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We present four articles on the subject.
1. Kali’s Anger.
2. MoEF Changes Stand on Relocation of Dhari Devi Temple for Alaknanda Dam
3. Dhari Devi idol goes missing
4. Divine Retribution in Many ways
1.Kali’s Anger 

This may sound like a story from a comic book, but it is not so – its reality that most people today like to ignore and push aside as superstition. The fury of the goddess is well known and any attempt to instigate her would lead to great destruction. Let us look at the events leading to the great devastation of Uttarakhand by flooding of Uttar Kashi.

The government has tried to build up dams to overcome the power shortage. This has been opposed by locals and some prominent politicians like Uma Bharti and B. C. Khanduri of the BJP since it would lead to the submergence of the Shrine, and efforts to construct dams have been delayed indefinitely. Previously, in 1882, an attempt to shift the shrine was immediately followed by havoc in Kedar Valley. There is some strange connection between these guardian goddess and the Kedarnath jyotirliñga.

The Joint Temples

These are not just any other Shakti temples, they are among the 108 Shakti Pitha mentioned in the Devi Bhagavat. Dhari Devi is a temple on the banks of the Alaknanda River in the Garhwal Region of Uttarakhand state, India. It houses the upper half of an idol of goddess Kali specifically called “Dhari Devī” that, according to local lore, changes in appearance during the day from a girl, to a woman, and then to an old lady. Perched atop a 20 metre high rock, the temple of Dhari Devi is situated on the banks of river Alaknada. One has to travel a distance of 19 kms. from Srinagar (Pauri Garhwal) on Srinagar-Badrinath highway up to Kaliya Saur, then down trek another half a kilometer towards Alaknanda river. According to a local legend, the temple was once washed off by floods, while floating the idol struck against a rock, the villagers heard the cries of the idol. On reaching the site they heard a divine voice instructing them to install the idol as it was, on the spot it was found. Since then the fierce looking idol remains where it was, known as Dhari Devi, under the open sky, and thousands of devotees on the way to Badrinath pay their obeisance to it. The temple of Dhari Devi in Srinagar hosts only the upper part of idol of Godess Dhari, the remaining lower part is believed to be in Kalimath in Rudraprayag district. It is believed that the idol of Dhari Devi shall not be put under roof. For the same reason, the idols in Dhari Devi Temple are put under open sky. Taking photographs of Dhari Devi idols is strictly prohibited. The village near the temple is name after goddess Dhari and known as Dhari Village. A hanging bridge over Alaknanda river connects the Dhari Devi temple to Dhari Village.

Now, the lower half of the idol of Kali is located in Kālimaṭh Temple. These joint temples are exactly at NE-SW direction (see adjoining image) symbolizing Kali as sleeping with her feet in NE direction and head in the SE direction.

To see map http://www.vigilonline.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1847
This causes the energy to flow in the NE direction, which in jyotiṣa, is the direction of Jupiter (Iśāna Śiva), the parameṣṭhi guru. The upper part of the Devi with the head symbolises the calming of Kali by Śiva, the Guru. The lower part of Kali is not in the form of an idol and instead, is worshipped as the Śrī Yantra. In this manner we learn that the Śrī Yantra, as established by Ādi Śaṅkara at Kālimaṭh, is the yoni of Śaktī from which all creation proceeds.

The Kedarnath jyotirliñga is exactly North from Kālimaṭh (see adjoining image) symbolising the husband-wife or Śiva-Śaktī relationship. In this Kedarnath being to the north (Mercury direction for ahimsa) is constantly calming the devī who is in the south (Mars direction, anger, agitated and at war).

On June 15th, 2013, the idol of Dhara Devī was removed to be shifted to another location to facilitate the construction of the same dam, which locals were opposing ever since the conception of the project with the belief that the moving of the Dhara Devī would somehow agitate Kali. They were right in their belief as any movement would lead to a change in the angle of the Dhara Devī and Kālimaṭh, besides altering the distance. There are energies we human beings do not understand as yet and it is best to let these spiritual shrines where these energies are contain, be maintained.

