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Sub: Four laning of Pune - Solapur Section of NH-09 (New NH-65) from Km. 144.400 to Km.
249.000 in the State of Maharashtra on DBBOT basis - Compliance to the observations
on diversion of 3.36 Ha. Forest proposal - Reg.

Ref.:

i. APCCF Nagpur letter no. 1670 dated 22.10.2024
ii. T/o. letter no. 2545 dated 09.10.2024
iii. Proposal no. FP/MH/ROAD/42876/2019.

With reference to the subject mentioned above, APCCF Nagpur has raised
observations on the submitted proposal for diversion of 3.36 Ha. forest land into non-
forest use.

2. The compliance to the observation is as below:
Sr. No Query Reply
1 The Recommendation 1. In this regard, kindly refer to letter from CF WL Pune bearing no.
of the SCNBWL for the A/survey/TA/342/10-11 dated 17.07.2010 (Annexure ). CF WL Pune has
use of forest land for recommended Vide this letter CF WL Pune has also recommended that “this
the construction of the office has no objection for NHAI carrying out on non-forest land, the road
proposed road within widening of NH between Km. 144.400 to Km. 249.000 passing through GIB
the Wildlife Sanctuary Sanctuary and to carry out other than non-forest activities related to the
shall be submitted execution of the above project stretch passing through The Great Indian
Bustard (Maldhok) Sanctuary including Land Acquisition and Tree Cutting,
subject to the final order from the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the above [A
no. 2882 of 2010°.
2. On the recommendation of Committee of “Rationalization of Boundaries of
GIB Sanctuary”, the Standing Committee of NBWL in its 18™" meeting held on
dated 12.04.2010 on page no. 14 & 15, came for discussion and there after
SCNBWL has also recommended for deletion of the GIB Sanctuary area
(Annexure 1l).
3. Thereafter subsequently vide Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, order dated
22.07.2011 (Annexure Ill) item no. 315 on page no. 3 & 15, has approved the
“prayer in the terms of decision of SCNBWL held on 12.04. 2010 prayer no. 1
on this application is allowed and allowed de-notification of 50 m wide land
on either side of National Highways from the GIB Sanctuary for the project.
3. Inview of the above, it is requested to kindly approve the forest clearance
proposal submitted vide FP/MH/ROAD/42876/2019, please.
g | NECE
( Efe FER )
EEES (S T4 IRGSHT R,
FoH: IR WITH., TR, O
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i. CGM (Tech.), & RO Mumbai for information please.

T BRITAY : 4. . 5 1@ 6, Vaex-10, gRaT, 78 R - 110 075. 9N : 91-11-25074100 / 25074200 3gErge : https:/nhai.gov.in
Corporate Office : No. G 5 & 6, Sector 10, Dwarka, New Delhi-110 075 Tel. No.: 91-11-25074100 / 25074200 Web Site : https://nhai.gov.in



AeemtemeST

Amnoexure =TT

Ministry of Environment and Forests
Wildlife Division

Minutes of the 18th Meeting of the Standing Committee of National
Board for Wildlife (NBWL) held on 12" April, 2010 in 403, Paryavaran Bhavan,
CGO Complex,Lodi Road, New Delhi-110003.

The 18* meeting of Standing Committee of NBWL was held on 12 April,
2010 in Room No. 403, Paryavaran Bhawan, New Delhi under the Chairmanship

of Hon’ble Minister of State (Independent Charge) for Environment & Forests.
A list of delegates who attended the meeting is at Annexure-1.

At the outset, Hon’ble Chairman welcomed 2]l the Members of the
Standing Committee for National Board for Wildlife (NBWL), It was followed by

discussion on agenda iterns.

AGENDA ITEM NO. 1
Confirmation of the minutes:

Member Secretary informed that the draft minutes of last meeting was
circulated to all the Members, However, four members, viz; Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh,
Dr. B.Talukdar, Dr. Divyabhanusinh Chavda and Dr. Asad Rahmani have written
about discrepancy in recording of the final decision on Poshitra Port in Gujarat,
Dholpur lift irrigation Project in Chambal River Sanctuary, Seismic survey in

Narayan Sarovar Sanctuary and road construction in Balram Ambaji Sanctuary.

Member Secretary clarified that after detailed discussion including
obsetvation made by the above mentioned Members, final decision taken in
meeting has only been recorded in circulated draft minutes. He also informed that

all these issues were coming for discussions again.

Thereafter, Minutes of 17* Meeting of Standing Committee of NBWL were

confirmed unanimously.



AGENDA ITEM NO. 2

2(4.11): Permission to carry out study for Environmental Impact
Assessment and risk assessment for establishment of Port at Poshitra Distt.
Jamnagar.

While discussing, the proposal on Poshitra port, it was observed that the
Marine National Park was highly rich in Marine Bio diversity and is highly
ecologically fragile area. The Standing Committee also took a note of the
recommendation of Swaminathan Committee on Development of New Ports. It
has recommended no development of any port within 10kms from Ecological
fragile area/Protected Areas. Committee also considered the report of the
inspecting team of the Standing Committee consisting of Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh and
Dr. Asad Rahmani recommending rejection of the proposal for conservation of
marine bio-diversity in Marine National Park. Under this background the
committee unanimously rejected the proposal to carry out study for EIA for

establishment of Port at Poshitra.

2(6.8.): Agenda items by Dr. Asad Rabmani:
(a)Nowapada Swamps

Member Secretary informed that State Government of Andhra Pradesh has
not agreed to declare Nowapada Swamps as Conservation Reserve. The CWLW,
Andhra Pradesh informed that, a large number of families were staying in that area
and were having their livelihood rights for fishing in these areas. Therefore, it was
not possible to declare these areas as Conservation Reserves. The Committee
observed that while security of traditional livelihood was necessary, at the same

time concerns for conservation of wetlands should also be addressed.

It was unanimously decided that Chairman would write a letter to Chief Minister,

Andhra Pradesh bringing such concerns to his notice and redressing the same by



the Andhra Government. Dr. Asad Rahmani was requested to give inputs in this

regard.

(c) Kolleru Lake Sanctuary

Hon’ble MOS (I/C) E&F visited Kolleru Lake Sanctuary on 28" February,
2010 and interacted with all the stakeholders in this matter. After detailed
discussion it was decided to:
(1)Constitute an expert committee to study the issue in greater detail both from the
perspective of the protection of the livelihoods of the local fisherman and farming
communities and the conservation and protection of the wetlands of kolleru and
recommend to the government on the merits and demerits of the proposal of the
Andhra Pradesh Assembly for reduction of the Wildlife Sanctuary from the
contour 5 to contour 3.
(2) The committee would tour extensively in the area and interact with all the
stakeholders including the public representatives of the area. They would study the
issue from a holistic view keeping the interests of both the local people and the
environment,
(3) The committee would also look into the matter of paying compensation to the
private landowners who are losing their lands in the Wildlife Sanctuary.
{(4) The committee would be given three months time to give their final
recommendations and based on the recommendation of the committee, the
government will take the final decision.
(5) Get a quick scientific survey of the entire area done through satellite mapping to
get an actual picture of the status of the lake and the alignment of the contour lines.
Constitution of Expert committee,
e Dr. Azeez, Director, SACON, Chairman.
® Prof. K. Kameshwar Rao, Dept of Environmental Studies, Andhra
University, Member.
® Mr. Ashok Kumar, IAS (Retd.), working in Environmental Management
issues, Member.

e Dr. B.C. Choudhary, Professor, Dept of Wetlands, WII, dehradun, Member.



e Mr. Sanjay Upadhyay, Managing Partner, Enviro Legal Defence Firm,
Member.

o Dr VNVK Sastry, Ex-Director, TCR&TI, Hyderabad, Member.

¢ Shri K Mrutyunjaya Reddy, DG, APSRSAC, Hyderabad, Member.

(d)Balpakram Complex

Since inspection report was still awaited in this case, Dr. Asad Rahmani was

requested to complete inspection at earliest and submit the report.

2[5.2(4) Proposal for 2D Seismic Survey for an area of 158 Sq. Kms from
Narayan Sarovar Sanctuary, Gujarat

Considering the importance of Narayan Sarovar Sanctuary for its diversity of birds
both "Migratory and resident and the fact that large area of sanétuary has been
diverted in past, for different developmental activity, the Committee unanimously
agreed with the recommendation of site inspection repart submitted by Dr.
Divyabhanusinh Chavda, Member, Standing Committee and rejected the proposal

for 2D Seismic Survey.

2[5.2(5) to 5.2(14)] Diversion of Forestland for construction of roads from
Jessore Wildlife Sanctuary and Balram Ambaji Wildlife Sanctuary.

The Member Secretary informed that the comments of CWLW, Gujarat on
site inspection reports, carried out by Dr. D;l,vyabhanusinh Chavda, have been
received. It has been informed that if proposal of rationalization of boundary of
Balram Ambuaji Wildlife Sancivary is. approved then the proposed road of
Makanchampa-Rayania-Varnal will be outside the sanctuary boundary. The
proposil for Rationalization of boundaries has already been recommended by the
Standing Committee of the NBWL and presently pending with Hon’ble Supreme
Court and CEC for final decision. Under this background, the proposal of
Construction of road Makanchampa-Rayania-Varnal was défer‘red by the Standing

Committee till the Rationalization of boundaries is finalised.



(1) Regarding proposal of road construction from Rupvas to Zufali, CWLW has
submitted a chronology of different activities, regarding this road. It has been
clarified that, in principle approval was given by Government of India in 1994, and
final approval on 5.9.2001. The Committee obsetved that in 2001, approval of
Standing Committee of NBWL was not mandatory. Under this background the

committee recommended this road.

