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Millions of traditional fisher people of India along with many academicians, 
activists and civil society groups, concerned with conservation of coastal 
resources and sustainable traditional livelihood, are seriously perturbed to 
know that all their concerns and protests have fallen on the deaf ears of the 
Ministry of Environment and Forests (MoEF) and the highly contentious 
Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Notification based on the Swaminathan 
Committee to replace the Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) Notification of 
1991 is in the offing.  
 
Our coasts are increasingly being targeted for destructive 'development' 
practices.  In line with it the CRZ Notification of 1991 was amended as 
many as 19 times chiefly under pressure from commercial interests.  Against 
this backdrop, doing away with the 1991 Notification altogether, and 
introducing, in its place, a CZM Notification is nothing but a blatant effort to 
facilitate greater commercialization of the coastal zone. 
 
The zonation, particularly CMZ II, paves the way for the proliferation of 
SEZs, ports, tourist resorts, mining and similar activities in large areas of the 
coastal zone. It also paves the way for displacement of fishing communities 
from their habitats and the areas they have traditionally used and fished 
especially as the Swaminathan Committee has not, in its recommendations, 
recognized the traditional and customary rights of fishing communities to 
their habitat, highlighted in the 1991 Notification. 
 
With the new Notification, all violations that have taken place since 1991 
under the CRZ Notification, mainly by commercial interests, with severe 
implications for the social and ecological integrity of the coastal zone and 
traditional livelihoods, are likely to be condoned. This will again be a 
concession to commercial interests that have blatantly violated the 
provisions of the earlier Notification. 
 



National Consultation on Impending 
Threat to the Coastal Zone, Chennai, 11 
June 2007 

 

2 
 

The very existence and future of fishing and other natural-resource 
dependent communities is linked to the health of the coastal ecosystem. 
Effective protection of coastal habitats and regulation of activity in the 
coastal zone is very much in the interests of coastal communities, and 
fishing communities have taken several initiatives to protect coastal habitats 
and resources.  
 
However, even as large areas of the coastal zone declared as CMZ II are 
likely to be taken over for unsustainable development, areas declared as 
CMZ I, for conservation, are likely to pose as much threat to livelihoods of 
fishing communities, if the non-participatory, exclusionary approaches 
adopted by the MoEF in marine protected areas in India so far, are anything 
to go by. 
 
The proposed expansion of the coastal zone to include territorial waters, that 
is, from the shore to 12 nautical miles, has major implications for livelihoods 
of fishing communities, but the draft of the new Notification does not 
explicitly mention that this area should be managed with full participation of 
fishing communities, and that their rights to fish in this area should be 
protected and promoted, including in proposed CMZ-1 areas.  
 
The proposed Notification, therefore, poses serious threats to livelihoods of 
coastal fishing communities and to coastal ecosystems.  
 
In this context it is pertinent to remind that: 
 

1. Article 10 (c) of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) 
directs to: “Protect and encourage customary use of biological 
resources in accordance with traditional cultural practices that 
are compatible with conservation or sustainable use 
requirements”. 

2. Para 38, Principle 5 in the  "Principles and guidelines for 
incorporating wetland issues into Integrated Coastal Zone 
Management (ICZM)" annexed to Ramsar Resolution VIII.4 states 
that  "Participation of local communities and indigenous peoples 
in ICZM is particularly important where they have customary 
rights or tenure in the coastal zone". 

3. Article 10.1.2 of the 1995 FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible 
Fisheries states: “In view of the multiple uses of the coastal area, 
States should ensure that representatives of the fisheries sector 
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and fishing communities are consulted in the decision-making 
processes and involved in other activities related to coastal area 
management planning and development”; and Article 10.1.3 states: 
“States should develop, as appropriate, institutional and legal 
frameworks in order to determine the possible uses of coastal 
resources and to govern access to them, taking into account the 
rights of coastal fishing communities and their customary 
practices to the extent compatible with sustainable development.”  

 
Any legal dispensation for coastal zone management must be compatible 
with the above as India has ratified all these international instrument. 
 
We, therefore, totally reject all attempts to replace the 1991 Notification 
and demand that: 
 

1. The CRZ notification in its original 1991 form shall prevail 
and be firmly implemented till a new comprehensive 
legislation is enacted that satisfies the requirements of the 
fishing communities 

2. All violations committed under the CRZ Notification 1991 be 
penalized with utmost urgency. Punitive measures shall be 
immediately announced as per Environment Protection Act. 

3. All efforts to replace CRZ Notification until the 
comprehensive legislation is enacted, be stopped. 

4. A comprehensive legislation (to protect coastal environment 
and the livelihoods of coastal communities) on the basis of 
public consultations, particularly with fishing and other 
natural-resource dependent communities, with customary 
rights in the coastal zone,  be enacted, to –  

a. Conserve coastal resources 
b. Protect customary use and sustainable traditional 

livelihood practices dependent on coastal resources 
c. Ensure community-based and participatory coastal 

management 
5. Settlements and customary uses of coastal spaces by the 3000 

odd marine fishing villages along India’s coastline identified  
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HÀã¨ìÖò *’<£‰õΩ ã¨OÉïíqOKÕ #+¨ìOQÆ∞iOz k.11HÀã¨ìÖò *’<£‰õΩ ã¨OÉïíqOKÕ #+¨ìOQÆ∞iOz k.11HÀã¨ìÖò *’<£‰õΩ ã¨OÉïíqOKÕ #+¨ìOQÆ∞iOz k.11HÀã¨ìÖò *’<£‰õΩ ã¨OÉïíqOKÕ #+¨ìOQÆ∞iOz k.11----06060606----2007= `Õnx K≥<≥ ·flÖ’ [iÑ≤# 2007= `Õnx K≥<≥ ·flÖ’ [iÑ≤# 2007= `Õnx K≥<≥ ·flÖ’ [iÑ≤# 2007= `Õnx K≥<≥ ·flÖ’ [iÑ≤# 
*ÏfÜ«∞ „Ñ¨*Ïã¨^Œã¨∞û q_»∞^Œï KÕã≤# JOâßï∞*ÏfÜ«∞ „Ñ¨*Ïã¨^Œã¨∞û q_»∞^Œï KÕã≤# JOâßï∞*ÏfÜ«∞ „Ñ¨*Ïã¨^Œã¨∞û q_»∞^Œï KÕã≤# JOâßï∞*ÏfÜ«∞ „Ñ¨*Ïã¨^Œã¨∞û q_»∞^Œï KÕã≤# JOâßï∞ 

  
k.1991= ã¨O= «̀û~°ÑÙ̈ HÀãì̈Öò Ô~QÆ∞ºÖË+<̈£ *’<£ (ã≤.P~ü.[_£) <À\˜Ñ¶≤Ĥ+¨<£#∞ `˘ïyã¨∂Î, „Ñ¨*ÏPĤ∆Ñ}̈ï#∞ 

Ãã· «̀O „Ñ¨Hȭ #ÃÑ\ì̃ ~ÚOHõ#∂ HõqfiOÑÙ̈K«~°ºï‰õΩ „áï̂ ï•#º`«#∞ ~Úã¨∂Î, ™ïfiq∞<å^ïŒ<£ Hõq∞\© ã≤á¶ï~°∞ûï∞ 
P^ï•~°OQÍ, Ñ¨~åº=~°}O, J_»=Ùï =∞O„u`«fiâßY q_»∞^Œï KÕã∞̈Î#fl HÀãì̈Öò '*’<£ "Õ∞<Õl"≥∞O@∞ (ã≤.[_£.Z"£∞.)<À\ ̃
Ñ¶≤Ĥ+¨<£ÃÑ·, HÀ™ïÎ=#~°∞ï ãÖ~°Hõ∆}, P„áïO`« ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞ r=<å^ï•~° =$`«∞Îï Ñ¨\+̃ì̈ «̀‰õΩ ã¨OÉïíOkOz, 
q^•º"Õ «̀Îï∞, „H˜Ü«∂jïHÍ~°ºHõ~°Îï∞, áœ~°ãÖÑ¶∂̈ï`Àáï@∞ ïHõ∆ÖÏk =∞Ok =∞`«ûºHÍ~°∞ï∞ PO^Àà◊# 
K≥O Œ̂∞ «̀∞<åfl~°∞. =∞#HÀ™ïÎ „áïO`åï∞, Jaï=$kú qzÛï#fl q^ï•<åï PK«~°}‰õΩ, =¸ï™ï÷#=Úï∞ JQÆ∞K«∞#flq. 
D Œ̂$HõÊ^ïŒOÖ’ 1991= ãÖ= «̀û~°ÑÙ̈ ã≤.P~ü.[_£.<À\Ñ̃¶≤̂H+¨<£#∞ QÆi+ì̈OQÍ 19 ™ï~°∞¡ ã=̈iOK«_»O [iyOk. 

 
 D„Ñ™̈ïÎ#OÖ’ 1991 <À\˜Ñ¶≤Ĥ+<̈£#∞, ÑÓ̈iÎQÍ ÑḦȭ ‰õΩ ÃÑ\˜ì,  ^•x™ï÷#OÖ’, ã≤.[_£.Z"£∞. <À\˜Ñ¶≤Ĥ+¨<£#∞ 
ã≤á¶ï~°∞û KÕÜ«Ú@, HÀã¨ìÖò*’<£#∞ Ñ¨ÓiÎQÍ "å}[̃ºÑ¨~°K«∞@‰õΩ KÕÑ¨\ì̃# Ñ\̈+̃ì̈K«~°ºQÍ ÉïÏqOK«=K«∞Û. 
  

*’<£ï∞QÍ qÉïí[#, =ÚYºOQÍ ã≤.Z"£∞.[_£. II, „Ñ῭ ÕºHõ PiúHõ =∞O_»ï∞ï∞, ~̂=Ùï∞, Ñ~̈åº@Hõ ã¨÷ÖÏï∞, 
Wã∞̈Hõ «̀=fiHÍï∞, W`«~° ã=̈∂# K«~°ºï Z Œ̂∞QÆ∞ Œ̂ï‰õΩ, "Õ~°∞ „áïO`åïÖ’ KÕÑ@̈∞ì@‰õΩ ^ÀÇÏ̈ Œ̂Ñ¨_»QÆï Œ̂∞.  
  

™ïfiq∞<å^ïŒ<£ Hõg∞+¨<£ `«#ã≤á¶ï~°∞ûïÖ’, =∞`«ûºHÍ~°∞ï x"åã ̈q+¨Ü«∞=ÚïÖ’, ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞Ñ~̈°"≥∞ÿ#  
„Ñ=̈ÚY"≥∞ÿ# ÇÏ̈‰õΩ¯ï#∞ Ñ¨ÓiÎQÍ qã‡̈iOzOk.  WO Œ̂∞=ï# =∞`«ûºHÍ~°∞ï#∞ "åi x"åã¨„áïO`åï#∞Oz, "å~°∞ 
™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞|^ïŒúOQÍ qxÜ≥∂yOK«∞H˘#∞, "Õ\Ï_»∞ „áïO`åï#∞O_ï "åix ÑÓ̈iÎQÍ MÏmKÕÜ«ÚOK«∞@‰õΩ 
^ÀÇÏ̈ Œ̂Ñ¨_»QÆï Œ̂∞. 
  

D<À\˜Ñ¶≤̂H+<̈£ =ï#1991= ãÖ=`«û~°ÑÙ̈ ã≤.P~ü.[_£.<À\˜Ñ¶≤Ĥ+¨<£ Ñ¨ikïÖ’x Ü«∂=`«∞Î Lï¡OÑ¶∞̈#ï∞, 
U"≥· Õ̀ ~¸*’<£Ö’ ™ï=∂lHõ Ñ~̈åº=~°} Ñ\̈+̃ì̈ «̀‰õΩ Ç¨xHõï∞QÆ*Ëã∂̈Î =ã∞̈Î<åflÜ≥∂ Jq, ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞ r=# 
q^ï•<åï#∞ ÉïíOQÆOHõeyã∞̈Î<åflÜ≥∂ J=xflÜ«̧ , „Hõ=∞|nÌïHõiOÑ|̈_»̀ å~Ú.  
  

QÆ «̀<À\Ñ̃¶≤Ĥ+¨<£ „ÑḦÍ~°O u~°∞QÆ∞ÖË‰õΩO_® Lï¡OÑ¶∞̈# KÕã≤# "å}˜[ºÑ~̈° ãfï„Ñ¨Ü≥∂[‰õΩï‰õΩ 
D„H˘`«Î<À\˜Ñ¶≤Ĥ+¨<£ =ï# Ñ¨ÓiÎ LÑâ̈◊=∞#O ïaïOK«QÆï Œ̂∞. 

 
 KÕÑï̈"Õ@, «̀k`«~° „ÑḦõ$u =#~°∞ï r=<å^ï•~° ‰õΩÖÏï „| «̀∞‰õΩ, Éïíq+º̈`ü, HÀ™ïÎÑ~̈åº=~°} q^ï•#ÑÙ̈ 
P~ÀQÆº=Ú`À =Ú_ïÃÑ@ì|_ï=ÙOk. r=<å^ï•~° „áïO`åï ~°Hõ∆}, "åx xÜ«∞O„`«} HÀ™ïÎÖ’=ÙO_Õ *Ï «̀∞ï 
=∞#∞QÆ_»‰õΩ K≥Ok#k. HÍ=Ù# D„áïO`« r=# q^ï•<åï∞, =#~°∞ï ~°Hõ∆}H˘~°‰õΩ =∞ «̀ûºHÍ~° ‰õΩ@∞OÉÏïKÕ J<ÕHõ 
K«~°ºï∞ KÕÑ@̈ì|_»∞K«∞<åfl~Ú.         . . . . . 2 



      . . .2 . . 
 
 qzÛï#flHõ~° Jaï=$kúH ̃ã≤.Z"£∞.[_£.II ¿Ñ~°∞`À HÀ™ïÎ*’<£Ö’ fã∞̈‰õΩ#fl Z‰õΩ¯= „Ñ¨ Õ̂âßï =∂kiQÍ<Õ, 
ã≤.Z"£∞.[_£. I „H˜O Œ̂ ãÖ~°Hõ∆}‰õΩ „Ñ¨ Õ̀ºHÕz# „áïO «̀=ÚÖ’‰õï_», =∞`«ûºHÍ~° ‰õΩ@∞OÉÏï r=<åxH˜ Ç¨xHõeˆQ 
„Ñ=̈∂ Œ̂=ÚOk. Ñ~̈åº=~°}O J_»=Ùï =∞O„u «̀fiâßY"å~°∞ Õ̂â◊OÖ’ WÑ¨Ê\˜̂ •HÍKÕã∞̈Î#fl „áïOfÜ«∞ ™ïQÆ~° ~°Hõ∆} 
q^ï•<åïÖ’, =∞ «̀ûºHÍ~° ÉïÏQÆ™ïfi=∞ºO ÖË‰õΩO_® KÕã∞̈Î#fl q∞#Ç̈~ÚOÑÙ̈ „ÑÜ̈«∞`åflï∞ WHõ 
q~°q∞OK«=ïã≤=ÙO@∞Ok. 
            

„áïOfÜ«∞ Éïí∂ã¨O|O^ïŒ [ÖÏï#∞, JO>Ë HÀ™ïÎ#∞O_ï ã=̈Ú„ Œ̂O"≥·ÑÙ̈ 12 <å\H̃õÖò"≥∞ÿà◊√§ Œ̂∂~°O =~°‰õΩQÆï 
„áïO`åxfl, HÀ™ïÎ*’<£ ÑïkïH˜ qãÎ̈iOKÕ „Ñüáï̂ Œ#ï∞, =∞`«ûºHÍ~° r=#q^ï•#ïÃÑ· Z‰õΩ¯= „ÑÉ̈ïÏ=O K«∂ÑQ̈Æï=Ù. 
„Ñã̈∞̈Î̀ «O „ÑüáïkOK«#∞#fl H˘ «̀Î<À\Ñ̃¶≤̂H+<̈£Ö’, *’<£ x~åfiÇÏ̈}Ö’, =∞`«ûºHÍ~°∞ï ÉïÏQÆ™ïfi=∞ºOQÆ∂iÛ Z\˜ì 
q=~°} ~ÚzÛ=ÙO_»ÖË Œ̂∞. „Ñ¨uáïk «̀ ã≤.Z"£∞.[_£.I „áïO «̀O`À, ãÇ̈¨ D„áïO «̀OÖ’, "åi "Õ@ ÇÏ̈‰õΩ¯ï‰õΩ ÑÓ̈iÎ 
~°Hõ∆}`Àáï@∞ "åx=$kú =ÙO_®e.  
  

HÍ|\˜ì „Ñüáïk`«<À\Ñ̃¶≤Ĥ+¨<£ =∞`«ûºHÍ~°∞ï r=# q^ï•<åï‰õΩ,  HÀ™ïÎÑ¨~åº=~°} q^ï•<åï‰õΩ 
f„=qÑ¶̈∂`«O HõeyOK«QÆï Œ̂∞. D ãÖ Œ̂~°ƒïOÖ’ H˘xfl =ÚMÏºOâ◊=Úï#∞ =∞#O *ÏÑ̋ḦõO KÕã∞̈HÀ=ïã≤ =ÙO@∞Ok. 
 
1.''r= =#~°∞ï‰õΩ J#∞"≥·# ~°Hõ∆}, "åx xïHõ_»QÍ qxÜ≥∂yOK«∞@‰õΩ gïQÆ∞, ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞Ñ~̈°OQÍ "å_»∞HõÖ’#∞#fl  
Ñ¨ Œ̂ú «̀∞ï#∞, ~°H˜∆ã¨∂Î „áÈ`«ûÇ≤ÏOKåe——Jx Hõ<≥fiO+¨<£ P<£ |Ü«∂ÖÏlHõÖò _≥·=~üã≤\© (BCD) #O Œ̂∞ PiìHõÖò 
10(C)Ö’ xˆ~útOÑ|̈_ï#k. 
 
2. ''™ï÷xHõ *Ï «̀∞ï‰õΩ, ãfï Õ̂jÜ«Úï‰õΩ ZHȭ _≥· Õ̀ =∂=¸ï∞ ÇÏ̈‰õΩ¯ï∞O_ï ÖË̂ • HÀ™ïÎ*’<£ "åi™ïfinï#OÖ’ 
J#∞ÉïíqOK«|_»∞`ÀO^À, J\ì̃ ã¨O^Œ~åƒïïÖ’ ãg̈∞Hõ$`« HÀã¨ìÖò*’<£ "Õ∞<Õ*ò"≥∞O@∞‰õΩ (S.ã≤.[_£.Z"£∞.)Ö’ 
"åiÉïÏQÆ™ïfi=∞ºO „Ñ¨̂ ï•<åOâ◊O—— Jx ~åO™ï~ü  Ñï̈¡ÑÙ̈ Éïí∂=Úï ãg̈∞Hõ$`« HÀãì̈Öò*’<£ "Õ∞<Õ*ò"≥∞O@∞ q+Ü̈«∂ï#∞ 
[ «̀KÕÜ«Ú@‰õΩ ã¨∂„ «̀=Úï∞, =∂~°æ Œ̂~°≈Hõ=ÚïÜ«∞O^Œ∞ i[ï∂º+<̈£ VIII.4 Ö’x, ¿Ñ~å 38, ã∂̈„`«O 5Ö’ 

≥̀ï∞Ñ|̈_ï#k. 
 
3. ''HÀ™ïÎ„áïO «̀=Úï x~åfiÇ¨Ï} „Ñ}̈ÏoHõï∞, Jaï=$kú q+Ü̈«∂ï∞ „ÑÉ̈ïí∞`«fiO KÕÑ¨\˜ì#ÑÙ̈_»∞, P„áïO`åxfl 
=∞ «̀ûºHÍ~°∞ï∞ J<ÕHõ q^ï•ïQÍ LÑ¨Ü≥∂yOK«∞H˘#∞K«∞#flO Œ̂∞#, =∞`«ûºHÍ~° qÉïÏQÆÑÙ̈ „Ñüx^ïŒ∞ï`À#∞ , 
=∞ «̀ûºHÍ~°∞ï`À#∞ ã¨O„Ñ¨kOKÕÖÏQÆ „ÑÉ̈ïí∞ «̀fiO U~åÊ@∞¡ KÕÜ«∂ïx—— ZÑ¶π.Z.X."å~°∞ 1995= ãÖ=`«û~°O HÀ_£ PÑ¶π 
HÍO@H±ì Ñ¶̈~ü Ô~™ïÊ<£û|∞Öò Ñ¶≤+¨sãπ PiìHõÖò 10.12 #O Œ̂∞ `≥ï∞Ñ|̈_ï#k =∞iÜ«Ú PiìHõÖò 10.13Ö’ ''=∞ «̀ûºHÍ~°∞ï 
ÇÏ̈‰õΩ¯ï#∞, "åi ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞| Œ̂ú"≥∞ÿ# q#Ü≥∂QÆ q^ï•<åï#∞, ã≤÷~°"≥∞ÿ# Jaï=$kúH˜ LÑ¨Ü≥∂QÆÑ¨_»∞#O «̀=~°‰õΩ,  
                                                                                                 . . . . 3 . . 



. . . 3 . . . 
Œ̂$+≤ìÖ’ =ÙOK«∞‰õΩx, "åxHõ#∞=ÙQÍ ~å„ëïìï∞ ã¨iÜ≥ÿ∞#, ã¨O™ï÷QÆ̀ «"≥∞ÿ# , <åºÜ«∞Ñ~̈°"≥∞ÿ# K«@ì| Œ̂ú «̀ï∞ 

Jaï=$kúÑ¨~°Kåe.—— Jx‰õï_® ≥̀ï∞Ñ|̈_ïOk. 
 
 HÀãì̈Öò*’<£ "Õ∞<Õ*ò"≥∞O@∞Ö’, U"≥∞ÿ# <åºÜ«∞Ñ~̈° ã=̈iOÑÙ̈ï∞, «̀QÆ∞ÃÑ·ã¨∂„`åïHõ#∞=ÙQÍ =ÙO_®e. 
ZO Œ̂∞=ï##QÍ, ÃÑ·# ≥̀eÊ# JO`«~åf̊Ü«∞ ã∂̈„`åï#∞, ÉïÏ~°̀ «„ÑÉ̈ïí∞ «̀fiO‰õï_® P"≥∂kOzOkHõ#∞Hõ . 
 
 "Õ∞=∞O Œ̂~°=Ú 1991 <À\˜Ñ¶≤̂H+<̈£#∞ `˘ïyOÑÙ̈ „ÑÜ̈«∞`åflïxflO\h̃ Ñ¨ÓiÎQÍ =ºu~̂Hã̃∂̈Î =∂_ï=∂O_»∞¡ 

≥̀ï∞ÑÙ̈ «̀∞<åflO. 
 
1.=∞ «̀ûºHÍ~°∞ï J=ã¨~åï∞ f~°∞Û@‰õΩ J#∞‰õïï"≥∞ÿ#, ãq̈=~°"≥∞ÿ# XHõ H˘ «̀Î K«@ìO =KÕÛ=~°‰õΩ, 1991 
ã≤.P~ü.[_£.<À\Ñ̃¶≤̂H+<̈£‰õΩ Z\ì̃ =∂~°∞Êï∞ ÖË‰õΩO_® ÑÓ̈iÎQÍ J=∞ï∞ KÕÜ«∂e. 
 
2.1991 ã≤.P~ü.[_£.<À\Ñ̃¶≤Ĥ+¨<£#∞ Ñ¨ikïÖ’x Jxfl Lï¡OÑ¶̈∞#ï#∞, Ju [~°∂~°∞QÍ tH˜∆OK«=Ö#̌∞. tH˜∆OK«∞ 
q^ï•<åï#∞, Z#fi~å<£"≥∞O@Öò „á⁄@Hõ∆<£ K«\ÏìxH ̃J#∞QÆ∞}OQÍ `«Hõ∆}O "≥ï¡_ïOK«=Ö#̌∞.  
 
3.ã=̈∞„QÆK«@ìO =KÕÛ^•HÍ ã≤.P~ü.[_£.<À\Ñ̃¶≤̂H+<̈£ `˘ïyOKÕ JxflK«~°ºï∞ xï∞ÑÙ̈ Œ̂ï KÕÜ«∂e.  
4.HÀã¨ìÖò =#~°∞ï ~°Hõ∆}‰õΩ, HÀãì̈Öò =#~°∞ïÃÑ· P^ï•~°Ñ¨_ï ^•xx "å_»∞‰õΩO@∂, ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞Ñ~̈°OQÍ r=<Àáïkï 
[~°∞ÑÙ̈‰õΩ<Õ q^ï•<åï ~°Hõ∆}, HÀã¨ìÖò x~°fiÇÏ̈}Ö’ P^ï•i`« *Ï «̀∞ï ÉïÏQÆ™ïfiq∞Hõ Ñ¨̂ Œú «̀∞ï x~åú~°}ï#∞ ^Œ$+≤ìÖ’ 
=ÙOK«∞‰õΩx, HÀãì̈Öò*’<£, "åi ™ïO„Ñ¨̂ •Ü«∞ ÇÏ̈‰õΩ¯ï`À =∞ «̀ûºHÍ~°*Ï`«∞ï∞ ÖË̂ • ãÇ̈Ï̈[=#~°∞ïÃÑ· P^ï•~°Ñ¨_ï# 
W`«~° *Ï «̀∞ï`À, |Ç≤Ï~°OQÆ K«~°Ûï∞ [iÑ≤ ã¨O`«$Ñ≤Î K≥Ok# g∞^Œ@, HÀãì̈Öò Ñ~̈åº=~°}O, JHȭ _» r=<Àáïkï 
™ïyã∞̈Î#fl *Ï`«∞ï ~°Hõ∆} ÉÏ^ïŒº «̀Ö’ XHõ ãÖH∆̃Ñ¨Î K«@ìO fã∞̈‰õΩx ~å"åe. 
 
5.2005 ã¨O= «̀û~° "≥∞Ô~·<£ Ñ¶≤+s̈ãπ Ãã<£¿ãã∞̈ïÖ’ =Ù#fl Õ̂â◊ f~°OÖ’x, 3,000 ÃÑ·|_ï =Ù#fl =∞ «̀ûºHÍ~° „QÍ=∂ï#∞ 
QÆ∞iÎOz Ãã\Ö̃ò"≥∞O@∞ =∞iÜ«Ú ™ïO„Ñ¨^•Ü«∞ qxÜ≥∂QÍxH,̃ Ô~QÆ∞ºÖ·̌*ò KÕÜ«∂e. 
6.H˘ «̀ÎK«@ìOÖ’, Jk «̀Ü«∂~°∞KÕÜ«Ú#ÑÙ̈_»∞, HÀ™ïÎ=#~°∞ïÃÑ· P^ï•~°Ñ¨_ï r=<Àáïkï ™ïyã∞̈Î#fl W`«~°‰õΩÖÏï "åi 
J=ã~̈åï#∞‰õï_® QÆ∞iÎOKåe.  
 