With the shifting of Dhara Devī, the agitated Kali has been woken up, and she seeks the demon Raktabīja (seed of blood). As per mythology, Raktabīja took various bodies and she continued to destroy each one. Primarily this indicates unimaginable bloodshed and death. Exactly on the next day massive cloudburst and flash floods started in Uttarkhand and even today, when official (?) death figures are at 1000 (identified people/bodies), the unofficial figures is way beyond 5000 deaths and more are still following as the rains are returning.
Urgent

Restore the idol of Dhara Devī (Kali torso) to its original shrine and start the prayers that calm her down. Shri Yantra sādhanā has to be maintained at Kālimaṭh and Bael leaf must be offered to Kedarnath. If this is done, then Kali will calm down and the agitation of nature will stop. If this is not done, then the agitation of Kali shall spread throughout India and this will prove to be one of the worst years in the history of modern India.

Sourced from http://srath.com/jyoti%E1%B9%A3a/mundane/vastu/kalis-anger/. 












Chapter 2

2.MoEF Changes Stand on Relocation of Dhari Devi Temple for Alaknanda Dam
By: Soma Basu: May 10, 2013
Source: http://www.downtoearth.org.in/content/moef-opposes-relocation-dhari-devi-temple-hydropower-project-alaknanda
AHPCL had earlier proposed shifting the temple to a higher place with the help of the non-profit The Union Ministry of Environment and Forests (MoEF) has opposed the relocation of the Dhari devi temple in Uttarakhand that would be submerged by the Shrinagar Hydro-Electric Project being constructed along the Alaknanda river, a tributary of the Ganga. In an affidavit submitted to the Supreme Court, the ministry defended the right of people to worship at the temple, drawing a parallel with the Vedanta case in which the apex court had upheld the right of the Dongria Kondh tribal people to worship the Niyamgiri hill, earmarked for blasting for bauxite mining.

“The right to worship at Dhari Devi temple is identical to the case argued at Niyamgiri and it is submitted that the present position and location and the consequent right to worship at the Dhari devi temple, cannot be compromised on any account,” the affidavit states. But the affidavit contradicts a report of the joint committee set up by the ministry, which said the temple could be raised to a higher level and that even the priests were not opposed to it. The court, it is learnt, expressed displeasure over inconsistencies between the ministry's affidavit and other reports on raising the temple structure to a higher level, a project already under way (see pic).

The 330 MW Shrinagar Hydro-Electric Project by Alaknanda Hydro Power Co. Ltd.(AHPCL), a subsidiary of infrastructure major GVK, had been trying to shift the Dhari Devi temple from its original site near Srinagar town where the project is under way for enhancing the project’s capacity from 200 MW to 330 MW. GVK was given the task of completing project in 2006 after its construction remained suspended for nearly 20 years due to financial crunch and other factors.

The issue triggered widespread agitation among religious groups. In July 2012, senior BJP leaders, including LK Advani, Sushma Swaraj and Arun Jaitley, submitted a memorandum to Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, requesting him not to relocate the temple. They also demanded that Uttarakhand be given 2,000 MW of free power from the Centre to cater to its needs as many hydel projects cannot be built on the Ganges, which is viewed as a national heritage.

In 2011, Anuj Joshi and Bharat Jhunjhunwala, petitioners in the case, sought directions from the high court of Uttarakhand in Nainital so that the temple is not shifted and its sanctity maintained.

MoEF had issued stop work notice to AHPCL on June 30, 2011.

Environment clearance conditions not followed
The Supreme Court, on April 25 this year, had ordered MoEF to verify the current status of environmental compliance of conditions by AHPCL as stipulated in the environmental clearance of May, 1985 as well as MoEF’s order dated June 30, 2011. The verification was to be carried out by a joint committee comprising officials of MoEF and the government of Uttarakhand. MoEF constituted a joint committee which visited the project site on May 1 and 2 and submitted its report on May 4. The report said that compliance to a number of conditions is unsatisfactory.
In the affidavit, MoEF submitted that while the main project is nearly complete, the progress of catchment area treatment (CAT) and green belt development is “totally unsatisfactory”. Muck disposal arrangement, slope dressing, terracing and toe walls are yet to be completed. Only Rs 46 lakh has been spent on CAT as against an estimated amount of Rs 22 crores. The Uttarakhand forest department has stated that the greenbelt activity can be started only after impoundment. MoEF says that the wait is unnecessary since submergence areas are already known and it should be possible to start green belt work around project periphery.