(i} With regard to the proposed road from Guda to Karamadi, the Chief Wildlife
Warden, in his clarification has accepted that necessary permission under Forest
(Conservation) Act, 1980 and permission under Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972 for
existing Seebal Pani- Guda road has not been obtained by State Government.
Therefore, it has been requested to regularize this road and permit the construction
of remaining part i.e from Guda to Karamadi. During discussion, Standing
Committee took a serious note of this lapse. However, considering problems of
local people and the necessity of link road as pleaded by Principal Secretary
(Forests) and Chief Wildlife Warden, Gujarat, the Committee recommended the
proposal clearly emphasizing that it would not be a precedent in future proposals.
All the above mentioned recommended 2 proposals are subject to following
conditions:

1. No black topping of the above roads would be dome.

2. The road development shall be carried out with utmost care.

3. It shall be ensured that no damage is caused to the Wildlife and Sanctuary.
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. For movement of runoff water and wildlife, minimum of one subway per 3
kms, culvert per every 8 meter for maintaining continuity of water and
speed breakers at suitable distance for safety of wildlife shall be provided.

5. All construction material and other material will be brought from outside
the sanctuary and no digging for extraction material will be done in the
sanctuary.

6. All the conditions laid down by Government of Gujarat, GFD or any
agency shall be binding on the user agency.

7. No further works would be approved on the above roads.



2[5.2(20)] Diversion of 0.3 ha of Forestland from National Chambal Ghariyal
Sanctuary Rajasthan, for Dholpur lift irrigation project

While discussing the proposal of Dholpur lift irrigation project Dr. MK.
Ranjitsinh pointed out that, there were many projects coming up on the Chambal
River Sanctuary including hydro power projects etc. He also emphasized that on
approval of such proposal the species like Ghariyals who need flowing river would
not be able to survive. Further, there was urgent need to assess the water

availability during lean period.

Considering these facts it was decided that Wildlife Institute of India,
Bombay Natural History Society & World Wide Fund- India would carry out a
study in this regard in consultation of State Authorities. The study would cover all
related aspects of Chambal River basin, impacts of various proposed projects on
river flow and its aquatic life and water availability in the river. This Committee
would submit its report within 9 months. The present proposal for Dholpur lift as
well as four proposals of hydro power projects submitted by Government of
Rajasthan would be decided only after studying the findings of above mentioned

committee,

2(3). Technical discussion on Lion translocation

Member Secretary informed that an affidavit in this regard has been filed before the
Hon’ble Supreme Court and no action at present was pending.

4.2(4): Diversion of 7.2871 ha of forestland for construction of Ropeway from
Bhavnath Taleti to Ambaji Temple in Girnar Wildlife Sanctuary by Usha
Breco Ltd, Ahmedabad, Gujarat

Hon’ble Chairman had suggested to carry out site inspection before a final view is

taken by the Committee.

4.2(5): Proposals for drawing water from Majthal Wildlife Sanctuary and
laying of pipeline for carrying this water for the expansion of Cement Plant by

M/s Ambuja Cement Pvt. Ltd.



While discussing the request of M/s. Ambuja Cement Pvt. Ltd for
permitting them to extract additional water from water source in Majthal Wildlife
Sanctuary, Member Secretary informed that this proposal was rejected by the
commirtee 1n its last meeting held on 22.12.2009. However, on the request of
Hon’ble Chief Minister, Himachal Pradesh, this proposal has been put up again for

reconsideration.

The Chief Wildlife Warden, Himachal Pradesh emphasized the need of
extra withdrawal of water by the applicant (M/s Ambuja Cement Pvt. Ltd) to meet
the growing demand of drinking water supply to local people as well as for the
expansion of capacity of Cement Plant. On this issue, the committee observed that
the State Government should undertake such work of drinking water supply to

local people themselves and not through a Private Industry.

The Committee also observed that withdrawal of water for commercial
purpose was in violation of Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972. Further, there has been
no material change in the situation. In this background, the committee again

rejected the proposal.

4.10) Diversion of 16.09 ha of forestland from Keladevi Wildlife Sanctuary
for Dohari Minor Irrigation Project by Water Resource Department, Distt.
Karauli, Rajasthan.

Member Secretary informed that the site inspection from Dr.
Divyabhanusinh Chavda is still awaited. In the mean while the committee
observed that the proposal was also not approved by the State Board for Wildlife
(SBWL). Therefore, it was decided to write to the State Chief Wildlife Warden to
get the proposal approved from SBWL before it is considered by the Standing
Committee of National Board for Wildlife.

4.12) Diversion of forest land falling within Askot Wildlife Sanctuary,
Uttarakhand for widening & improvement of Tawaghat- Zypti motor road
by Border Roads Organization.



The Member Secretary informed that this proposal was recommended by
the Committee during its last meeting. Further, as per the decision of the
Committee during the last meeting, Dr. Asad Rahmani had conducted a field visit
and has submitted his report. The report would be forwarded to the State
Government of Uttarakhand and Border Roads Organizations for incorporating

conservation measures for the Musk Deer as suggested by Dr. Asad Rahmani.

5.1. Agenda items proposed by Dr. Divyabhanusinh Chavda

Chief Wildlife Warden, Andaman & Nicobar Islands informed the Standing
Committee 'tha;; necessary action at Narcondam Island has already been taken. No
goats are permitted at the Island & Narcondam Hornbills were being provided full
protection: It was decided that the Chief Wildlife Warden will reconfirm the

position.

AGENDA ITEM NO.3.1: Declaration. of new Protected Areas.

The Member Secretary informed the Committee that there were two
proposals relating to declaration of new Protected Areas. First amongst them was
related to declaration of Kutch Desert National Park in Gujarat. The Member
Secretary clarified that a proposal was received from Shri. Parshotam Rupala,
Hon_’ble Member of Parliament, requesting for declaring Kutch Desert National
Park. The Member Secretary also informed that the proposal was forwarded to the
Government of Gujarat fo}r taking necessary action as the State Government was

empowered to do so.

The Principal Secretary (Forests), Government of Gujarat, informed the
Committee that the State Government has already declared three Sanctuaries and a
Conservation Reserve in Kutch Region. Further, the area has dlso been declared as
Biosphere Reserve and there was no need at present to declare the area as National

Park.




Afrer discussion, the Committee observed that the State Government may

take appropriate action as deemed fit in the matter.

(i) The Member Secretary then informed that there was a second proposal
related to Point Calimere Sanctuary and its adjacent area. Dr. Rahmani, informed
that the Point Calimere Sanctuary was not only important with respect to its black
buck population but also due to the large number of Migratory & resident birds
found in that area and therefore, the area needs to be protected. He also informed
that there were important swampy lands in the nearby area, viz; Great Vedaranyam
Swamp and Panchanathikulam Wetlands. Though these areas have been handed
over to Forest Department, but has not been declared as Reserve Forests or
Protected Area. There was an urgent need for final notification of Point Calimere
Sanctuary as well as notification of these wetlands as Conservation Reserves for
long term protection of this fragile eco-system and large bio-diversity of birds

found there. The area was under great threat from various developmental activities.

After discussion, it was decided that Honble Chairman would write a letter
to Hon’ble Chief Minister, Tamil Nadu requesting to take necessary measures for
conservation of these areas. Dr. Asad Rahmani was requested to provide inputs in

this regard.

AGENDA ITEM NO.3.2: Permission for fishing inside Protected Areas.

The Member Secretary informed that the Government of Chhattisgarh had
forwarded a proposal seeking relaxation for fishing rights inside the Sitanadi
Sanctuary. He mentioned that the Standing Commirtee of NBWL, while
recommending the proposal for diversion of 529.70 ha of forest land falling within
Sitanadi Sanctuary for construction of Sondhur Dam Reservoir, had- imposed a
condition that “No tishing should be permitted inside Sondhur Reservoir in view
of the fact that hunting inside Wildlife Sanctuary is prohibited under the Wildlife
(Protection) Act, 1972”.



The Members were of the opinion that the fishing carried on commercial
basis would be a violation of Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1572. Therefore, it could
not be permitted. However, as provided in the Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972,

there was no restriction on meeting the bonafide needs of the people.

AGENDA ITEM NO.3.3: Rationalization of boundaries of Protected Areas.

The Member Secretary informed that the Rationalization committee had
recommended the rationalization of boundaries of Karera Wildlife Sanctuary,
Madhya Pradesh, Govind Pashu Vihar Sanctuary/National Park, Uttarakhand and
Great Indian Bustard Saucruar};,» Maharashtra. These proposals were now placed

before the Standing Commiittee for its recommendation.

Karera Wildlife Sanctuary, Madhya Pradesh:

With respect to, Karera Wildlife Sanctuary, Madhya Pradesh, the Member
Secretary informed that Shri. Mahendra Vyas, Member of Rationilization
Committee had inspected the site and submitted his report. In his report he had
recommended for denotification of the sanctuary subject to the condition that the
Government should find out the cause of disappearance of the Great Indian Bustard
and also efforts should be made to declare the Dihaliya Lake as a Conservation

Reserve.

Dr. MK. ‘Ranjisinh informed the committee that there was no earlier
precedence of total denotification of a protected area and therefore, before a
particular area is denotified, the State Gevernment should first notify equivalent
area where there is a sizeable population of Great Indian Bustards. He also
informed that the reasons for disappearance of the birds from the area should be

ascertained and responsibility should be fixed.