K≥<≥·fl 
11-06-2007 



 
 

d(ryie pÍ) pr ti[Lie rh[li Byni s>dB[< c[ºniemi> 11 j*n, 2007 ni ri[j Yy[l d(ryie pÍ) pr ti[Lie rh[li Byni s>dB[< c[ºniemi> 11 j*n, 2007 ni ri[j Yy[l d(ryie pÍ) pr ti[Lie rh[li Byni s>dB[< c[ºniemi> 11 j*n, 2007 ni ri[j Yy[l d(ryie pÍ) pr ti[Lie rh[li Byni s>dB[< c[ºniemi> 11 j*n, 2007 ni ri[j Yy[l 
riOT^)y aili[cniriOT^)y aili[cniriOT^)y aili[cniriOT^)y aili[cni    

 
d(ryie s>siFni[ni s>rxN an[ pr>prigt aiJ(vkini AYiy)Rv siY[ (nsbt Frivti GNi 

bFi (SxN(vd`,  s(k\y kiy<kri[ an[ s¿y smijni j*Y siY[ Birtni liKi[ miC)miri[ a[ jiNvi 
miT[ Äyg\ hti k[ t[mni[ (vri[F an[ ligN) pyi<vrN an[ vn m>#iilyni bh[ri kin[ ti[ nY) aYDie 
rHi n[? t[mj 1991ni ki[ATl r[³y&l[Sn zi[nni jih[rnimin) j³yia[ Avim)niYn s(m(t pr 
aiFi(rt K*b j (vvidiApd a[v&> ki[ATl zi[n m[n[jm[ºT jih[rnim&> bhir piDvimi> nh)> aiv[ n[? 
 

aipNi d(ryiki>qiai[ u_iri[_ir (vniSkir) '(vkis"n) p\vZ(_iai[n&> (nSin bn) rHi C[. ai j 
kirNY) 1991ni s)airz[D jih[rnimimi> Äyivsi(yk (hti[ trfY) aivti dbiNn[ kirN[ 19 vKt 
f[rfir krvimi> aiÄyi hti. t[m Cti> 1991ni jih[rnimin[ s>p*N<pN[ d*r kr)n[, t[n) j³yia[ ki[ATl 
zi[n m[n[jm[ºT jih[rnim&> livvin) p\(k\yi a[ b)j&> k>e nh)>, pr>t& d(ryie pÍ)ni Äyivsiy)krNn[ srL 
kr) aipvini[ (nl<Ì p\yis mi#i C[. 
 

zi[nn) ai p\(k\yi, Kis kr)n[ s)a[mz[D-2, d(ryiki>qini (vSiL (vAtirmi> s[z, b>dri[, 
p\vis)ai[ miT[ r)si[T<, KiN Ki[dkim an[ t[ni j[v) aºy p\vZ(_iai[ stt Ye 
Sk[ t[ miT[ t]yir)ai[ kr[ C[. t[ miC)mir sm&diyn[ t[mn) vsihti[mi>Y) Ks[Dvi 
an[ j[ j³yini[ t[ai[ vPi[<Y) miC)mir) miT[ upyi[g kr) rHi C[ an[ Kis kr)n[ j[ni[ Avim)niYn 
s(m(tn) BlimNi[mi> uÃl[K nY) krvimi> aiÄyi[ t[mj 1991ni jih[rnimimi> j[n[ miC)mir sm&diyni 
pr>prigt vsviT tr)k[n) ai[LK aip)n[ hielieT krvimi> aiÄyi C[, Ryi>Y) Ks[Dvin) 
t]yir)ai[ kr[ C[. 
 

nvi jih[rnimi siY[, s)airz[D jih[rnimi h[qL 1991 Y) j[ pN kiydiai[n&> uÃl>Gn krvimi> 
aiÄy& C[, t[ m&²yRv[ Äyivsi(yk (hti[ oiri krvimi> aiÄy& C[ t[mj t[ni l)F[  d(ryie pÍ)n) simiJk 
an[ pyi<vrN)y p(r(AY(t pr Yy[l) g>B)r asri[ an[ pr>prigt aiJ(vki p\Ry[ d&lx< s[vvimi> aiv) 
rH&> C[. j[ agiuni jih[rnimin) ji[gvieai[mi> b[FDk f[rfir krivnir Äyivsi(yk (hti[ miT[ riht$p 
bn) rh[S[. 
 

miC)mir an[ aºy k&drt) s>siFni[ pr aiFi(rt sm&diyi[n&> a(AtRv an[ B(vOy d(ryiki>qin) 
pyi<vrN)y p(r(AY(t siY[ ji[Diy[l&> C[. d(ryie Jvi[ni[ asrkirk bciv an[ d(ryie pÍ)mi> p\vZ(_ini 
FiriFi[rNi[ d(ryiki>q[ vsti sm&diyi[ni (htmi> C[. t[Y) miC)mir sm&diy[ d(ryie Jvi[ an[ s>siFni[ni 
rxN miT[ (v(vF ph[l kr) C[. t[m Cti>, ji[ pyi<vrN an[ vn m>#iily oiri d(ryiki>qini r(xt 
(vAtiri[mi> (nOk\)y a(Bgm apnivvimi> aivS[ ti[ s)a[mz[D-2 tr)k[ jih[r Yy[li[ d(ryie 



pÍ)ni[ mi[Ti[ (vAtir aAYiy) (vkis miT[ hiY kr) l[vimi> aiv[ t[v)  S±ytiai[ C[ t[mj s>rxN 
miT[ s)a[mz[D-1 tr)k[ jih[r Yy[li (vAtirmi> miC)mir sm&diyn) aiJ(vki pr pN By ti[Livvin) 
S±ytiai[ rh[l) C[. p\id[(Sk piN)n[ sim[l krvi miT[ d(ryie pÍ)n&> p\Ati(vt (vAtZt)krN, 
d(ryi(knir[Y) 12 ni[(Tkl mielni a>tr[  C[ an[ miC)mir sm&diyn) aiJ(vki pr asr kr) Sk[ C[, 
pr>t& nvi jih[rnimini m&sd`imi> ai (vAtirn&> p\b>Fn miC)mir sm&diyn) s>p*N< Big)dir) siY[ krvimi> 
aivS[ t[mj ai (vAtiri[mi> {p\Ati(vt s)a[mz[D-1  (vAtir s(ht} miC)mir) krvini t[mni hkn&> 
rxN an[ p\i[Rsihn mLv&> ji[ea[ a[ a>g[ ki[E ApOT uÃl[K krvimi> aiÄyi[ nY). 
 

ai kirNY), p\Ati(vt jih[rnimin[ l)F[ d(ryiki>qini miC)mir sm&diyn) aiJ(vki 
an[ d(ryiki>qin) pyi<vrN)y p(r(AY(t pr By ti[Lie rHi[ C[. 
 
ai s>dB<mi> n)c[ni m&d`iai[ pr ¹yin di[rv&> yi[³y gNiS[:ai s>dB<mi> n)c[ni m&d`iai[ pr ¹yin di[rv&> yi[³y gNiS[:ai s>dB<mi> n)c[ni m&d`iai[ pr ¹yin di[rv&> yi[³y gNiS[:ai s>dB<mi> n)c[ni m&d`iai[ pr ¹yin di[rv&> yi[³y gNiS[:    
 
1. kºv[ºSn ai[n biyi[li[Jkl Diyv(s<T)n) klm 10 {s)} dSi<v[ C[ k[,“ s>rxN aYvi AYiy) s>rxN aYvi AYiy) s>rxN aYvi AYiy) s>rxN aYvi AYiy) 
vpriSn) j$(ryiti[ siY[ an&k*L hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qb[ j](vk s>siFni[ni[ vpriS krvin) vpriSn) j$(ryiti[ siY[ an&k*L hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qb[ j](vk s>siFni[ni[ vpriS krvin) vpriSn) j$(ryiti[ siY[ an&k*L hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qb[ j](vk s>siFni[ni[ vpriS krvin) vpriSn) j$(ryiti[ siY[ an&k*L hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qb[ j](vk s>siFni[ni[ vpriS krvin) 
pÜ(tn[ rxN an[ ppÜ(tn[ rxN an[ ppÜ(tn[ rxN an[ ppÜ(tn[ rxN an[ p\\\\i[Rsihn aipv&>.i[Rsihn aipv&>.i[Rsihn aipv&>.i[Rsihn aipv&>.” 
2. rimsr KrDi[ VIII .4 siY[ ji[D[l “ v[Tl[ºD m&d`iai[n[ eºT)g\[T[D ki[ATl zi[n m[n[jm[ºT{ICZM} 
siY[ enki[pi[<r[T krvi miT[ni (sÜi>ti[ an[ aicirs>(htiai[”  mi> fkri[ 38, (sÜi>t 5 
dSi<v[ C[ k[,“ ICZM  mi> AYi(nk sm&diy an[ m*L vtn)ai[n) Big)dir) Kis kr)n[ Ryir[ agRyn)  mi> AYi(nk sm&diy an[ m*L vtn)ai[n) Big)dir) Kis kr)n[ Ryir[ agRyn)  mi> AYi(nk sm&diy an[ m*L vtn)ai[n) Big)dir) Kis kr)n[ Ryir[ agRyn)  mi> AYi(nk sm&diy an[ m*L vtn)ai[n) Big)dir) Kis kr)n[ Ryir[ agRyn) 
C[ jyir[ t[ai[ d(ryie pÍ)mi> pir>p(rk hk aYvi Bi[gvTC[ jyir[ t[ai[ d(ryie pÍ)mi> pir>p(rk hk aYvi Bi[gvTC[ jyir[ t[ai[ d(ryie pÍ)mi> pir>p(rk hk aYvi Bi[gvTC[ jyir[ t[ai[ d(ryie pÍ)mi> pir>p(rk hk aYvi Bi[gvTi[ Frivti hi[y.i[ Frivti hi[y.i[ Frivti hi[y.i[ Frivti hi[y.” 
3. jvibdir miC)miri[ miT[ni 1995 a[fa[ai[ aicirs>(hti{ki[D ai[f k>D±T}n) klm 10.1.2 
dSi<v[ C[ k[,“ d(ryiki>qini (vAtirni a[kY) vFir[ vpriSni Ø(OTki[NY), ri¶yi[a[ Kitr) aipv) d(ryiki>qini (vAtirni a[kY) vFir[ vpriSni Ø(OTki[NY), ri¶yi[a[ Kitr) aipv) d(ryiki>qini (vAtirni a[kY) vFir[ vpriSni Ø(OTki[NY), ri¶yi[a[ Kitr) aipv) d(ryiki>qini (vAtirni a[kY) vFir[ vpriSni Ø(OTki[NY), ri¶yi[a[ Kitr) aipv) 
ji[ea[ k[ (nN<y l[vin) pji[ea[ k[ (nN<y l[vin) pji[ea[ k[ (nN<y l[vin) pji[ea[ k[ (nN<y l[vin) p\\\\(k(k(k(k\\\\yimi> miC)mir) x[#i an[ miC)mir sm&diyyimi> miC)mir) x[#i an[ miC)mir sm&diyyimi> miC)mir) x[#i an[ miC)mir sm&diyyimi> miC)mir) x[#i an[ miC)mir sm&diyni pni pni pni p\\\\(t(n(Fn) slih l[vimi> (t(n(Fn) slih l[vimi> (t(n(Fn) slih l[vimi> (t(n(Fn) slih l[vimi> 
aivS[ an[ d(ryiki>qini (vAtiri[ni paivS[ an[ d(ryiki>qini (vAtiri[ni paivS[ an[ d(ryiki>qini (vAtiri[ni paivS[ an[ d(ryiki>qini (vAtiri[ni p\\\\b>Fn miT[ni aiyi[jn an[ (vkisn[ s>b>(Ft aºy pb>Fn miT[ni aiyi[jn an[ (vkisn[ s>b>(Ft aºy pb>Fn miT[ni aiyi[jn an[ (vkisn[ s>b>(Ft aºy pb>Fn miT[ni aiyi[jn an[ (vkisn[ s>b>(Ft aºy p\\\\vZ(_iai[mi> vZ(_iai[mi> vZ(_iai[mi> vZ(_iai[mi> 
t[mn[ sim[l krvimi> aivS[.t[mn[ sim[l krvimi> aivS[.t[mn[ sim[l krvimi> aivS[.t[mn[ sim[l krvimi> aivS[.”  an[ klm 10.1.3 dSi<v[ C[ k[,“ ri¶yi[a[ d(ryiki>qini miC)mir ri¶yi[a[ d(ryiki>qini miC)mir ri¶yi[a[ d(ryiki>qini miC)mir ri¶yi[a[ d(ryiki>qini miC)mir 
sm&diyni hki[ an[ t[mn) AYiy) (vkis siY[ an&k*L sm&diyni hki[ an[ t[mn) AYiy) (vkis siY[ an&k*L sm&diyni hki[ an[ t[mn) AYiy) (vkis siY[ an&k*L sm&diyni hki[ an[ t[mn) AYiy) (vkis siY[ an&k*L hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qbn[ ¹yinmi> riK)n[, d(ryie hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qbn[ ¹yinmi> riK)n[, d(ryie hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qbn[ ¹yinmi> riK)n[, d(ryie hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk Qbn[ ¹yinmi> riK)n[, d(ryie 
s>siFni[ni s>B(vt vpriSn[ nÊ) krvi miT[ a[k yi[³y, s>AYigt an[ kiydik)y Äy*hrcni t]yir krv) s>siFni[ni s>B(vt vpriSn[ nÊ) krvi miT[ a[k yi[³y, s>AYigt an[ kiydik)y Äy*hrcni t]yir krv) s>siFni[ni s>B(vt vpriSn[ nÊ) krvi miT[ a[k yi[³y, s>AYigt an[ kiydik)y Äy*hrcni t]yir krv) s>siFni[ni s>B(vt vpriSn[ nÊ) krvi miT[ a[k yi[³y, s>AYigt an[ kiydik)y Äy*hrcni t]yir krv) 
ji[ea[.ji[ea[.ji[ea[.ji[ea[.”     
    

Birt[ ai bFi ai>trriOT^)y siFni[n[ m>j*r) aip) hi[viY) d(ryie pÍ)ni p\b>Fn miT[ ki[e pN 
kiydini[ B>g krvin) prving) uprni m&d`iai[ siY[ an&k*L hi[v) ji[ea[. 
 
ai kirNY), am[, 1991ni jih[rnimin[ bdlvini tmim p\yRni[n[ nkir)a[ C)a[ an[ mi>gN) 
kr)a[ C)a[ k[: 



1. miC)mir sm&diyn) j$(ryitn[ s>ti[Pti[ hi[y a[vi[ ki[e nvi[ Äyipk kiydi[ n GDiy Ryi> s&F) 
s)airz[D jih[rnim&>, t[ni asl 1991ni Av$pmi> p\vt<min an[ aml) Yv&> ji[ea[. 
2. 1991ni s)airz[D jih[rnimi h[qL j[ pN kiydiai[n&> uÃl>Gn krvimi> aiÄy& C[ t[n[ tRkil)n 
Fi[rN[ d>(Dt krvi ji[ea[. pyi<vrN s>rxN kiydi p\miN[ sjini mipd>D trt j jih[r krvi ji[ea[. 
3. ¶yi> s&F) Äyipk kiydi[ n GDiy Ryi> s&F) s)airz[D jih[rnimin[ bdlvini tmim p\yRni[ aTkiv) 
d[vi ji[ea[. 
4. Äyipk kiydi[{d(ryiki>qini sm&diyn) aiJ(vki an[ d(ryie pÍ)ni pyi<vrNni s>rxN miT[}d(ryie 
pÍ)mi> pir>p(rk hki[ Frivti, miC)mir an[ aºy k&drt) s>siFni[ pr aiFi(rt sm&diyn) jih[r 
slihni aiFir[ GDvi[ ji[ea[. j[Y); 

- d(ryie s>siFni[n&> s>rxN Ye Sk[. 
- d(ryie s>siFni[ pr aiFi(rt AYiy) hi[y a[v) pir>p(rk aiJ(vkin) Qb an[ vpriSn[ Tkiu 

bniv) Skiy. 
- sm&diy aiFi(rt an[ Big)dir) Frivti d(ryiki>qini p\b>Fnn) Kitr) aip) Skiy. 

5. d(ryie miC)miri[n) vst)gNtr), 2005 ni p\miN[ Birtn) d(ryie pÍ)ni 3000 j[Tli 
gimi[ oiri d(ryiki>qini j³yiai[ni pir>p(rk Qb[ vpriS an[ vsviTn[ miºyti aipv). 
6. nvi[ kiydi[ GDt) vKt[ pir>p(rk r)t[ aiJ(vki miT[ d(ryie s>siFni[ pr aiFi(rt hi[y a[vi aºy 
sm&diyni (hti[n[ pN ¹yinmi> riKvi ji[ea[. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

    
    



ºÉÃ½PÉ 
 

dÆ£ï 11, 2007 gÀAzÀÄ ZÉ£ÉßöÊ£À°è PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄPÉÌ ¨Á¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀA s̈ÁªÀå vÉÆAzÀgÉUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ZÀað¸À®Ä 
£ÀqÉzÀ gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ¸ÀªÀiÁ¯ÉÆÃZÀ£É ¸ÀAzÀ s̈ÀðzÀ°è ¥ÀæPÀn¸À¯ÁzÀ ºÉÃ½PÉ. 
 
PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À ¸ÀAgÀPÀëuÉ  ªÀÄvÀÄÛ À̧Ä¹ÜgÀ ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀ fÃªÀ£ÉÆÃ¥ÁAiÀÄzÀ §UÉÎ PÁ¼Àf 
ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ s̈ÁgÀvÀzÀ «Ä°AiÀiÁAvÀgÀ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÉÆA¢UÉ ºÀ®ªÀÅ ²PÀët vÀdÕgÀÄ, PÁgÀåPÀvÀðgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
£ÁUÀjPÀ À̧ªÀiÁdzÀ UÀÄA¥ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ PÉÃAzÀæ À̧PÁðgÀzÀ ¥Àj À̧gÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CgÀtå À̧aªÁ®AiÀÄªÀÅ ¸Áé«Ä£ÁxÀ£ï 
¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ ²¥sÁgÀ¹£ÀAvÉ FV£À PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£É 1991gÀ §zÀ¯ÁV PÀgÁªÀ½ 
ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤ªÀðºÀuÁ C¢¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀgÀ°aÑ¹gÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ «gÀÄzÀÞªÁV ªÀåPÀÛ¥Àr¹zÀ PÁ¼Àf ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¥Àæw s̈Àl£ÉUÀ½UÉ QªÀÅqÁVgÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ §UÉÎ UÀA©üÃgÀªÁV ¸ÀSÉÃzÁ±ÀÑAiÀÄð¥Àr¹zÀgÀÄ. 
 

£ÀªÀÄä PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ£ÀÄß «£Á² C©üªÀÈ¢Þ ¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ½UÉ UÀÄjAiÀiÁVj¸ÀÄªÀ PÀæªÀÄ ºÉZÀÄÑwÛzÉ. ªÁtÂdå 
»vÁ À̧QÛUÀ½UÉ ªÀÄtÂzÀÄ PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt C¢ü ¸ÀÆZÀ£É 1991 £ÀÄß 19 ¨Áj wzÀÄÝ¥Àr 
ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁVzÉ. F »£Àß¯ÉAiÀÄ°è F C¢ü À̧ÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §zÀ°UÉ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤ªÀðºÀuÁ 
C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀgÀ®Ä PÉÃAzÀæ À̧PÁðgÀªÀÅ GzÀÄåPÀÛªÁVgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ£ÀÄß E£ÀÆß ºÉaÑ£À 
ªÁå¥ÁjÃPÀgÀtUÉÆ½ À̧ÄªÀ ºÀÄ£ÁßgÀ CqÀVzÉAiÀÄ°èzÉÃ É̈ÃgÉÃ£ÀÆ C®è. 
  

ªÀ®¬ÄÃPÀgÀt (zonation) ªÀÄÄRåªÁV ¹.JA.gÀhÄqï-11 (PÀgÁªÀ½ ¤ªÀðºÀuÁ ªÀ®AiÀÄ-11) 
PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÀ°è «±ÉÃµÀ DyðPÀªÀ®AiÀÄ, §AzÀgÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥ÀæªÁ¹ j¸ÁmïðUÀ¼ÀÄ, UÀtÂUÁjPÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÉÃ 
jÃwAiÀÄ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ É̈¼ÉAiÀÄ®Ä ºÁ¢ ªÀiÁrPÉÆqÀÄvÀÛzÉ. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ EzÀÄ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
vÀªÀÄä DªÁ¸ÀUÀ½AzÀ ¤ªÀð¹vUÉÆ¼Àî®Ä PÁgÀtªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. ¸Áé«Ä£ÁxÀ£ï ªÀgÀ¢AiÀÄÄ 1991 PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ 
C¢ü À̧ÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ°è £ÀªÀÄÆ¢¹gÀÄªÀ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀgÀ DªÁ À̧¸ÁÜ£À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀgÀÄ ¸ÁA¥ÁæzÁ¬ÄPÀªÁV 
«ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁjPÉUÉ G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼À ¸ÁA¥ÁæzÁ¬ÄPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÁUÀvÀ ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¥ÀjUÀtÂ¹®è. GzÉÝÃ²¹vÀ ºÉÆ À̧ C¢ü̧ ÀÆZÀ£É ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 1991 jAzÀ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt 
C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄrAiÀÄ°è ªÁå¥Áj »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼À ¨ÉÃrPÉUÀ£ÀÄtªÁV G®èAX¸À¯ÁVgÀÄªÀ J¯Áè jÃwAiÀÄ 
PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀPÀæªÀÄUÉÆ½ À̧ÄªÀ zÀÄgÀÄzÉÝÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆAzÀ¯ÁVzÉ. F jÃwAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉUÀ½AzÁV 
PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ, ¥Áj¸ÁjPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀ PÀ¸ÀÄ©UÉ zsÀPÉÌ §A¢gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. »A¢£À 1991 gÀ 
PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ°è F jÃwAiÀÄ GzÁgÀvÉ¬ÄAzÁV FUÁUÀ¯ÉÃ GzÉÝÃ±À 
¥ÀÆªÀðPÀªÁV G®èAWÀ£ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁrgÀÄªÀ ªÁå¥Áj »vÁ À̧QÛUÀ½UÉ ¥ÀÄ£ÀB jAiÀiÁ¬ÄwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ 
PÀæªÀÄªÁVzÉ. 
 

«ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁjPÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EvÀgÀ £ÉÊ¸ÀVðPÀ ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À£ÀÄß DzsÀjvÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼À C¹ÛvÀé ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ªÀÄÄA¢£À ¨sÀ«µÀåªÀÅ PÀgÁªÀ½ fÃ« ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ DgÉÆÃUÀåªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢PÉÆArzÉ. PÀgÁªÀ½ DªÁ À̧ ¸ÁÜ£ÀUÀ¼À 
¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj gÀPÀëuÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è£À ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼À ¤AiÀÄAvÀætªÀÅ PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ 
»vÁ À̧QÛ zÀÈ¶Ö¬ÄAzÀ ¥ÀæªÀÄÄRªÁVzÉ. «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁjPÁ À̧ªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄªÀÅ PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ DªÁ¸ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À£ÀÄß gÀQë¸À®Ä ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆArgÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

 
»ÃVzÀÝgÀÆ ¹.JA.gÀhÄqï – 11 CrAiÀÄ°è WÉÆÃ¶¸À¯ÁzÀ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÀ ºÉaÑ£À ¨sÁUÀªÀÅ 

¸ÀÄ¹ÜgÀªÀ®èzÀ C©üªÀÈ¢Þ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ½UÉ G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸À®àqÀÄªÀ ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ EgÀÄªÀÅzÀgÉÆA¢UÉ, ¹.JA.gÀhÄqï-1 
gÀ°è ¸ÀAgÀPÀëuÉUÉAzÀÄ WÉÆÃ¶¸À¯ÁVgÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ FUÁUÀ̄ ÉÃ s̈ÁgÀvÀzÀ°è ¥Àj À̧gÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CgÀtå 
À̧aªÁ®AiÀÄªÀÅ À̧ªÀÄÄzÀæ gÀQëvÀ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼À°è d£ÀgÀ ¥Á®ÄUÁjPÉ gÀ»vÀ «zsÁ£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß C£ÀÄ À̧j¹gÀÄªÀ 

»£Éßß¯ÉAiÀÄ°è «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀgÀ fÃªÀ£ÉÆÃ¥ÁAiÀÄPÉÌ (PÀ À̧Ä©UÉ) ©üÃwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß MqÀÄØªÀ ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ¬ÄgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
   

mÉjmÉÆÃjAiÀÄ¯ï ªÁlgïì(territorial waters)£ÀÄß PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÉÆ¼ÀUÉ Ȩ́Ãj À̧®Ä 
¥Àæ¸ÁÛ¦¹gÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CAzÀgÉ wÃgÀ¢AzÀ 12 £ÁnPÀ¯ï ªÉÄÊ®ÄUÀ¼À vÀ£ÀPÀ JAzÀÄ ºÉÃ½gÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ PÀ¸ÀÄ©£À ªÉÄÃ¯É C¥ÁgÀ ¥ÀæªÀiÁtzÀ°è zÀÄµÁàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ©ÃgÀ°zÉ. DzÀgÉ ¥Àæ¸ÁÛ«vÀ C¢ü 
À̧ÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄÄ F ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ ¤ªÀðºÀuÉAiÀÄÄ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ s̈ÁUÀªÀ» À̧Ä«PÉAiÀÄ°è £ÀqÉAiÀÄÄvÀÛzÉ 

JA§ CA±ÀzÀ §UÉÎ ¸ÀéµÀÖªÁV K£Àß£ÀÄß ºÉÃ½®è. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ CªÀjUÉ F ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è ¥Àæ¸ÁÛ«vÀÀ ¹.JA.gÀhÄqï 



–1 £ÀÄß ¸ÉÃj¹ «ÄÃ£ÀÄ »rAiÀÄÄªÀ ºÀPÀÌ£ÀÄß gÀQë À̧ÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀæªÀwð À̧ÄªÀÅzÀgÀ §UÉÎAiÀÄÆ ºÉÃ½®è. 
DzÀÝjAzÀ ¥Àæ¸ÁÛ«PÀ C¢ü ¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄÄ PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ PÀÄ® PÀ̧ ÀÄ§Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
PÀgÁªÀ½ fÃ« ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ ªÉÄÃ¯É UÀA©üÃgÀªÁzÀ C¥ÁAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß MqÀØ°zÉ. F »£Éß¯ÉAiÀÄ°è £ÁªÀÅ F 
PÉ¼ÀV£À CA±ÀUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ªÀÄ£ÀªÀjPÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ: 

 
1. DnðPÀ¯ï 10 (¹) PÀ£Éé£Àì£ï D£ï §AiÉÆÃ¯ÁfPÀ¯ï qÉÊªÀ¹ðn (CBD) ¤zÉð² À̧ÄvÀÛzÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ:  

“ À̧AgÀPÀëuÉ  CxÀªÁ À̧Ä¹ÜgÀ §¼ÀPÉ CUÀvÀåvÉUÀ£ÀÄUÀÄtªÁVÀ ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀ ºÁUÀÆ ¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀ 
«zsÁ£ÀUÀ½AzÀ eÉÊ«PÀ À̧A¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÁUÀvÀ §¼ÀPÉUÉ ¥ÉÆæÃvÁìºÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÀPÀëuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ”. 

 
2. ¥ÁågÁ 38, ¦æ¤ì¥À¯ï 5 “¸ÀªÀÄUÀæ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ ¤ªÀðºÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÉmï ¯ÁåAqï(wetland) 

«µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ §UÉÎ vÀvÀéUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ð ¸ÀÆvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ” C£ÀÄ§AzsÀ gÁªÀiï¸Àgï 
¤tðAiÀÄ VIII.4 ºÉÃ¼ÀÄvÀÛzÉ K£ÉAzÀgÉ: “J°è À̧Ü½ÃAiÀÄ À̧ªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄPÉÌ ¥ÁgÀA¥ÀjPÀ ºÀPÀÄÌ CxÀªÁ 
PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÀ°è mÉ£ÀÆågï EgÀÄvÀÛzÉAiÉÆÃ CAvÀºÀÀ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è ¤ªÀðºÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ 
¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ D¢ ¤ªÁ¹UÀ¼À ¸ÀQæÃAiÀÄ s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄÄ ¥ÁæªÀÄÄRåªÁVzÉ”É. 

