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A signiticant cumber of Indian NGOs (funded by some doners bazad in

US. UK, Sermany and Netherlands) have Lesn palicad to be uSsIng pﬁ-:}lpi'e-
Ceflfic Issues to oreate an environment. which lends fteell Lo stalling
qE_*ufe:mpm'ent Projecis. These include agitations against nuclear powsr
planits, uranium mines. toalbired Power Planls (CFPPs;) Genstically
MO}, mega industrial projects . (POSCO  and

hg!hi_:{me_ti_ Organisms (G
Vedanta), hydel projects (at Narmada Sagar: and in Arunachal Pradesk) and
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on GOP growth is assessed o be 2-3% p.a.

2 Identified foreign donors cieverly disguise their donations as tunding
for protection of human rghls, just deal for project-affected displaced
persons, protection of livelihood of indigencus people;, protecting religious
freedom, eic. These foreign donars lead local NGOs to provide field reports,
which are used to buiid a record against India and serve as tools for the
strategic foreign policy interests of Western Governments. Some donors like

«Greenpeace International and EORDAID focus thair efforts antiraly on such
activities. while others such as Action Aid. Amnesty International, etc

dedicate a small portion of their annual donations to such projects. under
varied wveils such as 'democratic and accountable Government’, economic

fairness’, eic.
3 In 2011, anti-nuclear activism stalled the nearly commissioned,
Russian-assisted, Koodankulam Nuclear Power Projecl in Tamil Nadu, | he

protests were spear-headed by Ohio State University funded, S¢
Udayakumar, and a host of Western-funded NGOs. The larger conspiracy

:-wgg}_‘unrgugued when a German national provided Udayakumar a scanned
\map of all nuclear plant and uranium mining locations in India. The map
‘included contact details of 50 Indian anti-nuclear activists revealing an
intricate Network aimed to ‘take-down’ India's nuclear programme through

NGO activism.

4. .s‘&ﬁﬁ-@nl ‘activism Is spearheaded by US-based 'green’ omanisations
1idl Greenpeace, which have formed a ‘Coal Network' to take-down India's

(520 GI) amongst 999 giobally, NTPC is ranked as
13, through front entites,

ojects Since 20
:.-:_, : _ mﬂlDﬂ




taIgets are four UMPPRs. (Ll o ),
e Ul UMPRs (i Mege power Projects) ai Sasan (WP)
) : L‘narl:: EJEEL Girye (Maharashtra) and'%uﬂﬁifﬁﬁl'}'l (Odisha) and the
: - oanl ndusirial areas at Mundra (Guiarat), Karba and Ralgarh
(Chhattisgarh), Jﬂwwr-{hﬂ“lmdvﬂr;;mﬁjm- : | -

5  In addition anti-Geneticall ' : '

ol ' : ily Modifled Organism actvism in India 1s
led hifﬂ“ﬂ lﬂ.c!lan -arstiuism and six NGOs., including Greanpeace Stalling of
mega industrial projects, like POSCO and Vedanta, is well documented,
f_""?“!ﬂlﬁq. the role of European NGOs such as the UK-based Amnesty
International, Action Aid and Survival Intemational

B. Al'ﬁtl Dutch Government funded NGOs have slowly shifted focus from
human rights in Kashmir o the twin issues of violence against women and
prevention of extractive industries in the North-East CORDAID plans to
take-down ail drilling by Jubilant Eneray in thres districts of Manipur; all big
dams in Arunachal Pradesh; and mining projects (uranium and limestone} in
mﬂ'ﬂﬁﬂ"ﬂ!ﬂ It plans to mternationalise the matter under the International
Covenant on Economic, Saclal and Cultural Rights of 1966 and the UM
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Feoples of 2007,

7. In 2014, Greenpeace plans to campaign against palm oil imports from
Indonesia, to organise construction workers in urban areas; and to initiate a
campaign against disposal of e-waste of Indian IT firms. Many other NGOs
are noticed to be focusing on projects all over the country, including
‘Gujarat's Special Investment Regions (Dholera: Mandal-Bechraji); the Par
Tapi Narmada River Interiinking Project; and the Delhi - Mumbai Industrial