Dr. Rahmani, also agreed with the views expressed by Dr. Ranjitsinh.
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The Chief Wildlife Warden, Madhya Pradesh, informed that the bustards
were not seen since 1995 and that most of the land inside the sanctuary was private

land and people were facing lot of problems.

After detailed discussions, the committee agreed to the proposal for

denotification of Karera Wildlife Sanctuary, subject to following conditions:

(i) Dihaliya lake and Government/Revenue land adjacent to lake be declared as

sanctuary,

(ii) A survey with the help of experts such as Bombay Natural History Society be
carried out to ascertain present status & distribution of Status of Great Indian
Bustards in the State of Madhya Pradesh, especially to determine if there are any
bustards inhabiting in any areas outside Protected Areas of Madhya Pradesh and if
50, these would be established as|aProteeredl Ares including expansion of existing

Protected Areas or declaration of Conservation Reserves etc.

(i) If the survey ream finds that there are no bustards existing outside Protected
Areas or none left in Madhya Pradesh, an area equal to the area to be denotified in
Karera Wildlife Sanctuary will be added to the existing Protected Area network of

the State.

(iv) Denotification will only be permitted if the equivalent area is added to

Protected Area network of the State before the denotification.

(v) The committee surveying the bustard population would also determine the

reasons for decimation of bustards in Karera and fix responsibility.

Govind Pashu Vihar National Park and Sanctuary, Uttarakhand

In this case, the Member Secretary informed the committee that the State

Government had proposed for deletion of an area of 126.60 sq. Kms from the
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Govind National Park and Sanctuary. The total area of Govind Pashu Vihar
National Park/Sanctuary was 957.96sq.kms. In this case, site inspection was
conducted by Shri. Praveen Bhargav, Member, Rationalization Committee and Dr.
G.S. Rawat of Wildlife Institute of India, Dehradun. The site inspection team had
recommended the proposal of rationalization of boundaries of Govind Pashu Vihar

National Park & Sanctuary subject to the following conditions:

(a) Four villages viz Dhatmir, Gangar, Panwadi and Osla should be resettled
outside the Govind Wildlife Sanciuary by providing a suitable compensation
package including land, bousing and other facilities as early as possible in a
time bound manner. All existing buildings and houses (excluding forest
department structures) must be dismantled and shified out of the National
Park. If some forest land is required ﬁr resettlement, necessary clearance
under the Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 must be granted on an urgent
basis. Necessary budgetary support must be provided on priority to the State

of Urtarakhand for fast tracking the voluntary resettlement project,

(b) On completion of the resettlement process, an additional area of around 185
sq km from the Govind Sanctuary which abuts the National Park must be
merged with the existing National Park. This will form a compact,
ecologically viable block of around 650 sq km free of all buman settlements.

The consolidated area to be finally notified as Govind National Park
and designated as 4 core zone, completely free of buman presence, NTFP

collection and grazing in the alpine meadows (Bugyals).

(c)  Other villages within the limits of the existing Sanctuary — demanding
resettlement must also be offered a similar resettlement package as per the

new Government of India package.

(d) The proposal to construct a 16 km motorable road upto Osla should not be

considered and no motorable road be constructed beyond Taluka Forest IB.
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(e) Compartments 2a, 4 and 5 of the Kapragad block and ~ compartmentsia
and 1b of Istragad block must not be considered for deletion as it was found

during inspection that these contain fairly intact Forests.

{f) All isolated ‘Chucks’ or cultivated land including Sunni Satudi, Unnani,
Karba Tatka within a contignous forest block, some of which were looked at
during inspection, must be considered for acquisition to further consolidate

Jorest blocks.

(g) The requesi of people from Phitadi village for granting permission to
construct a 1 km stretch of non-block topped road through the Sanctuary may
be considered and recommended for seeking permission of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court. This will also belp better movement of forest department staff.
Similarly, the requests of people and the panchayat of Hadwads for repair of the
existing horse trail/track from Dhowla to Chagshil and Dhowla to Salidar
appear gennine and may be considered since this does not involve any tree felling

or widening,

th)  All other compartments proposed jfor deletion to permit the
continnation of admitted vights over timber, grazing and for providing

basic infrastructure like power/communication line, primary health centre,
motorable roads, horse trails, bridges and otber petty demand can be considered

subject to the condition that

i) The said four villages inside the Sanctuary/National Park are reseitled.

i A 650 sq. km National Park cove zone is constituted by issuing final
notifications.

i) The alignment of linear intrusions like transmission lines, pipelines,
cables in the balance portion of the Sanctuary outside the core zone of the
National Park is planned in a manner thar causes least fragmentation

and damage.
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i)  The deleted portion should continue as Reserved Fovests and not be
diverted  for  agriculture, human  settlements or  other’

bydel/developmental projects that may be in the planning stage.

i) Since the proposal involves only deletion of around 100 sq km of the
Sanctuary portion, additional forest aveas free of buman presence  that
are available in the adjoining forest divisions of Uttarakashi, Yamuna and

Tons must be identified and included particularly to the National Park area.

The Rationalization Committee had also agreed to this proposal as

per the recommendations of the site inspecting team.

Under this background, after discussion, the Standing Committee of
NBWL, also unanimously decided to recommend the proposal as

detailed above.

Great Indian Bustard (GIB) Sanctuary.

The Member Secretary informed that initially a task force under Dr. M.K.
Ranjitsinih for rationalization of boundaries had recommended for deletion of area
of the Great Indian Bustard Sanctuary from 8496.44 sq. kms to 347.63 sq. kms.
Thereafter, as per the directives of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, a committee
under Shri. V.B. Sawarkar surveyed the area in detail and recommended retention
of an area of 1222.61 sq.kms in the GIB Sanctuary, reducing from 8496.44 sq.
kms.

The Rationalization Committee had ulsu examined the propusal aud o site
inspection was carried out by Shri. Mahendra Vyas, Member, Rationalization
Committee. The rationalization committee had recommended to adopt the
Sawarkar Comumittee report and to reduce the area to 1222.61 sq kms. subject to
the condition that other suitable areas. in the State would be considered for

upgrading them to the sanctuary status, as follows:

| SLNo. [ Name | District | Area in Sq. km. |

14



After discussion, the Standing Committee recommended reduction of the

area of the sanctuary to 1222 61sq kms from the existing 8496.44 sq. kms subject
CrZ001% 5q. KIS Subject

to the condition that suitable areas as indicated above be considered for declaring

as Protected Areas. The Chief Wildlife Warden may use his discretion in
prioritizing these areas and atleast one of the above, preferably, Mansinghdeo

should be declared as a Protected Area before reducing the Sanctuary area.

Bhimashankar Sanctuary

The Member Secretary informed that the State Government had proposed
for denotification of 11.931 sq kms from the sanctuary including the temple and to
add 12.783 sq. kms of the adjoining Reserve Forest to the Sanctuary. He also
informed that the site was inspected by Shri Mahendra Vyas, Member,
Rationalization Committee, and he had submitted a report rejecting the proposal.
Considering the inspection report, the Rationalization Committee has rejected the
proposal of denotification, but has recommended for providing certain facilities for

pilgrims visiting the Bhimashankar Temple, as detailed in the Annexure- 2.

The Standing Committee, after going through all the details, ratified the
recommendation of the Rationalization Committee for providing facilities to the
pilgrims and rejecting the proposal of denotification. It was also decided that, minor
changes, as per the site requirement, could be made by the Chief Wildlife Warden

while finalizing the various facilities detailed in the Annexure-2.

Agenda item no. 4: Fresh Proposals:
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1. Mansinghdeo Nagpur 182.29

2. Rajmachi Thane, Pune, Alibag | 122.96

3. Sudhagarh Tamni Western Ghats 220.18

4. Tipagarh Gadchiroli 52.4

5. Kopela Gagdchiroli 90.93

6. Isapur Bird Sanctuary Yawatmal 121.55 /,I;-’/jp;
p



(A) LA. referred by Hon’ble Supreme Court

(1)Diversion of 180.79 ha of forestland for construction of Adhwa-meja link
canal of Bansagar canal project of Uttar Pradesh.

The Member Secretary informed that the proposal for diversion of 180.79
ha of forestland for construction of Adhwa-meja link canal of Bansagar canal project
of Uttér Pradesh was considered by the Standing Committee of Indian Board for
Wildlife (IBWL) in its meeting held on 26® February, 2002 and it was decided to
recommend the diversion subject to the certain pre-conditions including Relocation
of 10 villages outside Kaimur Wildlife Sanctuary. The applicant agency had
approached Hon’ble Supreme Court for grant of clearance for the project. Hon’ble
Supreme Court had directed that the matter should again go to the N.B.W.L. for
exploring the feasibility of the proposal. The Standing Committee however, did not
find any justification. The Member Secretary, however, informed that so far no such
proposal has been received in the Ministry from the State Government and it has been

placed béfore the Committee for information.

(B) Non L.A’s:

(1) Establishment of Lighted Beacon at Patrie Island- taking up non
forestry activities in National Park.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for
diversion of 0.225ha for establishment of lighted Beacon at Patrie Island falling
within Patrie Island Sanctuary. He also mentioned that the proposal did not have
the recommendation for the State Board for Wildlife.

The Cornmitteé, after discussions, decided that the recommendation of State
Board for Wildlife in this regard be obtained first before presenting it for the

recommendation of Standing Committee of National Board for Wildlife.