 
3. DnðPÀ¯ï 10.1.2. D¥sï zÀ 1995 FAO PÉÆÃqï ¥sÁgï gȨ́ Áà¤ì§¯ï ¦ü±ÀjÃ¸ï ºÉÃ¼ÀÄvÀÛzÉ 

K£ÉAzÀgÉ: “PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÀ §ºÀÄ G¥ÀAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ »£Éß É̄AiÀÄ°è gÁdåUÀ¼ÀÄ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ PÉëÃvÀæUÀ¼À 
¥Àæw¤¢üUÀ¼ÉÆA¢UÉ ¸ÀªÀiÁ É̄ÆÃa¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÀ AiÉÆÃd£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C©üªÀÈ¢ÞUÉ 
¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼À ¤zsÁðgÀ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è CªÀgÀ£ÀÄß vÉÆqÀV¹PÉÆ¼Àî É̈ÃPÀÄ”. DnðPÀ¯ï 10.1.3 
ºÉÃ¼ÀÄvÀÛzÉ K£ÉAzÀgÉ: “¸ÀÄ¹ÜgÀ C©üªÀÈ¢ÞUÉ ¥ÀÆgÀPÀªÁVgÀÄªÀ PÀgÁªÀ½ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ 
ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀgÀ ¥ÀgÁA¥ÀgÁUÀvÀ «zsÁ£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀªÀÄ£ÀzÀ°èlÄÖPÉÆAqÀÄ PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ 
¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À£ÀÄß §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ ºÁUÀÆ CªÀÅUÀ½UÉ ¥ÀæªÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß DqÀ½vÀ ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä gÁdå 
¸ÀPÁðgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀÆPÀÛªÉ¤¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÁA¹ÜPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ZËPÀlÄÖUÀ¼À£ÀÄß C©üªÀÈ¢Þ¥Àr¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ”. 

 
¨sÁgÀvÀ ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ eÁUÀwPÀ ªÀÄlÖzÀ°è F J¯Áè CA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß C£ÀªÉÆÃ¢¹gÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ PÀgÁªÀ½ 

ªÀ®AiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀð» À̧®Ä ªÀiÁqÀ§ºÀÄzÁzÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ G¥ÀPÀæªÀÄªÀÅ ªÉÄÃ°£ÀzÀPÉÌ 
C£ÀÄgÀÆ¥ÀªÁVgÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 
 
DzÀÝjAzÀ 1991 C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §zÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÁªÀÅ wgÀ¸ÀÌj¸ÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÀªÀÄä 
É̈ÃrPÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÉAzÀgÉ: 
1. PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ C¢ü ¸ÀÆZÀ£É 1991 CzÀgÀ ªÀÄÆ® À̧égÀÆ¥ÀzÀ°è ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀjAiÀÄ¨ÉÃPÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

«ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁjPÁ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ CUÀvÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀÆgÉÊ¸ÀÄªÀ ºÉÆ À̧ ¸ÀªÀÄUÀæ PÁ¬ÄzÉ §gÀÄªÀ vÀ£ÀPÀ 
CzÀ£ÀÄß PÀlÄÖ¤mÁÖV C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀUÉÆ½ À̧¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 

2. PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ C¢ü ¸ÀÆZÀ£É 1991 jÃwAiÀÄ°è ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ jÃwAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
UÀÄgÀÄw¹ ²Qëë À̧̈ ÉÃPÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EzÀÄ vÀÄvÁðV £ÀqÉAiÀÄ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. ¥Àj À̧gÀ gÀPÀëuÁ PÁ¬ÄzÉ ¥ÀæPÁgÀ 
²PÉëAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀPÀët WÉÆÃ¶¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 

3. PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄ C¢ü À̧ÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÁÜ£À ¥À®èlUÉÆ½¸À®Ä £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ J¯Áè ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
À̧ªÀÄUÀæªÁzÀ PÁ¬ÄzÉ gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ vÀ£ÀPÀ PÉÊ ©qÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 

4. À̧ªÀÄUÀæªÁzÀ PÁ¬ÄzÉ (PÀgÁªÀ½ ¥Àj¸ÀgÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ PÀ¸ÀÄ©£À gÀPÀëuÉ) AiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁ¯ÉÆÃZÀ£É ªÀÄÄRåªÁV «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÉÊ¸ÀVðPÀ ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
CªÀ®A©vÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÉÆA¢UÉ ¸ÀªÀiÁ¯ÉÆÃa¹ PÀgÁªÀ½ ªÀ®AiÀÄzÀ°è CªÀgÀ ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÁUÀvÀ 
ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼ÉÆA¢UÉ PÁ¬ÄzÉ gÀa¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ. EzÀgÀ GzÉÝÃ±À ªÀÄÄRåªÁV 

J)   PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À ¸ÀAgÀPÀëuÉ. 
©) PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É CªÀ®A©vÀªÁVgÀÄªÀ À̧Ä¹ÜgÀÀ ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀ 
PÀ̧ ÀÄ§ÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀgÁA¥ÀgÁUÀvÀªÁV G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄªÀ ºÀQÌ£À gÀPÀëuÉ. 
¹) À̧ªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄ DzsÁjvÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ À̧ºÀ s̈ÁVvÀézÀ PÀgÁªÀ½ ¤ªÀðºÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
PÁAiÀÄÄÝPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ. 



5. 2005 gÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÀæ «ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁjPÉ ¸É£Àì¸ï £ÀrAiÀÄ°è ¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ PÀgÁªÀ½AiÀÄ°è 3000 ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÀæ 
«ÄÃ£ÀÄUÁjPÉ ºÀ½îUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀÄgÀÄw¸À¯ÁVzÀÄÝ (¸ÉmïèªÉÄAmïì ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀgÁªÀ½ eÁUÀUÀ¼À ¥ÁgÀA¥ÀjPÀ 
§¼ÀPÉ §UÉÎ) CzÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀPÀæªÀÄUÉÆ½ À̧̈ ÉÃPÀÄ. 

6. fÃªÀ£ÉÆÃ¥ÁAiÀÄPÁÌV PÀgÁªÀ½ ¸ÀA¥À£ÀÆä®UÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀªÁV CªÀ®A©vÀªÁVgÀÄªÀ 
EvÀgÀ À̧ªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼À »vÁ À̧QÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÀÆqÁ ºÉÆ À̧ PÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è 
¥ÀjUÀtÂ̧ À̈ ÉÃPÀÄ 

 
ZÉ£ÉßöÊ 
11 dÆ£ï 2007 
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“XoctZi taJebnÂ Bk¶ambncnbn¡p¶ `ojWn” 
 

11.06.2007 Â sNss¶bnÂ \S¶ tZiob IqSnbmtemN\m tbmKw 

]pd¯nd¡nb {]kvXmh\ 

 

kzman\mY³ I½nänbpsS ip]mÀi {]Imcw, XoctZi\nb{´W hnÚm]\w ]n³hen¨v 

hnhmZ]camb XoctZi ]cn]me\ hnRvPm]\w ASp¯p Xs¶ D−mIpsa¶dnbp¶p. 

XoctZi k¼¯nsâ kwc£W¯nepw ]c¼cmKX taJebpsS kpØncamb 

D]Poh\¯nepw DXvLWvTbpÅ Zie£¡W¡n\v aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsSbpw, 

P\kaql¯nsâbpw, ]WvTnX·mcpsSbpw, hnZKv[cpsSbpw C¡mcy¯nepÅ DXvLWvTbpw, 

{]Xntj[hpw tI{μ ]cnØnXn h\w a{´meb¯nsâ ap³]nÂ Hcp _[nchnem]w 

t]msebmbncnbv¡p¶p.  

 

\½psS Xoc{]tZi§fntebv¡v hn\miIcamb hnIk\ {]{InbIÄ hÀ²n¨ tXmXnÂ 

D¶w hbv¡p¶p−v. hymhkmbnI tem_nIfpsS t{]cWbv¡v hiwhZcmbn, XoctZi 

\nb{´WhnÚm]\w (1991) ]s¯m¼Xp XhW t`ZKXn sNbvXn«p−v Xoc{]tZiw 

C\nbpw IqSpXÂ hymhkmboIcnbv¡p¶Xn\mbn, 1991 se hnRvPm]\w A¸msS Xs¶ 

]n³hen¨v XoctZi ]cn]me\ hnRvPm]\w \S¸nem¡m\pÅ eÖmIcamb \S]SnIÄ 

AWnbdbnÂ \S¶p hcp¶p. 

 

{]tXyI km¼¯nI taJeIÄ, XpdapJ§Ä, hnt\mZk©mctI{μ§Ä J\\w XpS§nb 

{]hÀ¯\§Ä hÀ²n¨ tXmXnÂ Xoc{]tZit¯bv¡v IS¶p hcp¶Xn\v XoctZi 

]cn]me\ hnÚm]\¯nse taJem \nÀ®bw, {]tXyIn¨v CMZ II hgnsbmcp¡p¶p. 1991 

se XoctZi \nb{´W hnÚm]\w aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsS ]c¼cmKX AhImi§Ä 

AwKoIcn¨ncp¶p. F¶mÂ kzman\mY³ I½nänbpsS ip]mÀiIÄ A¯c¯nepÅ Hcp 

AwKoImchpw \evIp¶nÃ. ]c¼cmKXambn aÕy_Ô\¯n\pw A\p_Ô 

{]hÀ¯\§Ä¡pw D]tbmKn¨ncp¶ {]tZi¯p \n¶pw, {ItaW hmkØe§fnÂ \n¶p 

t]mepw aÕys¯mgnemfnIÄ Hgnhm¡s¸Sp¶ Hcp AhØ CXp hgn 

kwPmXamIm\nSbp−v. 
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]c¼cmKX taJebpsS D]Poh\¯n\pw, Xoc{]tZi¯nsâ ]cnØnXnbv¡pw kmaqlnI 

k´penXmhØbv¡pw tIm«w hcp¯ns¡m−v hyhkmb Xev]cÀ CXn\Iw Xs¶ 

\S¯nb XoctZi \nb{´W \nba ewL\§Ä ]pXnb hnÚm]\w hgn 

km[qIcnbv¡s¸SpIbmWv ap³ hnÚm]\§fnse hIp¸pIÄ ewLn¨ C¯cw 

tem_nIÄ¡v IqSpXÂ B\pIqey§Ä ]pXnb hnÚm]\w hgn e`yamIp¶p−v.  

 

{]IrXnhn`h§sf B{ibnbv¡p¶ kaql¯nsâbpw aÕy_Ô\¯nsâbpw \ne\nev¸pw 

`mhnbpw IStemc ]cnØnXnbpsS BtcmKy¯nÂ A[njvTnXambncnbv¡p¶p. XoctZi 

taJebpsS {]hÀ¯\§fpsS \nb{´Whpw kwc£Whpw IStemc\nhmknIfpsS 

Xmev]cy§fmsW¶v Xncn¨dnªpsIm−v IStemck¼¯nsâbpw hmkØe§fpsSbpw 

kwc£W¯n\v aÕys¯mgnemfn kaqlw hfsctbsd CSs]SepIÄ \S¯nbn«p−v. 

 

A\mtcmKyIcamb hnIk\ {]hÀ¯\§Ä¡pth−n IqSpXÂ IStemc {]tZi§Ä CMZ 

II Â DÄs¸Sp¯pI, kwc£W¯nsâ t]cnÂ IqSpXÂ {]tZi§Ä CMZ I Â DÄs¸Sp¯n 

aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsS D]Poh\¯n\v `ojWnkrjvSnbv¡pI, IqSnbmtemN\IfnÃmsX 

ISÂkwc£nX taJeIÄ {]mhÀ¯nIam¡pI XpS§nb tI{μ ]cnØnXn þ h\w 

a{´meb¯nsâ \ntj[m·Iamb kao]\§Ä Dt]£nt¨ aXnbmIq. 

 

sSdntSmdnbÂ ISÂ taJe AXmbXv Xoc¯v \n¶v ISentebv¡v 12 t\m«n¡Â ssaÂ 

{]tZiw IqSn DÄs¸Sp¯n Xoct{]tZi taJe hnIkn¸nbv¡p¶ \nÀt±iw 

aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsS D]Poh\ {]{InbbnÂ hfsctbsd XSÊ§Ä hcp¯p¶XmWv. 

aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsS ]qÀ® ]¦mfn¯t¯msS Cu {]tZiw ]cn]menbv¡s¸Spsat¶m, 

\nÀ±njvS “CMZ I” DÄs¸sSbpÅ {]tZi§fnÂ aÕy_Ô\w \S¯m\pÅ 

aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsS AhImiw kwc£nbv¡s¸Spsat¶m ]pXnb IcSv hnRvPm]\w 

hyàamIp¶nÃ. CXn\mÂ \nÀ±njvS hnRvPm]\w aÕys¯mgnemfnIfpsS 

D]Poh\¯n\pw XoctZi ]cnØnXnbv¡pw ISp¯ `ojWn krjvSnbv¡p¶p−v. 

 

Cu kmlNcy¯nÂ Xmsg¸dbp¶ Imcy§Ä IqSn HmÀ½nbv¡p¶Xv \¶mbncnbv¡psa¶p 

tXm¶p¶p.  
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1. _tbmfPnbv¡Â ssUthgvknän I¬h³jsâ (kn._n.Un) BÀ«n¡nÄ 10 (c) 

{]Imcw. 

“ kwc£W¯n\pw Ømbnbmb D]tbmK¯n\pw CW§p¶ coXnbnepÅ 

]c¼cmKX kmwkvImcnI aqey§Ä¡\pkrXambn, ssPh hn`h§fpsS 

]c¼cmKX D]tbmK coXn kwc£nbv¡pIbpw t{]mÕmln¸nbv¡pIbpw 

sNt¿−XmWv.” 
 

2. “\S¸hImitam amaqehImitam \nehnepÅ Xt±ikaql¯nsâbpw 

Xt±ihmknIfpsSbpw ]¦mfn¯w “ka{K XoctaJem ]cn]me\¯nÂ” hfsc 

{]m[m\yaÀlnbv¡p¶p.”. (dwkmÀ dkeqj³  VIII 4 bpsS A\p_Ôw þ \\hp 

{]tZi§Ä ka{K XoctaJem ]cn]me\¯nÂ DÄs¸Sp¯p¶Xn\pÅ 

\nbamhenIfpw amÀ¤\nÀt±i§fpw (]mc 38 {]n³kn¸nÄ 5). 

3. F^v. F. Hm ]pd¯nd¡nb “D¯chmZn¯ ]c aÕy_Ô\ apdIfnse (1995) 

BÀ«n¡nÄ 10þ1þ2 {]Imcw “ IStemc taJe hnhn[ Bhiy§Ä¡v 

D]bpàambXn\mÂ ChbpsS Bkq{XW¯n\pw hnIk\¯n\papÅ Xocpam\ 

{]{InbbnÂ aÕytaJem {]Xn\n[Ifpambpw aÕys¯mgnemfn 

{]Xn\n[nIfpambn IqSnbmtemNnbvt¡−Xp−v”; BÀ«n¡nÄ 10þ1þ3 {]Imcw 

“kpØnc hnIk\¯n\nW§p¶ coXnbnÂ XoctZi aÕys¯mgnemfn 

kaql¯nsâ AhImi§fpw amaqepIfpw ]cnKWn¨v XoctZi hn`h§fpsS 

D]tbmKw \nÀ®bnbv¡p¶Xn\pw Ah kzmb¯am¡p¶Xn\pw Bhiyamb 

kpØm]nX \nbaw cmPy§Ä D−mt¡−XmWv”. 
 

apIfnÂ ]dª FÃm A´ÀtZiob apdIfnepw `mcXw H¸p h¨n«pÅXn\mÂ XoctZi 

]cn]me\¯n\p th−n \nehnepÅ GXp \nbahpw Hgnhm¡p¶Xv C¯cw apdIsf 

AwKoIcn¨psIm−mbncnbv¡Ww. 
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BbXn\mÂ 1991 se XoctZi \nb{´W hnÚm]\w ]n³henbv¡m\pÅ GsXmcp 

{ias¯bpw R§Ä sam¯ambn \ncmIcnbv¡p¶tXmsSm¸w Xmsg¸dbp¶ AhImi 

Bhiy§Ä apt¶m«p hbv¡p¶p.  

 

1. aÕys¯mgnemfn kaql¯nsâ Bhiy§Ä Xr]vXnIcambn \nhÀ¯nbv¡p¶ 

coXnbnepÅ Hcp ka{K \nÀ½mWw D−mIp¶Xphsc XoctZi \nb{´W 

\nbaw (1991) AXnsâ auenI cq]¯nÂ \ne\nÀ¯pIbpw, IÀi\ambn 

\S¸nem¡pIbpw sNt¿−XmWv.  

2. XoctZi \nb{´W \nba (1991) ¯nse hyhØIfpsS CXphscbpÅ 

ewL\§Ä¡v ASnb´nc in£ \evtI−XmWv. “]cnØnXn kwc£W 

\nba¯nse” hyhØIÄ¡\pkrXambn \evtI−p¶ Cu in£m \S]SnIÄ 

ASnb´ncambn {]Jym]nbvt¡−XmWv. 

3. Hcp ka{K\nba \nÀ½mWw \S¯p¶Xphsc XoctZi \nb{´W hnRvPm]\w 

]n³henbv¡m\pÅ GsXmcp {iahpw \nÀ¯nhbvt¡−XmWv. 

4. XoctZitaJebnÂ ]c¼cmKX AhImi§fpÅ aÕys¯mgemfn 

kaqlambpw {]IrXnhn`h§sf B{ibnbv¡p¶ kaqlambpw IqSnbmtemNn¨v 

{]kvXpX ka{K \nba\nÀ½mWw (aÕys¯mgnemfn kaql¯nsâ 

D]Poh\¯n\pw XoctZi ]cnØnXnbv¡pw kwc£Ww \evIns¡m−v) 

Xmsg¸dbp¶ LSI§Ä AwKoIcn¨vsIm−v \St¯−XmWv. 

 

(a) XoctZi hn`h§Ä kwc£nbv¡pI. 

(b) XoctZi hn`h§sf B{ibnbv¡p¶ ]c¼cmKX D]Poh\apdIsfbpw 

amaqehImi§sfbpw kwc£nbv¡pI. 

(c) kaql¯nsâ ]¦mfn¯apÅ Xoc]cn]me\w Dd¸phcp¯pI.  

 

(5) assd³ ^njdokv sk³kkv (2005) Xncn¨dnª 3000 ¯ne[nIw aÕys¯mgnemfn 

{Kma§fnse A[nhmk/amaqÂ AhImi§Ä AwKoIcnbv¡pIbpw 

{IaoIcnbv¡pIbpw sNt¿−XmWv. 

(6) D]Poh\¯n\pth−n XoctZi hn`h§sf B{ibnbv¡p¶ CXc kaql§fpsS 

Xmev]cyhpw ]pXnb \nba\nÀ½mWw \S¯pt¼mÄ ]cnKWnbvt¡−XmWv.  



^òKU baòhýZùe C_Kìka� ðò @�ke iciýû aòhdùe RûZúd Éee 
@ûùfûP^û PKâùe C_iÚû_òZ \ûaò icêj 

ùP^ûA 11 Rê^þþ, 2007 
 

fl fl c›ýRòaú, iûcûRòK ùMûÂú, aê¡òRòaú, _eòùagaòZ @û\ò ù~Cñcûù^ C_Kìk iõ_\ iõelY I 
iûcê\âòK c›ýRòaúcû^ue RòaúKûe iêelû ij RWòZ ùicû^u cù^ûbûa  I C›ûjKê GK gq ]KÑû fûMò[òfû 
ù~ùZ ùaùk C_Kìk ^òdªY @�k ^òùŸðg^ûcû – 1991Kê Êûcú^û[^þþ KcòUòe aòaû\úd C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û 
aòfþþ \ßûeû _eòa�ð^ Keòaûe _âÉûa a^ý I _eòùag cªYûkd _leê C_iÚû_^ KeûMfû û  

@ûc ù\ge Z…úd @�kùe aòKûg ^ûcùe aòbò^Ü ]ßõiûbòcêLú Kû~ðý Keû~ûCQò û G iaêKê ^òdªYùe 
eLòaû ^òcù« C_Kìk @�k ^òdªY ^òùŸðg^ûcû – 1991Kê  _âPk^ Ke~ûA[òfû û Gjò ^òdc Cfx^Kûeúu 
aòeê¡ùe ùKøYiò _\ùl_ ^ò@û ^ ~ûA Gjû iÚû^ùe C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û aòfþ Kû~ðýKûeú Keò aýaiûdòK 
@bòaé¡ò Keòaû _ûAñ GK iêa‰ð iêù~ûM iéÁò KeòaûKê Êûcú^û[^þþ KcòUòe iê_ûeògùe ùLûfû _âÉûa ejòQò û  

Gjò _âÉûae C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û-2 bûMùe ajêk _eòcûYùe ÊZª @[ðù^÷ZòK ùRû^þþ, _~ðýU^ 
ùK¦â, LYò I @^ýû^ý aýaiûdòK Kû~ðý MêWòK @ûce aòÉéZ C_Kìkùe Keû~ûA_ûeòa û _ûeµûeòK iûcê\âòK 
c›ýRòaúcû^uê  ùicû^u aûiiÚkúeê aòZûWòZ Keòaû _ûAñ c¤ Gjû _[ C à̂q Keòù\a û Gjû aýZúZ 1991 
ciòjûe ^òùŸðg^ûcû _eò c›Ròaúcû^ue _ûeµûeòK I ùMûÂòMZ @]òKûe _eò Êûcú^û[^ KcòUòe _âÉûaùe 
ùKøYiò aòhd CùfäL Keû~ûA ^ûjó, ~jû ùicû^u aiZò I RòaúKû iêelûùe iûjû~ý Keòa û 

@ZúZùe C_Kìk @�k ò̂dªY ò̂ùŸðg^ûcû -1991Kê aûe´ûe (_âûd 19 [e) iek Keò 
c›Ròaúcû^ue aiZò, RòaúKû, C_Kìk @�ke iûcûRòK I _ûeò_ûgßðòK HZòjýKê ^Á Keòaû ij aýaiûdòK 
Kû~ðýKâc Keò c›Ròaúcû^uê ùicû^u @]òKûeeê a�òZ Keòaû ù~ûMêñ ùfûKu c¤ùe Zúaâ aòùeû]ú _âZòKâúdû I 
@ûù¦ûk^ ù\Lûù\A[òfû û a�ðcû^ C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û _âÉûa \ßûeû Gjò icÉ @ûù¦ûk^ I c›ýRòaúcû^ue 
iêelûKê ieKûe ùLûfû ùLûfò @aùjkû _â\gð^ KeòQ«ò û _ûeµûeòK c›ýRòaúcû^ue baòhýZ I ùicû^u 
RòaúKû C_Kìke _ûeò_ûgßðòK I Z…úd iõ_\ C_ùe ^òbðe Keò[ûG  û C_Kìk @�k aiZòùe iêelû ò̂cù« 
c›ýRòaúcûù^ @ù^K _\ùl_ ù^AQ«ò û Gjû aýZúZ ùicûù^ iûcê\âòK iõ_\ iêelû I ^òdªY Keòaû ij 
Z…úd @�ke Kû~ðýKkû_ ^òdªY ^òcù« c¤ @ù^K _\ùl_ MâjY KeòQ«ò û 

Z[û_ò ùMûÂò aòKûg ^ûcùe C_Kìka�ðú @]òKûõg @�kKê C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û-2 ^ûcùe ùNûhYû 
Keû~ûAQò û ùijò_eò C_Kìk iõelY ^òcù« C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û-1 ^òdc ùNûhYû Keû~òaûKê iÚòeùjûAQò û 
~ûjû ùLûfûùLûfò bûùa c›ýRòaúcû^u RòaúKû ^òaðûj _ûAñ ]cK i\ég û  

Gjò iõ_âiûeY \ßûeû C_Kìkeê icê\â c¤ùe 12Kò.cò. \ìeZû _~ðý« c›ýRòaúcû^u RòaúKû ^òcù« 
~ù[Á iêù~ûM ejòQò û Kò«ê Gjò C_Kìk @�k _eòPûk^û aòfùe c›ýRòaúcû^u @]òKûe I iêelû iõ_Kðùe 
ùKøYiò Vûùe CùfäL Keû~ûA ^ûjó û Gjû ijòZ c›ýRòaúcû^u ijù~ûMùe Gjò @�kKê Kò_eò ^òdªY 
Keû~ûA_ûeòa I ùicû^u ùcøkòK @]òKûe iêelû ij ùicû^ue @^ýû^ý aòKûg ùjûA_ûeòa ùi iõ_Kðùe 
KòQò c¤ CùfäL Keû~ûA^ûjó û 

 

 

 



ùZYê Gjò ^òdc _âYd^ ùjùf c›Ròaúcû^ue RòaúKû I _ûeµûeòK c›ýRòaúcû^u ij C_Kìka�ðú 
@�k C_ùe c¤ GK bdue aò_\e @ûgõKû ejòQò û 

Gjò _eòù_âhúùe @ûùccûù^ cù^ _KûAù\aûKê Pûjêñ ù~ - 

1. @û«RðûZòK ùR÷a aòaò]Zû icûùage ]ûeû 10e “M” ^ò¿Zò _âKûùe iaê ijcZ ieKûe _ûeµûeòK 
ùMûÂò I C_Kìk @]òaûiú cû^ue Z…úd i´ke C_ù~ûM I Zûe iõelYùe ijbûMúZûKê MêeêZß 
ù\ùa û  

2. ic^ßúZ C_Kìk @�ke _eòPûk^ûùe iÚû^úd @]òaûiú Z[û _ûeµûeòK ùMûÂòe @]òKûe I ijbûMòZûKê 
^ò½òZ Keòaû ^òcù« ‘eûciûe’ ^ò¿Zòe @Ác _eòùQ\, 4[ð ]ûeûe 35Zc @^êùQ\e ^òdc 5 _âKûùe 
iÚòe Keû~ûAQò û  

3. aògß Lû\ý I Kéhò iõMV^ \ßûeû 1995e _âYúZ “\ûdòZß_ì‰ð cûQceûe ^òZú^òdc” e ]ûeû 10.1.2 
_âKûùe C_Kìk @õPke ajêaò] C_ù~ûM _ûAñ c›ýRòaú I c›ùlZâ ^òbðegúk ùfûKu _eûcgð    
Reêeú û Gjûe ]ûeû 10.1.3 @^ê~ûdú C_Kìk iõ_\e Pòe«^ aòKûg ^òcù« iÚû^úd c›ýRòaú I 
C_Kìk @]òaûiú cû^ue _eûcgð I ijbûMúZûKê iaê ibý eûÁâ @ûA^Zü iò¡ KeòaûKê ùja û 
ù~ùKøYiò eÁâ C_Kìk @õPke Pe«^ _eòPûk^û _ûAñ C_ùeûq ^ò¿Zò_Kûùe Kû~ðýKeòaû CPòZ û  

ùZYê @ûùc 1991 ^òùŸðg^ûcûKê aûZòZ KeòaûKê \éX aòùeû] Keòaû ij \ûaú KeêQê ù~ -  

1. c›ýRòaúcû^ue @]òKûe iûaýÉ I \ûaú_ìeY Keòaû ^òcù« C_~êq ^òdc _âPk^ ùjaû _~ðý« 
C_Kìk @�k ^òdªY – 1991 ^òùŸðg^ûcûKê KWûKWò bûùa _ûk^ Keòaû û  