Corridor (DMIC), A detailed review is enclosed.
Kﬁ %4

(S.A. Rizvi)
Joint Director

PMO (Shri Nripendra Misra)
(Shri A K Doval)
(Shri Ajit Seth)
(Shri Anil Goswami)
{Ms. Sneh Lata Kumar)
(Shri P K Sinha)
\Shri S K Srivastava)
(Shri Nehchal Sandhu)
(Shri Ajit Lal)
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Pact of NGOs on Development
. SECRET
Participation, empowsrmeant

! . people- :
devislopment thFOUGH Cornsena s PiE-centric onentatinn and sustainable

5 A small group of actis 3 :

shaping pullcyl debates n In;?;m:p;lr{tj ﬁzmha:heafl i::mEE e

;gf:r;aiﬂ;hdat mfa eyclic pracess, an NGO s set L-Ip ILrEr?dn;Ea;iazE?mf. ;3

i ﬁhﬂ‘:’ articles are commissioned, a PR firm is rEr:rm;ﬂd
. slowly, the help of the media. an Image Is created. And th

awards are procured from foreign countrie il

: s lo enhance the image, aft
which Government machi ' ' i ity
ety chinery finds it that more difficult to act against the

f. In the Indian context si
. significant anti-developmental activities
undertaken by NGOs during 2011-13 included agitations against

a. nuclear infrastructure.

I  power plants in Koodankulam (Tamil Nadu), Jaitapur
(Maharashtra), Chutka (Madhya Pradesh), Fatehabad
(Haryana), Kovwvada (Andhra Pradesh), Kaiga (Karnatakaj
and Rawatbhata (Rajasthan), and

i Uranium Mines in Andhra Pradesh, Jharkhand and
Meghalaya,

b. Coal-Fired Power Plants,
. Genetically modified erganisms,
d. POSCO in Orissa,

e. Vedanta in Orissa,

£ Jal Satyagraha Narmada Bachao Andolan (NBA) demanding
lowering the water level of the Omkareshwar Project (OF) and of

the Indira Sagar Project (ISP) in Madhya Pradesh,
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g. Extractive Industries in North East




reign funded activism
nomic development

Sectlon 1 -'-A!ﬂiaﬂuclear activism

B = The ﬂi’:ﬁ_'l- F.H'ﬁt_ of the ﬁyﬁﬁaitﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬂ Koodankulam Nuclea: Power
lel oject (KKNPP) in Tamil Nadu was in the focus of protests by various

AL

8.  Protests against KKNPP were organized by National Alfiance of
Anti Nuclear Movemnents (NAAN) and People's Movement Against
Nuclear Energy (PMANE). The movement was spear-headed by US-
‘educated Dr. S. P. Udayakumar in assaciation with Father Ambrose of
Tuticorin Multipurpose Social Service (TMSSS) and Tuticorin Diocssan
Association (TDA), Pushparayan of East Coast Research and
Development and Y. David and Man Rajan of Pegple’s Education and
Action for Liberation (PEAL). Gilbed Rodrigo of Gandhian Unit for
" Integrated Development and Education (GUIDE), and Fr. Jayakumar,
3 Parish Priest of Our Lady of Lourdes Church, all of which were FURA-

1y ST ligence inputs, 8 out of the 11 NGOs involved in the
G lﬁﬁﬁ#&ﬁis&é?&ﬂ were primarily funded by Europe-based
e owing. Of the & FCRA-registered NGO, from FY 0607
to EY. 11 " 80 crore was received. Of this, Rs. 43 crore (33%)
d Rs 20 crore (25%) to TDA. The remaining 227%
distributed between the other & NGOs, with RUC |

revealed a deep and growing
2s. [n July 2010, Udayakumar
+ from the Kirwan Institute for Study of
1ate: University, USA, as a Consuitant

Page 4
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Impact of NGOs on Development

Desaij (reputed Gﬁﬂdh!an] F'network and son in law of Narayan

13.  Sustained analysis revealed that the na

hand-written in order to avoid me slips on the map were

x | possible detection oy 1ext search
ﬂiﬁl.ﬂfﬁhms said to be installed at e-galeways The map clearly indicates

u“gl_igf:é‘!'emem_ of an erganised agency and/or a highly professional

Biriunoded entity, which expends considerable effort in masking ils
origins. | he activities of all 50 activists were scrutinized, It was revealed
HHIE.EE- activists werc known anti-nuclear campaigners and 22 were
social achivists, journalists or academics in the process of associating
with anti-nuclear actwism, and all were focused on most of the 21 sites

marked on Sonntag's map. Al least 11 activists are frequent foreign
travellers, with many exiting India on flights bound for Gemmany and
USA

14. Further enquiry info the pattern, design and funding of protests at
the 21 anti-nuclear plant or uranium mine sites in India revealed the

presence of 65 NGOs (17 FCRA-registered).