(2) Diversion of forestland in Chennur & Yenchapalli RFs of Mancherial
Division for formation of Road-NH 16 from Nizamabad to Jagdalpur
to connect missing links to NH in favour of E.E., R & B, NH
Division,Perkit.
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The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for
diversion of 12.892 ha of forestland in chennur & Yenchapalli RFs for construction
of road from Nizamabad to Jagdalpur to connect missing links to NH in favour of
EE., R & B, NH Division,Perkit. He also informed that, the Chief Wildlife
Warden, Andhra Pradesh has recommended the proposal with the conditions to
erect 2 meter high wall/fence to prevent any wild animal. Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh
suggested that 2 meter height is too less for blackbucks and the minimum should be

atleast 4 meters

The Committee, after discussions, unanimously decided to recommend the
proposal subject to the conditions of erecting 4 meter high wall/fence to prevent
any wild animal from coming to the highway to avoid accidental deaths of Black
Bucks and other animals. In addition all other precautions should be taken as has
been advised in the guidelines issued by Wildlife Institute of India in this regard,
which are available on the website of Wildlife Institute of India,

(3) Proposal for laying 220 KV transmission line from existing 400/220 KV
station at G.D. Nellore.

The Member Secretary briefed the committee that the proposal was for
laying 220 KV transmission line from existing 400/220 KV station at G.D. Nellore.
He also informed that the proposed area was 5 kms away . from the Koundinya
Wildlife Sanctuary and was falling within the Rayala Elephant Reserve and not in

any Protected Area.

After deliberations, the Committee recommended the proposal.

(4) Proposal for manufacture of ductile iron spun pipes as a down stream
value added product and a sinter plant of 2,50,000 TPA capacity to
utilize iron ore fines which are locally available and further to upgrade
the blast furnace technology.

It was informed that the proposal was for manufacture of ductile iron spun

pipes as a down stream value added product and a sinter plant of 2,50,000 TPA.
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capacity to utilize iron ore fines which are locally available and further to upgrade
the blast furnace technology. He. also informed that the plant was located at a

distance of 3.25 kms from the boundary of Bhagwan Mahaveer Sanctuary.

The Committee was of the view that, such activities, even though outside
Protected Areas would have negative impacts on the Wildlife in the sanctuary as
well on the existing bio-diversity. In view of this, the Committee, after discussions,
unanimously decided to reject the proposal. ‘

» (5) Proposal of M/S Shri. A.X.Poi Palondicar for production of Iron Ore
with production Capacity of 0.20 MTPA and expansion in capacity ‘of
Manganese ore from 0.010208 MTPA.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for
production of Iron Ore with production capacity of 0.20 MT’PA and expansion in
capacity of Manganese ore from 0.010208 MTPA. He also informed that the

proposed mine was 5.3kms in South -East and 6.5kms East of the Netravali

Wildlife Sanctuary.

The Committee was of the view that, mining activities, even though outside
Protected Areas would have negative impacts on the Wildlife in the sanctuary as
well on bio-diversity and environment. In view of this, the Committee, after

discussions, unanimously decided to reject the proposal.

(6) Proposal for laying of Optical fiber Cable along S.H. on Boranda road
from Mata Na Madh to near Saran Village, Narayan Sarovar Chinakara
Sanctuoary.

The Member Secretary briefed the committee that the proposal was for
laying of Optical fiber Cable along State Highway on Boranda road from Mata Na
Madh to near Saran Village. He informed that the proposal had the
recommendation of the State Board for Wildlife and that the Chief Wildlife
Warden, Gujarat while recommending the proposal ha;cfi imposed a condition that
the area would be brought back to its original condition after completion of work.
The préposa] was recommended, after discussions by the committee, subject to the

following conditions: (i) After completing the work the area will be brought back
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to the original position. (if) No damage will be caused to the forest and wildlife. (i)
No tree will be cut and separate approval under FCA, 1980 will be obtained by the

user agency.

(7) Diversion of forest land in Kutch desert Wildlife Sanctuary for
construction of road from Kunaria to Mauvana, Gujarat.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for

diversion of 336.10 ha of forestland in Kutch desert Wildlife Sanctuary for

construction of road from Kunaria to Mauvana, Gujarat. He also informed that the

proposal was recommended by the State Board for Wildlife.

The Committee while discussing the proposal was of the view that large
area of the Kutch Desert Sanctuary was being diverted for the purpose of this road.
Principal Secretary (Forests), Gujarat, informed the committee that the project
proponents during discussions with the State Government recently had decided to
reduce the total area for diversion to only 80 ha and thereby reducing the impact
on the Wildlife in the area.

In this background, the Committee, after discussion decided that a revised

proposal in this regard be submitted by the State Authorities correcting the area.

(8) Proposal for laying of 220 KV Double Circuit Zainkote-Alusteng-
Mirbazar Transmission Line (ZAMTL) via Zabarwan Hills.
It was informed to the committee that the proposal was for laying of 220
KV Double Circuit Zainkote-Alusteng-Mirbazar Transmission Line (ZAMTL) via
Zabarwan Hills and the State Board for Wildlife has recommended this proposal.
The Committee also observed that the Chief Wildlife Warden while recommending
the proposal had mentioned that the land would remain with forest and wildlife
department for management purposes.
Dr. Ranjitsinh mentioned that a sheep farm existed in Dachigam National
Park and needs to be shifted out of the National Park in the best interest of
protection of bio-diversity in the National Park. As it was a separate issue and not

linked to the proposal for laying the above quoted transmission line via Zabarwan
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Hill, it was decided that Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh would prepare a draft for the Shifting
of sheep breeding farms outside the Dachigam National Park and a letter to
Hon’ble Chief Minister in this regard would also be written by the Hon’ble

Chairman.

The Standing Committee of NBWL, after detailed discussions, decided to

recommend this proposal.

(9) Proposal for exploratory drilling for Uranium in Rongcheng Plateau,
Balphakram National Park, South Garo Hills District, Meghalaya.

The proposal was for exploratory drilling for Uranium in Rongcheng
Plateau, Balphakram National Park, South Garo Hills District, Meghalaya. The
Member Secretary informed the committee that as per the Section 35 (6) of the
Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972, any diversion etc. within a National Park needs
recommendation of the National Board for Wildlife, while as per Section 29, of the
Act any diversion etc. within a Sanctuary needs recommendation of the State Board
for Wildlife. Therefore, in the instant case aéproval of State Board for Wildlife was

not statutorily required.

The Committee, after discussions, unanimously decided to recommend for
exploratory drilling of Uranium, keeping in miﬁd the necessity for Atomic Energy.
The Committee, however, also observed that recommendation of the State Board
for Wildlife be obtained for the proposal. Besides, the Committee directed Dr. B.
Talukdar, Member, to visit the area and suggest safeguards, if any, to the State

Government under intimation to Ministry. .

(10) Proposal for permission of NBWL to establish a panther rescue
center at Belvandi in Shrigonda tahsil of Ahmednagar district in
Maharashtra Site.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the préposal was for

permission to establish a panther rescue center at Belvandi in Shrigonda tahsil of
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Ahmednagar district in Maharashtra State. It needs an area of 296.35 ha (290.284 ha
Private area & 6.61 ha forest area). The Chief Wildlife Warden, Maharashtra,
informed that the proposal was recommended by the State Board for Wildlife and
the site was very impor;ant with respect to availability of water, seclusion and
proximity of the area of panther menace. He also informed that the proposed area
was outside the 1222.61 sq kms that has been recommended for Great Indian

Bustard Sanctuary after rationalization,

The Committee, after deliberations, unanimously decided to recommend

the proposal.

(11) Proposal for permission for survey and investigation for deletion
of area from the Maldhok (GIB) Sanctuary, Maharashtra for widening
of NH-9.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for
permission for survey and investigation for deletion of 328.52 ha of area from the
Maldhok (GIB) Sanctuary, Maharashtra for widening of NH-5. The Chief Wildlife
Warden informed thar the proposal was outside the 1222.61 sq kms that has been

recommended for sanctuary after rationalization.

The Committee, after deliberations, unanimously decided to recommend

the proposal for survey and investigation.

(12) Proposal for denotification from Radhanagri Sanctuary for

Savarde minor irrigation project.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for
denotification of 14.12 ha area (10.98 ha submerged area and 3.14 ha dam
construction) from Radhanagri Sanctuary for Savarde minor irrigation project. The
Member Secretary informed that the proposal had been approved by the Chief

Minister, Maharashtra, in the capacity of Chairman, State Board for Wildlife.
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The committee after discussions, decidedlfor a site inspection by Dr. Asad
Rahmani and that a report_be submitted before the end of April, 2010. The
Committee also directed that the project proponent should obtain the
recommendation of the full State Board for Wildlife before proposal is considered

by the Standing Committee in the next meeting.

(13) Proposal for construction of Nolav Gravel road with C.P. works
within Darrah Wildlife Sanctuary boundary under Pradhan mantri
Gramin Sadak Yojana package No RJ-19-59 Dist. Jhalawar,Rajasthan.

The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was for
construction of Nolav Gravel road(5km) with C.P works within Darrah Wildlife
Sanctuary boundary under Pradhan mantsi Gramin Sadak Yojana package No
RJ-19-59 Dist. Jhalawar, Rajasthan. The Commirtee observed that the
recommendations of State Board of Wildlife were not obtained in this case.
Therefore, the Committee unanimously decided that, since it was a statutory
requirement under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972, the same should be
complied before seeking recommendation of Sfanding Comimittee of National

Board for Wildlife.

Proposals numbers (14) to (18)
(14)Proposal for clearance from DNP for construction of road Girab to
Kubariya within Desert National Park,PWD Circle,Barmer , Rajasthan.