2. C_Kìk @�k ^òdªY – 1991 @^ê~ûdú  ù\Lû~ûA[òaû icÉ ùa^òdc Kû~ðý Kkû_ a¦ ^òcù« Zêe« 
_\ùl_ ^ò@û~ûC û _eòùag iêelû @ûA^ @^ê~ûdú Cfx^Kûeúuê KWû \Š aò]û^ Keû~ûC û  

3. C_Kìk @�k ^òdªY ^òùŸðg^ûcû – 1991Kê _eòa�ð^ Keû~òaû _ûAñ Pûfò[òaû icÉ ùPÁûKê iÚMòZ 
eLû~ûC û 

4. iûcê\âòK c›ýRòaú cû^ue Rúa^ RòaúKû I iûcê\âòK _eòùag iêelû ^òcù« _ûeµûeòK c›ýRòaú, 
iûcê\âòK iõ_\ iêelû ^òcù« AQêK aýqòcû^u (ù~Cñcû^u C_Kìk @�kùe iû]ûeY @]òKûe ejòQò) 
ij @ûùfûP^û Keò GK ^òdc _âYd^ Keòaû CPòZþþ ~ûjû ^òcÜfòLòZ aòhd C_ùe @]òK MêeêZßûùeû_ 
Keê[òa û  

- C_Kìke iêelû  

– Z…úd iõ_\, iû]ûeY @]òKûe iêelû I iûcê\âòK c›ýRòaúcû^u RòaúKû iêelû û 

- ùMûÂú I _ûeµûeòK c›ýKcðúu ijù~ûMùe C_Kìk @õPk _eòPûk^û û  

5. 2005 ciòjûe iûcê\âòK c›ýi´k _eòiõLýû^Kê @û]ûeKeò bûeZe C_Kìka�ðò _âûd 3000 iûcê\âòK 
c›ýRòaú  MâûcMêWòKe icÉ @]òaûiúcû^uê PòjÜU Keû~ûC û ùicû^u ùcøkòK @]òKûee ij ùicû^uê 
C_Kìk @�kùe aiZò I aýajûe ^òcù« @^êcZò \ò@û~ûC û  

6. @^ýû^ý ùMûÂú ù~Cñcûù^ ^òR RòaúKû ^òaðûj Keòaû _ûAñ Z…úd iõ_\ C_ùe ò̂bðe Ke«ò ùicû^uê 
^ìZ^ ^òdc _âYd^ Keòaû icdùe aòPûeKê ^ò@û~ûC û  
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èìŸè¬ó ñ‡èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìôˆìôˆFŸ° «ïóM¼‚FŸ° «ïóM¼‚°‹ Üð£ò‹ °Pˆî «îCò‚ °‹ Üð£ò‹ °Pˆî «îCò‚ 
èô‰î£«ô£ê¬ùJ¡ ÜP‚¬èèô‰î£«ô£ê¬ùJ¡ ÜP‚¬è  
(ªê¡¬ù(ªê¡¬ù 11, ü¨¡ 2007) 11, ü¨¡ 2007)  

Þ‰Fò£M¡ ô†ê‚èí‚è£ù eùõ ñ‚èÀ‹ èìŸÞ‰Fò£M¡ ô†ê‚èí‚è£ù eùõ ñ‚èÀ‹ èìŸè¬óè¬ó õ÷ƒè¬÷ õ÷ƒè¬÷»‹ c®ˆî ñóð£ù »‹ c®ˆî ñóð£ù 
õ£›‚¬è º¬ø¬ò»‹ è£ŠðFõ£›‚¬è º¬ø¬ò»‹ è£ŠðF™™ Ý˜õºœ÷ è™Mò£÷˜èÀ‹ êÍè Ü¬ñŠ¹èÀ‹ Ý˜õºœ÷ è™Mò£÷˜èÀ‹ êÍè Ü¬ñŠ¹èÀ‹,,  
îƒèO¡ èõ¬ôèÀ‹ âF˜Š¹‹ ²ŸÁ„Åö™ õùˆ¶¬ø Ü¬ñ„êèˆF¡ «è÷£ îƒèO¡ èõ¬ôèÀ‹ âF˜Š¹‹ ²ŸÁ„Åö™ õùˆ¶¬ø Ü¬ñ„êèˆF¡ «è÷£ 
ªêMè¬÷ â†ìM™ªêMè¬÷ â†ìM™¬ô â¡ðî£™ è´‹ ¬ô â¡ðî£™ è´‹ ÜF˜„CÜF˜„C Ü¬ì‰¶œ÷ù˜.  Ü¬ì‰¶œ÷ù˜. èìŸè¬ó èìŸè¬ó 
å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô ÜPM‚¬èÜPM‚¬è-- 1991 1991   (Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) Notification of 
1991) õNòÂŠðŠð†´, Ü‰î ÞìˆF™ õNòÂŠðŠð†´, Ü‰î ÞìˆF™ ²õ£Iï£î¡ ÜP‚¬è¬ò Ü®Šð¬ìò£è‚ ²õ£Iï£î¡ ÜP‚¬è¬ò Ü®Šð¬ìò£è‚ 
ªè£‡ì ªè£‡ì è´‹ Mõ£îˆFŸ°Kò è´‹ Mõ£îˆFŸ°Kò èìŸèìŸèè¬ó «ñô£‡¬ñ ÜPM‚¬è¬ó «ñô£‡¬ñ ÜPM‚¬è   (Coastal Zone 
Management (CZM) Notification) õõóM¼‚Aø¶. óM¼‚Aø¶.   

ÜN«õŸð´ˆî‚Ã®ò ÜN«õŸð´ˆî‚Ã®ò ''õ÷˜„Cõ÷˜„C''  ïìõ®‚¬èèO¡ Þô‚è£è ïñ¶ èìŸè¬ó  ïìõ®‚¬èèO¡ Þô‚è£è ïñ¶ èìŸè¬ó 
ªñ¡«ñ½‹ ÝAõ¼Aø¶. ªñ¡«ñ½‹ ÝAõ¼Aø¶. ÜîŸ«èŸøõ£ÁÜîŸ«èŸøõ£Á èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô  èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô 
ÜøM‚¬èÜøM‚¬è-- 1991 1991  õEè ïô¡ ªè£‡«ì£˜èœ ªè£´ˆî ªï¼‚è®‚° ãŸð 19 º¬ø  õEè ïô¡ ªè£‡«ì£˜èœ ªè£´ˆî ªï¼‚è®‚° ãŸð 19 º¬ø 
ªî£ì˜‰¶ F¼ˆîŠð†ì¶. ªî£ì˜‰¶ F¼ˆîŠð†ì¶. Þ‰îŠ H¡ùEJ™ èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô Þ‰îŠ H¡ùEJ™ èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô 
ÜPM‚¬èÜPM‚¬è-- 1991 1991--ä ä ºŸÚì£è åNˆ¶Mì º®¾ ªêŒòºŸÚì£è åNˆ¶Mì º®¾ ªêŒòŠð†´œ÷¶. Üî¡ ÞìˆF™ Šð†´œ÷¶. Üî¡ ÞìˆF™ 
ªè£‡´õóŠðìM¼‚°‹ èìŸè¬ó «ñô£‡¬ñ ñ‡ìô ªè£‡´õóŠðìM¼‚°‹ èìŸè¬ó «ñô£‡¬ñ ñ‡ìô ÜPM‚¬è èìŸèÜPM‚¬è èìŸè¬¬ó¬ò ó¬ò 
«ñ½‹ «ñ½‹ ÜFèñ£è ÜFèñ£è õEèñòñ£‚°‹ õEèñòñ£‚°‹ è‡Í®ˆîùñ£ù ïìõ®‚¬è«ò Ü¡P è‡Í®ˆîùñ£ù ïìõ®‚¬è«ò Ü¡P 
«õø™ô.«õø™ô.  

ñ‡ìôƒè¬÷Š HKˆ¶œ÷ º¬ø, °PŠð£è, ñ‡ìôƒè¬÷Š HKˆ¶œ÷ º¬ø, °PŠð£è, èìŸè¬ó «ñô£‡¬ñ ñ‡ìô‹ 2èìŸè¬ó «ñô£‡¬ñ ñ‡ìô‹ 2  
HK‚èŠð†´œ÷ º¬ø CøŠ¹Š ªð£¼÷£î£ó ñ‡ìôƒèœ, ¶¬øºèƒèœ, ²ŸÁô£ˆ HK‚èŠð†´œ÷ º¬ø CøŠ¹Š ªð£¼÷£î£ó ñ‡ìôƒèœ, ¶¬øºèƒèœ, ²ŸÁô£ˆ 
î÷ƒèœ, ²óƒèƒèœ «ð£¡øî÷ƒèœ, ²óƒèƒèœ «ð£¡øõŸP¡ â‡E‚¬è¬è¬ò ÜFèŠð´ˆ¶õîŸè£ù õŸP¡ â‡E‚¬è¬è¬ò ÜFèŠð´ˆ¶õîŸè£ù 
õN¬ò Ü¬ñ‚Aø¶. õN¬ò Ü¬ñ‚Aø¶. «ñ½‹, ²õ£Iï£î¡ ÜP‚¬è«ñ½‹, ²õ£Iï£î¡ ÜP‚¬èJ¡ ðK‰¶¬óèJ¡ ðK‰¶¬óèœœ  eùõ ñ‚èO¡ eùõ ñ‚èO¡ 
ñóð£ù ñŸÁ‹ ï¬ìº¬øJ™ àœ÷ eùõ ñ‚èO¡ õ£Nì àK¬ñè¬÷‚ ñóð£ù ñŸÁ‹ ï¬ìº¬øJ™ àœ÷ eùõ ñ‚èO¡ õ£Nì àK¬ñè¬÷‚ 
è‡´ªè£œ÷£î¶ «ð£ô«õ, è‡´ªè£œ÷£î¶ «ð£ô«õ, èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô ÜPM‚¬è eùõ ñ‚èœ èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ ñ‡ìô ÜPM‚¬è eùõ ñ‚èœ 
Üõ˜èO¡ õ£Nì‹ ñŸÁ‹ Üõ˜èO¡ õ£Nì‹ ñŸÁ‹ ð£ó‹ðKòð£ó‹ðKò ï¬ìº¬ø àK¬ñèO¡ ð®»‹ e¡ H®  ï¬ìº¬ø àK¬ñèO¡ ð®»‹ e¡ H® 
ñŸÁ‹ ðò¡ð´ˆFòñŸÁ‹ ðò¡ð´ˆFò ÞìƒèO™ Þ¼‰¶  ÞìƒèO™ Þ¼‰¶ ÜèŸÁõîŸ° õN«òŸð´ˆ¶Aø¶. ÜèŸÁõîŸ° õN«òŸð´ˆ¶Aø¶.   

èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ MFèœ 1991¡ W›, 1991 ºî™ èìŸè¬ó å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ MFèœ 1991¡ W›, 1991 ºî™ Hóî£ùñ£è õEè ïô¡ Hóî£ùñ£è õEè ïô¡ 
ªè£‡«ì£˜ªè£‡«ì£˜, èìŸè¬óŠ ð°FJ¡ , èìŸè¬óŠ ð°FJ¡ êÍè ²ŸÁ„Åö™ åˆF¬ê¾‚°‹, ñóð£ù êÍè ²ŸÁ„Åö™ åˆF¬ê¾‚°‹, ñóð£ù 
õõ£›£›õî£óˆFŸ°‹ ð£FŠ¹ ãŸð´ˆ¶‹ õ¬èJ™ ïìˆFõ‰î õî£óˆFŸ°‹ ð£FŠ¹ ãŸð´ˆ¶‹ õ¬èJ™ ïìˆFõ‰î MFeø™èœ Ü¬ùˆ¶‹MFeø™èœ Ü¬ùˆ¶‹, , 
¹Fò ÜPM‚¬èò£™ ãŸèŠð†´M´‹. ¹Fò ÜPM‚¬èò£™ ãŸèŠð†´M´‹. Ü¶Ü¶ º‰¬îò ÜPM‚¬è¬ò  º‰¬îò ÜPM‚¬è¬ò 
è‡Í®ˆîùñ£è‡Í®ˆîùñ£è eP õ‰î õEè ïô¡ ªè£‡«ì£¼‚° õöƒèŠð´‹ ê½¬èò£è è eP õ‰î õEè ïô¡ ªè£‡«ì£¼‚° õöƒèŠð´‹ ê½¬èò£è 
Ü¬ñ»‹. Ü¬ñ»‹.   

e¡ ªî£N½‹ Þîó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷ ñ‚èœ õ£›õîŸ°‹e¡ ªî£N½‹ Þîó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷ ñ‚èœ õ£›õîŸ°‹ èìŸè¬ó„  èìŸè¬ó„ 
àJ˜„Åö™ ªê¿¬ñò£ùî£è Þ¼Šð¶ ÜõCòñ£ùî£°‹. àJ˜„Åö™ ªê¿¬ñò£ùî£è Þ¼Šð¶ ÜõCòñ£ùî£°‹. èìŸè¬ó õ£Nìƒè¬÷Š èìŸè¬ó õ£Nìƒè¬÷Š 
ðô¡î¼‹ õ¬èJ™ ð£¶è£Šð¶‹ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìôˆF™ ï¬ìªðÁ‹ ðô¡î¼‹ õ¬èJ™ ð£¶è£Šð¶‹ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìôˆF™ ï¬ìªðÁ‹ 
ïìõ®‚¬èè¬÷ å¿ƒ°ð´ˆ¶õ¶‹ ïìõ®‚¬èè¬÷ å¿ƒ°ð´ˆ¶õ¶‹ èìŸè¬ó õ£› ñ‚èO¡ ïô¬ù ñèìŸè¬ó õ£› ñ‚èO¡ ïô¬ù ñùF™ ùF™ 
ªè£‡´ ªêŒòŠðì «õ‡´‹. ªè£‡´ ªêŒòŠðì «õ‡´‹.   èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷Š ð£¶è£ŠðîŸ° èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷Š ð£¶è£ŠðîŸ° 
èìŸè¬ó õ£› ñ‚èœ ð™«õÁ º¡ºòŸCè¬÷ â´ˆ¶ õ‰F¼‚Aø£˜èœ â¡ð¬î»‹ èìŸè¬ó õ£› ñ‚èœ ð™«õÁ º¡ºòŸCè¬÷ â´ˆ¶ õ‰F¼‚Aø£˜èœ â¡ð¬î»‹ 
ñùF™ ªè£œ÷ «õ‡´‹.ñùF™ ªè£œ÷ «õ‡´‹.  

èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìôˆF¡ IèŠªð¼‹ ð°F c®ˆî õ÷˜„C Ü™ô£îèìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìôˆF¡ IèŠªð¼‹ ð°F c®ˆî õ÷˜„C Ü™ô£îõŸÁ‚è£ù õŸÁ‚è£ù 
ñ‡ìô‹ 2 ñ‡ìô‹ 2 â¡ðî£è â¡ðî£è ÜPM‚èŠð†®¼‚è,ÜPM‚èŠð†®¼‚è,  ð£¶è£‚èŠðì «õ‡´‹ â¡Á  ð£¶è£‚èŠðì «õ‡´‹ â¡Á 
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ÜPM‚èŠð†®¼‚°‹ ñ‡ìô‹ 1 ñÜPM‚èŠð†®¼‚°‹ ñ‡ìô‹ 1 ñ‚èO¡ ðƒªè´Š¹ Þ™ô£î‚èO¡ ðƒªè´Š¹ Þ™ô£îî£è Þ¼Šî£è Þ¼Šðð¶,¶,  
²ŸÁ„Åö™ õù²ŸÁ„Åö™ õùˆ¶¬øJ¡ ˆ¶¬øJ¡ å¼å¼ î¬ôð†êñ£ù  î¬ôð†êñ£ù   Üµ°º¬øJ¡ õóô£Ÿ¬ø ¬õˆ¶Š Üµ°º¬øJ¡ õóô£Ÿ¬ø ¬õˆ¶Š 
ð£˜‚°‹«ð£¶ð£˜‚°‹«ð£¶,,   eùõ ñ‚èO¡ õ£›õ£î£ó‹ I°‰î Ü„²Áˆî½‚° àœ÷£eùõ ñ‚èO¡ õ£›õ£î£ó‹ I°‰î Ü„²Áˆî½‚° àœ÷£‚‚°‹ °‹ 
õ£ŒŠ¬ð à¼õ£‚A»œ÷¶.õ£ŒŠ¬ð à¼õ£‚A»œ÷¶.  

ÞïFò‚ èìŸð°FJ™ 12 èì™¬ñ™èœ õ¬óJô£ù ð°F¬ò èìŸè¬ó ñÞïFò‚ èìŸð°FJ™ 12 èì™¬ñ™èœ õ¬óJô£ù ð°F¬ò èìŸè¬ó ñ‡‡ìôˆF™ ìôˆF™ 
«ê˜Šð¶ â¡ø MKõ£‚è«ê˜Šð¶ â¡ø MKõ£‚è‹‹ eùõ êÍèˆF¡ e¶ ªð¼‹ î£‚èƒ eùõ êÍèˆF¡ e¶ ªð¼‹ î£‚èƒè¬÷ ãŸð´ˆ¶‹. è¬÷ ãŸð´ˆ¶‹. 
Ýù£™, Þ‰îŠ ð°FÝù£™, Þ‰îŠ ð°F, ñ‡ìô‹ 1 à†ðì,, ñ‡ìô‹ 1 à†ðì,  eùõ êÍèˆF¡ º¿ ðƒªè´Š«ð£´  eùõ êÍèˆF¡ º¿ ðƒªè´Š«ð£´ 
G˜õ£è‹ ªêŒòŠ´‹ â¡Á‹ ÞŠð°FJ™ e¡ H®Šð¶ â¡ø Üõ˜èO¡ àK¬ñ G˜õ£è‹ ªêŒòŠ´‹ â¡Á‹ ÞŠð°FJ™ e¡ H®Šð¶ â¡ø Üõ˜èO¡ àK¬ñ 
ð£¶è£‚èŠð´‹ «ñ‹ð´ˆîŠð´‹ â¡Áð£¶è£‚èŠð´‹ «ñ‹ð´ˆîŠð´‹ â¡Á‹‹  ÜPM‚¬èJ¡ ïè™ ªîOõ£è‚   ÜPM‚¬èJ¡ ïè™ ªîOõ£è‚ 
°PŠHìM™¬ô. °PŠHìM™¬ô.   

âù«õ, º¡¬õ‚èŠð†®¼‚°‹ ÜPM‚¬è èìâù«õ, º¡¬õ‚èŠð†®¼‚°‹ ÜPM‚¬è èìŸèŸè¬ó eùõ„êÍèˆFŸ°‹ èìŸè¬ó„ ¬ó eùõ„êÍèˆFŸ°‹ èìŸè¬ó„ 
²ŸÁ„Åö½‚°‹ ²ŸÁ„Åö½‚°‹ I°‰î I°‰î Üð£ò‹ M¬÷MŠðî£è Þ¼‚Aø¶. Üð£ò‹ M¬÷MŠðî£è Þ¼‚Aø¶.     

Þ‰î„ÅöL™ H¡õ¼õùõŸ¬ø G¬ù¾ð´ˆ¶õ¶ ªð£¼ˆîñ£ùî£è Þ¼‚°‹:Þ‰î„ÅöL™ H¡õ¼õùõŸ¬ø G¬ù¾ð´ˆ¶õ¶ ªð£¼ˆîñ£ùî£è Þ¼‚°‹:  

1. 1. ð™½J˜„Åö™ °Pˆî ªð£¶ åŠð‰îˆF¡ð™½J˜„Åö™ °Pˆî ªð£¶ åŠð‰îˆF¡  (Convention on Biological Diversity -CBD)  

HKHK¾¾ 10  10 (c) H¡õ¼ñ£Á  H¡õ¼ñ£Á õNè£†´õNè£†´Aø¶: Aø¶: ð£ð£¶è£ˆî™ Ü™¶è£ˆî™ Ü™ôô¶¶ c® c®ˆî ðò¡ð£†´ˆ ˆî ðò¡ð£†´ˆ 
«î¬õèÀ‚°Š ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù õ¬èJ™ àœ÷ «î¬õèÀ‚°Š ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù õ¬èJ™ àœ÷ ð£ó£‹ðKò ð‡ð£†´ð£ó£‹ðKò ð‡ð£†´  
ïì¬ìº¬øèÀ‚°Š ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù õ¬èJ™ àJKò™ õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷Š ïì¬ìº¬øèÀ‚°Š ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù õ¬èJ™ àJKò™ õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷Š 
ðò¡ð´ˆ¶‹ ð£ó£‹ðKò º¬øè¬÷Š ð£¶è£‚è¾‹ ðò¡ð´ˆ¶‹ ð£ó£‹ðKò º¬øè¬÷Š ð£¶è£‚è¾‹ Üšõ¬èŠðò¡ð´è¬÷ Üšõ¬èŠðò¡ð´è¬÷ 
á‚°M‚è¾‹ «õ‡´‹.á‚°M‚è¾‹ «õ‡´‹.    

2.2.   æ¼ƒA¬í‰î èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô G˜õ£èˆF™ æ¼ƒA¬í‰î èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô G˜õ£èˆF™ ê¶Š¹ GôŠ Hó„ê¬ùè¬÷ ê¶Š¹ GôŠ Hó„ê¬ùè¬÷ 
Þ¬íŠðîŸè£ù «è£†ð£´èÀ‹ õNè£†´î™èÀ‹Þ¬íŠðîŸè£ù «è£†ð£´èÀ‹ õNè£†´î™èÀ‹    (Principles and guidelines for 

incorporating wetland issues into Integrated Coastal Zone Management -ICZM) â¡ø ó£‹ê£˜ â¡ø ó£‹ê£˜ 
b˜ñ£ùƒèO¡b˜ñ£ùƒèO¡  VIII.4  (( Ramsar Resolution VIII.4)   Þ¬íŠH¡ ðˆF 38 «è£†ð£´ 5 Þ¬íŠH¡ ðˆF 38 «è£†ð£´ 5 
H¡õ¼ñ£Á ªê£™Aø¶:H¡õ¼ñ£Á ªê£™Aø¶:   âƒªè™ô£‹ àœÙ˜ ñ‚èÀ‹ ñ‡E¡ ¬ñ‰î˜èÀ‹ âƒªè™ô£‹ àœÙ˜ ñ‚èÀ‹ ñ‡E¡ ¬ñ‰î˜èÀ‹ 
èìŸè¬óJ¡ e¶ ð£ó£‹ðKò àK¬ñ Ü™ô¶ àì¬ñ ªè£‡®¼‚Aø£˜è«÷£ èìŸè¬óJ¡ e¶ ð£ó£‹ðKò àK¬ñ Ü™ô¶ àì¬ñ ªè£‡®¼‚Aø£˜è«÷£ 
Üƒªè™ô£‹ å¼ƒA¬í‰î Üƒªè™ô£‹ å¼ƒA¬í‰î èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô G˜õ£èˆF™ Üõ˜èœ ðƒªè´Šð¶ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô G˜õ£èˆF™ Üõ˜èœ ðƒªè´Šð¶ 
º‚Aòñ£ùî£°‹.º‚Aòñ£ùî£°‹.  

3. 3. ªð£ÁŠ¹œ÷ e¡ H®ˆ ªî£N™ ªïPºªð£ÁŠ¹œ÷ e¡ H®ˆ ªî£N™ ªïPº¬ø¬øèœ ðŸPò 1995 Ý‹ Ý‡´ èœ ðŸPò 1995 Ý‹ Ý‡´ FAO  
°Pf†®¡ HK¾ 10.1.2 H¡õ¼ñ£Á ªê£™Aø¶:°Pf†®¡ HK¾ 10.1.2 H¡õ¼ñ£Á ªê£™Aø¶:       èìŸè¬óèìŸè¬óŠ ð°FJ¡ ð¡ºèŠ Š ð°FJ¡ ð¡ºèŠ 
ðò¡ð£†¬ì‚ è¼ˆF™ªè£‡´ e¡H®ˆ¶¬øðò¡ð£†¬ì‚ è¼ˆF™ªè£‡´ e¡H®ˆ¶¬ø,,   eùõ êÍè‹ ñŸÁ‹ èìŸè¬ó eùõ êÍè‹ ñŸÁ‹ èìŸè¬ó 
G˜õ£è‹ ñŸÁ‹ G˜õ£è‹ ñŸÁ‹ ÷˜„C ïìõ®‚¬è ÷˜„C ïìõ®‚¬è F†ìIìL™ ªî£ì˜¹¬ìò F†ìIìL™ ªî£ì˜¹¬ìò ñŸøõ˜èO¡ ñŸøõ˜èO¡ 
HóFGFèHóFGFèœœ,,  º®ªõ´‚°‹ ï¬ìº¬øJ™ ðƒªè´Šð¬î Üó² àˆFóõ£î‹ ªêŒò  º®ªõ´‚°‹ ï¬ìº¬øJ™ ðƒªè´Šð¬î Üó² àˆFóõ£î‹ ªêŒò 
«õ‡´‹. «õ‡´‹.   

«ñ½‹ HK¾ 10.1.3 ªê£™Aø¶: «ñ½‹ HK¾ 10.1.3 ªê£™Aø¶: c®ˆî õ÷˜„C‚°c®ˆî õ÷˜„C‚° ªð£¼ˆîñ£è Þ¼‚°‹ Ü÷¾‚°  ªð£¼ˆîñ£è Þ¼‚°‹ Ü÷¾‚° 
èìŸè¬óèìŸè¬ó eùõ eùõ  êÍèƒèO¡ ð£ó£‹ðKò àK¬ñ ñŸÁ‹ ñóð£ù ï¬ìº¬øè¬÷‚  êÍèƒèO¡ ð£ó£‹ðKò àK¬ñ ñŸÁ‹ ñóð£ù ï¬ìº¬øè¬÷‚ 
èí‚A™ ªè£‡´ èí‚A™ ªè£‡´ èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ðò¡ð´ˆ¶õ¶ ñŸÁ‹ ÜõŸ¬ø èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ðò¡ð´ˆ¶õ¶ ñŸÁ‹ ÜõŸ¬ø 
Üµ°õ¬î ÝÀ¬è ªêŒõÜµ°õ¬î ÝÀ¬è ªêŒõ¬¬îˆ b˜ñ£Q‚°‹ õ¬èJ™ ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù GÁõù îˆ b˜ñ£Q‚°‹ õ¬èJ™ ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù GÁõù 
ñŸÁ‹ ê†ì gFò£ù è†ì¬ñŠ¹ å¡¬ø Üó² õ÷˜ˆªî´‚è «õ‡´‹.ñŸÁ‹ ê†ì gFò£ù è†ì¬ñŠ¹ å¡¬ø Üó² õ÷˜ˆªî´‚è «õ‡´‹.  
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ïñ¶ Þ‰Fò Üó² Þ‰î ê˜õ«îê ªð£¶ åŠð‰îƒèœ ñŸÁ‹ ãŸð£´èO™ ïñ¶ Þ‰Fò Üó² Þ‰î ê˜õ«îê ªð£¶ åŠð‰îƒèœ ñŸÁ‹ ãŸð£´èO™ 
¬èªò£Šð‹ Þ†®¼Šðî£™ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô¬èªò£Šð‹ Þ†®¼Šðî£™ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô G˜õ£è‹ ªî£ì˜ð£ù â‰î ê†ì  G˜õ£è‹ ªî£ì˜ð£ù â‰î ê†ì 
ãŸð£´‹ ÜõŸÁ‚°Š ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù õ¬èJ™ Ü¬ñò «õ‡´‹.ãŸð£´‹ ÜõŸÁ‚°Š ªð£¼ˆîñ£ù õ¬èJ™ Ü¬ñò «õ‡´‹.  