15. 'Based on the above enquiry, network analysis of all anti-nuclear
NGO activity in India revealed the existence of

?i, mwm (prominently driven by Greenpeace and
(i, Five Territorial Networks' based out of
~a Tamil Nadu (ldinthakarai, District Tirunelveli, Tamil Nadu - Or

_ S.P. Udayakumar), Lrc
b, Kerala (Trivandrum - K. Sahadevan),

¢. Andhra Pradesh (Hyderabad - Kakaria Sajaya),

d. Gujarat (Ahmedabad - Surendra Gadekar) and

> Meghalaya (Shillong - Khasi Students Union).

These Territorial Networks are closely linked to and are supported
‘Superior Network of numerous. pan-india organisations. namely
4), People’s Movement Against Nuclear




]« .E'il'l, EHWMHHE‘ thﬂﬂﬂa ka
Ksey and M.G. Devasahayam

In the recent past. these Networks have coordinated

1. Radiation leak studies at Rawatbhatta and Tarapore,
ﬁ -'-Etﬂiﬁng of the Perignom plant in Kerala, and
iii.  Instigation of recent protests at Rawatbhatta, Fatehabad, Jatapur,
Merthi Virdi, Kudankulam, Kakrapar, Kowvada and Chutka sitiss.

Section 2 - Anti-coal activism

18. Cumrently. this issue has not atfained high visibility, but massive
efforts are on to take down India's coal-fired pawer ptant and coal mining
activity’ These efforts are |ed, sponsored, mentored, funded and
implemented in india by Gresnpeace International.

19 In 2010-11, Greenpeace expanded its activities: to oppose Coal
Fired Power Plants (CFPP} and coal mining activity. Having been
. rE,IniEd Fﬁﬁﬁ registration (FCRA No. 075901052R) i FY 05-08,
it 7 _“_ irﬂﬂa Sﬂmﬁy haﬁ reumuad Rs 43 crore in 7 years {nf which

'Pia;ll {CFPP) hcahﬁrm in iﬂf.fl'ﬂ

20. »Wﬁib ﬂn EEEH'I.S to raise cbstacles to India's coal-based energy
‘plans are g pace, it has also started spawning mass-based
en ’-Hgﬂnﬂ;déwhnmﬁ projects and is assessed to be pasing
izl t . national economic security. In India, Greenpeace
lly in terms of reach, impact, volunteers,
andmﬂainnum Activists have been




Case’ as a precursor for a

<coal mining in Singrauli

impact of NGOs on Deveiopment SECRET

and codl mines. Since 2013, i has ntiated protes Ve 3
affected villages of the Mahaan ecoai block ;ai:ruﬂfdmt::nkr::';arﬂ?];;
Essar) in Singrauli, under the banner of Mabaan Sangharsh Samiti
(MSS) It is _a&m Qrganizing prolesls aganst the Sasan Ultra-Mega
Power Project around the Sasan and Badhaur villages. '

<2 These activists haue tapped out Indian coal mining companies
specifically mentioning Caoal India Ltd (CIL), Hindalca, Aditya Birla .ﬂmu[;
and Essar. which have Deen targeted because they "stand in their way”

Greenpeace aims to fundamentally change the dynamics of India's
energy mix by disrupting and weakening the relationship betweean key
players, including CIL.

o) T'o encourage Indian-ness of its anti-coal approach, Greenpeace
has financed Tata Inskitute of Social Sciences (TISS) to study heaith

pollution and other aspects at Métha'an and plans to use the ‘Mahaan

ban on all coal blocks. In April 2013

Greenpeace supported and screened a documentary film. 'Coal Curse’
directed by Paranjoy Guha Thakurta, on the harmiul consequences of
region (Madhya Pradesh). It aiso funded an T

Dethi Study (April 2012), which stated that water diversion to CFpPp
caused 40% reduced irrigation potential i1 Wardha region of

Maharashtra and demanded a ban on water allocation to ptanned and
existing CFPP. In March 2013, Greenpeace and Urban Emissions and
Conservation Action Trust published a questionable technical report,
which claimed 100,000 deaths in 2011-12 due 1o health problems arising

from 111 existing CFPP in India.