(15) Diversion of forestland in Desert National Park for construction of road
Harsani Girab Road Km 15 to Ugeri PWD circle, Barmer, Rajasthan.

(16) Proposal for erection of 11 KV transmission line for electrification of
villages.

(17) Proposal for clearance of converting earthern shoulder into hard shoulders
of existing Beawar(km 58.245) to Ghomti chauraha(km 177.00) section from
km 58/245 to km 177/000 of NH-8 in Todgarh- Raoli Wildlife Sanctuary.

(18) Proposal of laying optical fiber cable in Sawai Mansingh Wild life
Sanctuary by Idea Cellular Limited.
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The Member Secretary informed that all the above five proposals were
pertaining to the State of Rajasthan and that the approval of State Board for
Wildlife was still awaited. The Members were of the view that all the above
proposals were falling within Wildlife Sanctuaries and it was a statutory
requirement for obtaining the recommendation of State Board for Wildlife. In view
of this, the committee decided that the recommendations of State Board for
Wildlife be obtained for the above proposals before seeking recommendation of

Standing Committee of NBWL.

(19) Proposal for construction of Chambal development scheme-four
Hydropower Projects (Rahu ka Gaon, Gujjapura, Jaitpura & Barsala) on
Chambal River, Rajasthan.

The Member Secretary briefed the committee that the proposal was for
construction of Chambal development scheme-four Hydropower Projects (Rahu ka

Gaon, Gujjapura, Jaitpura & Barsala) on Chambal River, Rajasthan.

The Committee had, while discussing a proposal with respect to
construction of Dholpur lift irrigation project (under Action taken Report) had
decided that Wildlife Institute of India, Bombay Natural History Society & World
Wide Fund- India would carry out a study in this regard in consultation of State
Authorities. The study would cover all related aspects of Chambal River basin,
impacts of various proposed projects on river flow and its aquatic life and water
availability in the river. This Committee would submit its report within 9 months.
The present proposal for Dholpur lift as well as four proposals of hydro power
projects submitted by Government of Rajasthan would be decided only after

studying the findings of above mentioned committee.

(20) Proposal for diversion of forest land falling within Mudumalai Tiger
Reserve for reconstruction of bridge at K.M. 29/2- Thalaikundah- Kallahatty
Theppakadu road and for use of causeway.
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The Member Secretary informed the committee that the proposal was

considered by the Standing Committee on 18.08.2009 and had agreed in-principle

for reconstruction of the bridge, however, the Government of Tamil Nadu would

take prior approval for State Board for Wildlife and submit their recommendation

to the Standing Committee of NBWL. The State Government has obtained the

recommendation of the State Board for Wildlife.

The Committee, decided to recommend the proposal for reconstruction of

the bridge.

Agenda item no. 5: Any other item with the permission of Chair:

(1)

Collection of Bamboo from Satkosia Gorge Sanctuary and Tiger
Reserve, Orissa: The Member Secretary informed that the State
Government of Orissa had submitted a proposal seeking recommendation
of the Standing Committee of NBWL for collection of bamboo from
Satkosia Gorge Sanctuary and Tiger Reserve. The State Government had
also indicated that an LA. in this regard has also been filed before the
Central Empowered Committee (CEC). The CEC has since, submitted its
recommendations to the Hon’ble Supreme Court with certain conditions.
The committee after discussions was in agreement with the
recommendations of the Central Empowered Committee along with ‘the
conditions imposed by them which are as follows:

The felling and removal of bamboo will be done by engaging only
the EDCs and the VSSs located with the P.A. and. those located in the
immediate vicinity. The material so felled will be kept in small decentralized
depots;

The felled bamboo will be distributed to the villagers located within the
Protected Area and in the immediate vicinity free of cost based on a plan
to' be prepared in this regard by the Orissa Forest Department. No

commercial exploitation or sale to industry will be permissible;
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. Rigid fire prevention measures, tending operations and soil and moisture
conservation measures will be taken to ensure the establishment of
regeneration and to prevent accelerated soil erosion and moisture loss;
and

ii.  No labour camp will be established close to any water hole or stream
used by the wild animals. Adequate precautions will be taken so that the
wildlife habitat is not disturbed by the people involved in the felling of

bamboo.

However, the committee also observed that the proposal of Orissa
was no‘lc approved by the State Board for Wildlife which is a Statutory
requirement. Therefore, the committee advised for prior approval of State
Board for Wildlife before final recommendation is given by the Standing
Committee of National Board for Wildlife.

2 Proposal for carrying out seismic survey in Desert National

Park, Rajasthan by M/s. Focus Energy Limited:

The Member Secretary informed that the proposal was considered
by the Standing Committee in its meeting held on 12® December, 2008
wherein it was decided that an EIA study would be conducted on the
impact of such seismic surveys on the wildlife, especially the burrowing
animals, by a reputed institute. The project proponents have now sought
recommendation of Standing Committee for carrying out the EIA study by
NEERI, Nagpur. The Committee after discussions decided that the study be
ronducted by Bombay Natural History Society and Wildlife Institute of
India atleast for a minimum period of one year so that the actual impact

during all seasons could be ascertained.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks from the Chair.
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ANNEXURE - 1

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS ATTENDING THE MEETING OF THE 18™
MEETING OF STANDING COMMITTEE OF NBWL HELD ON 12* APRIL,
2010

sbsbrsbobshobobshabot bbb bt

1 Shri Jairam Ramesh Chairman
Hon’ble Minister of State (Independent Charge) for
Environment & Forests
2 Shrimati Chandresh Kumari, Member of Parliament, Member
Lok Sabha .
3 Dr. P.J. Dilip Kumar, Director General of Forests & Member
Special Secretary, MOEF.

4 Shri M.B. Lal Member-

Addl. Director General of Forests (WL) Secretary
5 Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh ~ Member
6 Dr. Divyabhanusinh Chavda Member
7 Dr. Asad Rahmani Member
8 Dr. Bibhab Talukdar Member
9 Shri P. R. Sinha Member

Director, Wildlife Institute of India
10 Dr.S.P. Nanda Invitee
Principal Secretary (E&F), Govt. of Gujarat
11 Shri AX. Joshi, PCCF (WL), Govt. of Maharashtra Invitee
17 Shri Hitesh Malhotra, CWLY, Gowt. of Andhra Invitco
Pradesh

13 Shri R.V. Asari, CWLW, Govt. of Gujarat Invitee
14 | Shri V.K. Tandon, CWLW,Govt. of Himachal Pradesh Invitee
15 Shri. A K. Srivastava, IGF (WL) Invitee
16 Shri. Sunil Kumar, CWLW, Govt. of Meghalaya Invitee
17 Shri. S.S. Sharma, CWLW, Govt. of Uttarakhand Invitee
18 Shri. R.S. Negi, CWLW, Govt. of Madhya Pradesh Invitee
19 Shri. D.V. Negi, PCCF (WL), Govt. of A & N Islands Invitee
20 | Shri. N.K. Bhagat, PCCF (WL), Govt. of Chhattisgarh Invitee
21 Dr. Anmol Kumar, IGF(WL), MOEF Invitee
22 Shri P.S. Somashekhar, CCF(WL), Govt. of Rajasthan Invitee
23 Shri. R.L. Meena, CCF , Kutch, Govt. of Gujarat Invitee
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ANNEXURE - 2

Facilities for Pilgrims visiting the Bhimashankar Temple, Maharashtra

P R XY
LR s

1. Construction of three new Toilet Blocks at the following locations:

) i.  Construction of toilet block in the State Transport Bus Stand
complex -Non Forest Area= 30 mtr x 15 mtr=450 sq.mtrs (also
mentioned at item no- 4(iv) below).

iil.  Toilet Block at The Entrance of the starting of 200 mtr length
existing staircase- Forest Area=20 mtr x 15 mtr=300 sq.mtrs.
fii.  Construction of toilet block near Bhimashankar Temple-Non Forest
Ared= 20 mtr x 15 mtr=300 sq.mtrs.

2. Development of 600 mtrs length Road from Bhimashankar Bus station
to Bhimashankar Temple: - The PWD proposed. to develop the existing
600 mtr length murrum surface road into a cement concrete paved road, for
emergency exit from the temple comple;x. Since the existing staircase of 200
mtr length is narrow and is used by both incoming and out going pilgrims,
the development of this 600mtr length road is permitted by the committee

for the safety of pilgrims.

3. Darshan Mandap and Entrance Gate:

A darshan mandap was proposed by the PWD to construct a cement
concrete structure in two tiers. Ground floor is proposed for the incoming
pilgrims and the first floor is for the out going pilgrims. In addition to this
the PWD requested for the construction of shops at the entrance. The
Committee examined the proposal and unanimously decided to reject this
proposal. As it was already suggested to regulate the pilgrims and vehicles at
the entrance barricade near Mahatarbachiwadi, where the sanctuary starts.
All the shops and establishments can be shifted to this place. Since the
Committee has agreed to the development of existing kachha road beside
the temple (item no.2 above), for the outgoing pilgrims, .this proposal to

construct the double storey darashan mandap was rejected.
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4. Pilgrim Centre:- PWD has proposed total renovation of three existing -
single storied buildings, in the Kalamjai temple complex (non forest area),
into two single storied and one three storied building totaling to 3821 sq.
mtrs built up area, for the use of social activities, like bhajan, marriage
function, social gathering opposite to the entrance of the temple. Since
these activities create disturbance to the wildlife, and development and will
encourage number of pilgrims stay in the sanctuary, the Committee
unanimously rejected this total renovation proposal. However the
Committee has no objection for PWD for undertaking renovation of these
three structures not exceeding the present plinth area of each of the existing
structures, and restricting the height of building to single storey. The area of
each of the existing three buildings is given below. _

i, Vittal Mandir Trust = (39mtr X 17.5mtr)=682.5 sq.mtrs area
ii.  Ambegaon Samaj Dindi Trust= (25mtr X 35Mtr) =875 Sq.kms
iii.  Kalamjai Devi Mandir Trust( 35 mtr X 10 mtr) = 350.sq.kms

5. Bhimashankar Bus Station Complex development:-The PWD proposed
the following developmental works in the existing bus station complex, non
forest area. .

i.  Construction of compound wall- There is an existing damaged

compound wall to this bus station complex.

i.  Construction of new single storied bus station complex, after
dismantling the existing old structure of 450 sq.mtrs.

iii. New Internal concrete paving:- a2 new concrete paving of 60mtr X
40 mtr is proposed.

iv.  New Toilet block of area= 30 mtr x 15 mtr=450 sq.mtrs. (same as
mentioned at item no- 1(i) above, not additional).