âù«õ, ï£ƒèœ, 1991 ÜPM‚¬èâù«õ, ï£ƒèœ, 1991 ÜPM‚¬è¬ò ñ£ŸÁõîŸè£ù Ü¬ùˆ¶ ºòŸCè¬÷»‹ ¬ò ñ£ŸÁõîŸè£ù Ü¬ùˆ¶ ºòŸCè¬÷»‹ 
ñÁîOˆ¶ H¡õ¼ñ£Á «è£¼A«ø£‹:ñÁîOˆ¶ H¡õ¼ñ£Á «è£¼A«ø£‹:   

1. 1. eùõ êÍèˆF¡ «î¬õèœ Ü¬ùˆ¬î»‹ Ì˜ˆF ªêŒAø å¼ƒA¬í‰î ¹Fò eùõ êÍèˆF¡ «î¬õèœ Ü¬ùˆ¬î»‹ Ì˜ˆF ªêŒAø å¼ƒA¬í‰î ¹Fò 
ê†ì õ®ªõ£¡Á G¬ø«õŸøŠð´‹ õ¬óJ™ ê†ì õ®ªõ£¡Á G¬ø«õŸøŠð´‹ õ¬óJ™ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ èìŸè¬ó ñ‡ìô å¿ƒè¬ñ¾ 
MFèœ 1991 ºîL™ Ü¶ G¬ø«õŸøŠð†ì à‡¬ñò£ù õ®M™ ïìŠH™ Þ¼‚è MFèœ 1991 ºîL™ Ü¶ G¬ø«õŸøŠð†ì à‡¬ñò£ù õ®M™ ïìŠH™ Þ¼‚è 
«õ‡´‹. «õ‡´‹.   

2. 2. èìŸè¬ó «ñ£ô£‡¬ñ MFèœ 1991 ÜPM‚¬èìŸè¬ó «ñ£ô£‡¬ñ MFèœ 1991 ÜPM‚¬èJ¡ W› ªêŒòŠð†ì Ü¬ùˆ¶ èJ¡ W› ªêŒòŠð†ì Ü¬ùˆ¶ 
MF eø™èÀ‚°‹ Üõêó ÜõCòˆ¶ì¡ î‡ì¬ù õöƒèŠðì «õ‡´‹.  MF eø™èÀ‚°‹ Üõêó ÜõCòˆ¶ì¡ î‡ì¬ù õöƒèŠðì «õ‡´‹.  
²ŸÁ„Åö™ ð£¶è£Š¹„ ê†ìˆF¡ ð® î‡ì¬ùèœ àìù®ò£è ÜPM‚èŠðì ²ŸÁ„Åö™ ð£¶è£Š¹„ ê†ìˆF¡ ð® î‡ì¬ùèœ àìù®ò£è ÜPM‚èŠðì 
«õ‡´‹. «õ‡´‹.   

3. å¼ƒA¬í‰î ê†ìªñ£¡Á ÞòŸøŠð´‹ õ¬óJ™ 3. å¼ƒA¬í‰î ê†ìªñ£¡Á ÞòŸøŠð´‹ õ¬óJ™ ÜîŸ° ñ£Ÿø£è â´‚èŠð´‹ ÜîŸ° ñ£Ÿø£è â´‚èŠð´‹ 
ºòŸCèœ Ü¬ùˆ¶‹ GÁˆîŠðì «õ‡´‹.ºòŸCèœ Ü¬ùˆ¶‹ GÁˆîŠðì «õ‡´‹.  

4. 4.   Ü) èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷Š ð£¶è£ˆî™Ü) èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷Š ð£¶è£ˆî™  

  Ý) Ý) èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷ èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷ ð£ó‹ðKò ðò¡ð£´èð£ó‹ðKò ðò¡ð£´è¬÷»¬÷»‹ ‹   
  c®ˆîc®ˆî î¡¬ñ»œ÷ ñóð£ù õ£›õ£î£ó ï¬ìº¬øè¬÷»‹ ð£¶è£Šð¶ î¡¬ñ»œ÷ ñóð£ù õ£›õ£î£ó ï¬ìº¬øè¬÷»‹ ð£¶è£Šð¶  
  Þ) ñ‚è¬÷ Ü®Š¬ìò£è‚ ªè£‡ì ñŸÁ‹ ñ‚èœ ðƒªè´‚°‹ èìŸè¬ó Þ) ñ‚è¬÷ Ü®Š¬ìò£è‚ ªè£‡ì ñŸÁ‹ ñ‚èœ ðƒªè´‚°‹ èìŸè¬ó 
  G˜õ£è‹G˜õ£è‹  
ÝAòõŸÁ‚è£è,ÝAòõŸÁ‚è£è,   

ªð£¶ èô‰î£«ô£ê¬ùªð£¶ èô‰î£«ô£ê¬ù»ì¡»ì¡, °PŠð£è eùõ˜èœ ñŸÁ‹ Þîó èìŸè¬ó õ÷ , °PŠð£è eùõ˜èœ ñŸÁ‹ Þîó èìŸè¬ó õ÷ 
Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷, ÜõŸP¡ e¶ ð£ó£‹ðKÝî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷, ÜõŸP¡ e¶ ð£ó£‹ðKò àK¬ñ»œ÷ ñ‚èO¡ ò àK¬ñ»œ÷ ñ‚èO¡ 
èô‰î£«ô£ê¬ù»ì¡èô‰î£«ô£ê¬ù»ì¡ (èìŸè¬ó ²ŸÁ„Åö™ ñŸÁ‹ èìŸè¬ó„ êÍèƒèO¡  (èìŸè¬ó ²ŸÁ„Åö™ ñŸÁ‹ èìŸè¬ó„ êÍèƒèO¡ 
õ£›õ£î£óˆ¬îŠ ð£¶è£ŠðîŸè£è) æ˜ å¼ƒA¬í‰î ê†ì‹ å¡Á ÞòŸøŠðì õ£›õ£î£óˆ¬îŠ ð£¶è£ŠðîŸè£è) æ˜ å¼ƒA¬í‰î ê†ì‹ å¡Á ÞòŸøŠðì 
«õ‡´‹. «õ‡´‹.   

5. 2005 Ý‹ Ý‡´ «ñŸªè£œ÷Šð†ì èì™ eùõ˜èœ èí‚ªè´ŠH™ 5. 2005 Ý‹ Ý‡´ «ñŸªè£œ÷Šð†ì èì™ eùõ˜èœ èí‚ªè´ŠH™ (Marine 
Fisheries Census, 2005) Þù‹ è£íŠð†ì 3000ˆFŸ°‹ «ñŸð†ì Þù‹ è£íŠð†ì 3000ˆFŸ°‹ «ñŸð†ì 
eùõ‚Aó£ñƒèO¡ eùõ‚Aó£ñƒèO¡ GG˜íò‹ ªêŒòð†ì ñŸÁ‹ ð£ó‹ðKò èìŸè¬ó àð«ò£è‹ ˜íò‹ ªêŒòð†ì ñŸÁ‹ ð£ó‹ðKò èìŸè¬ó àð«ò£è‹ 
ÜƒWèK‚èŠð†´ º¬ø¬ñ ð´ˆîŠðì «õ‡´‹.ÜƒWèK‚èŠð†´ º¬ø¬ñ ð´ˆîŠðì «õ‡´‹.  

6. îƒèO¡ õ£›MŸè£è ð£ó£‹ðKòñ£è èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷ 6. îƒèO¡ õ£›MŸè£è ð£ó£‹ðKòñ£è èìŸè¬ó õ÷ Ýî£óƒè¬÷ ï‹H»œ÷ 
ñ‚èO¡ ïô¡èÀ‹ ¹Fò ê†ì‹ ÞòŸøŠð´‹«ð£¶ èí‚A™ â´ˆ¶‚ªè£œ÷Šðì ñ‚èO¡ ïô¡èÀ‹ ¹Fò ê†ì‹ ÞòŸøŠð´‹«ð£¶ èí‚A™ â´ˆ¶‚ªè£œ÷Šðì 
«õ‡´‹.«õ‡´‹.  

ªê¡¬ùªê¡¬ù  
11, ü¨¡ 200711, ü¨¡ 2007  
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                                                                                                            07.8.2007 
PRESS RELEASE 

To 
The Editor / Chief Reporter/ Correspondent /  
News Director / Station Director  
  
Sir / Madam, 
  
National Campaign Against CZM Notification goes for National Protest Action on Quit India 
Day, 9th August 2007 . Fisher people and other coastal communities are calling upon the 
Government of India to halt all policies, laws and notifications that are causing destruction of 
coastal lands, environment, fisheries and natural resources. The decision for this Nationwide 
Protest was taken at a National Consultation organised by National Fishworkers Forum in 
Chennai in the light of renewed efforts by MoEF to dismantle the CRZ Notification 1991 and 
replace it with a new CZM Notification. Fisher people and coastal communities will defend their 
coastal lands, environment, and marine resources and will not allow the ante people Coastal 
Zone Management (CZM) to be notified or implemented.  
  
Numerous petitions, postcards, faxes and memoranda containing thousands of signatures have 
been sent to the Prime Minister (also Minister for Environment and Forest), Minister for 
Agriculture, the Secretary of Environment and Forests and the Chief Ministers of coastal states, 
demanding halt of the proposed Coastal Zone Management Notification 2007 and stringent 
implementation of the Coastal Regulation Zone Notification 1991 in its original form by 
repealing all the amendments. There were repeated request for immediate consultation with all 
the stakeholders including the traditional fishing community. But unfortunately the Ministry of 
Environment and Forest failed to show any sensitivity to the demands of the coastal communities 
and left us with no other choice but to go for this National Protest on 9th August 2007 - 
International Day of Indigenous People - to assert our inalienable right on the coastal zone.  
  
We request you to depute a Senior Reporter / Photographer to provide adequate coverage of the 
agitation in your esteemed News Paper / Magazine / T.V.  
Network. 
  
A list of major venues of the mobilization and contact persons is appended for your convenience 
and ready reference.  
  
Thanking you, 
Yours sincerely, 



  
(Delhi Secretariat) 
for National Campaign Against CZM Notification 
  

NATIONAL CAMPAIGN AGAINST CZM 
NOTIFICATION 

Central Office: c/o NFF, 20/4 Sil Lane, Kolkata -700 015. Tel: 033-2328398, Email: nffcal3@vsnl.com 
Delhi Office: c/o Delhi Forum, F-10/12, GF, Malviya Nagar, New Delhi -17 Phones: 26680883/914 

  
  
 
 
Major mobilization of fishworkers, coastal people and their supporters (mass-rally, 
dharna, blockade, picketing etc.) in the coastal states on 9 th August 2007, in protest of 
proposed CZM notification.  
  

[All the programmes will begin around 10.00 AM] 
  
Gujarat:                                                          Contact person                        Tel. number 
1. District Collectorate at Bhuj              Bharat Patel (MASS)               09426469803 
2. District Collectorate, Jamnagar                      Prof. D.S.Ker (GVT)                09824069942 
3. Porbandar,                                                   Manish Bhai Lodhari                  09825230477 
  
Maharastra  
1. Bandra, Mumbai                                           N.D.Koli                                  09869115294 
                                                                        Motiram Bhabe                         09833416389 
2. Bassein                                                         Phillip Mastan                            0250-2311623 
                                                                        Narendra Patil                          09422669050 
3. Palghar Taluka Office complex                      R.K.Patil                                  09892833815 
4. Malwan, Sindhudurg                         Ramesh R Dhuri                       09869801892 
  
Picketing and demonstration in front of Taluka and Tehshil offices at Ratnagiri, Alibag, Raigarh 
and Kolaba. 
  
Karnataka 
1.District Collectorate at Karwar                      P.M.Thandel                            09448149763 
2.District Collectorate at Udipi              Pramode Madhavraj                 09845243833 
3.District Collectorate at Mangalore                  Vasudev Boloor                       09449207805  
  
Goa 
1. Raj Bhavan, Panjim                          Mathany Saldanha                     09822160941 
  
Kerala 
1. March to Raj Bhavan, Trivandrum                T. Peter                                     09447429243 
  



Andhra Pradesh 
1.District Collectorate , Ongole             P.Ramalingam                           09848859312 
                                                                        Jawhar G.P.Godfrey                  09849212816 
2. District Collectorate , Guntur             K.Ravi Pradip, SFIRD 
3. District Collectorate , Vishakhapatnam          T.K.Rahiman                            09441956180 
4. Tada Mandalam Office, Nellore                    Shivaji Rao/Raja Reddy             09885937663 
5. District Collectorate, Vijayanagaram             K. Lakshmi                              09441956180 
6. District Collectorate, Srikakulam                   K. Lakshman Rao, Advocate 
  
Orissa 
1. District Collectorate, Chatrapur, Ganjam       K.Alleya                                   09437069286 
2. District Collectorate, Puri.                             Prasanna Behera                        09937395771 
                                                                        Samson                                     09437185497 
                                                                        Satyam                                     09937313600 
                                                                        Babula Prasad                           09937158789 
3.  Kendrapara                                                 Narayan Haldar                        09937197382 
  
Demonstration in Balasore, Bhadrak, Jagatsinghpur and Paradeep: - Mangaraj Panda -
09437064314. 
  
West Bengal 
1. Contai SDO Office, East Midnapur   Debasis Shyamal                      09933602808 
2. Kakdwip SDO Office, 24-Pgs (S)                Tajen Das                                 09732546297 
3. Canning SDO Office, 24-Pgs (S)                  Shyamal Mondal                       09733510075 
4. Kolkata                                                        Pradip Chatterjee                     09433424546 
  
Tamilnadu 
1.  Chennai Collector's Office                           Kosumani                                 09444309691       
                                                                        Gilbert Rodrigue                       09443228894 
                                                                        Ossie Fernandes                       09841053936 
                                                                        Fredrick  
  [Fishworkers from Chinnakuppam, Ernavoorkuppam, Periyakuppam, Thazhankuppam, 

Nettukuppam, Mugathvarakuppam, Thirichinagkuppam, Nochikuppam, Tiruvanmiyur, 
Eenjampakkam, and various fishing villages/hamlets of Kanchipuram will participate in the 
Chennai rally]  

2. Mamallapuram                                              M.A.Sekar                               09444147202 
3. Cuddalore                                                    Kalaimani/CAN  
4. Nagapattinam, Sirkali, Karaikal                     Jesurethinam                             09443316738 
   and Porayiar  
5. Old Harbour, Tuticorin                                 Anton Gomes                           09345773556 
6. Rameswaram Taluka Office                           S.Karuppa Samy                     09443862360  
                                                                        Paulsamy                                   
7. Nagercoil Collector's Office                         Peterdhas                                 09443294198 
  
  



Apart from the above places there will be rally and demonstration in 18 other places along the 
Tamilnadu coast including PonneriTaluk, Thiruvallore; Marakkanam, Villuppuram; 
Thiruthuraipoondi, Thiruvarur; Sedhubava Chatram, Thanjavur, Jegadha Pattinam, Pudukottai 
and Pondicherry. Many civil society organizations, academicians, environment and social 
activists will participate in these programmes.  
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Fishermen rally against CZM  
Special Correspondent  
Demand withdrawal of move to introduce bill in Parliament  
Photo: Sreenivas Kommuri  

 
Rallying point: Fishermen taking out a rally in Ongole on Thursday to protest 
against Coastal Zone Management proposed by the Central Government. —  
ONGOLE: A large number of fishermen took out a rally here on Thursday to protest 
against Coastal Zone Management (CZM) which, they feared, would deny them access 
to the sea and displace them from the coastal region. 
The rally began from bus station and concluded at Prakasam bhavan holding banners 
and raising slogans. They demanded the Central Government to withdraw its proposal 
to introduce CZM Bill in Parliament in the ensuing winter session. They wanted the 
Government to continue with the Coastal Regulatory Zone regulations enforced since 
1991. 
They pointed out that the aqua culture boom that came in the wake of globalisation 15 
years ago, polluted drinking water sources in coastal areas and wrought havoc with the 
lives of fishermen. Following a hue and cry raised by the fishermen, the Government 
appointed Swaminathan Commission and on its recommendations promulgated Costal 
Regulatory Zone (CRZ) regulations to protect the interests of local fishermen. It 
proscribed any fishing related activity within 500 meters of the sea by aqua culture 
companies, corporate bodies, chemical factories etc except by local inhabitants. 
New guidelines  
But the Central Government got a new set of recommendations by another Commission 
headed by Swaminathan prohibiting fishing activity by local fishermen from 500 meters 
to 12 nautical miles.If a law is made on the basis of these recommendations, local 
fishermen would be deprived of their livelihood. The Government is trying to throw out 
the fishermen from their habitat so that it can promote tourism, hotels, mining etc on the 
coast. They said they would fight till the end to protect their rights on the sea. 
http://www.hindu.com/2007/08/10/stories/2007081052710300.htm 
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Fishermen oppose CMZ proposal  
Special Correspondent  

— Photo : R. Eswarraj  

 
IN TROUBLED WATERS: National Fishermen’s Forum members staging a 

demonstration in Mangalore on Thursday in protest against the move to replace 
CRZ with CMZ. 

MANGALORE: Various fishermen’s associations of Dakshina Kannada district and 
Udupi district protested against the Government’s move to scrap Coastal Regulation 
Zone (CRZ) and replace it with Coastal Management Zone (CMZ) here on Thursday.  
The fishermen leaders such as Loknath Bolar, Vasudeva Boloor, Madhava Thingalaya 
and many others spoke on the occasion and felt that the CMZ would open up the 
coastal areas for commercial activities.  
The Coastal Karnataka Fishermen Action Committee sent a memorandum to the Prime 
Minister Manmohan Singh urging him to intervene and stop the CMZ as per the Dr. 
Swaminathan Committee report.  
The federation complained in the letter that the Union Ministry of Environment and 
Forests had not registered many objections and complaints filed by various fishermen 
association and groups in this regard and only the Prime Minister could stop the 
“outrage” that would be unleashed on the coastal areas once the conversion took place. 
The memorandum said: “Our coasts are being increasingly targeted for destructive 
development practices. In the line of it, the CRZ notification of 1991 was amended 19 
times under pressure from commercial interests. Against this backdrop, doing away with 
the 1991 notification altogether, and introducing CZM in its place was nothing but a 
blatant effort to facilitate greater commercialisation of the coastal zone”. 
The new zone, particularly CMZ II, would pave the way for the proliferation of Special 
Economic Zones, ports, tourist resorts, mining and similar activities in large areas of the 
coastal zone. It would trigger displacement of fishermen communities and the areas 
they had traditionally used for fishing, the memorandum said.  
Coastal Karnataka Fishermen Action Committee president Loknath Bolar told The 
Hindu on the sidelines of the demonstration that the fishermen had requested the Prime 
Minister to initiate a comprehensive legislation.  
http://www.hindu.com/2007/08/10/stories/2007081056181100.htm 
 
 
 



Mangalore: Fishermen protest against CZM 

  
 

By Team Mangalorean 
MANGALORE, August 9, 2007: 14  fishermen’s associations led by the Akhila 
Karnataka Fishermen Action Committee protested the government move to lay off 
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) and replace it with Coastal Management Zone (CMZ).  

 
The fishermen leaders like Loknath Bolar, Vasudeva Boloor, Madhava Thingalaya and 
many others felt on this occasion that the CMZ will de-sensitize the coastal areas and 
will lead to pillage of the coastal areas by commercial interests. The environmental 
issues will take a back seat they feared. On this occasion the Coastal Karnataka 
Fishermen Action Committee sent a memorandum to the Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh asking him to intervene and halt the procedure to replace CRZ with CMZ as per 
the Dr. Swaminathan Committee report.  
They complained in the letter that the ministry of Environment and Forests has not 
registered many objections and complaints filed by various fishermen association and 
groups in this regard and only the Prime Minister can now stop the outrage that will be 
unleashed on the coastal areas once the conversion takes place. 
The new zone particularly CMZ II paved the way for the proliferation of Special 
Economic Zones, ports, tourist resorts, mining and similar activities in large areas of the 
coastal zone. It also would trigger displacement of fishing communities from their 
habitat and the areas they have traditionally used for fishing the memorandum 
appealed. 
The memorandum stated "our coasts were being increasingly targeted for destructive 
developmental practices. In the line of it the CRZ notification of 1991 was amended as 



many as 19 times, chiefly under pressure from commercial interests. Against this 
backdrop, doing away with the 1991 notification altogether, and introducing CZM in its 
place was nothing but a blatant effort to facilitate greater commercialisation of the 
coastal zone". 
The Prime Minster was appraised to initiate a comprehensive legislation on the basis of 
public consultations, particularly with fishing and other natural resource dependent 
communities with customary rights in the coastal zone. This had to be done on the 
basis of Conservation of coastal resources, protection of customary use and 
sustainable traditional livelihood practices dependent on coastal resources, and 
ensuring community based and participatory coastal management. 

http://www.mangalorean.com/news.php?newstype=broadcast&broadcastid=50002 
 
 
 
 
 
Fishermen’s plea  
 
Udupi: The Malpe Fishermen’s Association on Thursday urged the State Government to 
undertake the dredging of 15 fisheries harbours, construction of seawalls and extension 
of jetties by taking loan from the World Bank. In a memorandum submitted at the 
Deputy Commissioner’s Office, the association urged Chief Minister H.D. 
Kumaraswamy to give up the proposal of converting the Coastal Regulation Zones into 
Coastal Management Zones. It sought compensation for evacuees of the Sea Bird at 
Karwar. The project to divert River Nethravati must be given up, , the memorandum 
said. — Staff Correspondent 
http://www.hindu.com/2007/08/10/stories/2007081054680400.htm 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Kerala 



 



 
A show of solidarity 
 
Special Correspondent:http://www.hindu.com/2007/07/29/25hdline.htm 
 
Campaign against CZM picks up momentum 
 
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM: The State‐level campaign against the Union Government 
notification on Coastal Zone Management (CZM) drew a spirited response on 
Saturday with people from all walks of life joining hands to express 
solidarity with organisations representing fishworkers. 
 
Writers, politicians and cultural leaders extended support to the campaign 
by affixing their signature on a giant banner in front of the Secretariat. 
 
Decrying the Government decision to replace the Coastal Regulation Zone 
(CRZ) norms with the Coastal Zone Management policy, they said it would 
deplete natural resources and deprive traditional communities of their 
livelihood. They said the Government was bound to protect natural 
resources such as forests, seas and coasts, and ensure the rights of the 
people who depend on the resources. 
 
The participants protested against the Government move to open up the 
coastal areas to the tourism industry and permit foreign trawlers to 
operate in coastal seas. 
 
The function in front of the Secretariat was organised by the Kerala 
Campaign Committee against CZM, an umbrella organisation representing 
various organisations and support groups. 
 
Campaign committee convenor T. Peter said the signed banner would be sent 
to President Pratibha Patil on Monday, urging her to prevail on the Union 
Government to withdraw the CZM notification. 
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Fishermen stage protest  
BERHAMPUR: Traditional marine fishermen of Ganjam district staged a demonstration 
at Chatrapur on Thursday in protest against the recommendations of the Swaminathan 
Commission, which may replace the existing Coastal Regulatory Zone (CRZ) Act. They 
alleged that dilution of CRZ Act would affect their livelihood as it would allow private 
companies to establish SEZs on the coast. 
http://www.hindu.com/2007/08/10/stories/2007081052780300.htm 
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 Report on Protest Actions Against Notification 2007  
on 9th August 2007 in Tamil Nadu & Pondicherry. 

 
Fisher people and other coastal communities went on a national agitation today under the auspices of 
National Campaign Against CZM Notification in protest of MoEF initiative to dismantle the CRZ 
Notification 1991 and replace it with a new CZM Notification. Huge mobilization of fisher people and their 
supporters in more than 50 locations spread over all the maritime states demonstrated firm resolve to 
defend coastal lands, environment, and marine resources and not to allow the anti people Coastal Zone 
Management (CZM) to be notified or implemented. Fishworkers in thousands congregated into mass-
rally, dharna, picketing, blockade etc. in Nagercoil, Rameswaram, Tuticorin, Jagathapattinam, 
Thiruthuraipoondi, Sirkali, Karaikkal, Poraiyar, Nagapattinam, Cuddalore, Pondy, Sedhubava 
Chatram, Ponneri, Mamallapuram, Chennai in Tamilnadu and Karaikkal, Ongole, Nizampatnam, 
Vishakhapatnam, Vizianagaram, Srikakulam, Chatrapur, Puri, Kendrapara, Contai, Porbandar, 
Palghar, Dahanu, Bassein, Bandra, Karwar, Udipi, Mangalore and Trivandrum and submitted 
memoranda to the Government officials. In Trivandum Sri Ponnian Ravindran MP inaugurated the march 
to the Rajbhavan, while Col. Sudhir Sawant MLC and Sri Khader MLA inaugurated Dharna at Bandra 
and Mangalore respectively.  Senior public personalities, cutting across political party affiliation, 
participated in the agitation in all the places. Fishworkers observed fishing bandh in many coastal 
districts in Tamilnadu, Andhra Pradesh, Orissa and West Bengal and hoisted black fag. 
 
Fishing leaders from various districts expressed in the protests that this is the beginning of a series of 
public actions calling upon Industries, Tourism and Entertainment Parks, Public and Private Sector, 
Infrastructure Projects, Defence Projects, Aquaculture Shrimp Industries, etc., to Quit the Coast from 
August 9th onwards on the occasion of the radical independent struggle call to the British Imperialist 
Government to Quit India in 1942. 
 
This National Protest on 9th August 2007 is called for to force the Government to stop its move to replace 
the Coastal Regulation Zone Notification 1991 in favour of a Coastal Zone Management Notification 
2006 & 2007. This is unwarranted an amount to a internal war on the soveriegnity and integrity of the 
fishing people and other coastal poor and working classes. The Central and State Government since 
1991, together with the designated Coastal Zone Management Authority have hardly taken any effort to 
enforce the law resulting in no prosecution of violators in the 500 metre zone from HTL refuse to make 
public Coastal Zone Management Maps, mark the HTL and the 500 / 200 metre line across the coast. 
Instead, based on the regressive, anti poor and anti fishing peoples M.S.Swaminathan Committee 
Report Government has sought to redefine the Coastal Zone as an area from the landward boundary of 
the panchayat upto 12 nautical miles into the sea, including the sea bed, backwaters, lagoons, creeks,  
etc. and its bed. 
 
Our coasts are increasingly being targeted for destructive 'development' practices.  In line with it, the 
CRZ Notification of 1991 was amended as many as 19 times chiefly under pressure from commercial 
interests.  Against this backdrop, doing away with the 1991 Notification altogether, and introducing, in its 
place, a CZM Notification is nothing but a blatant effort to facilitate greater commercialization of the 
coastal zone. The zonation, particularly CMZ II, paves the way for the proliferation of SEZs, ports, tourist 
resorts, mining and similar activities in large areas of the coastal zone. It also paves the way for 
displacement of fishing communities from their habitats and the areas they have traditionally used and 
fished especially as the Swaminathan Committee has not, in its recommendations, recognized the 
traditional and customary rights of fishing communities to their habitat, highlighted in the 1991 
Notification. 
 
With the new Notification, all violations that have taken place since 1991 under the CRZ Notification, 
mainly by commercial interests, with severe implications for the social and ecological integrity of the 
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coastal zone and traditional livelihoods, are likely to be condoned. This will again be a concession to 
commercial interests that have blatantly violated the provisions of the earlier Notification. The proposed 
expansion of the coastal zone to include territorial waters, that is, from the shore to 12 nautical miles, has 
major implications for livelihoods of fishing communities. 
 