Most importantly, the affidavit states that the Dhari Devi temple is of “tremendous religious, emotional and cultural significance for people all over the country…several religious leaders have under taken fast unto death on the score and several have announced that several will commit jal samadhi (death by drowning self)”. The affidavit also states that BJP leader Uma Bharati also visited the site several times and announced she will take jal samadhi if the temple was disturbed.

Indian National Trust For Art and Cultural Heritage (INTACH). An MoEF committee as well as the committee sent by B K Chaturvedi (constituted by the National Ganga River Basin Authority chaired by the prime minister) had found that the proposal to protect the structure by building a dry well around it was not feasible.

MoEF questions temple elevation work
The affidavit also says that it is the strong religious belief of a large section of Hindus that not just the superstructure but the very rock on which the temple stands is where Adi Shankaracharya worshipped and the rock has immense religious significance and neither the rock nor the temple should be disturbed. “To this end, the project proponent’s (AHPCL) plant to lift the temple up on columns and preserve it under the guidance of INTACH cannot possibly be a solution to this important issue.” The affidavit also pointed out that recent case of Orissa Mining Corporation (Vedanta case), MoEF had put forward similar arguments regarding the rights of the local tribal people to worship the Niyamgiri hill and the Supreme Court had ruled that the right to worship must be respected.

The affidavit also refers to AHPCL’s argument that they have completed a large portion of the construction work in relation to the shifting of the temple. However, this has been done at the company’s own risk and without explicit sanction from MoEF and thus does not confer any right upon the developer. MoEF has consistently pointed out over the past one year that the Dhari devi temple must be protected at its present location. Therefore, it is now for the project proponent to put forward a solution to preserve the temple undisturbed at its present location in order to avoid causing irreparable hurt to the religious sentiments of a large section of Hindus, both within Uttarakhand and outside.

It is learnt that the Supreme Court rebuked MoEF for inconsistencies between the joint committee report by MoEF and Uttarakhand government on compliance with environmental clearance conditions and Dhari Devi temple rehabilitation option and the affidavit submitted in the court. The court asked MoEF how it can disown its own committee report and indicated that the committee report would be heeded in the court and not the affidavit. The committee had reported that the priest association of Dhari Devi temple does not object to elevation of the temple. The committee report reads: “to preserve religious sanctity and character of the Dhari devi temple, a modified plan will be prepared in collaboration with INTACH, a conservation architect, the local temple samithi and the representatives of GSI (Geological Survey of India). 
The plan should, inter alia, examine how part of rock on which the platform of the deity has been constructed, along with the rock that formed its backdrop, shall be mounted at a higher elevation in such a way that it maintains contact with the base rock from which it is raised.” While the committee report backs the B K Chaturvedi Committee report of April 2013, the affidavit dismisses its feasibility.

There is also a hurry to complete the construction work at the temple before monsoons set in. Unconfirmed reports say the date of completion of the construction work at the temple was May 13. However, sources said that even if the Supreme Court doesn’t give a stay order on the relocation of the temple, it is highly unlikely that the idol with the base rock would be shifted soon.

IN FEBRUARY, the Union Ministry of Environment and Forests (MoEF) took many by surprise when it opposed a mining project in Odisha’s Niyamgiri hills in the Supreme Court solely on the ground of violation of tribal’s’ religious rights. Extracting bauxite from the region would violate the fundamental right of a particularly vulnerable tribe, Dongria Kondh, who consider the Niyamgiri as the abode of their deity Niyam Raja, MoEF said. Till then MoEF had maintained violation of environmental laws as the reason for cancelling clearance of the project by Vedanta in 2010.