The Committee discussed these proposed activities and decided that all the
above activities can be permitted.

6. Development of Parking area on Forest Land:- The PWD has requested
to develop parking area with concrete paving for parking tourists vehicles
on the forest area, near the existing bus station complex. The Committee

has rejected this proposal and advised to regulate the tourists inflow and
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regulation of vehicles at the entrance of the Bhimashankar sanctuary near
Mahatarbachiwadi.

. Construction of Health Centre:- Presently during the two peak seasons,
ie Shravan and Shivratri, the sanctuary management allows the Health
department to put up temporary medical camp near existing Kalamjai
temple. This practice can be continued instead of construction of new
structure, hence construction of new health centre near Bhimashankar
temple is not permitted. The health department may construct a health
centre outside - sanctuary boundary on non forest area, ie. near
Mbhatarbachiwadi, where a large tourist complex (Bhakta Niwas) is under
construction.

Construction of Police Post:- Presently during the two peak seasons, i.e
Shravan and Shivratri, the sanctuary management allows the Police
.department to put up temporary police post near Range Forest Office. This
practice can be continued instead of construction of new structure, hence
construction of new post at Bhimashankar is not permitted. The Police
department may construct a police post outside sanctuary boundary, i.e.
near Mhatarbachiwadi, where a large tourist complex (Bhakta Niwas) is

under construction.

. Widening of the existing Mahatarbachiwadi to Bhimashankar State
Highway No.53:- The PWD has proposed widening of the existing 5.5 mtr
wide 6 kms length road from Mhatarbachiwadi to Bhimashankar State
Highway No.53 to 7.0 mtr passing through the sanctuary. Widening of this
road will involve felling of number of number of trees, which will create a
break in the forest canopy. Bteak in the canopy will create fragmentation
to the habitat of Malabar Giant Squirrel, which is highly endangered and
flagship species of the sanctuary. Hence the road widening proposal is not
permitted by the Committee. As suggested in the previous paras, if the
temple management regulates the tourists inflow and their vehicles at the
entrance of the Bhimashankar sanctuary near Matarbachiwadi, widening of
this road may not arise at all.

30



10. Construction of Kondwal-Ahupe. Road:~ Presently 2 10 kms length bituminous
surface road and remaining, Skms léngth cart track, are connecting the villages
Ahupe, Dong, Pimpérgane, Nanawade and Tirpada villages. The Committee has
examined the proposal and: decided that the: PWD has to submit a proposal for
construction of this new 5kms fength road in the prescribed forms of the NBWL
(formsIto V),

F oL 2SR
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Office of the Conservator of Ioresis{“xldlz:‘e} Pupe, Forest Colony, Wanavdi,
( ‘i’fﬁ\‘r’ Hitls 5 y Pune - 411 022, Maharashira.
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Subject- Permission for 4/6 laning of NH-9 from
Km T3 400 1 Km 339000 passing through the
Great [ndian Bustard Sanciuary inciude uther
reiated activibies

No v/ survey/ 1A sau2/10-11 De vy fulv 2010

~ General Manager (Technical), & Project Director,
Nationa! Highwayvs Authority of {nduo,
Hotg: Road. Solapur- 413 003., Maharashtra -

Reference:- Your letter No. NHAI/PIU/SLP/ Forest/13012/10/2/1/115 , Dated 6+
lune 2010

Dear Sir, i

This is in reference to vour letter as above requesting NOC giving
permission for 4/€ laning of NH-9 from Kou144.400 to km 249 000 passing through
the GIB Sanctuary, we would like to inform that Government ot Maharashtra filed an
interlocutory Apphcation No. 234272008 in LA No 2342 of 2008 in LA, No. 2119 of
1483 of 003 IN LA, No. 348 in Writ Petition (civil) No. 202 of 1995 in the Hon'ble
Supremie Court of India, in August 2008. LA No.2342 of 2008 came up for orders
before the Hon'ble Supreme Court on 20% Cctober 2008, Upon hearing the parties,

iHon'bie Supreme Court passed an order that the fa'tidzmahzatioh of the Greal Indian

e

| Wildlife sanctuary s to b finally decided based on the recommendation of

1Stalrd Widii¢ sanciual

the Committee constituted for the said purpose working under the MoEF. The

Conunittiee may take an early deaston and based on the decision, the rest of the area

which 18 exclided o such nop-forest activities could be permitied™.

Accordinglv a proposal was subnutted to the comumittee on rationalization of
boumdaries of sanctuaries and National Parks (CRBSNP) under the MoEF Based on

the-fieid visits and meetings. the CRBSNP recommended o inciuc 61 sy kms in

g-kms of GIB

the GiB Sanctuary and exclude rest of the aress oo

sanctizary area  This was anoroved By the Standine Conumnittee of the National Board



sancrgary area. This was approvei v the Standing Committee 01 the National Board

o Wildlife {SCNBWLY in ity 18th meating beld at New Delh; on w A

fira! Intericeutory Application No 2882 of 2010 1 1A no 2342,°2008, in this mattes

j was filed by the Government of Maharashtra on 1 July 2010, t> get a formal order

trom the Hon'ble Supreme Court rogarding redusing the sanctuary area from £495.14

sgkms to 12226 sq.kms as recornmended by the SONBWL in ils 18% meeting  The

& area proposed for widening of the Natioral Highwav (NH) Ne9 between
Kms.144.400 to Kms.249.000 passing through the Great Indian Bustard Sanctuary and

.
~

a buffer of 30 meters from the NH centerline was excluded from the sanctuary and
do pot fall in the 1222.63 sa.kms of area to be retained in the GIB sanctuary. This
T epp———

efitce has no oblection for NHAI carry imz out on nen forest land, the road widening
‘-‘I-.—‘—\—n_._.—.—l-'_ > -~

ORH between Kms.144.400 to Kms.249.000 passing through GIB sancluary and o

carry ou!l ¢ther non forest activities reialed to the execution of the above project

stmtc‘h passing through the Great Indian Bustard {Maldhok} Sanctuary including

_———n—-_-_-—._,_.-l—l"—-_-_"
and Acquisition and Tree Cuttipg, subject to the [inal crdertirom the Hon'ble
-

s 5

—

Supreme Court in the above 1A no. 2837 of 2010.

Thanking vou

Yours sincerely
oo
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ITEM NGS. 301 to 318 COURT NO, 6 SECTION PIL/X

MM--1,

SUPREME COURT OQOF LINDIRA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

M-l T, 50 OF 2010 P.{(C) NO. 202 OF 1985
301, I,A. Nos, 128-129 & 144 in W.B. (C) No, 337/1995
(FOR MODIFICATION OF COURT'S ORDER DATED 28.4.2003 AND
EXENPTION FROM FILING O.T. AND PERMISSION TO FILE REJOINDER

AFFIDAVET)
Berutind to b8 i QOFY )
CENTRE FOR ENVIR. LAW, WWE-I Qosorrd Peqitioner(s)
3 S =’- ..',Az £ el ; t
VERSUS | sl ]
I i
U OI& ORS | supratese ourtof (83

302. I.A. NOs. 2881 & 3026-3027 IN W.P. (C) NO. 202/1995
(FOR RECOMMENDATION OF THE CEC IN APFLN. NO. 1228 & 1229 awND
INTERVENTION AND EXEMPTION FROM FILING OQ.T.)