Over the last two weeks district level meetings of fishing villages, fishing peoples organisations and 
NGOs committed to the protection of the rights of the fishing people have been organised and 
educational processes are underway. Street theatre is being organised as part of the education and 
mobilisation process. Three common National Campaign posters have also been distributed widely to 
fishing villages, NGOs, mass organisations of left parties, etc. 
 
Demands: 

 Withdraw the proposed CZM Notification 2007. 

 Strictly implement the CRZ Notification 1991 in its original form. 

 Withdraw all Amendments that dilute CRZ Notification 

 Reject M.S.Swaminathan Committee Report 

 The Coastal Zone Authorities under the 1991 Notification should initiate legal proceedings against 
violators of the CRZ 1991 Notification, mark the tidal lines, make the public zonal maps etc. 

 
TAMIL NADU DISTRICT LEVEL PROTESTS ON 9TH AUGUST 2007  

NATIONAL PROTEST DAY 
 

District Nature of Protest 
Chennai Demonstration was organised infront of the Chennai Collector’s 

Office on Quit India Day, 9th August 2007, in which nearly 1000 
fishing people, other coastal poor and solidarity organisations 
participated. 10 to 25 fishing leaders from each coastal district also 
participated in the Chennai Protest. Thousands of information 
notices was circulated, posters pasted in the fishing villages. 
 

Nagapattinam i.    Rallies (with Black Flag) ended with Demonstration at Avuri 
Thidal (New Bustand) 

ii. Procession from and end with Demonstration infront of 
Thasildhar Office. 

iii. Rally started from Gandhi Statute and ended at 
Tharangambadi Thasildhar Office with demonstration.   

 

More than 15,000 fishing people from all the villages in 
Nagapattinam District joined the National Protest by calling for a 
one day strike on fishing activities and sale.  
 

Ramanathapuram The Protest Action was organised infront of Rameshwaram Post 
Office on Quit India Day, 9th August 2007, in which nearly 5,000 
fishing people participated from Ramanathapuram district fishing 
village.  
 

Kanyakumari The Rally started from church (Kanniyakumari) and ended with 
District Collector Office and the Protest Action was organised 
infront of District Collector Office on Quit India Day, 9th August 
2007, in which nearly 4,000 fishing people participated from 
Kanniyakumari district fishing villages. 
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District Nature of Protest 
Kancheepuram The Protest Action was organised infront of Mamallapuram Town 

Panchayat on Quit India Day, in which nearly 500 fishing people 
participated from Kancheepuram district fishing villages.  
 

Cuddalore The Protest Action was organised infront of District Collector Office 
on Quit India Day on 9th August 2007, in which nearly 1,500 fishing 
people participated from Cuddalore district fishing villages. 
 

Thiruvallur Protest Action in support of the National Struggle was organised 
near Ponneri RDO Office, in which nearly 500 fishing people 
participated from Arampakkam to Pazhaverkadu fishing villages. 
 

Tuticorin The Protest Action was organised infront of District Collector’s 
Office on Quit India Day, in which nearly 500 fishing people 
participated from Tuticorin and Thirunelveli District fishing villages. 
 

Karaikkal Procession from Karaikkal Bus Stand ended with Protest infront of 
District Collector’s Office, in which nearly 3,500 fishing people 
participated from 10 fishing villages in Karaikkal District. 
 

Thiruvarur The Protest Action was organised infront of Thiruthuraipoondi Head 
Post Office on Quit India Day, in which nearly 300 fishing people 
participated from Thiruvarur district fishing villages.  
 

Thanjavur The Demonstration was organised infront of Sethubavasathiram 
Head Post Office on Quit India Day, in which nearly 300 fishing 
people participated from Thanjavur district fishing villages.  
 

Pudukottai A Rally started from Jegathapattinam Fishing Harbour and ended 
at the Post Office, in which nearly 500 fishing people participated 
from Pudukottai district fishing villages.  
 

  
Dated, 9th August, 2007, 
Tamil Nadu. 
 
Yours in solidarity, 
for National Campaign Against CZM Notification 
 
          Sd/-    Sd/-          Sd/- 
Jesurethinam ,  Ossie Fernandes,  Mr. Harekrishna Debnath, 

Co-ordinator, 
             National Campaign Against CZM Notification. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Contact Addresses: 

 

Jesu Rethinam, 11/1A, Sri Ramakrishna Paramahamsar Street (Backside of Nadar Street), Velippalayam,  
Nagapattinam – 611 001. Ph: 04365 – 248674, Tele / Fax: 04365 – 248907; e-mail: coastalactionnetwork@rediffmail.com 

Ossie Fernandes,  No. 10, Thomas Nagar, Little Mount, Saidapet, Chennai – 600 015. 
Ph : 044 – 22353503, Fax : 044 – 22355905, E-mail – hrf@xlweb.com, hrf@md3.vsnl.net.in 
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Action taken –Campaign against CZM Notification 2007 on  
9th Aug.2007 

  
TN & Pondicherry: list of press coverage  

 
Date Name of the News Paper Edition News Details of the Coverage 

Chennai and Kancheepuram Districts 

10 August 2007 
 

Dina Thanthi 
 Chennai Chennai 

Fisher People dharna 
opposing Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
at Chennai 

10 August 2007 
 

Jana Sakthi 
 Chennai Chennai 

Agitation demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Chennai 

09 August 2007 
 

Tamil Murasu 
 Chennai Chennai 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 

09 August 2007 
 

Malai Sudar 
 Chennai Chennai 

Agitation demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 

08 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 Chennai Chennai 

Fisher People opposing 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

08 August 2007 
 

Tamil Osai 
 Chennai Chennai 

National level Agitation 
demanding to withdraw 
the CZM Notification that 
affects the livelihood 
rights of fishing people 

10 August 2007 
 

Tamil Osai 
 Chennai Chennai 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Chennai 

10 August 2007 
 

Tamil Osai 
 Chennai Chennai 

National level Agitation 
demanding to withdraw 
the CZM Notification that 
affects the livelihood 
rights of fishing people 

08 August 2007 
 

Deccan Chronicle 
 Chennai Chennai 

Dharna opposing the 
New Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

08 August 2007 
 

News Today 
 Chennai Chennai 

Fisher People are up in 
arms against Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 

10 August 2007 
 

Malai Sudar 
 Chennai Chennai 

National level Agitation 
demanding to withdraw 
the CZM Notification that 
affects the livelihood 
rights of fishing people 

10 August 2007 
 

Dina Boomi 
 Chennai Chennai 

Fisher people oppose 
the New Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

08 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 Chennai Chennai 

Fisher People contempt 
and dharna demanding 
to withdraw Coastal 
Zone 
Management Notification 

10 August 2007 
 

Jana Sakthi 
 Chennai Chennai 

Dharna opposing the 
New Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

08 August 2007 
 

Tamil Osai 
 Chennai Chennai 

Opposition against 
Coastal Zone 
Management – 
Fishermen’s Agitation 

08 August 2007 
 

Dina Malar 
 Chennai Chennai 

Fishing Rights affected – 
Struggle condemning 
this 

08 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 Chennai Chennai 

Dharna opposing the 
Coastal Zone 
management Notification 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 Chennai Mamallapuram 

 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 Chennai Kancheepuram 

 

Fisher peoples’ dharna 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
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2007 at Kancheepuram 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinathanthi 
 Chennai Mamallapuran 

 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 at 
Mamallapuram 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 Chennai Mamallapuran 

 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 

Cuddalore District 

10 August 2007 
 

The Hindu 
 

Chennai 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 by 
Cuddalore Fisher people 
in front of the Collectrate 

10 August 2007 
 

The Hindu 
 

Chennai 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 by 
Cuddalore Fisher people 
in front of the Collectrate 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 

Chennai 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Agitation demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Dharna in support of 
National Campaign 
condemning the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinathanthi 
 

Pondicherry 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Opposition to change the 
Coastal Law – Dharna 
by NGO Network 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Cuddalore 
 

Dharna condemning the 
CZM and demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 by 
Tamil Nadu Fisher 
people Forum, 
Cuddalore 

Karaikal District, Pondicherry 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Pondicherry 
 

Nagapattinam 
 

Dharna demaning to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Karaikal 

11 August 2007 
 

Malai Murasu 
 

Trichy  
 Karaikal 

Rally against State and 
Central Government 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
at Karaikal 

10 August 2007 
 

Dina Thanthi 
 

Trichy  
 Karaikal 

Rally against Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification by Karaikal 
Fisher People 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Trichy  
 

Nagapattinam 
 

Rally against M S 
Swamination Committee 
Report at New Bus 
Stand, Karaikal. 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 

Trichy 
 Karaikal 

Rally and Dharna 
demanding to 
withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
by Karaikal Fisher 
People 

Nagapattinam District 

10 August 2007 
 

The Hindu 
 

Trichy 
 

Nagapattinam 
 

Fisherfolk against 
proposed Notification on 
Coastal Zone 

10 August 2007 
 The New Indian Express Trichy 

 
Nagapattinam 
 

Fishermen protest CZM 
Notification move 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Trichy 
 

Nagapattinam 
 

Rally and dharna 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
from Nagapattinam to 
Kodiyakarai. One Crore 
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lost due to strike 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 

Trichy 
 

Nagapattinam 
 

Rally and dharna 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
by Nagai District Fisher 
People at Nagapattinam 
and Tranqubar 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Trichy 
 

Poraiyar 
 

Dharna against to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Poraiyar 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Trichy 
 

Mayiladuthurai 
 

Rally and dharna against 
to withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Sirkali 

11 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Trichy 
 

Sirkali 
 

Rally and dharna against 
to withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Sirkali 

10 August 2007 
 

Dina Thanthi 
 

Trichy 
 

Nagapattinam 
 

Fisherfolk warned that 
we must prevent while 
removing our community 
from the coast by our life 
which is going to done 
by Costal Zone 
Management Notification 

10 August 2007 Malai Murasu Trichy 
 Nagapattinam 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw Central 
Government’s CZM 
Notification, Hosted 
black flags in their 
houses and boats 

10 August 2007 Tamil Murasu Trichy 
 Nagapattinam 

Dharna and Strike 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

10 August 2007 Tamil Osai 
 

Trichy 
 

Sirkali 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Sirkali 

 

10 August 2007 Dinamani 
 Trichy Nagapattinam 

Rally and dharna 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Managementby Nagai 
District Fisher People at 
Nagapattinam and 
Tranqubar 

10 August 2007 Tamil Osai 
 Trichy Sirkali 

 

Rally against to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
at Sirkali 

10 August 2007 Malai Malar 
 Trichy Nagapattinam 

 

Rally and Dharna 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
by 54 Fishing Villages at 
Nagapattinam 

Jegathapattinam, Pudukottai District Thiruthuraipoondi, Thiruvur District and Sethupasamuthiram of  
Thanjavur District, Tamil Nadu 

8 August 2007 
 

Dinathanthi 
 

Trichy 
 

Thanjavur 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
in Coastal District of Tamil 
Nadu 

9 August 2007 
 

Dinathanthi 
 

Trichy 
 

Thanjavur 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
in Coastal District of Tamil 
Nadu 

10 August 2007 
 Dinakaran  Trichy Thiruthuraipoondi 

 

Fishermen protest ( 
Opposition to the New 
Coastal Zone 
Management 
Notification ) 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 Trichy Thiruthuraipoondi 

 

Dharna at 
Thiruthuraipoondi 
opposing Coastal Zone 
Management 
Notification 
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15 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 Trichy Thiruthuraipoondi 

 

1000 Postal cards sent 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management 
Notification at Thiruvavur 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Trichy 
 

Manalmelkudi 
 

Protest rally of Fisher 
People at Jegathapattinam 
with various demands 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 

Trichy 
 

Pudukottai 
 

Protest rally by fisher 
People at Jegathapattinam 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

09 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Trichy 
 

Pudukottai 
 

Fisher People dharna at 
Jegathapattinam, Today 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

10 August 2007 
 

Kalai Kathir 
 

Trichy 
 

Pudukottai 
 

Fisher People dharna at 
Jegathapattinam 

11 August 2007 
 

Malai Murasu 
 

Trichy 
 

Pudukottai 
 

Rally and Dharna �gainst 
Central Government 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
at Jegathapattinam 

10 August 2007 
 Dinamalar Trichy Pudukottai 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
at Jegathapattinam 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Trichy 
 

Aranthangi 
 

Protest by Member of Boat 
Owner’s Association, 
Jegathapattinam 

Ramanathapuram District 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Madurai 
 

Rameshwaram 
 

More than 2000 Fisher 
people protest demanding 
to withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
2007 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 

Madurai 
 

Rameshwaram 
 

Fisher people’s protest 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
2007 by at Rameshwarm 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 

Madurai 
 

Rameshwaram 
 

Dharna by Fisher people 
demanding to withdraw 
the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 
2007 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinathanathi 
 
 

Madurai 
 

Rameshwaram 
 

Dharna by Fisher people 
at Rameshwaram – 
Demanding to reject 
M S Swaminathan 
Committee Report 

Thoothukudi, Thirunelveli and Kannyakumari Districts 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Thirunelveli 
 

Thoothukudi 
 

Protest by Fisher people 
at Thorthukudi demaning 
to withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 

 
 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 
 

Thirunelveli 
 

Thoothukudi 
 

Protest by Fisher people at 
Thorthukudi demaning to 
withdraw the Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinathanthi 
 
 

Thirunelveli 
 

Thoothukudi 
 

Protest against the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Thorthukudi 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamalar 
 
 

Thirunelveli 
 

Thoothukudi 
 

Dharna against Central 
Government demanding to 
withdraw the Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification 2007 by 
Thorthukudi Fisher people 

10 August 2007 
 

The Hindu 
 
 
 

Thirunelveli 
 

Nagercoil 
 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Nagercoil 
 

Nagercoil 
 

Rally and Dharna by Fisher 
people during demanding to 
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withdraw Coastal 
Zone Management 
Notification at Nagercoil 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinakaran 
 

Trichy 
 

Nagercoil 
 

Women participating in 
Dharna in large number 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone Management 
Notification in Coastal District 
of Tamil Nadu 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinamani 
 

Thirunelvelli 
 

Nagercoil 
 

Rally and dharna by women 
demanding to withdraw 
Coastal Zone 
Management Notification in 
Coastal District of Tamil 
Nadu 

10 August 2007 
 

Dinathanthi 
 

Nagercoil 
 

Nagercoil 
 

Dharna demanding to 
withdraw Coastal Zone 
Management Notification at 
Nagercoil 

 



 
 

 
  



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Fisherfolk against proposed notification on coastal zone  
Special Correspondent  
NAGAPATTINAM: Thousands of men and women belonging to the fishing community staged 
demonstrations and took out rallies in various parts of the district and in the adjoining Karaikal district 
in the Union Territory of Puducherry on Thursday in protest against the move to implement the 
Coastal Zone Management 2007 (CZM) notification of the Centre. 
According to the fishermen, the notification would affect their livelihood and the coastal eco-system. 
The demonstrations were staged under the banner ‘National Campaign Against CZM Notification.’ 
The fisherfolk, who took out rallies in Nagapattinam, Tarangampadi, Vedaranyam and Karaikal areas, 
alleged that the CZM notification would bring untold hardship to the residents in the coastal areas. 
They urged the Centre to withdraw the move to replace Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) notification, 
1991 with that of CZM 2007. 
They also claimed that the proposed notification would be against the rights of the fishing people, the 
poor and the working class.  
The 1991 CRZ notification was diluted through 19 amendments to suit commercial interests resulting 
in ‘destructive’ development practices.  
The CZM 2007 notification would further pave way for the opening of coastal zone for large scale 
commercial projects such as resorts. 
It would redefine the coastal zone as an area from the landward boundary of the panchayat up to 12 
nautical miles into the sea, including the sea bed, backwaters, lagoons and creeks, thus favouring 
development activities displacing the fishermen from their habitat and economic activity, they alleged. 
http://www.hindu.com/2007/08/10/stories/2007081061220600.htm 
 



 
 
Fishermen forum stages demonstration  
Staff Reporter  
Against move to implement new coastal plan  

 
“The notification will open coastal resources for commercial exploitation”  

 
Photo: N. Rajesh  

 
For their rights: Members of fishermen union staging a demonstration in Tuticorin on 

Thursday. — 
Tuticorin: A consortium of fishermen federations, environmentalists and non-governmental 
organisations staged a demonstration here on Thursday, urging the Centre not to implement the 
proposed Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Notification 2007.  
The decision to introduce a new notification to replace Coastal Regulation Zone Notification 1991 was 
taken “without consulting” people in the coastal hamlets, the protestors said. 
The new notification would open coastal resources for “commercial exploitation,” threatening the 
livelihood of millions of fishermen.  
19 occasions  
John Rayan, district secretary of Democratic Workers’ Trade Union, said that the Government had 
amended CRZ Notification 1991 on 19 occasions.  
“Against this backdrop, the introduction of CZM Notification in the place of CRZ Notification will be an 
unwise move that may facilitate greater commercialisation of the coastal zone,” he said.  
The activists urged the Government to take action against those who had breached the CRZ 
Notification 1991 under the Environment Protection Act.  
The Government should replace the CRZ Notification 1991 only if it is able to formulate a 
comprehensive legislation that caters to the interests of fishermen.  
Nagercoil  
Traffic was affected in front of the Collectorate for more than two hours here on Thursday owing to a 
demonstration staged by Kanyakumari District Environmental Protection Peoples’ Movement.  
It was part of a National-level agitation criticising Coastal Zone Management Notification. Thomas 
Kocherry, permanent invitee of World Forum of Fisher Peoples’, said that more than 20 lakh 
fishermen in Tamil Nadu would be affected if the Centre implemented the notification.  
A protest has been called for on August 9 to urge the Government to stop its move to replace the 
Coastal Regulation Zone Notification 1991 in favour of Coastal Zone Management Notification 2006-
2007.  
http://www.hindu.com/2007/08/10/stories/2007081052130300.htm  



 
 

 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Maharashtra 









 
 

 
  



Govt move to dilute CRZ norms 
5 Jun 2007, 0123 hrs IST,Nauzer Bharucha,TIMES NEWS NETWORK 
 
  
MUMBAI: Coastal regulation zone (CRZ) norms restricting construction activity close to 
the shore are likely to be diluted—a move that environmentalists have warned against, 
but which would come as a bonanza to builders.  
 
A draft notification to this effect from the ministry of environment and forests, a copy of 
which is with this newspaper, is likely to impact Mumbai’s eco-system. Highly placed 
sources told TOI that several large construction projects, especially in south Mumbai, 
have already commenced, in the hope that the new notification will condone these 
developments.  
 
The ministry’s proposal will also have a big impact on the city’s 5,500 acres of salt pans, 
which currently fall under the stringent CRZ 1 norms. On June 2, TOI had reported on 
the state’s plan to invite builders to exploit these eco-sensitive lands for commercial and 
residential development.  
 
The ministry’s proposed draft notification has, among other things, done away with the 
ban on any construction activity 500 metres from the high tide line to the landward side. 
Instead, the new rule only talks about the 'setback' line based on the "vulnerability of the 
coast to natural and manmade hazards".  
 
"On the landward side of the setback line, in respect of new and existing physical and 
social infrastructure, and habitations, there would be no additional restrictions under this 
notification on construction, modernisation, or expansion, beyond those under the laws 
and regulations of the local authority," said the proposed notification.  
 
An expert said this implied that if the government decides that a bund offers a sufficient 
level of protection, the salt pans behind it could be used for construction. Or if the 
Marine Drive sea wall provides enough protection, there will be no restriction on 
construction on the land behind it.  
 
 
For the past several years, Mumbai’s builders have been lobbying in Delhi to relax the 
CRZ norms. But environmentalists point out that the biggest loser would be the city’s 
salt pans. Many of them are surrounded by mangroves and fall under CRZ 1, 
categorised as the most ecologically sensitive and important of the areas on par with 
national parks, marine parks, sanctuaries, places close to breeding and spawning 
grounds of fish and areas rich in genetic diversity.  
 
Salt pans and mangroves serve as organic bulwarks to protect the city from nature’s 
fury. They are natural holding ponds for rainwater and serve as vital dissipation spaces, 
allowing the accumulated water to drain into the sea. If all the salt pan lands are opened 
for development, the area that is thrown open will be slightly more than nine times the 



mill land in central Mumbai.  
 
Debi Goenka, executive trustee of Conservation Action Trust, said, "The new draft 
notification has been tailored to ensure that all salt pan lands are given to builders by 
completely changing the existing CRZ norms. The new notification will also effectively 
legalise all violations of the present CRZ notification."  
 
Builder Lalit Gandhi, who owns 175 acres of salt pans in Mankhurd, said CRZ relaxation 
was an "absolute must". "Seventy five per cent of coastal cities in the world have been 
developed on the shores. The Maharashtra government’s scheme to exploit salt pans is 
good. How else can your house more than 50% of the city’s population living in slums?’’ 
he added.  
 
Gandhi said mangroves up to 150 metres from the creek should be left untouched. “But 
anything beyond that can be removed and replanted,’’ he said.  
 
Geologist V Subramanyan, however, added a note of warning, “Salt pan lands are 
unsuitable for reclamation from a geological angle. In these mudflats, the continuous 
production of salt must have weakened the soil. So, for any type of construction, deep 
foundations will be called for. Bedrock will be available only at considerable depth.’’  
According to him, most of the salt pan lands are in the eastern suburbs, close to the 
Thane creek which flows on a geological fault. "The wet, saline soil will transmit 
earthquake vibrations pretty fast. Therefore, strong safeguards against earthquakes will 
have to be provided," he said.  
 
Salt pans are mainly found in Ghatkopar, Chembur, Mandale, Turbhe, Anik, Wadala, 
Kanjurmarg, Bhandup, Nahur, Mulund in the eastern suburbs and Malvani, Dahisar, 
Mira-Bhayander and Virar in the western belt. 
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/articleshow/2098209.cms 
 



 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

West Bengal 



Report of the  
CITIZENS’ MEET 

To Protest 
Coastal Zone Management Notification 

With a Special Reference to destructive tourism at Mandarmani 
held at Seva Kendra, Kolkata on 29.7.07 

organized by DISHA and National Fishworkers’Forum 
 
 

Around 70 social activists, environmentalists, academicians, students, media persons, coastal 
fishworkers and concerned persons from Kolkata and different coastal stretches of East 
Midnapore and South 24 Parganas representing 24 organisations assembled to protest 
Ministry of Environment and Forests’ plan to introduce Coastal Zone Management 
Notification based on recommendations of Swaminathan Committee. They deplored this as an 
attempt to open up the 8000 Km long coastal line of India for massive investment through 
SEZs, tourism, various industries, mining and other capital intensive activities and thereby 
further threatening the coastal ecology along with the life and livelihood of millions of people 
including the fisher folk who depend upon the natural resources of the coast.  
 
Sri Sasanka Dev, Secretary, DISHA welcomed the participants and placed a brief introduction 
of the agenda.  
 
Sri Prabir Biswas, President, Gana Udyog presided over the meeting.  
 
Sri Harekrishna Debnath, Chairperson, NFF described the background in detail. He pointed 
out how the traditional marine fishers of India are playing an important role in the national 
economy. Their movement has been interrelated with conservation of marine and coastal 
environment as their livelihood is dependant on sustainable use of marine and coastal 
resources. He described how the Government of India has been effecting statutory changes to 
accommodate commercial plunder on the one hand and refusing to act upon the existing 
restrictive provisions to protect our coasts on the other.  He said that the coastal fisher people 
of India together with all concerned social and environmental organizations and activists have 
already launched a nationwide struggle demanding scrapping of the proposed Coastal Zone 
Management Notification and introduction of a comprehensive legislation to protect coastal 
environment and the life and livelihood of the traditional fisher people. They have further 
demanded that pending the introduction of the comprehensive legislation, Coastal Zone 
Regulation Notification of 1991 in its original should be rigorously implemented. Sri 
Debnath announced that this struggle would culminate in a simultaneous national action in the 
coastal areas on 9th August, 2007.  
 
In his presentation “CRZ to CZM – Opening Up Our Coast to Plunder” Sri Pradip Chatterjee, 
Chief Coordinator, DISHA elaborately presented the scopes and limitations of CRZ 
Notification, which imposed a number of regulations to protect the coastal environment with 
the mention of traditional and customary rights of fisher people. He also explained how in 
last 16 years most of the 21 amendments of the original CRZ Notification diluted its spirit and 
gave way to large scale investments to plunder coastal resources. Swaminathan Committee 
was set up by the MoEF to review the situation. Principles suggested and observations made 



by Swaminathan Committee sounded high and fine but his recommendations have been in 
complete conformity with the vested interests that engineered the amendments of the original 
notification. The pedantic exercise regarding drawing of setback/vulnerability line further 
obscured the scope of its implementation. Recognition or even mention of the rights of the 
fisher people is completely absent in these recommendations. The recommended coastal 
management turned out to be a techno-bureaucratic prerogative. He pointed that the proposed 
draft CZM Notification has been too reckless to prescribe that protective structures on the 
shore can be instrumental to do away with all restrictions and thus furthered the scope of 
plunder of the coast. Exposing the machinations of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Environment and Forests presented through the draft of the proposed CZM Notification he 
urged an all out rejection of the proposed CZM Notification. 
 
Sri Santanu Chacraverti, Asstt. Secretary, DISHA presented the case of Mandarmani where 
unscrupulous hoteliers have violated all norms and regulations in developing constructions on 
the beach destroying the beach vegetations, sand dunes, crab habitats with the support of the 
local authorities. The state level authorities, especially WB Coastal Zone Management 
Authority supported these blatant violations maintaining complete silence year after year. 
DISHA took up the matter with the High Court at Calcutta through a PIL. The Court ordered 
the authorities to take action in accordance to law and directed to inform DISHA about the 
nature of action taken within 10 weeks. Sri Chacraverti informed that 10 weeks have passed 
but any reply informing any such action has not been communicated. Mis-governance has 
become the order of the day and our coasts are not at all safe in the hands of our government. 
Civil Society must come forward and intervene. 
 
A panel discussion comprising Dr.A.K.Ghosh, Gautam Sen, Tejen Das, Meher Engineer and 
Arijit Majumdar took place subsequent to the presentations. Dr. A.K.Ghosh pointed out that, 
not only in the issue of coastal environment, but also in every aspect of environmental issues, 
the Government is liberalising the laws in the interest of big investments. Sri Meher Engineer 
commented that the issue though coastal is of paramount importance to people living in other 
parts of the country as well since the severe degradation of environment would affect all. Sri 
Tejen Das pointed out that the city people savours fishes like Hilsa and Pomphret but they are 
more or less indifferent to protect the coastal waters that produce those. Sri Arijit Majumdar 
stressed on the necessity of responsible fishing. Only peoples’ initiative and upsurge can save 
our land from the increasing commercial plunder he exclaimed. Sri Gautam Sen pledged 
support to the struggle against CZM and wished its success.  
 
The meeting decided to issue joint statements: 

1. To the MoEF protesting introduction of proposed Coastal Zone Management 
Notification, demanding comprehensive legislation to protect coastal environment and 
rights of the traditional fisher people and rigorous implementation of CRZ in original 
form till its enactment. 

2. To the MoEF and Minister in Charge, Environment Department, Govt. of WB 
demanding immediate action to stop violations in Mandarmani (Copy enclosed).   

3. To submit Memoranda to the Governor of West Bengal in protest of the proposed 
CZM Notification and destruction of coastal environment at Mandarmani. 