24. Starting 2012, Greenpeace aclivists have been financed to attend
international coal conferences, such as the Istanbul Coal Strategy
Conference (July 2012). This Conference was held to discuss
top new coal build (plants) and to retire existing coal plants” :




ranked first with 47 projects, with | - Gl
China's  Guodian {!t?] 'Tntz SRt
Datang (16) being far behing. fee Linec S ©
‘F_ﬁ'E tsl'ﬂﬂbl.ll FﬂpE{ sourced all N T

its India data from a US-based |~

chanty, Coalswarm, which hosts | fai#

a detailed map of all 542 Indian |
CFPP, including all 4000 mw @ 0
Ultra Mega Power Projects =
(UMPP}, on its website. i

27. Greenpeace has declared that Mundra (Gujarat), Karba
(Chhattisgarh) and Raigad (Chhattisgarh) would be their next targets
after the successful mass mobilization at the Mahaan Block in Singrauli
Coalfields, Madhya Pradesh,

28. Greenpeace HQs in Bangalore regularly receive foreign experts.
Recently, a group of cyber security experts upgraded its communication
systems and installed sophisticated and encrypted software In its
servers and computers. Such experts are a permanent part of
Greenpeace India’s strategy making and implementation.

29. _Further, in contravention of FCRA 2010, Greenpeace was also in .
talks” with Aam Aadmi Party (AAP), which declared Greenpeace
Sidhi Lok Sabha constituency in Madhya Pradesh in the 2014 General
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already COnsuming GM Faoad in the 'iir}g.e e EEen Sishsmei o 2
31, Five Indian activists 5 | '

nChiting Croa .. - vss and | six NGOs  (five FCRA-registersd

Fﬂﬁuﬁmg Grgreq}g-ea;a, are at the forefront of anti-GMF activism in En{!:a}r.
Anti-GME  HClivism was initiated N 2083 by Vandana Shiva

and 2007). Competing with Gene Campaign, Aruna Rodrigues filed o
PIL through Prashant Bhushan in 2005 2010 onwards, Kavitha
Kuruganti [Allance for Sustainable and Halistic Agriculture (ASHAY and
India For Safe Food {IFSF)] also joined the eampaign: However, in the
last four years, these four activists have received Increasing suppert and
resources from Greenpeace International, through its Indian subsidiary,
Karuna Raina runs the anti-GM campaign for Greenpeace.

32 A significant portion of foreign funding for these NGOs was
sourced from German denars such as Greenpeace Intermnational, EED.
Bread for the World and Misereor, amongst others.
33, The ma aner of free-funding for these NGOs is observed from the
e IFSF campaign are headquartered with four
prominent anti-nuclear NGOs (two FCRA -registered) at a single address,
124/6, Katwaria Sarai, New Delh, which is an unmarked, small, two-
These o NGOa ro NSAF ndan St Acon )
Centre for Nuclear Disarmament and Peace), PEACE (Popula
a0t Action Cete) an JS55 (Jan Sangharsh Samanears




E 1 the Techmical Exped Commitiea (TEEC :
gﬁ;fgma;f:uuﬂ (October 7. 2012) 4 SRRl By the

. Earker, in 2008, Ronald Herning (Comell Universig) Ko ame e,
i GME actiyists of spreading the falsohood tha r'~'un§3eh£=ﬂ of Shea
and cattle had died after ingesting Bt Cotton leaves n Warangal I:liﬁth’ﬂ
in 2006 and 2007 Pro-GM researchers, bin-tach companias and uth:
fisld enguines have ﬂUl IbE'-E'” EbIE 10 verify gty :::i...l-f.h deaths !'Eti&‘.ln-F
questions on the credibility and integrity of reporis generated by mpqﬂ

activists.
Section 4 — Anti-POSCO activism

36. It Is known that US-based Assceiation fir India's Development
(AID), already to our adverse nelice, drafted a Plan for Posco F’rétirmjh
Sangharsh Samiti (PPSS) to launch an international campaign against
POSCO. Two activists, namely Biju and Salini, of AID, Boston (USA).
are in contact with Prashant Paikray (Spokesperson, PPSS) in this
regard INSAF also organises and pays for anti-POSCO everits. with
active participation of most NGOs headquartered with it at Katwaria
Saral, New Delhi. INSAF is the complainant to NHRC on the death af
three anti- POSCO activists {while preparing bombs on March 02, 2013)
and is assisting PPSS in attempting to internationalize the case as a
human rights violation. INSAF has also been invaived in anti-latapur