Three months later, MoEF served another shocker. On May 6, it told the apex court the ancient Dhari Devi temple in Uttarakhand, which was at risk of being submerged by a hydroelectric power project along the Alaknanda river, should not be relocated because it would affect people’s right to worship. In an affidavit to the court, MoEF drew parallel to the Niyamgiri case and said the present position and the right to worship at the Dhari Devi temple cannot be compromised. It also named leaders of political parties, including opposition BJP’s L K Advani, Uma Bharati, Arun Jaitley and then BJP president Nitin Gadkari, who have been opposing the temple’s relocation citing religious sentiments.

In the Vedanta case, the court left it to the gram sabhas (village councils) of the villages likely to be affected in Rayagada and Kalahandi districts to decide whether mining will affect religious rights of the tribals. It asked MoEF to take a final call based on the decision of the gram sabhas. In the Dhari Devi temple case the court expressed displeasure over difference in opinion of MoEF and its own committee that had said the temple could be raised to a higher level to avoid submergence. The court has reserved its decision on the case.

Though MoEF now has little say in the two projects, the eagerness with which it has argued for religious rights has stunned many. “Religious issues have been the bone of contention in many projects, but for the first time MoEF has argued its cases on religious grounds,” says a former member of the Forest Advisory Committee who does not wish to be named.

Religious rights v ecological issues
Many have hailed the Vedanta court judgment because it reaffirms the gram sabha’s authority in deciding matters related to tribal rights. The court said the gram sabha has a role to play in safeguarding religious rights of forest dwellers under the Panchayat (Extension to Scheduled Areas) Act and the Forest Rights Act (FRA).



FRA recognises traditional rights of forest dwellers over forest resources, including their way to worship. Analysts believe the judgment will come in handy for communities fighting for their sacred groves from development projects (see map [1]).

The way MoEF argued the case, however, has not gone down well with tribal rights activists. They say the ministry has reduced the larger issue of compliance with FRA to violation of religious rights. Ecological issues were also not properly argued for, add analysts.

In February MoEF was in a tricky situation. It had to defend its decision of rejecting the Vedanta project for violating FRA in the court. At the same time, there was pressure from industry and the Prime Minister’s Office to dilute powers of the gram sabha to veto a project using FRA. A 2009 MoEF order had made it mandatory for projects that require forestland diversion to obtain consent of the affected gram sabhas—something Vedanta failed to do. It was then that MoEF argued for religious rights.

The ministry told the court that people’s consent is required only in cases where a “large number of people are displaced” and “which affect their quality of life”. But in case of Vedanta, said MoEF, the project should not be allowed solely because it will affect the fundamental right of the 8,000-odd Dongria Kondhs to worship. “In a way, MoEF restricted the scope of FRA to religious rights.
What about areas where a project will affect other rights of forest dwellers?” asks environment lawyer Ritwick Dutta, adding, “besides, MoEF did not define the large number of people and quality of life.” R Sreedhar, a litigant in the case, complains MoEF did not argue strongly on the violations of the Environment Protection Act and the Forest Conservation Act. “The ministry’s own committees had pointed that several conditions of in-principle forest and environment clearances were not met by the developer,” he says. Even in its judgment the court said it did not intend to pronounce on any issue except those on violation of FRA. It explicitly said that right to worship will have to be protected—and made no mention of how mining will affect other rights.

Perhaps excited by the success of its argument in the Vedanta case, MoEF issued a stop work notice to Alaknanda Hydro Power Co Ltd, which was trying to relocate the Dhari Devi temple despite the court reserving its judgment on the matter. Six days later on May 16, the ministry had to revoke the notice after the court’s intervention.

Analysts say the arguments of MoEF may lead to a situation where religious rights take precedence over ecological concerns in governance. “MoEF might be looking for an easy way out; religious arguments do evoke strong sentiments both in court and in public domain,” says Ashish Kothari of NGO Kalpvriksh, adding, “the government might be trying to gain political mileage with elections round the corner.”

