adequate and Validator has not assessed the adequacy 

of the local stakeholder consultation or the adequacy of the response of the PP.  

Independence, Ethical conduct, Fair Presentation (5. Principles of Validation) 

 When the validator is aware about submergence, biodiversity and environmental impact issues, 

problems with local stakeholder participation, the validator has chosen to side with the project 

proponent and its ‘draft’ R-EIA, without any evidence, in an act that will be seriously detrimental to 

communities and biodiversity of the region, as well as being a Breach of CDM VVS Standards. 

 In doing the above things the validator has made serious errors of judgment and has willfully sided with 

the proponent in a biased manner without giving a fair representation of the huge problems faced the 

project. 

 

General Validation requirement (6.17.e) The validator has accepted wrong claims of the proponent 

about submergence, biodiversity issues and environmental impacts. Submergence accepted by 

Validator is 21.5 hecatres, when in reality it is 388.7 hectares (attached). It is a biodiversity 

hotspot as confirmed by expert studies (attached), but Validator agrees that it does not have 

any rare/endangered species. Environmental impacts will be severe (attached) but Validator 

asserts that there will be ‘no environmental impacts’. Validator has not determined whether 

‘information provided by proponent is reliable and credible’, breaching general validation 

requirement. 

 
C. Sustainable Development 

CDM process has an explicit mandate to promote sustainable development.Kukke I Project is being 

strongly opposed by local villagers. More than 500 people from 4 village bodies have passed resolutions 

against the project. The project is submerging extremely biodiversity rich forests of Western Ghats. 

Submergence of forests, endangered biodiversity and plantations will further accelerate impacts of climate 

change.Loss of Livelihoods, displacement, submergence of medicinal plants, will affect the adaptation and 

mitigation capacities of local population.This is not lead to any sort of Sustainable Development and will in fact 

be detrimental to objectives of UNFCCC. We have also written to the NCDMA twice on this, but there is not 

even a response from them.  

Therefore, we strongly recommend rejection of the request for registration of the project and request 
for a thorough and credible review of Kukke I Hydel Project. 

 
We also request action against the validating agency for doing a shoddy job of the validation by 
supporting the project for registration.  
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If necessary, list attached files containing 
relevant information (if any) 

 Report highlighting impacts of Kukke Stage I 

and critical importance of project area 

Kumaradhara Basin Karanataka: Need for 

Sustainable Use. 

http://wgbis.ces.iisc.ernet.in/biodiversity/pubs/ETR/ETR54/
ETR54.pdf 

 Stop Work Notice Issued to Kukke I by 

Karanataka Renewable Energy Development 

Limited 

 Signed Village meeting resolutions opposing the 

project 

 Reports from media opposing the project 

http://www.thehindu.com/news/national/karnataka

/minihydro-projects-still-a-major-threat-to-

western-ghats/article4740215.ece 

http://www.dnaindia.com/bangalore/1698006/repo

rt-a-hydel-project-that-will-submerge-another 

 

Section below to be filled in by UNFCCC secretariat 

Date when the form was received at UNFCCC secretariat 07 August 2013 

Reference number 2013-286-S 

 

- - - - -  

 
History of document 

 

Version  Date Nature of revision 

01.2 08 February 2012 Editorial revision. 

01.1 09 August 2011 Editorial revision. 

01 04 August 2011 Initial publication date. 

Decision Class: Regulatory 
Document Type: Form 
Business Function: Governance 
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