Nuclear plant activism

37.  Apart from its anti-Genetic Modified Food campaign, INSAF had
also come to adverse notice for funding many non-FCRA organisations
and individuals, who actively campaign against nuclear power plants.
and are at the fore-front of the anti-POSCO agitation in Orissa. During
FY 2008-09 to 2011-12, INSAF received Rs.4.87 crore foreign funds. of
which 91% was from Bread for the World and Swiss Aid, while 6% was
from HIVOS and Giobal Greengrants Fund. The stated purpose for
receiving the funds was to organise awareness camps/seminars (54%)

tional training (42%).
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exXecutions in

j fCleved funds from
g regical College ang Manasa Bangals
Siamrai e e L,
Bhuk e Natual and  Sogial  Resaurces (CSNR)
N__Eﬁﬁgwar‘_ wnir:h IS Invalved In anti-POSCO agitations, and Centre
fur-.Eustalﬂaﬁe.Agritulhire (CSA), Hyderabad which is active in the Anli-
GMF campaign. |

Section 5 - Resistance to Vedanta Aluminium Limited (vAL):

40 \edanta Aluminium Limited (WVAL) s 3 subsidiary of LUK rriining

group, Vedanta Resources plc (514 billion, FTSE 100 Company). It has
been embroiled in protracted negoliations with the Osissa Government

regulators and NGOs since 2003, to complete its bauxite mining project
meant to feed ifs already constiucted Lanjigarh alumina refinery, 15 ks
away. Besides sustained opposition from 15 Indian NGOs, 3 UK-based
organisations isations, name lely Amnesty International. Action Ajd and ‘Survival
Wternational have been campaigning extensively against VAL.

a1 Amnesty International erganized the screening of documentary,
followed by a discussion, on the ocal Dongria Kondh tribe, at the Indian
val in The Netherlands on October 5, 2013. Paul van der Berg
ch-donor, CORDAID (already to MHA's adverse notice),
s in 2010. It highlighted the local belief that the entire Niyamigin
siy’s campaign or protecion of ndigenous peopies-

on to VAL is primarily from the above three London-based
mnesly received funds fiom George Soros' Oper
undaton (€ 125000 in 2009) The cemen of

.....




Impact of NGOs on Develnpment

: SECRET
M
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Mencan
S DUrpose and Canadian Organizations 1o Indian

43. Since 2008

Thé':;ﬁlgﬁﬁ:y P_lad “PEarheaded the protest agamst VAL in
| = Campa Q::Qm’; Fgﬁ 1o many investors mthﬁramng friar
G il o g ngiﬂnﬁ_s Ethical Investment Advisary

estment commitme 3 i
No nt of GBP 38 milion ,
~Wegian Govemnment (sold s slake of $13 million) in 2007 and MamL

Currie Investment Management (withdrew Investment of GBP 2.3 million

44.  The second UK donor for the anti-valL campaign, Action Aid. LIK

has also focused an India Project, "Knowledae Hub', on the conservatian

of ng!urai resources, which entirely resolves to campaign amongst the

ethnic Dongria Kondh tribes of Niyamgin Hills in Rayagada and
Kalahandi districts of Orissa Amongst some known activities of the
donor, Bratindi Jena, Project Officer. Action Aid in India, coordinated at
least one visit to UK of a group of ftribals to meet Directors and
shareholders of VAL to stop the project. Action Aid sponsored a three
member team (Asst. Prof Appa Rao, and two students of TATA Instilute
of Social Science, Hyderabad) to observe the opinion-poil of the faurth

_gram sabha held at Lamba (District Rayagada/August 1, 2013)

45. The UK-based organization, Survival International (GBP 1-2 million
annual receipts), claims that it does not accept donations from
Governments, but was financed by donations from ‘mambers’
interestingly. its only focus on India is the VAL project.