 
--------------- 
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In troubled waters  
A new draft of the Coastal Regulation Zone
Notification issued in June this year has
provisions for industrial activities in traditionally
inviolate coastal zones. Shubhobroto Ghosh
reports 
 

Traditional fishermen may soon find themselves in troubled waters if the
government succeeds in having a new set of rules passed on the
management of coastal zones in India. The new notification seeks to replace
the Coastal Regulation Zone Notification of 1991 that sought to regulate
developmental activities in coastal zones in India. The new draft
notification of the ministry of environment and forests on coastal zone
management, issued in June this year, will allow developmental activities in
coastal zones that have traditionally been inviolate. It also gives a clean chit
to industrial activities within these areas.  

The original notification divided coastal areas into four zones — coastal
regulation zones (CRZ) I, II, III and IV — for regulation of development
activities according to ecological importance. Coastal regulation zone I was
categorised as an ecologically sensitive zone where there could be no
development activities and no new construction with very few concessions.
Coastal regulation zone II was declared an area where development up to a
certain point near the shoreline was allowed. “These consisted of areas that
were substantially built up (greater than 50 per cent as of 1991) or those
areas that had municipalities or corporations,” explains Pradip Kumar
Chatterjee, chief coordinator, National Fishworkers Forum (NFF).  

“These regulations of the original notification, although not perfect, took
cognizance of the existing biodiversity and the needs of the fishermen in
these areas,” says Sanjiv Gopal, campaigns manager of oceans, Greenpeace
India. Even for coastal regulation zone III, an area that was designated as
any place other than CRZs I and II, there was a no-development zone up to
200 metres from the high tide line — the line on the land up to which the
water reaches till spring tide.  

  
 



But the new draft is set to change all these measures of protection since a
concession for industrial infrastructure construction, such as ports and
harbours, mining sites and even special economic zones, is on the anvil.  

According to the new draft, the zones have been demarcated as coastal
management zones that are equivalent to coastal regulation zones in the
previous notification. “So the coastal management zone I now will no
longer be a no-development zone as it was previously demarcated because
land use will be permitted by the Integrated Coastal Management Zone Plan
and environmental concerns will be subsumed by economic
considerations,” says Sudarshan Rodrigues, senior research associate at the
Ashoka Trust for Research in Ecology and Environment in Bangalore.
Agrees T. Mohan, a lawyer at Madras High Court, “The new draft weakens
the impact of the law on environmentally unsustainable activities.”  

Environmental campaigners and lawyers point out that there has been
rampant violation of the original notification and any new relaxations in a
new notification are bound to cause damage to the environment. The
notification of 1991 was amended 19 times and in 2004, a committee
headed by scientist M.S. Swaminathan was constituted to review the
notification and make suggestions for the framing of a new draft. “What we
need is an Act, not merely changes to the existing notification. That is the
principal problem,” regrets Sanjay Upadhyay, a Delhi-based environmental
lawyer and managing partner of the Enviro Legal Defence Firm, a legal
consultancy firm. He contends that the latest draft notification does not take
into account the fact that marine environmental issues in India are covered
by at least 10 ministries spanning 28 laws and 17 international conventions
that India is party to. “Rather than make amendments and drafts, the
government should frame a proper law to set parameters for the regulation
of coastal zone activities,” he says.  

A major criticism of the recommendations of the Swaminathan committee
constituted to review the original coastal regulation zone notification is that
although it considered the interests of all the stakeholders in the coastal
zone management plan, it never consulted the traditional fishermen (most
vulnerable to any activity) while making recommendations for the new
draft. “They would lose out if any developmental activity is allowed in
coastal areas,” notes Bharati Jairaj, a lawyer at Madras High Court. Agrees
Norma Alvares, a Bombay High Court lawyer, “The new notification is not
based on adequate research at the micro level and does not take into account
the needs of traditional fishing communities and the ecological sensitivity
of coastal areas.”  

The draft also mentions an Integrated Coastal Zone Management Plan that
is to be executed by a National Board of Sustainable Coastal Zone
Management, to be formed to provide policy advice to the central



government. The state governments would also be required to set up coastal
management zone authorities.  

The inclusion of 12 nautical miles of the ocean in the new notification
under the purview of the coastal management zone is considered a welcome
move by some campaigners. That’s because it would extend environmental
protection measures to the sea as well as the land. But others point out that
it may pave the way for industrial fishing and cause widescale ecological
damage. Dissonance rages widely throughout the country on the new
notification. “We are organising an all-India protest on August 9 against it,”
says Chatterjee of NFF. 

Only time will tell whether the protest will serve its purpose. 
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New coastal notification threatens traditional 
fishing rights 
Aarti Nagraj / CNN-IBN 

Published on Thursday , August 09, 2007 at 22:48 in Nation section  

 

Chennai: For Ramalingam, fishing is life. It isn't just what he does, it's who he is. But very soon, 
his routine, and that of several others like him, may have to change.  

The Central Government's proposed Coastal Zone Management notification redefines the 
boundaries of the coastal zone.  

It will regulate a one kilometer zone from the sea coast, which in turn would mean that most of 
the fishermen's huts around the sea would be removed. 

"If we are asked to move away, we will suffer a lot," says Ramalingam. 

The fishing community in Chennai is protesting against the new notification, which is based on 
the recommendations of the MS Swaminathan Committee Report. They say the notification does 
not recognise the traditional rights of fishermen, and will only help commercial interests around 
the coastal belt. 

Says TN Fisheries Association's Kosumani, "We demand that the new notification be revoked, 
otherwise we will continue with our protests." 

Adds Minister of State, Tamil Nadu Fisheries, KPP Sami, "We will not introduce anything if it is 
detrimental to fishermen." 

If the Government introduces the new notification, these traditional methods of fishing may 
cease to exist. 

http://www.ibnlive.com/news/new‐coastal‐notification‐threatens‐traditional‐fishing‐rights/46537‐
3.html 



Govt plans to ease curbs on activity along coast 
24 May, 2007 l 0309 hrs IST l Nitin Sethi/TIMES NEWS NETWORK 

 
 
NEW DELHI: The government has not learnt any lessons from the havoc that tsunami 
and other coastal disasters have caused in the past. It has finalised a draft coastal 
management regulation, replacing the existing one promulgated in 1991, which will 
ease norms restricting development activity within 500 metres of the maximum high 
tide.  
 
The new regulations, if accepted, will allow a host of activities like beach tourism, SEZs, 
water sports facilities, ports, salt pans, mining, ship breaking and manufacturing 
facilities, roads, railways, pipelines, power transmission lines and harbours — all within 
areas demarcated by government hired experts as vulnerable to natural hazards.  
 
The notification has been lying in limbo for almost two years now, since the government 
constituted a committee under Dr M S Swaminathan in 2004 to review coastal 
regulations. The committee ran into controversy with green groups for suggesting 
exemptions to several activities beyond the vulnerability line in the report it submitted in 
2005. Since then, the work on draft notification has been continuing within the ministry 
in a rather hushed manner. "The notification must be put out in public domain for an 
open discussion, it cannot be kept pending for so long while the government has 
already asked the World Bank to invest in making it a reality," said A L Ramanathan, 
professor at the School of Environmental Studies at Jawaharlal Nehru University, Delhi.  
 
The draft notification should ideally be put in public domain for comments before the 
government can approve it.  
 
But the environment ministry has given the country a fait accompli by already getting an 
approval from the Planning Commission to seek World Bank assistance for Rs 500 
crore to get work done on the basis of the draft notification which is yet to see the light 
of day. The green groups are livid. "The new draft rules are a clear dilution of earlier 
coastal regulations. If the experts draw a line that shows the limit beyond which any 
person, activity or development is vulnerable to natural hazards then why should there 
be any exemption to any activity, some of which would be capital intensive as well as 
involve many people. At a point where climate change and sea level rise are burning 
issues, this goes against the precautionary principle laid down by the Supreme Court," 
said Debi Goenka, executive trustee of the Conservation Action Trust, Mumbai.  
 
The draft rules, which outgoing environment minister A Raja did not take a look at, 
would now be sent to the PM for approval as he has taken over charge of the ministry.  
 
The rules provide for demarcation of a setback or vulnerability line drawn up by 
technical experts. The coastal area is then divided into four management zones. The 
first zone will comprise ecologically sensitive areas. But Zone II is the most controversial 
provision.  



 
"The earlier notification looked at development levels in 1991 on the coast and said that 
beyond what was existing at that time, there shouldn't be any other development activity 
within the regulated 500 metres. But the new proposal will allow any kind of activity on 
the coast if you build a sea wall or any other engineered protection which has 
historically failed," said Manju Menon of environmental group Kalpvriksh. 
 
 
Deccan Herald 
May 26th 2007 
Centres guarded coastal norms irk NGOs  
From Kalyan Ray, DH News Service, New Delhi:  

As the Centre is believed to have given the final touches to yet another controversial 
notification allowing commercial activities close to the coast, the green groups are openly 
criticising the Union Environment Ministry for the manner in which the notification was 
finalised. 
Though the officials are tight-lipped, it is learnt that the ministry has finalised a set of 
amendments to the Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) notification of 1991 allowing variety of 
commercial activities within 500m of the coast line. 
The new notification now requires endorsement of the Prime Minister, who has been looking 
after the environment portfolio following the last Cabinet reshuffle, before it is released 
publicly, sources said.  
But the green groups are upset with the secretive attitude of the ministry. They say the 
fishermen were not given a chance to discuss the pros and cons of the new notification, as 
the entire exercise was carried out in a hush-hush manner. “Lack of public participation 
during the formulation of the notification is not acceptable,” said Sudarshan Rodriguez, an 
activist from Bangalore-based Ashoke Trust for Research in Ecology and the Environment 
(ATREE) at a CRZ meeting here on Friday.  
The voluntary organisations claim that even before disclosing the notification, the ministry 
with the permission of the Planning Commission approached the World Bank to invest in 
coastal projects. The new notification is also believed to allow setting up of special economic 
zones in urban areas close to sea coast. More industry and tourism activities are also 
expected to flourish along the coast once the new notification is in place. 
This is in contrast to the suggestions given by scientists after the tsunami in 2004. They had 
warned about the dangers of increased commercial activities near the coast. Instead, 
planting more mangrove trees was suggested.  
 
‘Vulnerable line’ 
The ministry has proposed demarcation of a vulnerability line and permitting commercial 
activities beyond that line. “Nobody knows how this vulnerability line will be drawn as there 
is no definition. 
The same ministry had failed to demarcate the high tide line anywhere on the coast despite 
its requirement as per the 1991 notification,” Debi Goenka from Mumbai-based 
Conservation Action Group told Deccan Herald.  
The green groups are of the opinion that the ministry had carried out changes because of 
pressure from the tourism and industry lobbies, which consider the CRZ rules inhibitory. 

  
 



New law may threaten Indian marine life, fishermen 

By Nita Bhalla 

NEW DELHI (Reuters) - A planned law on Indian coastal management threatens marine 
ecosystems and the livelihoods of thousands of fishermen by favoring development over 
conservation, experts and activists said on Friday. 

The draft Coastal Management Zone law, due to be announced next month, is a response to 
India's drive for development as well as strong lobbying from business sectors such as 
tourism and construction. 

"The new law doesn't recognize the rights of fishing communities and also allows for 
development to take place almost anywhere along the coast," said Sudarshan Rodriguez 
from the Ashoka Trust for Research in Ecology and the Environment.  

"It will devastate fishing communities and destroy vital marine ecosystems." 

Around 10 million people live along India's 8,000 km (4,970 miles) coastline -- three million 
of whom are fishermen and their families. 

Activists say these communities are highly skilled, having fished for generations, but they 
are becoming marginalized as big business moves into these lucrative resource-rich areas. 

Sand mining, tourism, fish farming and other types of aquaculture, land reclamation, 
hydrocarbon exploration and port development are all taking their toll on India's coast, say 
scientists 

"Coastal areas are the most productive ecosystems which we have and this is why they are 
so high in demand," said B.C. Choudhary, a scientist at the Wildlife Institute of India. 

"There are estuaries, salt marshes, lagoons, mangroves, mudflats, sand dunes and coral 
reefs, all of which are renewable resources which we depend upon in some way or another." 

The draft will replace an existing law known as the Coastal Regulation Zone Act, which has 
already been watered down and amended around 19 times since its enactment in 1991. 

The existing law does not permit development for up to 200 meters from the coast and also 
recognizes the customary rights of fishing communities.  

Although the law is poorly enforced, experts said it did help to protect the environment and 
coastal populations. They want the government to scrap the new draft act and actively 
enforce the existing law. 

"There has been no public consultation on the new draft and we urge the government to put 
the interests of fishermen and its environment before anything else," said Chandrika 
Sharma from the International Collective in Support of Fishworkers.  

http://today.reuters.com/news/articlenews.aspx?type=scienceNews&storyid=2007-05-
25T122843Z_01_DEL197631_RTRUKOC_0_US-INDIA-COAST-LAW.xml 
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COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT (CZM) NOTIFICATION 2007 

 
 

S.O.No….(E) Whereas the Central government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests 
issued the Coastal Regulation Zone Notification vide No. S.O. 114(E) dated the 19th 
February 1991, under which the coastal stretches were declared Coastal Regulation Zone 
(CRZ) and restriction were imposed on the setting up and expansion of industries, 
operations and processes in the said zone for its protection; 
 
And whereas the said notification has been amended from time to time based on 
recommendations of various committees, judicial pronouncements, representations from 
State Governments, Central Ministries, and the general public, etc., consistent with the 
basic objective of the said Notification; 
 
And whereas perceiving the continuing difficulties posed by the Notification in the 
effective implementation for the sustainable development of coastal regions as well as 
conservation of coastal resources, the ministry of environment and forests constituted an 
expert committee vide an Order No.15 (8)/2004-IA-III, dated 19th July 2004 under the 
Chairmanship of Prof. M.S.Swaminathan, with experts in the areas of environmental law, 
marine bio-diversity, marine geology, environmental economics, socio-economics, remote 
sensing, coastal engineering, urban planning, and marine fisheries to carry out a 
comprehensive review of the said Notification including all its amendments in the light of 
findings and recommendations of previous Committees, judicial pronouncements, 
representations of various stakeholders, and suggest suitable amendments, if necessary, to 
make the coastal regulatory framework consistent with well established scientific 
principles of Coastal Zone Management; 
 
And whereas the above Expert Committee had submitted its report to the Ministry of 
Environment and Forests in February, 2005 containing specific recommendations to build 
on the strengths of existing regulations and institutional structures and fill gaps for 
conservation and improving the management of the coastal resources by enhancing the 
living and non-living resources of the coastal zone; by ensuring protection to coastal 
populations and structures from risk of inundation from extreme weather and geological 
events; and by ensuring that the livelihoods of coastal populations are not unduely 
hampered; 
 
And whereas the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests after 
carefully considering the above report and all the recommendations made therein have 
decided to accept them in principle for implementation; 
 
And whereas in accordance with the above decision, the Central Government proposes to 
bring into fore a new framework for managing and regulating activities in the coastal and 
marine areas for conserving and protecting the coastal resources and coastal environment 



and by ensuring protection of coastal population and structures from risk of inundation 
from extreme weather and geological events; and by ensuring that the livelihoods of 
coastal populations are not unduly hampered; by replacing the Coastal Regulation Zone 
Notification, 1991 as amended from time to time;   
 
And now, therefore, the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests in 
exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) and clause (v) of sub-section 2 of 
Section 3 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 (29 of 1986) and as required under 
sub-rule (3) of rule 5 0f the Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986 proposes to issue a 
notification to be known as the Coastal Zone Management Notification, 2007, for the 
information of the public likely to be affected thereby and notice is hereby given that the 
said draft Notification will be taken into consideration by the Central Government on and 
after the expiry of sixty days from the date of publication of said notification in the Official 
Gazette. 
 
Any person interested in making any objections or suggestions on the proposals contained 
in the draft Notification may do so in writing within the period so specified through post to 
the Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, 
Lodi Road, New Delhi – 110003, or electronically at e-mail address: secy@menf.nic.in 
 
1. (1) This notification shall be called the Coastal Zone Management Notification, 2007. 
    (2) This notification shall come into force from the date of its final publication in the  
          Official Gazette. 
  
2. Objective: 
 
The objective of this notification is protection and sustainable development of the coastal 
stretches and marine environment through sustainable costal zone management practices 
based on sound, scientific principles taking into account the vulnerability of the coast to 
natural hazards, sustainable livelihood for local communities, and conservation of 
ecologically and culturally significant coastal resources.  
 
3. Definitions : In this Notification the terms, unless the context otherwise requires, 
shall have the following meaning in each case: 
 
a) ‘Coastal Zone’ shall mean the area from the territorial waters limit (12 nautical 
miles measured from the appropriate baseline) including its sea bed, the adjacent land area 
along the coast and inland water bodies influenced by tidal action including its bed, upto 
the landward boundary of the local self government/local authority abutting the sea coast, 
provided in case of ecologically and culturally sensitive areas, the entire 
biological/physical boundary of the area may included, if necessary, for which specific 
Notification would need to be made.  
 
b) ‘Integrated Coastal Zone Management-(ICZM)’ shall mean a process by which 
decisions are made for sustainable use, development and protection of coastal and marine 
areas and resources.  



 
c) ‘Integrated Coastal Zone Management Plan(ICZMP)’ is the land use plan 
prepared for implementation of the Integrated Coastal Zone Management. 
 
d) ‘Local Self Government/Local Authority’ shall mean a village Panchayat, or a 
urban local body, or any other body or authority, by what ever name called, for the time 
being invested by law, for rendering essential services or, with control and management of 
civic services, within a specified local area abutting the sea coast.  
 
e) ‘Setback Line’ shall mean a line demarcated along the coast, based on its 
vulnerability to natural hazards as per Guidelines given in this notification in Appendix-I. 
 
f) ‘Ecologically Sensitive Areas’ are those areas of the coastal zone that plan an 
important role in maintaining the functional integrity of the coast, including acting as 
natural barriers to coastal hazards and/or harbouring a diverse biodiversity that provide 
valuable resources to local communities.  
 
g) ‘Expert’ is a person with specialized knowledge in a specified field, with at lease a 
Master’s degree from a recognized University in case of science (including social sciences, 
economics and management) disciplines; or a professional Bachelor’s degree from a 
recognized University in case of engineering, technology, medicine, or legal disciplines; or 
a Post-Graduate Diploma in Forestry from the Indira Gandhi National Forest Academy in 
case of Forestry; with at lease fifteen (15) years of full-time professional experience in the 
specified field after award of the qualifying degree, in the event of the person concerned 
possessing, in addition, a higher degree from a recognized University, i.e. Ph.D or D.Sc. in 
case of science (including social sciences, economics, and management) disciplines; or a 
M.Tech/MD/LLM degree in case of engineering, Technology, Mecine, or legal disciplines; 
the period of full-time professional experience after gaining the higher degree may be 
ten(10) years.  
 
h) ‘Professional’ is a person who possesses the academic qualifications as specified 
for experts, but does not yet possess the requisite experience.  
 
4. Categorization of the Coastal Zone: For the purpose of management and 
regulation, the coastal zone shall be divided into four categories; 

i) Coastal Management Zone – I (CMZ – I) shall consist of areas designated as 
Ecologically Sensitive Areas (ESA), which are listed generically in Appendix – II.  

 
ii) Coastal Management Zone- II (CMZ – II) shall consist of areas, other than CMZ – I 

and coastal waters, identified as “Areas of Particular Concern (APC)” such as 
economically important areas, high population density areas, and 
culturally/strategically important areas. The administrative boundaries of these 
“Areas of Particular Concern” would be boundaries of CMZ – II. The generic list of 
such areas is given in Appendix – III.  

 



iii) Coastal Management Zone – III (CMZ – III) shall consist of all other open areas 
including coastal waters, that is all areas excluding those classified as CMZ – I, II 
and IV.  

 
iv) Coastal Management Zone – IV (CMZ – IV) shall consist of inlands territories of 

Andaman and Nicobar, Lakshadweep, and other offshore islands. 
 

v) In respect of the islands in coastal backwaters areas which are not included in CMZ 
– I or CMZ – II, such areas may be included in CMA – IV at the option of the 
Local Authority; otherwise they would be included in CMA – III. Once exercised, 
the option of the Local Authority would not be subject to change.  

 
(i) National Board for Sustainable Coastal Zone Management.  
 
 This Board consisting of not more than 31 Members shall have the mandate to 
provide policy advice to the Central Government on matters relating to coastal zone 
management. The composition of the Board shall be as given in Appendix – IV. The term 
of the non-official members of the Board shall be three (3) years, and may not be renewed.  
 
(ii) State/UT Coastal Zone Management Authorities   
 
 The State/UT Environmental Appraisal Authorities set up under the provisions of 
the EIA Notification dated 14.09.2006, under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 shall 
also be the State/UT Coastal Zone Management Authorities. They shall have the mandate 
to undertake all regulatory functions at the State/UT level under this Notification. These 
Authorities will, in respect of matters to be considered by the Authority, invariably obtain 
the scientific advice of the State/UT Environmental Expert Committees, also set up under 
the provisions of the EIA Notification dated 14.09.2006, referred to above. The 
Chairpersons of the State/UT Environmental Expert Committees may co-opt experts from 
other relevant disciplines, as necessary in particular cases.  
 
5. Management Methodology : The management methodology and approach for the 
Coastal Management Zone shall be as follows : 
 
(I) Notification of the Setback Line: The Setback Line, for the entire coast, excluding 
CMZ – IV areas, will be notified in one or more stretches at a time in a map on cadastral 
scale by the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests. For this 
purpose, the Central Government may issue detailed technical Guidelines, based on the 
approach set forth in Appendix – I. The Notification shall be based on the delineation to be 
carried out by a competent and established scientific institution specializing in earth 
surveys and mapping, among a set of such institutions to be notified by the Central 
Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests.  
 
 
 
 



(II) Coastal Management Zone - I 
 
 The ecologically sensitive areas as per generic list given in Appendix – II shall be 
identified within the coastal zone by the Central Government in the Ministry of 
Environment and Forests jointly with the concerned State Government/Union Territory 
Administration, with the technical assistance provided by one or more competent and 
established scientific research institutions specializing in coastal resources management, 
and notified by the Central Government. All activities in CMZ – I areas shall be regulated 
by the State/UT Coastal Zone Management Authority concerned on the basis of an 
Integrated Coastal Zone Management Plan ( ICZMP) to be prepared  by the State/UT 
Administration with the help of one or more competent and  established scientific research 
institutions specializing in coastal resources management, and notified by the Central 
Government. The ICZMPs would be endorsed by the State/UT Environmental Appraisal 
Authority concerned. The ICZMPs would thereafter be forwarded for review by the 
Central Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests and given approval ( or 
rejected) within 60 days of receipt. It would thereafter be Notified by the State/UT 
Administration in terms of the approval given by the Central Government. In the event of 
the 60 days time limit expiring without decision by Central Government, the State/UT 
Administration may notify the ICZMP as submitted to  the Central Government after 
endorsement by the State/UT Environmental Appraisal Authority concerned. The ICZMPs 
prepared shall ensure proper protection and conservation of all ecological entities within 
the notified ecologically sensitive areas keeping in mind technical feasibility and costs, and 
otherwise consistent with the provision of the National Environment Policy, 2006. The 
implementation of the ICZMP by the State Government/UT Administration shall be 
monitored by the concerned District Magistrates.  
 
(III) Coastal Management Zone – II. 
 
 The Local Authority concerned, may, at its option, adhere to one or the other of the 
following approaches to coastal protection. Once such option is exercised, it would not be 
subject to change: 
 
Option A : Areas Not Covered by Coastal Protection Stuctures : Except for activities 
which require shoreline access, listed in Appendix – V, all new physical and social 
infrastructure, and habitations, are to be located beyond the Setback Line on the landward 
side. In case of expansion of existing physical and social infrastructure located on the 
seaward side of the Setback Line, the entire infrastructure would be relocated to beyond the 
Setback Line on the landward side. In the case of habitations located on the seaward side of 
the Setback Line, no increase in covered area would be permissible. However, 
modernization, repairs, and reconstruction of existing habitations on the seaward side of 
the Setback Line, without increase in covered area may be undertaken with prior approval 
as necessary under the Local Authority Laws and Regulations. On the landward side of the 
Setback Line, in respect of new and existing physical and social infrastructure, and 
habitations, there would be no additional restrictions under this Notification, on 
construction, modernization, or expansion, beyond those under the Laws and Regulations 
of the Local Authority.  



Option B : Areas covered by Coastal Protection Structures : One or more coastal 
protection structures which provide at lease the same measure of protection from coastal 
hazards as the Setback Line may be constructed by the Local Authority. The detailed 
engineering design of these structures, together with the delineation of the areas to be 
provided protection thereby, would be reviewed and endorsed by the State/UT Coastal 
Management Authority, and submitted thereafter through the State/UT Administration to 
the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests for approval. Such 
approval or rejection is to be conveyed by the Central Government within sixty (60) days 
of receipt form the State/UT Administration, failing which the State/UT Administration 
may convey approval of the detailed engineering design to the Local Authority concerned. 
Upon completion of constructional the State/UT Administration would cause the structures 
to be inspected by a competent technical authority, and submit the same to the Central 
Government in the Ministry of Environment and Forests for confirmation that the worked 
has been satisfactorily completed as per approved detailed engineering design. The Central 
Government, within sixty(60) days of receipt of the technical inspection report from the 
State/UT Administration, after conduction any further technical inspections as in its 
opinion may be necessary, confirm or reject the same; if the latter, with detailed technical 
reasons, to the concerned State/ UT Administration. In the event that the Central 
Government does not confirm or reject the technical inspection report of the State/ UT 
Administration within the specified period of sixty (60) days. The State/ UT 
Administration would confirm satisfactory completion of the structures to the Local 
Authority concerned.  
 
Upon confirmation as above that the coastal protection structures have been satisfactorily 
completed, all physical and social infrastructures, and habitations, in the areas afforded 
protection by these structures, be subject to the normal Local Authority Laws and 
Regulations, and all other Laws and Regulations in force. There are no new restrictions 
under this Notification with respect to such areas as are provided protection by the coastal 
structures.  
 
(IV) Coastal Management Zone - III 
 
 Except for activities which require shoreline access, listed in Appendix V, all new 
physical and social infrastructure, and habitations, are to be located beyond the Setback 
Line on the landward side. In case of expansion (but not maintenance or repairs) of existing 
physical and social infrastructure located on the seaward side of the Setback Line, the 
entire infrastructure would be relocated to beyond the Setback Line on the landward side. 
In the case of habitations located on the seaward side of the Setback Line, no increase in 
covered area would be permissible. However, modernization, repairs, and reconstruction of 
existing habitations on the seaward side of the Setback Line, without increase in covered 
area may be undertaken with prior approval as necessary under the Local Authority Laws 
and Regulations. On the landward side of the Setback Line, in respect of new and existing 
physical and social infrastructure, and habitations, there would be no additional restrictions 
on construction, modernization, or expansion, beyond those under the Laws and 
Regulations of the Local Authority and other Laws and Regulations in force.  
 



(V) Coastal Management Zone – IV. 
 
 All activities will conform to the approved ICZMPs, which fact will be determined 
in each case by the concerned State/ UT Coastal Zone Management Authority.  
 
6. Operation of the CRZ notification 1991. 
 
 The Coastal Regulation Zone Notification, 1991 shall cease to operate within : 
 
 (a) A CMZ – I area, from the date of Notification of the concerned ICZMP.  
 
 (b) A CMZ – II area, from the date of Notification of the Setback Line, or 

satisfactory completion of coastal protection structures, the latter in respect 
of areas provided protection by such structures.    

 
 (c) A CMZ – III area, from the date of Notification of the Setback Line.  
 
 (d) A CMZ – IV area, from the date of Notification of the concerned ICZMP.  
 