Dhari Devi (above 3,200 CRORE):
Expansion of Shrinagar Hydro-Electric Project by Alaknanda Hydro Power Co, a subsidiary of infra major GVK, is underway near Srinagar town Religious concern: Expansion will submerge ancient Dhari Devi temple, sacred to Hindus. It is believed Adi Shankaracharya had worshiped on the rock on which the temple is built Ecological concerns: A committee of the environment ministry said measures such as catchment area treatment were not in place while the project work is nearly complete Current status: The Supreme Court has reserved its judgment.













Ch 3

3.Dhari Devi idol goes missing

Source:http://www.downtoearth.org.in

Activists claim idol deliberately removed to favour infrastructure firm GVK and help expansion of Shrinagar hydel project.
While rains pound Uttarakhand, causing floods and widespread devastation, the idol of the deity at the Dhari Devi temple in Shrinagar has gone missing. The temple is being relocated by raising it on a platform to make way for the expansion of the Shrinagar hydro-electric project; the move had triggered a major controversy with various religious and local groups vehemently opposing the project.

Officials of Alaknanda Hydro Power Co Ltd (AHPCL), developers of the Shrinagar hydropower project, had shifted the idol on Sunday at 7.30 pm. Three priests and two local residents lifted the idol after it was cut off from its base on a rocky hill, by AHPCL employees. The idol was taken to an elevated platform that was constructed by the AHPCL as the deity's new seat. But after two pillars of the structure gave way, the idol was hurriedly taken to an undisclosed location.

Move to shift idol advanced
AHPCL, a subsidiary of infrastructure major GVK, had been trying to relocate the Dhari Devi temple from its original site near Shrinagar town. This would prevent the temple from being submerged by the project, and would facilitate the enhancing of the hydro-electric project’s capacity from 200 MW to 330 MW. GVK was given the task of completing the project in 2006 after its construction remained suspended for nearly 20 years due to financial crunch and other factors.

The Bhartiya Janata Party (BJP), too, has been opposing the temple relocation. In July 2012, senior BJP leaders, including L K Advani, Sushma Swaraj and Arun Jaitley, submitted a memorandum to Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, requesting him not to relocate the temple, and demanding Uttarakhand be given 2,000 MW of free power instead. A petition was filed in the Uttarakhand High Court in Nainital, and later in the Supreme Court in 2011 and 2012 respectively by activist Anuj Joshi and retired IIM professor Bharat Jhunjhunwala.

The Union Ministry of Environment and Forests (MoEF) on May 7, this year issued orders to stop the work to raise the level of the Dhari Devi temple. The work is 98 per cent complete. The move followed close on the heels of the ministry’s submission to the Supreme Court that the temple should not be shifted at all because of the religious sentiments attached to it. However, the MoEF on May 16 revoked its ‘stop-work order’ to relocate the temple after the apex court criticised it and reserved order on relocation. The final judgment would be pronounced after the court reopens.

AHPCL had submitted in the court that it would relocate the idol on July 13, 2013. AHPCL officials say the idol was relocated in a hurry as the temple was in danger of being submerged due to heavy floods in the region. If the Supreme Court in its final order directs AHPCL to bring back the deity at its original position, AHPCL would have to do it, says an aide of Bharat Jhunjhunwala, the petitioner in the case, who was unable to speak due to ill health.

“We have submitted everything in the Supreme Court. The court knew that the date for relocating the idol was July 13. We have nothing to worry. The court had asked MoEF to revoke the stop work notice and it is unlikely that the court would go back on its word in its final judgment,” says Mannava Sodekar, law manager of GVK.

Conspiracy theories
Suman Nautiyal, one of the members of Dhari Sewa Samity (DSS), alleges the priests of Dhari Devi Pujari Nyas were bribed by AHPCL to shift the idol. DSS, formed by local women, had been staging a dharna at Srikoti, a kilometer away from the temple, for the past three years against relocation of the idol. “The AHPCL employees filled water in the tunnels and channels of the project and raised the water level artificially. On Sunday evening, they raised uproar that if they don’t shift the temple as soon as possible, it will be submerged (in the flood). Within minutes, AHPCL employees came with all the gear and cut off the idol from its base,” says Nautiyal.