T N. GODAVARMAN THIRUNULPAD Petitioner(s)
V8.
UNION OF INDIA & ORS, Respondent ()

303. r.A. NO. 141 IN I,A. NOS. 124-125 in W.P. (C) No. 337/1995
(FOR DIRECTIONS/CLARIFICATION IN I.A. NOS. 124-125 OF 2008)

304, I.A. ROS, 147, 148 AND 149 IN W.P. (C) No, 337/19395

{FOR IMPLEADMENT, PERMISSION TO INPLEMENT THE HARIDWAR
RISHIKESH~-DEHRADUN NATURAL GAS PIPELINE IN THE ROW OF NH-58 AND
WH-72 PASSING THROUGH THE RAJAJI NATIONAL PARK AND PERMISSION
TO IMPLEMENT THE KOTA-BHILWARA NATURAL GAS PIPELINE BY
DERESERVING 1.56 HECTARES OF THE CHAMBAL WILD LIFE SANCTUARY)

305. T.A. NOS. 1433 & 1477 IN W.P.(C) 202/1995
(FOR DIRECTIONS AND EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)

306. I.A. NOS, 1598~1600 IN W.P,(C) 202/1995
(FOR IMPLEADMENT, DIRECTION AND EXEMPTION FROM FILING 0.7.)

307. I.A, NO. 2296 IN T.A.662 IN W.P,(C) 202/1895
(RECOMMENDATION OF CEC IN IA 662))

308. I.A. NO. 2297 IN W.P.{C) 202/1995
(FOR REPORT OF CEC IN APPLN. NO. WBI - 89)

309, I.A. NO. 2622-2624 & 2813 IN W.P.(C) 202/3995
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(FOR PERMISSION, IMPLDEADMENT, DIRECTIONS AND PERMISSION TO

FILE ADDL. DOCUMENTS)

310, I.A. NOS. 2710 & 2730 IN W.P. () 202/1995
(FOR INTERVENTION DIRECTIONS AND IMPLEADMENT)

311. I.A. NO. 2816 IN W.P, (C) 202/1995
( REPORT OF CEC)

312. r.a, NoOS, 2942-2944 1IN W.P. (C) 202/1995

(FOR IMPLEADMENT PERMISSION AND EXEMPTION FROM FILING 0.T.)

313. W.P.(C) 4/2010

YRSAMIN shrEeM PETITIONERS
VERSUS
STATE OF U.¥. § ORS. “v+ev0., JRESPONDENTS

(WITR APPLN(5) FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING 0.T.)

| WITH W.P.(C) NO. 567 OF 2009
(WITH APPLN(S) FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING 0.T.)

WITH W.P.(C) NO. 568 OF 2009
(WITH APPIN(S) FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. AND OFFICE
REPORT)

WITH W.P. (C) NO. 574 OF 2002

(WITH APPLN (S} FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.AND OFFICE REPORT)

WITH W.P.(C} NO. 575 OF 2009
(WITH APPLN(S) FOR EXEMPTION ¥ROM FILING O.T.AND OFFICE

REPORT )
WITE W.P.(C) NO, 576 OF 2008

(WITH APPLN(S) FOR EXEMPTTION FRCM FILING O.T.ANP QFFICE
REPORT )

WITH W.P.(C) NO. 578 OF 2009
(WITH APPLN(S) FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.AND OFFICE

REPCRT )

314. SARDALWOOD MATTERS
I.A. NOS. 1287, 1570-1571, 1624-1625, 1978, 2395,

2795-2796 IN W.P.(C) 202/1995
(REPORT OF CEC, IMPLEADMENT, DIRECTION AND EXEMPTION)

WITH
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I.A.NOS,2470-2471, 2472-2473, 2474-2475, 2476-2477, 2966-2967

IN 1287 IN W.P,(C) 202/1995
(FOR IMPLEADMENT AND DIRECTIONS AND DIRECTION FOR BRINGING ON

RECORD CERTAIN SUGGESTIONS)

315. MABARASHTRA-GREAT TNDIAN BUSTARD WILDLIFE SANCTUARY
I.A, NO. 2882 IN I.A. 2342 IN I.A. NO. 2119, 1483, 1897,

2023, 2923-2925 IN W.P.(C) 202/1995
(FOR DIRECTIONS, IMPLEADMENT, PERMISSION, MODIFICATION AND

EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)

316. ASKOT MUSK DEER SANCTUARY
I.A. NO. 1791-1792 IN W.P.(C) 202/1995
(FCR PERMISSION TO DEMARCATE BOUNDARIES OF ASKOT MUSK DEER

WILDLIFE SANCTUARY AND EXEMPTION FROM FILING Q.T.)

WITH
I.A. NO.139 IN IN W.P.{C) 337/1995
(FOR PERMISSION REGARDING PROPOSED RATIONALISATION OF

BOUNDARIES OF PROTECTED AREAS IN EIMACHAL PRADESH)

317. MQUNT ABU
T.A. NO. 972 IN I.A,NO, 757 WITH 789-790, 962, 986,

1042-1045,1217~1219, 1536~1538, 2660-2661, 2064, 2255-2256 AND
2949 IN 757 AND I.A. NO..... IN I.A. NO. 757 IN W.P.(C)

202/1995 =
(FOR DIRECTIONS, IMPLEADMENT, STAY, EXEMPTION FROM FILING
0.T., RECOMMENDATION OF CEC AND PERMISSION TO FILE OBJUECTIONS TO

THE FINAL NOTIFICATION DATED 25.6.2009))

318. I.A.NOS., 2155-2156 & 2680 IN I.A, NO. 2156 IN W,P. (C)

202/1995
(FOR IMPLEAEMENT, PERMISSION AND DIRECTION TO REJECTION OF CEC

REPORT)

Date: 22/07/2011 These zpplications/Petitions were called on
for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE K,S.RADHAKRISHNAN

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD



For the appearing parties
Mx. P.S. Narasimha, Sr. Adv. (A.C)
Mz, K.Parameshwaxr, Adv.
Mr. Gaurav Agrawal, Adv,
Mr. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
Mr, Haris Bearan, Adv.
Mr., P.K. Manchar, adv.

Mr, B.S, Banthisa, adv.

301. Ms.A.Subhashni, Ady,

Mrs. Jayshree Anand, Adv,
Ms.Ekta Singh,Adv.
Mr.Ruldip Singh, Adv.

Ms. Asha G.Nair, Adv,
Mr.S.S8.Rawat, Ady.
Mr.D,S.Mahra, Adv,
Mr,Y.P.Mahajan,Adv.

Mr, Sakesh Kumar, Adv.
Mr.Rohit K.8ingh, ady.
Ms.K.V.Bharathi Upadhyay, Adv.

Mr . Pabitra Kr.Biswal, Adv,

Mr‘T.S.Doabia,Sr.Adv.
Ms. Kiran Bhardwaj, Adv,
Mr. S.N.Terdal, Adv.

Mr.Sakesh Kumar, Adv.
Ms.Suvira Lal,adv.

Mr.Raj Panjwani, Sr.Adv.
Mr.Vijay Panjwani,Adv.
Mr.aditya Shamlzl, Adv.

302, Mr.Gurukrishna Kumaxr, AAG
Mr,8.Prasad, Ady.
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Ms.Hemantika Wahi, Adv,
Mr . Ashwini Kumar, Adv.
Ms.Sureni Banerjee, Adv.

Ms.A,Subhashini, Adv.

Mr.T,R.Andhiyarujan, Sr.Adv,
Mr,.Rajiv Tyagi,Adv.
Ms ,Chanchal Biswal,Adv.

303 Mr,T.S.Doabia, Sr,.Adv.
Ms,Xiren Bhardwaj, Adv.
Mr.S.N,Terdal, Adv.

Ms .A.Subhashni, Adv.

Mr.Raj Panjwani, Sr.Adv.
Mr.Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
Mr.Aditya Shamlsl,Adv.

304. Mr.Mohan Jain, ASG
Mrs,Sukhbeer Eaur Bajwa,Adv.
Mr .D.K.Thakur, Adv.
Mz .S.N,Terdal, Adv.

Mr.Parag Tripathi, ASG
Mr .Ajit Pudussery,Adv.
Mr.K.Vijanan, Adv.

Mr .Dinesh Khurana, Adv.

Mr.Raj Panjwani, Sr.Adv.
Mr.Vijay Panjwani,Adv.
Mr.Aditya Shamlal,6 Adv.

Mr.Rajiv Dutta, 8r.Adv.
Mr.Bighwajit Dukey,aAdv.
Ms.Anushree Tripathi, Adv.
M/s.Suresh A.Shroff & Co.

Ms.Bina Madhavan, Adv.
Mr.T.S.Doabia,Adv.

Mrs.Kiran Bhardwaj,adv.
Mr.S.N,Terdal,Adv.



Mr.Manjit Singh,aag
Mr.Vivekta Singh,adv.
Mr.Tarjit Singh,Adv.
Mr,Kamal Mohan Gupta,Adv.

305 Mr,Atul Jha,Adv.
Mr .Dharmendra Rumar Sinha, adv,

306. Mr. Ajai Bhalla, Adv.
Mr.A .K.Pandey, Adv.

Mr. Sudhanshu Saran,Adv.

Mrs, Swati Chandra, Adv.

Mi.M.Rhairati, adv,
Ms . Varuna Bhandari, Adv.
Mr.D.Ss.Mahra, Adv.

Mr.Waseem Quadri, Adv,
Mr.Ch.Shamruddin Khan, Adv,
Mrs.Kiran Bhaxdwaj, Adv.
Mr,Rohtas Nagar.Adv.
Mrg.Anil Katihar, adv,

Md.Khalid, Adv.
Smt . varuna Bhandari, Adv,
Mr.D.S.Mahra,adv.

307. Mr. 'P.V.Yog‘éshwaran,lldv.
308. Ms.Agha G.Nair, Adv,
308, Ms. S.Janani,adv.

Mr.Kamal Mohan Gupta, Adv.

310. Mr. D.a.Dave, Sr.adv. .
Mr.R.N.Karanjawala,Adv.
Ms.Manilk Karanjawala,Adv.
Ms .Nandini Gore, Adv,
Mr . Kaushik Murali, Adv,
Mz .Ashok Parija, Adv,
M/s Karanjawala & co. ,Adv.



311.

312.

313.

314.

Ms.Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

Mr.Shibhashish Mishra,Adv.

Mr.D.K.S8inha, Adv,.

Mr.Aftab Ali Khan,Adv.
Mr .Kamlendra Mishra,ddv.