46, Amongst the 15 Indian NGOs involved in the opposition to VAL are
six non-FCRA registered and nine FCRA registered NGOs. The latter
nine organizations received Rs 64 crore during the FYs 06-07 to 11-12

The primary ones are Gram Vikas (73%), Seba Jagat (8%) and Friends

‘Association For Rural Reconstruction (7.5%). The main foreign donors
of these NGOs were US and European NGOs, including Swiss Agency

for ent and Coeperation and ICCO, Netherlands. These
W anisations declared 40% of funds for ‘Rural Development’ and 38%
es other than those mentioned above' In the light of their
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Funthering its efforts on the Narth-East, Netherlands. ba
Gavernment funded. donor, CORDAID, has recant

Industries in the Naith East’ as a loyrth focal paint for NS Interventions in
India. It organized anothe Side-Event’ an Fxfractive Industries
Gnerﬂﬁmm_ an the Fnjoymenl of Human Rights (Septembi ;.-';
2012/Genava) with Swami Agnivesh as 4 prominent speaker. A ‘Geneva
Coalition” has begun Working on extractive jndustriee with opposition iq

oil drilling by Jubilant Energy in three districts of Manipur, big dams in
Arunachal Pradesh and mining projects in Meghalaya.

sed Dutch
¥ Aadded ‘Batrar lives

48. To assess the potential for civil rights aclivism, Senior Policy
Officer, CORDAID. Eslco De Groot (earlier associated with the Dutch
Ministry of Ecﬂnﬂmiﬂ_.ﬂﬁairs}. had planned 3 visit to Manipur from March
3-12, 2013. which was denied. He had planned the visit under the cover
of an organization called Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative

48. To circumvent the visa denial, Eelco De Groot invited and funded
the trip of 8 North-Eastern NGO participants to Bangkok (April 28 to May
3, 2013) for training in_'a':-':traﬂiu_r_g__ aclivism, The event was formally
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impact of NGOs o, Dﬁvulupme t
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Session, CORDAID

reiterated s focus on [==n o 2o P
oll drilling in Manipur f =L 14 Jﬁi S
as jts pl'lmaﬂ' targat I:=:.._-.. :'.. R

and openly declarad its FE

INtent to also target big fied = &

dams in  Arunachal [ e

Pradesh and mining :}'.I.i' s

projects in Meghalaya =%

Internal  documents [+ A3
(maps alongside) [ ey

o1, _At the Shﬁung ——

revea! EDHDHID 51 fﬂ::'.g: e
tc stall the Dutch.
registered, Indian-owned,
Jubilant Qi Cempany's
exploration plans in the
North East The
documents also reveal the
mapping of Jubilant's
concession areas  and
| identification of about 150
seittements (red dots in
map alongside] in the
~ vicinity of the 30 allotted

ihe numb=: s knoum, 5. wells The strategy
"'I&ftammﬂﬂvlﬂagﬁs Whicharemmmﬁkm radius of any well.

NGOs had participated in the Shillong.
sessit wﬁiﬁ&ﬁmw authentication' techniques through

" ﬁﬁm o aﬁ%m They were trained to map oil wells, mines,
' ¢ rramitammd&mfmnmntalimpaﬂufml
and sites earmarked for land acquisition. The
jﬂﬂ stic E&EWE&WW




s e tas ; ﬁwnusa“u th

MNCs, was stealing the the Government of India, in collaboration with
L ARena .3 the resources of that region and was refu

remove AFSPA as it needed the Indian Arm 2fusing to

: st ; y to exiract those re -
Trainers also stated 'ﬂjﬂ?tﬂl. the rights of communities over theﬁ-raﬁ::gt;i
resources are recognized, Jubilant Energy and the Government of India

should stop all ;ﬁetrnleum-an';i-drilling related activities in Manipur.

54. Stephanie, CORDAID's nodal officer for India, named the project

‘Women in Extractives in North East India' so that the matter could be

raised at all UN and EU forums on women. The CORDAID plan is to use
Article 1 of the International Covenant on Economic. Social and Cultural
Rights of 1966 and the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples of 2007 to build pressure on the Indian Government.

