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FOREST PROTECTION GROUP 

V. 

UNION OF VAKANDA & ORS. 

The Republic of Vakanda, a federal democratic nation modelled on constitutional principles akin to those 

of India, has long grappled with the challenge of balancing economic development with environmental 

sustainability. Over the past decade, the nation has witnessed an accelerated push toward industrial 

growth, driven by increasing energy demands, urbanization, and infrastructural expansion. Coal continues 

to remain the backbone of Vakanda’s energy sector, accounting for nearly 60% of its electricity 

generation. In this context, the Union Government through its Ministry of Coal and Ministry of 

Environment, Forest and climate affairs (MEFCA) introduced the National Energy Expansion Policy, 

2021, which emphasized the exploration and utilization of domestic coal reserves to reduce dependency 

on imports and ensure long-term energy security. 

Within this developmental framework lies the Forever green Forest Region covers approximately 170,000, 

a vast contiguous stretch of dense forest located in the central belt of Vakanda. The region is ecologically 

significant, characterized by rich biodiversity, perennial river systems, and dense canopy cover that plays 

a crucial role in regulating climate patterns and maintaining ecological balance. It has historically been 

designated as an ecologically sensitive zone, and earlier governmental and expert committee reports had 

categorized large portions of it as “inviolate” or “No-Go Areas” for mining activities. 

The Forever green forests are also home to several indigenous tribal communities, including the Koyra, 

Madvi, and Dharai tribes, who have resided in the region for centuries. These communities possess a 

symbiotic relationship with the forest, relying on it for sustenance, cultural practices, and traditional 

livelihoods. Their rights over forest land and resources are protected under statutory frameworks 

analogous to the Vakanda Forest Rights Act, 2006, which recognizes both individual and community 

rights, including the right to protect and manage forest resources. 

The Geological Survey conducted between 2018-2021 revealed significant coal reserves beneath the forest 

land, leading to its inclusion in the commercial coal auction list. In 2022, following geological surveys 

indicating the presence of substantial coal reserves beneath the Forever green region, the Union 

Government initiated the process of auctioning coal blocks for commercial mining. Subsequently, mining 

leases were granted to private entities, including Trident Natural Resources Ltd. and Eastern Core Mining 

Pvt. Ltd. These corporations proposed large-scale open-cast mining operations, projected to significantly 
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boost coal output and contribute to national economic growth. 

To facilitate these projects, the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Affairs (MEFCA) granted 

environmental and forest clearances, asserting that all statutory requirements had been fulfilled. 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) reports were submitted, public hearings were purportedly 

conducted, and compensatory afforestation plans were proposed. The EIA reports allegedly did not 

adequately assess cumulative environmental impacts, wildlife disruption, and long-term ecological 

consequences. Public hearings, as part of the EIA process, were conducted in limited locations and 

allegedly excluded several directly affected villages. The government maintained that the projects 

adhered to the principles of sustainable development and included adequate safeguards for environmental 

protection and rehabilitation of affected communities.The forest clearance was granted subject to 

compensatory afforestation measures to be carried out in non-forest areas identified by the State. 

The approval process soon became the subject of intense controversy. Several civil society groups, 

environmental activists, and local representatives alleged that the clearances were granted in a hurried and 

opaque manner. It was contended that the EIA reports were superficial, failed to adequately assess 

cumulative environmental impacts, and underestimated the extent of ecological degradation likely to result 

from mining operations. Furthermore, allegations emerged that the mandatory consent of Gram Sabhas, 

village assemblies empowered under law to safeguard community rights, was either improperly obtained 

or manipulated through coercion and misinformation. 

The proposed mining activities threatened to lead to large-scale deforestation, fragmentation of wildlife 

habitats, and disruption of crucial ecological corridors, particularly affecting endangered species. 

Additionally, the displacement of thousands of tribal inhabitants raised serious concerns regarding 

violation of their fundamental rights, loss of livelihood, and erosion of cultural identity. Several Gram 

Sabhas reportedly passed resolutions opposing the mining projects, which were allegedly ignored by 

authorities. 

Amid growing protests and resistance movements led by local communities, the Forest Protection Group, 

a collective representing affected villagers and environmental groups, emerged as the primary petitioner. 

The Samiti organized peaceful demonstrations, filed representations before administrative authorities, and 

sought intervention from regulatory bodies, including the National Green Tribunal. However, the Tribunal 

declined to grant an interim stay on the project, observing that prima facie procedural compliance had 

been demonstrated. 

Left with no alternative remedy, the Petitioners approached the Supreme Court of Vakanda under its writ 

jurisdiction, invoking the violation of fundamental rights guaranteed under the Constitution, particularly 

the right to life and livelihood. They challenged the legality and constitutionality of the environmental and 

forest clearances, arguing that the State had failed in its duty as a trustee of natural resources and had 
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prioritized economic interests over ecological integrity and human rights. 

The case now presents a complex constitutional dilemma involving the intersection of environmental law, 

tribal rights, administrative decision-making, and the doctrine of sustainable development. It calls upon 

the judiciary to determine the extent to which economic policies can impinge upon fundamental rights and 

whether procedural compliance alone suffices in matters with far-reaching ecological and social 

consequences. 

The matter is presently pending adjudication before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Vakanda. 
 

 

ISSUES FOR ADJUDICATION 

Issue I: Whether the Writ Petition filed by the Forest Protection Group is maintainable before the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court of Vakanda, given the existence of an alternative statutory remedy and the National Green 

Tribunal’s prior observation on procedural compliance. 

Issue II: Whether the grant of Environmental and Forest Clearances by the Ministry of Environment, 

Forest, and Climate Affairs (MEFCA) is vitiated by administrative arbitrariness and a failure to apply the 

‘Precautionary Principle’. 

Issue III: Whether the inclusion of the Forever Green Forest Region in commercial coal auctions violates 

the Constitutional and Statutory rights of the indigenous tribal communities. 

Issue IV: Whether the mandatory requirement of ‘Prior Informed Consent’ from the Gram Sabhas was 

substantively bypassed, and if such an omission renders the mining leases granted to Trident Natural 

Resources Ltd. and Eastern Core Mining Pvt. Ltd. void ab initio. 

Issue V: Whether the National Energy Expansion Policy, 2021, and the subsequent coal mining projects 

strike a constitutionally valid balance between the ‘Right to Development’ and the ‘Right to a Healthy 

Environment’. 
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