 (e) The approved Integrated Coastal Zone Management Plan shall be reviewed 

by Ministry of Environment and Forests, based on the request made by the 
concerned Union Territor/State Government.  

 
 

(F.No.11-83/2005-IA.III) 
 

(J M Mauskar) 
 

Joint Secretary. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



Appendix -I 
 

SETBACK LINE 
 
 
 The Setback Lines in the coastal management zones categorized as CMZ – I, II and 
III will be based on vulnerability of the coast to natural and manmade hazards. This 
procedure is followed in many countries where the coast has been mapped for vulnerability 
to coastal hazards.  
 
 For the purpose of mapping the vulnerability of the coast six parameters are taken 
into account: elevation, geomorphology, sea level trends, horizontal shoreline displacement 
(erosion/accretion), tidal ranges, and wave heights. A brief on each of the parameters 
which are to be considered for drawing up the Setback Line are given below :  
 

(i) Elevation: The elevation data shall be obtained from the available coastal 
toposheets and satellite data surveys. 

 
(ii) Geomorphology : The land forms will be identified on the maps based on the 

available toposheet and remote sensing data. Bathymetry to be derived from 
naval Hydrographic Charts on location specific surveys.  

 
(iii) Sea Level trends : The sea level trend data shall be based on primary data 

published by Survey of India. The median estimate of mean sea level rise in the 
next one hundred (100) years in terms of the Fourth Assessment Report of the 
Inter-Governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) shall be taken into 
account.  

 
(iv) Horizontal Shoreline displacement : The erosion/accretion data of horizontal 

shoreline displacement shall be obtained from long term information derived 
from Survey of India Topographic maps (1967) and the latest satellite data. 
Horizontal shoreline displacement will be estimated (median estimate) over the 
next 100 years.  

 
(v) Tidal Ranges : Tide tables published by the Survey of India.  

 
(vi) Wave heights : Wave heights obtained from ship observations published by 

National Institute of Oceanography or other locally available measured data.    
 
The level of protection to be provided by the Setback Line will correspond to protection 
from coastal hazards with a one percent (1 %) probability of occurrence in any given year, 
after accounting for the median estimates of mean sea level rise and horizontal shoreline 
displacement in the next one hundred (100) years.  
 
Further detailed Technical Guidelines for delineation of the Setback Line may be provided 
by the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment & Forests.  



 
Appendix – II 

 
 
CMZ – I : GERMERIC LIST OF ECOLOGICALLY SENSITIVE AREAS (ESA) 
 
 

(i) Mangroves 

(ii) Coral reefs 
(iii) Send Beaches and Sand Dunes 
(iv) Inland tidal water bodies, i.e. estuaries, lakes, lagoons, creeks. 
(v) Mudflats 
(vi) Marine Wildlife protected areas under the Wildlife (Conservation) Act.  
(vii) Coastal fresh water lakes 
(viii) Galt Marshes 
(ix) Turtle nesting grounds 
(x) Horse shoe crabs habitats 
(xi) Sea grass beds 
(xii) Sea weed beds 
(xiii) Nesting grounds of migratory birds. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Appendix – III 

 
 

CMZ – II : LIST OF AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN 
 
 

a) Coastal Municipalities/Corporations (the entire notified area) 

b) Coastal Panchayats with population density more than 400 persons per sq km. 

(the entire notified area) as per the latest Census of India. 

c) Ports and Harbours. 

d) Notified Tourism Areas 

e) Mining sites 

f) Notified Industrial Estates 

g) Special Economic Zones 

h) Haritage areas 

i) Notified Archaeological sites under the Protected Monuments Act. 

j) Defence areas/installations 

k) Power Plants 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix – IV 

 

 

COMPOSITION OF MATIONAL BOARD FOR SUSTAINABLE COASTAL 

ZONE MANAGEMENT 

 

1. Union Minister for Environment and Forests   -      Chair 

2. Union Minister-in-charge of Ministry of Earth Sciences -      Co-Chair 

3. Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests  -     Member Secretary. 

4. Experts (by name) in :  

 Coastal Ecosystems       - 1 

 Marine biology      - 1 

 Maritime law       - 1 

 Meteorology       - 1 

 Disaster Management      - 1 

 Environmental Economics     - 1 

4. Representative of the National Commission for Women - 1 

5. Representative of the Ministry of Defence   - 1 

6. Representative of the Ministry of Urban Development - 1 

7. Representative of the Ministry of Panchayati Raj  - 1 

8. Representatives of community based organizations of  

 the mainland coastal population    - 3 

9. Representatives from fisheries, aquaculture, tourism, 

 industries, mining, ports, sectors    - 6 

10. Representatives of coastal Rural District Panchayats  - 3 

11. Representatives of coastal Urban Local Authorities  - 3 

12. Representatives of Andaman & Nicobar and  

Lakshadweep Islands      - 3 

 



 

Appendix – V 

 

Activities Requiring Access to the Shorelines 

 

1. Port and Harbours, including refueling facilities, and dredging and 

reclamation  

2. Fish Landing Sides 

3. Public Toilets 

4. Lighthouses and Light-towers 

5. Beach tourism and water sports facilities  

6. Salt Pans  

7. Mining of minerals other than beach sand, rocks, gravel, and sea-shells 

8. Ship building and repair facilities 

9. Coastal protection structures 

10. Hydrocarbon exploration and production 

11. Defence installations 

12. Discharge pipelines for treated effluent and sewage 

13. Approach roads, railways, pipelines, power transmission and distribution 

lines to service the above.  
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Coastal Zone Management: 
Better or Bitter Fare?
Is the proposed coastal zone management notification designed for 
better management of the coasts? What evidence exists to show that 
conservation and sustainable livelihoods are the objectives of this 
new set of rules. This article examines the content and process 
behind this notification.

which are consistent with the basic objective 
of the notification, but that there were 
continued difficulties posed by the CRZ 
Notification in its effective implementation 
(para 2 of the CZM Notification).
The CRZ notification per se did not 

pose problems in implementation as 
much as a lack of willingness to imple-
ment it. The MoEF’s repeated amendments 
rendered the notification difficult to 
comprehend, self-contradictory and very 
confusing [Menon and Sridhar 2007]. The 
most striking example is that the original 
law envisioned permitting only activities 
requiring the waterfront or foreshore in 
the CRZ area, but each dilution permitted 
new industries (not necessarily “coastal” 
in nature) in this sensitive zone [Goenka 
2000; Divan and Rosencranz 2001; Up-
adhyay and Upadhyay 2002; Sridhar 2005]. 
In effect, 16 years of active collusion 
between commercial interest lobbies and 
the government ensured repeated dilutions 
to this law and total non-implementation 
of its regulatory procedures compromising 
its primary objectives. Of the 19 dilutions, 
that were brought in through amendments, 
only three were put out for public com-
ment before finalisation.

(b) The CZM Notification is proposed as 
a replacement for the CRZ Notification 
based on the recommendations of the 
Swaminathan Committee’s Report which 
contained recommendations to build on 
the strengths of existing regulations.

This second rationale for promulgating 
the CZM notification is misleading since 
the Swaminathan Committee report is not 
a widely accepted document devoid of 
controversy. It falls short on several counts 
and the absence of citizen participation in 
its drafting has been a serious concern since 
its objectives have far-reaching implications. 
Pro-industry influences are evident in the 
Swaminathan Committee report. The 
initial discussion chapters on integrated 
CZM and the final chapter containing the 

Manju Menon, 			 
Sudarshan Rodriguez, 		
Aarthi Sridhar

The Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ)  
notification introduced in 1991 by  
the ministry of environment and 

forests (MoEF) under the Environment 
Protection Act, 1986 was hailed as pro-
gressive by fisherfolk activists and envi-
ronmental groups as it recognised that 
coastal areas needed some form of protec-
tion from unregulated development. 
However, the run-in period of the CRZ 
notification synchronised with India’s 
economic reforms and this had a big 
influence on the implementation of its 
original objective. The clauses of the 
notification prohibiting and restricting 
activities along the coast remained un-
implemented, the mandatory coastal zone 
management (CZM) plans that were to 
be prepared to ensure that sensitive areas 
were protected did not materialise and 
there was no institutional mechanism to 
ensure the implementation [Menon and 
Sridhar 2007]. The non-implementation 
of this law was discussed extensively 
even by the Supreme Court of India [Anon 
1996]. 

Flawed Premise 

The MoEF plans to introduce a new 
notification replacing the CRZ notification 
of 1991 [Anon 2007; Bhalla 2007; 
Sethi 2007]. The proposed CZM notifica-
tion is presumably based on the recom-
mendations of the Swaminathan Com-
mittee which the MoEF set up in 2004 
to review the CRZ notification. The two 
main premises the MoEF puts forth for 
promulgating the CZM notification are 
contested below: 

(a) There have been several amendments 
to the CRZ Notification, 1991 based on 
recommendations of various committees, 

regulatory/management recommendations 
are completely disjoint [Sridhar et al 
2006]. 

Reading between the Lines

The proposed CZM notification is yet 
another example of the MoEF’s “double 
speak” on environment issues and recent 
policy/legal reforms. The notification 
espouses politically correct objectives – 
“sustainable development”, “sustainable 
livelihoods” and “conservation of eco-
logically and culturally significant coastal 
resources”1 but the subsequent clauses 
contain no indication of how these objec-
tives will be achieved. We examine various 
clauses to see how they are antithetical 
to the stated objectives of (a) conservation, 
(b) sustainable development, and (c) sustain-
able livelihoods that it is supposedly based 
on. A comparison is also made with the 
initial CRZ notification to see, if the 
notification scores above the earlier one 
or, whether it is indeed, more regressive 
in realising such objectives. 
(a) Conservation design of the CZM 
notification: The conservation design of 
the notification is similar to the CRZ 
notification, but varies in the degree of 
regulation of activities. The CZM notifi-
cation attempts to delineate areas as CZM  
I, II, III and IV zones and establish dif-
ferent ways of managing activities here. 
Protection and conservation of ecologi-
cally sensitive areas: One of the criticisms 
of the CRZ notification was that it used 
terms that were not adequately defined. 
However, the CZM does no better in this 
respect. Without any clear definitions, the 
ecologically sensitive areas of CMZ I such 
as nesting beaches or mangroves will not 
be identified or protected. Ironically, a 
qualification accompanies the clause on 
management of these sensitive CZM I 
areas. The protection and conservation of 
CZM I areas is subsumed by development 
and economic considerations as the protec-
tion measures for CZM I will be under-
taken subject to “technical feasibility and 
costs” and only “if consistent with the 
provisions of the National Environment 
Policy  (NEP)”. The NEP which was finalised 
in 2006 clearly states that, it is drafted in 
line with the recommendations of the 
Govindarajan Committee report on invest
ment reforms. The critics of the NEP 
argue that under the garb of safeguarding 
livelihood and development concerns, it 
actually dilutes environmental regulations 
to promote industrial development 
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[Kothari 2004; Open Letter 2004; Upad-
hyay 2004; CSS 2004; TBS 2004a; TBS 
2004b; TBS 2004c; Ghotge 2004; Lele 
and Menon 2004]. 

The CRZ I areas under the CRZ noti-
fication were initially defined as the areas 
where no activities would be permitted 
until several dilutions were introduced to 
change that. The proposed CZM notification 
builds on this regressive trend and estab-
lishes that various activities will be allowed 
in these sensitive ecosystems as long as 
they are recorded in the “Integrated Coast-
al Zone Management Plans” (ICZMP).  
(b) Sustainable development: There is no 
operational definition of the term “sustain-
able development” anywhere in the CZM 
notification. Appendix III of the proposed 
CZM notification contains an assorted 
listing of various “areas of particular 
concern” that are identified as CZM II 
areas. Typically, the constituents of this 
list are those which are currently subject 
to prohibitions or restrictions in the CRZ 
notification. These areas such as special 
economic zones and notified tourism areas 
stand to gain immensely by their presence 
on this list as the CZM II areas will 
hardly be subject to regulations. 

The management mechanism within the 
CZM II areas makes little conservation 
sense. The management measure states 
that activities and constructions that lie 
behind setback lines (Option A), coastal 
protection structures (Option B or largely 
sea walls) will not be subject to any 
regulation. Only activities on the seaward 
side of setback lines will be subject to 
regulations and this has major implications 
only for the coastal communities such as 
fisherfolk. The CZM II offers local au-
thorities an option of choosing setbacks 
or sea walls as their management strategy. 
This implies that the CZM II areas will 
not be affected by regulations of the 
notification, if these areas are walled. The 
availability of these narrow options will 
most certainly result in the walling of 
most of India’s coastline without an objec-
tive consideration given to softer options 
for coastal protection. It is now widely 
acknowledged that many of these hard 
options have serious ecological and 
environmental impacts [Hedao 2005; 
Pandian et al 2004; Mani 2004]. The sea 
walls do not prevent erosion they only 
transfer the problem further along the 
shore [Bhalla 2006; Bhalla 2007]. 
Setback lines: Within CZM II and III, 
activities which do not require shoreline 
access can be set up beyond a setback 

line. The setback line is based on the 
mapping of coastal vulnerability to 
“natural and man-made hazards”. There 
is no indication if this setback line will 
be constant or dynamic, or a clear time 
frame to map the same. Importantly, there 
is the central question of whether the 
concept of setbacks alone provides any 
protective function at all, considering that 
several activities are allowed on the sea-
ward side and all activities can take place 
unregulated on the landward side. 
Inaccurate interpretation of ‘vulnerability’: 
The use of the word “vulnerability” to 
define setbacks is not defined in the draft 
and the current description in Appendix I 
is inaccurate. The right term to be used 
is a hazard line based on a given risk.2 
Vulnerability is the “level of exposure of 
human life, property, and resources to 
impact from hazards” and is derived by 
calculating a certain defined level of risk 
to coastal hazards.3 Hazard being “an 
event or physical condition that has the 
potential to cause fatalities, injuries, prop-
erty damage, infrastructure damage, agri-
cultural loss, damage to the environment, 
interruption of business, or other types of 
harm or loss”4 and risk is defined as 
“the potential for losses associated with a 
hazard, defined in terms of expected sever-
ity and/or frequency, and locations or 
areas affected”.5 

Thus, what the draft claims as a “vulner
ability map” is actually a hazard risk line, 
a risk being defined by the notification 
as“based on coastal hazards with a one 
per cent (1 per cent) probability of oc-
currence in any given year, after account-
ing for the median estimates of mean sea 
level rise and horizontal shoreline displace-
ment in the next one hundred (100) years”.  
Thus, only when one overlays exposure 
of human life, i e, population density, 
existing property and resources with the 
hazard risk line does one get a vulner
ability map. This glaring conceptual error 
in a proposed legislation that claims to 
incorporate scientific principles for 
coastal management indicates its intent 
to obfuscate issues. 

The six listed parameters for the hazards 
risks (aka vulnerability mapping) are 
actually incomplete. The important para
meters omitted are wind speeds and data 
on extreme weather events till date which 
are directly indicative of coastal hazards 
in addition to the parameters listed. This 
omission is surprising given that one 
of the CZM notification objectives is 
“ensuring protection to coastal populations 

and structures from risk of inundation 
from extreme weather and geological 
events; and by ensuring that the liveli-
hoods of coastal populations are not 
unduly hampered”.
Management by omission – ICZMPs: 
While the “hands off” management strat-
egy for CZM II and III areas translates 
to turning a blind eye to all activities 
beyond setbacks and protection structures, 
the management strategy for CZM I and 
IV areas is even more hazy. The activities 
here are to be decided by the ICZMPs 
on which the entire CZM I and IV are 
based is devoid of formulation guidelines, 
let alone procedures for transparency and 
public participation in the planning process. 
The CZM II and III areas do not even 
require any ICZM planning process. 

Sustainable development would imply 
some measure of regulation or restriction 
on the development activity itself. How-
ever, the CZM notification not only allows 
activities that are proven to be far from 
environmentally sustainable, but also 
ensures that these remain unregulated 
through the hands off management. 
(c) Livelihoods and the CZM notification: 
Whose livelihoods does the CZM notifi-
cation seeks to safeguard? In the CZM 
notification, there is no concern or focus 
on the rights and access of coastal com-
munities, especially fishing communities. 
Given that the proposed legislation aims 
to govern and “manage” development on 
the coast, this omission has significant 
implications for coastal communities. This 
is a big departure from the CRZ notifica-
tion which recognised fishing settlements 
and permitted certain rights and protection 
for the same. 

The CZM notification states that the 
coastal panchayats with more than 400 
persons/sqkm shall be declared as CZM II 
areas. This means that many of the ear-
lier CRZ III categories would now become 
CZM II. The CRZ notification had stringent 
regulations and a No Development Zone 
of 200 m for CRZ III areas that were 
characteristically coastal towns and  vil-
lages with low levels of development. By 
putting these areas under CZM II, the 
precautionary principle and livelihood 
protection measures that were applicable 
to the CRZ III areas to restrict urbanisa-
tion pressures and ensure livelihood se-
curity, rights and access of coastal com-
munities had been done away with.

Appendix V of the CZM is a list of 
activities that are to be allowed on the 
seaward side of the setback line. The list 
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titled “activities requiring access to the 
shoreline” includes the undefined catego-
ries such as beach tourism and watersport 
facilities. Conspicuous by its absence are 
dwelling units of fisher communities, their 
livelihood activities and supportive minor 
infrastructure that they may need to 
carry on their livelihood such as boat 
yards, fish drying areas, storage of gear 
and parking for their craft. By permitting 
the activities in the appendix on the seaward 
side of the set back line, and at the same 
time, pushing back all dwelling units of 
fisher communities behind the line, the 
government is facilitating the transfer of 
ownership and access of beach fronts from 
the fisher communities to non-coastal 
agencies with commercial interests. 

The management strategy encouraging 
coastal protection measures such as sea 
walls will affect traditional fishing com-
munities as beach space and the shore 
front is essential for their livelihood re-
lated activities like landing their craft, 
drying, mending nets and the storage of 
fishing gear. The fisher communities have 
generally opposed the building of sea 
walls in Tamil Nadu, as they consider it 
to be a hindrance to the landing and 
movement of their boats [Viswanathan 
2005]. John Kurien states that sea walls 
in Tamil Nadu are likely to be the “death 
knell” of the catamaran, as they need 
sandy beaches to land in and would oth-
erwise be destroyed [Sridhar 2005]. 

End of the Road

Management sans monitoring or imple-
mentation structure: The CZM sets itself 
apart from the CRZ notification in a 
striking manner in that it contains abso-
lutely no monitoring mechanism. There 
is no detail available about how the large 
and unwieldy 32-member national board 
for sustainable CZM will function. Op-
erational details, powers and functions of 
the implementation agencies are not 
specified. The present CZM notification 
does away with the three-tier CZM au-
thorities at the national, state and district 
and merges this agency instead with the 
recently announced state/union territory 
environmental expert committees (an 
agency  already entrusted with the respon-
sibility of implementation of the provisions 
of the new EIA notification 2006). Finally, 
there are absolutely no procedures laid out 
for clearance of projects mentioned in the 
notification. The proposed notification is, 
therefore, by no means an improvement 

over the CRZ notification in terms of 
ensuring sustainable development or 
livelihoods or conservation. 

The CZM notification in its present 
form exemplifies the recent negative trend 
of “regulatory capture” – a conscious 
process where environmental governance 
is influenced by commercial lobbies and 
environmental laws are dictated by invest-
ment priorities. While the concerned citi-
zenry busies itself demystifying this implau-
sible law, the MoEF needs only to ac-
climatise to another era of non-implement
ation under the CZM notification.

Email: manjumenon1975@gmail.com

Notes
1	 See Pt 2 on Objectives of the draft CZM 

notification 2007.
2	 See NOAA Vulnerability Assessment Techni

ques and Applications (VATA) web site Glos-
sary, available at http://www.csc.noaa.gov/vata/
glossary.html and NOAA Risk and Vulnerabil-
ity Assessment Tool (RVAT) available at http://
www.csc.noaa.gov/rvat/glossary.html

3	 NOAA, 2006, Vulnerability Assessment Tech
niques and Applications, available at http://
www.csc.noaa.gov/vata/intro2.html

4	 Ibid 2.
5	 Ibid 3.
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REVIEW OF COASTAL REGULATIONS  

 

  

  16:28 IST    

    

  

 

LOK SABHA 

The Ministry of Environment and Forests had constituted 
an Expert Committee under the Chairmanship of Prof. M. 
S. Swaminathan in July, 2004, to review and make 
recommendations with regard to implementation and 
amendments if necessary,  of Coastal Regulation Zone 
Notification, 1991. The Expert Committee submitted its 
report alongwith the recommendations, which were 
accepted by the Ministry of Environment and Forests in 
April, 2005. The major recommendations include:- 

(i)                   Implementation of Integrated Coastal 
Zone Management Plan rather than an uniform 
regulatory approach. 

(ii)                 Development along the coastal stretches 
based on the vulnerability of the coast, taking into 
account the natural and manmade hazards. 

(iii)                Inclusion of the ocean zone for regulation. 

(iv)                Setting up of Institute for Coastal Zone 
Management to address the policy and legal issues.  

(v)                  Abatement of the pollution of coastal areas 
and marine waters in a time-bound manner. 

(vi)                Identification and mapping of the coastal 
eco-sensitive areas such as mangroves, corals, turtle 
breeding areas. 

(vii)               Development of coastal bioshield. 

 



 No new regulations have been notified based on the 
recommendations of the Professor M.S Swaminathan 
Committee.  However, pilot studies have been initiated 
for demarcation of vulnerability line along identified 
coastal stretches in line with the recommendations, 
which would interlia, provide for protection of the 
coastal regions.  

            This information was given by the Minister of 
State in the Ministry of       

 Environment and Forests, Shri S. Reghupathy  in a 
written reply to question   

 by Shri Sanat Kumar Mandal   and Shri M.P. 
Veerendrakumar:in the Lok Sabha today.  

 KP:PM 

 

http://pib.nic.in/release/rel_print_page1.asp?relid=30279 



Making CZM Open And Participatory  

Rajya Sabha, 23rd Aug 2007 

  

1268. MS. SUSHILA TIRIYA 

 
Will the Minister of ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS be pleased to state:-  
 
 
(a) whether it is a fact that Government have received proposals to make process of Coastal 
Zone Management (CZM) open and participatory and ;  
 
(b) if so, the response of Government thereto?  

ANSWER 

 
 
MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS  
 
(SHRI NAMO NARAIN MEENA)  
 
(a) No, Sir.  
 
(b) Does not arise  

  

Source: BULLETIN XI-4: Q & A IN THE 11TH SESSION OF THE PARLIAMENT OF INDIA, 
SESSION PERIOD: 10 AUGUST 2007 - 14 SEPTEMBER 2007 (Compilation by: 
Environment Support Group, Bangalore, India (www.esgindia.org) ) 



Questions for MPs 
 
Will the Minster of Environment and Forest be pleased to state  
 

1 Is it true that the Ministry is proposing to issue a notification on Coastal Zone Management 
in place of the existing CRZ notification of 1991? 

 
a) If yes, has it been placed before public discussion? 
b) Any consultative processes held with the stakeholders for framing the notification? If no 

please give reasons 
c) If yes, please give details of the groups/parties consulted 
 

2 How  many  proposals  of  SEZs,  Industrial  Estate,  Tourism  projects  and Mining  industries 
coming under Coastal area Management Zone are given environmental clearance from 1995 
to 2006? Please give information, 
 
a) State wise 
b) Year wise and 
c) Project wise 

 
3 Has  the Ministry  done  any  investigation  on  the  compliance  of  these  standards  by  these 

industries and projects? If yes give details thereof and action taken, if any 
 
4 How many fresh proposals of SEZs, Industrial Estates, Tourism projects and Mining 

industries to be set in Coastal Zone are received by the Ministry for clearance? Please 
give project wise details 

 
5 Is it true that the CZM notification proposes to expand the coastal zone to territorial 

waters? If yes, please give information specifically on zonation 
 
6 Has  the Ministry  done  any  scientific  study  on  the  increased  industrial  activities  and  its 

impacts on the ecologically sensitive areas in the coastal zone? 
a) If yes, please give details 
b) If no, why? 

 
Will the Minister for Agriculture be pleased to state 
 
1 How much of the coastal lands used by the fishing communities has been diverted/used for 

SEZs, ports, tourism, sand mining and industrial estate projects? Please give information 
 

c) Project wise 
d) State wise 

2 Whether the Ministry has estimated the amount of employment loss for the traditional 
fisherman communities who have been replaced by these projects? If yes please give 
information  
 

e) Project wise replacement of fishermen 



f) State wise 
 
Will the Minister of Earth Science be pleased to state 
 

1 What is the total area covered under Coastal Zone in India? Please give state wise 
information 

 
Will the Minister of Legal Affairs be pleased to state 
 

1 How many cases have been filed by different groups to seek protection of coastal 
ecosystems and habitat under the provisions of the Coastal Regulation Zone, 1991 till 
date? Please give detailed information on 

 
a) Which are the parties filed cases and its details 
b) What are actions taken thereof? 
c) How many cases are pending? 

 
Will the Minister for Commerce and Industry be pleased to state, 
 

1 How many  SEZs  and  industrial estates  are established  in  the  areas  coming under Coastal 
Zone Management and how many new proposals are under processing for approval? Please 
give information, 
 
a) State wise 
b) Project wise 

 
2 What  is the total area that has been allotted for these projects  in the coastal zone? Please 

give information on area occupied/to be occupied by the established and proposed projects, 
 

a) Project wise 
b) State wise 

 
Will the Minister for Mines be pleased to state, 
 

7 How many mining  and  related  factories  are  operating  in  the  Coastal  Zone Management 
areas and how many are under processing for clearance? Please give state wise information 

8 What  is  the  total area  that has been occupied by mining sites  in  the coastal zone? Please 
give state wise information 

 
Will the Minister for Finance be pleased to state 
 

1 Is it true that the proposed Coastal Zone Management notification got an approval from 
the planning commission to receive Rs.500 crore aid from World Bank? If yes,  

a) Please give details of the Conditions associated with the aid? 
b) Please give details on how the money is allocated under the project?  
 



2 Whether this is part of the ongoing Emergency Tsunami Reconstruction Project funded 
by World Bank?  

 
a) If yes, whether the proposed notification is part of the project?  
 
b) Why there is a need for a separate notification when the present Coastal 

Regulation Zone 1991 is in good agreement with the “The Environment and 
Social Management Framework (ESMF)” of the Bank?  

 
3 Please give details of the World Bank funded Emergency Tsunami Reconstruction 

Project being implemented in Tamil Nadu and Pondichery with details on construction 
and industrial activities in compliance with the CRZ, 1991. Please give details category 
wise (CRZ I, II, III and IV and state wise 

 
Will the Minister for Labour and Employment be pleased to state  
 

1 Whether the Ministry has done any estimation on the number of workers engaged in 
traditional fishing and related activities along the coastal zone? 
 

a) If yes please give information on number of people engaged in traditional fishing 
and shore based activities along the coastal area? Please give information state 
wise from 1995 to 2006 

2 Is there any information on the coastal area available for traditional fishing activities 
along the Coastal zone? Please give information on 

 
a) Area available for traditional fishing and shore based activities, state wise 
b) Area available for housing for the fishers staying in the coast, state wise 
c) Loss of employment for traditional fishermen due to reduced access to the coast 

due to development project, state wise 
 
3 Whether the Ministry is aware of the new proposed Coastal Zone Management 

notification that will replace the CRZ 1991 notification? 
 

a) If yes, has the ministry estimated the number of employment loss due to the 
zonation and entry of industrial, mining and other development projects in the 
zone? If yes please give details thereof 
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