55 CORDAID is currently routing funds through NGOs, Chindu (FCRA

-_"Ii ....
nciu




urages
Uction in. that country. India imparts
which, nearly 80% is palm ail imported
sia (33%)

B - Organising Construction workers

S on  migreation patterns of
construction workers o urban areas in India in order to highlight their
problems. Such activism 'S planned so as to develop a cadre of fiel.
level protestors and to use them to stall various developr

98 Greenpeace also plans to facy

Is development projects. A

59, In order to undermine the image of IT / ITeS firms, Greenpeace
- Ol Sl R

a _ against disposal of e-waste gan-afatﬂd_b'f
| these firms, in various cities of India during 2007, However, its campaign
currently ‘not achieved the desired results of generating the required
ention and eroding the earnings of the IT firms, by insisting on them

le resources towards re-cycling/re-processing of e-
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highlight that Indian T [ ITes
gard to e-wasta

61 ;:Jiﬁ F}Iﬂjemjng thﬂt E-wasie
CTOSS 16 million tonnee
. : : Nes.  which  w
:rr::ir:zz:_:zn: .a:w subject the pubiic g high :J]é::sis E:TEFSEW s
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62. [nterest

omrard : “Q['lf- GFEEHH‘E‘HEE‘ Bangalore has focussed its attention
S only Indian IT firms, while no voice has been raised by them

regarding the MNC IT firms such as DELL, CISCD etc., which alsn

generate e-wastes of similar magnitude at Bangalare and other cities in

India '

D — Par Tapi Narmada River Interlinking Project (PTNRIP) in Gujarat
and Maharashtra

63. This projectis in the focus of protests by various NGOs. The major
one i1s Parthi Pumna Adivasi Sanghathan (FPAS), a non-political tribal

outfit, under the :
president ship of Country-wise receipt of funds by PTNRIP

Dhakal Kalu Wy NGOs
Padher. One Sujata | #7.785307 =agss, 35092
P Shah, member | 14867605 g

PPAS, is the main g
functionary of an

31733 ® Garmany |

B india

mitaly

Eggﬁi‘feﬂsiﬂﬂrwaya m United States of
Fﬁrw.ar Trust,

Taluka Dharampur,
District Valsad, = T
Gujaral. PPAS, reportedly, in receipt of financial support from four
FCRA-registered NGOs, Samvodaya Parvar Trust (FCRA  No.
042000019), Gujarat Vidyapith (FCRA No. 041910018), some CAGs,
including Deevalaya Fulwadi (FCRA No. 042200007) of Fr Vincent
Mukan and Rajpipla Social Service Society (FCRA No. 041990010)
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donors {2?.4{1%_]_ These NGOs received funds mau;i'y from Andheri
Helfe, Germany (29 54%), Katholische Zentralstels Enmﬂcklungﬁhilie &
W f'-:ﬂrrr_lar'ry (17.02%) and Xavie: Kalyani Mandal India (10.34%)
Donor-wise details are as under

65. PP AS also has support from other tribal outfits including Lok
Samill, Adivasi Ekta Parnshad, Jai Adivasi Mahasangh. PTNRIP,
Invalving construction of dams in Gujarat (8) and Maharashtra (1), came
into existence when a Mol (May 2010) was signed between State
Governments of Gujarat and Maharashtra and Ministry of Water
Resources, Government of India, to transfer water from surplus regions
of Western Ghats to the water deficit regions of North Gujarat and
Saurashtra-Kuteh region. The project also involves construction of thres
diversion weirs and 400 km canal connecting these reservoirs, which will
nelp irrigation enroute besides power generation

66. ‘'Macdonald’, an international company, has been assigned this
task for the feasibility test. PPAS alleges that due to this project, tribals
from 75 villages would be allegedly affected, of which 24 would be Fully
submerged and the rest will get partly affected. Most affected villages
are particularly from Taluka Dharampur Districi Valsad 3 some wllaggs
of District Dangs (Gujarat) and Peth, Surgana taluka villages of Nasik
district of Maharashtra. The project will submerge an area of 7559
hectares of land including 3570 hectares of forest land displacing

villagers and livestock in the region.
E - Gujarat Vikas Manch Lokadhikar Aandolan (GVMLA) in Gujarat

m of NGOs like MARAG, PUCL, Movement for Secular

67. A consortiu
Democracy (MSD), Country-wise receipt of funds by MARAG
Cujarat ﬁﬂwﬂﬂ"fﬂ 1sm, L3720 se0ie

Mandal etc., are making




*iﬁ’ﬂqusn-I r_&f_;ﬁtuﬁ of Unity, Special Invesiment Regions (SIRs), Mithi
Vi (Bhavnagar) Nuclear Power Project, Industrial developmeant
‘Employment. health. agricullure et issyes,