On the collapse of the new structure, Nautiyal says, “Dhari Devi had come to that place of her own wish. Such accidents prove that the devi (goddess) would not accept any other place.” She believes the idol was taken away and nobody knows its whereabouts. “The devotees have been cheated by the AHPCL and Pujari Nyas,” she says. Lakshmi Prasad Pandey, member of organisation Pujari Nyas, refutes all allegations but says that he does not know where the idol is at the moment.

“Just when the idol was lifted at 7.30 pm on Sunday, there was lightning and heavy rains. It is the wrath of nature that has been unleashed on Uttarakhand now. The floods and landslides are because of the unhindered exploitation of the natural resources. The government should learn from this,” says Hemant Dhyani, a member of non-profit Ganga Aahvan who plans a protest march in Haridwar on June 22 and 23.

Sources say the state government had been pushing for the relocation of the Dhari Devi temple as it was a major obstacle to starting AHPCL’s hydro-electric project.
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4.Divine Retribution in Many ways by Anuradha Dutt 

Sourced from http://www.dailypioneer.com/columnists/oped/divine-retribution-in-many-ways.html
Local people have no say in policy-formulation, with their ancestral homes and land being acquired by developers and pilgrimages destroyed with the complicity of policy makers. That really is Uttarakhand's story of disaster
Does metaphysics underlie the devastation of Uttarakhand? Locals ascribe the disaster to the removal of the presiding Mother Kali image, prior to submergence of the revered Dhari Devi shrine by the Srinagar hydro-electric dam on Alakananda, on June 15. This was a day before the cloud burst and flash flood devastated the Kedar valley and lower reaches. The shrine, built upon a sacred mound in the river, is listed among the 108 Shaktipeeths in Srimad Devi Bhagwat. The upper half of the image was housed in the shrine while the remnant, in the form of Sri Yantra, is worshipped at Kalimath.

The Congress regime in Uttarakhand, disregarding Hindu sentiments as much as environmental concerns, allowed the Alaknanda Hydro Power Co Ltd — a subsidiary of GVK, the Hyderabad-based company executing numerous hydro-power projects, to raise the height of the dam to 90 metres by relocating the shrine on a platform above the original site. Its power capacity was boosted to 330MW. This entailed raising its height and drowning the shrine. Work on the dam, conceived in 1982 by the Uttar Pradesh State Electricity Board, began in 2007 after the Congress-headed State Government in 2006 sealed the agreement. Last July, senior BJP leaders had extracted an assurance from Prime Minister Manmohan Singh that the shrine would not be submerged. Mr Singh, true to character, later backtracked.

The project’s opponents observe that enhanced capacity meant richer pickings both for the builder and his network of beneficiaries. Strangely, despite a petition against the environment clearance granted to the project, filed by conservationists Anuj Joshi and Bharat Jhunjhunwala, pending in the Supreme Court, the apex court in May quashed the Ministry of Environment and Forests’ order not to submerge the shrine until the case ended. Another case, filed in 1992 in the Nainital High Court, pleading against the shrine’s shifting on the basis of the Central proviso of Places of Worship Act, that the religious and cultural character of places of worship be retained as in August 1947, was dismissed.

The dam is meant to become operational from this December. But if climate change experts’ warnings materialise, Uttarakhand and the rest of the Himalayan zone are headed for turbulent times. Indiscriminate development over the past two decades especially, spurred by the unmonitored influx of black money under the guise of foreign direct investment, has led to Himalayan rivers, the lifeline of the plains, being dammed and diverted through tunnels; deforestation; large-scale displacement of people; destruction of wildlife and heritage; and general mayhem by a ravenous cabal of politicos, bureaucrats, promoters, contractors, engineers, lending agencies and their lackeys.