F‘--E]:_iﬁ#inl Investment Region (SIR) in Gujarat

68 D Jring a two-day seminar of GVMLA, participants discussed about
SIR and stated that due to the implementation of the act Plain & fertie
fand of the farmers goes to the Industrial sector as a resull of which
farmers lose their fertila land which s therr basic Iivelinood, Laljibhay
Desai, Director of an FCRA-registered NGO, Maldhari Rural Action
Group (MARAG) and Presiden! of Aazad Vikas Sangthan (a local NGO)
has come to notice for instigating, managing & leading the few agitations
against SIRs of Dholera (DSIR) and Mandal-Bechraji (MBSIR),

68, A sammelan (1000-1206/Dholera/March 19, 2014) was organized
under the banner of Bhal Khedut Sangathan, which was participated
among others by Lalji Desaj and leaders of Gujarat Khedut Samaj, 1o
protest against the acquisition of land of the farmers for Dholera SIR.
Jameen Adhikar Aandolan Gujarat (JAAG), Khedut Hit Rakshak Samiti
(KHRS) are also opposing MBSIR. FCRA-registerad NGO, MARAG
received foreign funds amounting to Rs 5.53 crore during FY 2006-07 to

2011-12.
70.  MARAG received funds mainly from Save the Children (23 24%),

ioversity, et (16.04%) and #ﬁtérnaﬁgqa; Fund for Agricultural
glﬂmlﬂ#‘mﬁl’ft IFAD, Italy (15.82%). Donor-wise details are as under-
N : Amount (Rs.) %
Name ;
Save Tro Chie 12,852,245| 2324
S e e 12573,613| 2274
LBIOV it o 9.068.412( 1640
Ei}ﬁm Fund for Agricultural 8,747,350 '
_ﬂr.:.. .
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G - Delhi to Mumbai Industrial Corridor (DMIC) Project

1. Nat_tunall Alliance of Peoples’ Movement (NAPM) organised
Mumbai-Delhi Sangharsh Yatra (March 8-19, 2013) from Mumba (150-
200/March 8) under the leadership of Medha Patkar in protest against
proposed DMIC project The yatra traversed through Maharashtra,
Gujarat, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan, Haryana and culminated at Delhi
by staging a Dharna/ demonstration on March 18 for mobilizing people
affected due to the DMIC project. DMIC is the State sponsored Industrial
Development Project spanning in 1483 Km area across six States in
Uttar Pradesh, NCR of Delhi, Haryana, Rajasthan, Gujarat and
Maharashtra. NAPM alleged that DMIC would impact approx. 180 million
people (14% of Indian population) adversely both from
environmental/agricultural angle and would turn out to be the biggest
disaster for people in coming years.

2. Corridor Virodhi Shetkari Sangharsh Samiti organized a dharna
(300-350/Azad Maidan MumbaiMay 1, 2013) to protest against the
faorcefully encreoachment of farmers land for Delhi - Mumbai Industrial
Corridor (DMIC). Indian Natienal Social Action Forum (INSAF) arganised
a meeting (Jaipur/February 20, Z014), which while discussing the issue
of DMIC, observed that the Government is acquiring the land of farmers
over the name of DMIC and the INSAF activist have to alert the farmers
over this issue that one day the farmers will be landless in the country

73. The farmers of 31 villages of Vadodara district organized a
meeting (150, Beel\adodara, March 10, 2014) under the aegis of 'Ekia
Gramin Praja Vichar Manch Samiti’ (EGPVMS) in protest against
proposed project of DMIC including Express Highway from Vadodara (o
Mumbai and proposed railway project Bullet Train from Ahmedabad to
Mumbai via Vadodara. The leaders of EGPVMS appealed to the farmers
not to give their land for the above projects as there is apprehension thal
farmers would face heavy financial loss and the project would adversely

affect the environment in these villages.

LR r b i