Neo-liberal utilitarianism, foisted by the economic reforms brigade, has eroded the tradition of venerating nature. Tragically, under pressure from high-growth proponents, acting on behalf of global financial agencies and think-tanks, the most hallowed areas of the legendary Dev Bhoomi are being reduced to soulless rubble by mammoth dams as well as into a pleasure ground for foreign and domestic tourists. Sacred rivers such as the Ganga and the Yamuna and their tributaries, all worshipped as divinities, are viewed by planners, financiers and corporates as ordinary rivers, meant to be deployed for money-spinning ventures. Activist Vimal Bhai observes that Pindar Valley alone has no dams as yet. As their flow is forcibly changed and choked, rivers are shown by satellite images to have disappeared over long stretches. Mountains and forests too have lost sanctity as they are mercilessly assailed. Lack of tree cover on mountain slopes heightened the disaster by precipitating landslides that swept away hundreds of people and buildings. Central to Hinduism is the belief that envisages creation as deriving from the eternal union of Shiv and Shakti. The former is the undifferentiated Absolute and the latter, the generative power, also called Prakriti, nature. Assailed, She decimates. Venerated, She blesses.

The grim reality is that local people have no say in policy-formulation, with their ancestral homes and land being acquired by developers, and pilgrimages destroyed with the complicity of policy-makers.

Meanwhile, Dwarka Shankaracharya Swaroopanand Saraswati and Kedarnath temple chief priest Vageeshling Swami views the devastation as divine retribution for trivialising pilgrimage by turning Dev Bhoomi into a place for fun, frolic and sexual pleasure.

Indeed, the episode has an uncanny resemblance to the Roopkund disaster — documented by National Geographic in a film, Riddles of the Dead: The Skeleton Lake — dating back to the ninth century AD, when the pilgrimage of a local king and his entourage, including dancing girls, was cut short by a massive hailstorm. Hundreds of bejewelled skeletons now remain on the lake bed.
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5.ASTRO FACTORS COME IN WAY OF DHARI DEVI TEMPLE UPLIFT http://www.vigilonline.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1849
Editor – The Ganga is not like any other river whose course can be changed or dams made over it, it is part of our spiritual heritage. This might not be understood by people whose way of thinking and governance is based on and influenced by the West. 
There are other ways to generate power than by destroying the ecology of the Himalayas (also known as temples of snow). 

If all that is written above about the GVK group is true, they will incur the curse of millions of Hindus and families of thousands who died. 

The base camp to Hemkund Sahib and Valley of Flowers is Govindghat i.e. about one hour’s drive before Badrinath. When I went in 1988, there was one Gurudwara where devotees spent the night. During 2001 visit found lots of hotels and a huge car park for devotees. It resembled a picnic spot. The situation in 2013 is surely worse! 
More than anything else I blame the Consumerism and Comfort that has gripped most of us. A Yatra means that we have to make lots of effort and undergo pain to reach our destination, come closer to God. However, today we want to do it in comfort with scant respect for the environment. 
Respect Nature!

Also read

1. Uttarakhand: Chronicle of a calamity foretold 
http://www.niticentral.com/2013/06/25/uttarakhand-chronicle-of-a-calamity-foretold-95034.html
2. Divine Retribution in Many Ways http://www.dailypioneer.com/columnists/oped/divine-retribution-in-many-ways.html
3. The dark side of Urjapradesh http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/stoi/special-report/The-dark-side-of-Urjapradesh/articleshow/20721906.cms

4. CAG’s warnings ignored http://www.rediff.com/news/slide-show/slide-show-1-how-government-neglect-caused-the-himalayan-tsunami/20130621.htm#4
5. Eco-religion of the Bishnois of Rajasthan http://www.esamskriti.com/essay-chapters/Eco~Religion-of-the-Bishnois-of-Rajasthan-1.aspx
6. 2001 pics of Kedarnath Yatra http://www.esamskriti.com/photo-detail/Kedarnath-Yatra.aspx
7. 2001 pics of Badrinath Yatra http://www.esamskriti.com/photo-detail/Badrinath-Yatra.aspx
8. 2004 pics of Hemkunt Sahib http://www.esamskriti.com/photo-detail/Hemkunt-Sahib.aspx
9. Seven Sacred Rivers http://www.esamskriti.com/essay-chapters/Seven-Sacred-Rivers-1.aspx
10. Sacred Trees of the Hindu http://www.esamskriti.com/essay-chapters/Sacred-Trees-of-the-Hindus-1.aspx