Mr.Subodh Markandeya, Adv,
Mr.Rajeev K.Dubey, Adv.
Mr.Kamlendra Mishra, Adv.

Mr.Ancop Kr.Srivastava, Adv.
Mr.Rameshwar Prasad Goyal, Adv,
Mr.Rakesh Khaxe, Adv.

Mz . Subodh Markandeys,Sx.Adv.
Mr,Rajeev K.Dubey,Adv.
Mr,Kamlendra Mishra,Adv.

Mr.Mohan Jain,ASG
Mr.D.K.Thakur, Adv,
Mr. Karthik Ashok,Adv,
Mr.S.N,Terdal, Adv,

Mr.A. Sharan, Sr.Adv,
».2afar Sadique,Adv.
.Balraj Dewan, Adv.

.GuruKrishna Kumar, AAG
. Subramonum Prasad, Adv.

§F F#i

.Basava Prabhu S.Patil, Sr.Adv.
.Bipin Kalappa, Adv,
.N.Ganapathy, Adv.

55

Mr.K.R.Sasiprabhu, Adv.
Mr.M.P. Maharia, Adv,

Ms .Sangeeta Kumar, Adv.
Mr.Sanjay R.Hegde, Adv.
Mr.T.N,Rao,Adv.
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Mr.Balraj Dewan, Adv.

M/s Aruputham Aruna & ca. 5
M/s Parekh & ¢o.,Adv,
Mr,N.Ganapathy, Adv.
Mr.G,.Prakash, Adv.
Mr,Sanjay R,Hegde, Adv,

Mrx . Subramonum Prasad, Adv,
Mr.T.V.George,Adv.

315, Mr.G.E.Vahanvati,A.G.
Ms.fAsha G.Nair,Adv.

Dr.Manish Singhvi,Adv.
Mr.Vijay Verma,Adv.

316 Mr.7.8,Doabia,Sr.Adv,
Ms .Kiran Bhandari, Adv.
Mr.S8.N,Terdal, Adv,

Ms .Rachana Srivastava, Adv.

Mr.Wasim Qadri, Adv.
Ch.Shamsuddin KRhan, Adv.
Ms.Kiran Bhardwaj, Adv.
Mr.Rohtash Nagar,Adv.
Mrs.Anil Katiyar,Adv.

Mr.Raj Panjwani,Sr.adv,
Mr.Vijay Panjwani,Adv.
Mr. aditya Shamlal, Adv.

317 Mr.Sushil Kr,Jain,adv.
Mr.Puneet Jain,adv.

Dr.Manish Singhvi, Adv,
Mr.Vijay Verma, Adv.
Mr ,Milind Rumar, adv.

Ms.Rekha Pandey,Ady.
Ms.Anil Katiyar, Adv

318 Mr.Gurukrishna aAacG
Mr. Subramanium Prasad, adv,



UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER
MM-1
List the matter next Friday.
Item No,301

I.A.No.15 was earlier filed on behalf of State of U.P
seeking permission for the construction of an Irwigation
Project covering an area of 180.79. Prayer was allowed by
this Court subject to the fulfilment of certain
conditions, Learned counsel appearing for the State of
U.P. submitted that condition no.2 requiring shifting of
villages causing difficulties to the State, therefore,
sought permission to seek variation of that conditions
before NBWL. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of NBWL
has submitted that of such an application is preferred
within two weeks, the sama.would be considered in the next
meeting and the decision will be placed before this Court
in next hearing date. Prayer granted.

Post after six weeks,

I No. 302

The State of Gujarat has filed an application
before the Central Empowered Committee (“CEC”) seeking
permission to delete 2105.42.41 hectares forest area in
57 willages 3in four districts of Gujarat State under
Section 4 of the Indian Forest Act, 1927 (hereinafter
referred to as “the Act?). Details of which are furnished
along with the application.

CEC placed that application with a report before
this Court sseking appropriate orders on the request made

by the State of Gujarat.



CEC

deletion

10

in its zreport dated 23.6.2010 endorsed the
of the areas approved by the Forest Settlement

Officer after acknowledging the rights of the villagers

in response to the areas notified under, Section 4 of

Further it was also reported that the areas
and large being decided to be excluded on

genuine grounds as mentioned in the above mentioned

the Act,
have by
Act. C.E.

1.

[

C, however, imposed following conditiong,

no area will be deleted on the ground of its
allotment done after the igsue of
notifications under Section 4 of the Indian

Forest Act;

. None of the deleted area will be allowed to be

used for mining without obtaining approval
under the Forest {(Consexvation) Act, 1980;

for deletion of the area apprxoval under the
Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 will be
obtained. Howaver, no NPV or compensatory
afforestation charges will be payable as the
areas are to be daleted for settlemant of
rights as per the Provisions of the Indian
Forest Act, 1927 and

the balance areas will be notified as Reserved

Forest under Section 20 of the Indian FPorest

Act, 1980.

Being aggrieved by condition no, 2, stated herein

before,

ABG Cement Limited has appreached this Court

seeking intervention and stated that its rights are

effected by condition no.2 suggested in CEC report.

Mr,

Andhyarujina, learned senior counsel appeaxring

for the intervenor submitted that ABG Cement Limited had

made an application before the Government of Gujarat for

the grant of the nmining lease in certain tracts of barren

land aggregating 730.60 hectarss of land in Village RNani
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Rer for limestone mining. Further it is stated that after
the order passed by the Forest Settlement Officer, the
State of Gujarat has granted approval to the ABG Cement
Limited for lime stone mining of 730.60 hectares of land
in village Nani Ber and by letter dated 30.6.2007 called
upon the ABG Cement Limited to make the payment of
Rs.32, 94,500 towards the prospecting charges.

Learned senior counsel has further submitted that
once the land is deleted on the proposed forest under
Section 4 following the procedure under Section 11 of the
Act, such land seized to be £forest land and therefore
provisions of Section 2 of the Forest {Conservation) Act,
1980 do not apply and there is no regquirement of obtaining
prior approval of the Central. Government under that Act.
Learned senior counsel has submitted that C.E.C has
wrongly relied wupon the Minpistry of Environment and
Forests (MoEF) guidelines, which was annexed as Annexuxe
R—4 and stated that these guidelines do not refer to lease
which are deleted under the Notification under Section 4
of the Act. Reference was also made in the judgment of
thig Court in Union of India vs. Abdul Jalil, 1954 4 SCR
158. '

Mr, P.S. Narasimha, learned amicus curiae and the
iearned counsel appearing for the State of Gujarat
submitted it is unnecessary to examine those contentions at
this stage and the application preferred for intervention
itself is premature. Further in the reply affidavit filed
by the State of Gujarat it is stated that no lease has
formerly been granted to the ABG Cement Limited in any of
the areas notified under Section 4 of the Act and certain
proposal regarding deletion of the lease submitted by the
Government of India is pending consideration before the
Ministry of Environment and Forests (MOEF). Further, it
was also pointed out that ABG Cement Limited had also made

an application for seeking approval under the Forest
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(Conservation) Act, 1980 before the concerned Ministry,

We are of the view that, at this stage, it is
unnecessary to examine various contentions raised by the
learned senior counsel for ABG Cement Limited, since we are
only concerned with the gquestion whether the application
preferred by the Stats of Gujarat for deletion of Fforest
land be granted or not. CEC report is in favour of the
deletion subject to certain conditions, The Ministry of
Environment and Forests (MoEF) in its letter dated 7.1.2010
Prcduced as Annexure R-3 before this Court has stated that
the applicetion be considered favourably under such
Ccircumstances we are of the view that the request made by
the State of Gujarat for Geletion of the area as shown in
its application is justified. We therefore allow the
application as prayed for.

However, with regard to the condition no.2 imposed by
CEC, we express no final opinion specially in view of the
stand taken by the State of Gujarat that no leass has
formerly been granted to ARG Cement Limited in any of the
areas as notified under Section 4 of the Rat. ABG Cement
Limited therafore would be aggrieved by the condition
imposed by CEC, only if the State Government executes a
lease deed in its favour or grante permission for mining,
which is yet to happen. We therafore leave that question
open.

Learned senior counsel has further submitted that he
would be permitted to move an eapplication before the
Ministry of Environment and Forests {MoEF) seeking approval
for the grant of lease and also to make a Plea before the
before the Ministry of Envirenment and Forests (McEF) for
permission under the Forest {Conservation) Act, 1980 and
also to challenge the condition No.2., ABG Cement Limited,
if so advised may raise all those contentions before the
Ministry of Environment and Forests {MOEF) and it ieg for
the MOEF to consider with which we express no final
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opinion. I.A.No.288L of 2009 preferred by State of Gujarat

for deletion stands allowed, as above.

I.A.Nos.3026~3027 filed by &ABG Cement Limited are

accordingly disposed of.

Item No. 303

This application preferred seeking approval for
diversion of additional forest land to the extent of 35
hectares in place of 10 hectares for the project fencing
and construction of road along the Indo-Myanmar boarder
between Boarder Pillar No. 79 to Border Pillar mo. Bl on
the terms and conditions as envisaged by the CWLW, Manipur
and also for the consequence directions.

Earlier the National Board for Wild ILife had
sanctioned 10 hectares. Now the prayer is for diversion

of further additional extent of 35 haectares of land which
igs a matter to be examined by the National Board for Wild
Life if an application is made in the prescribed proforma.
On receipt of an application NBWL will consider the same
and make their recommendatlons within a period of two
months thereafter.
Post the matter after two months.

Item NO. 304

In view of the decision taken by the Standing
Committee of NBWL referred at p.74 of the compilation.
I.A.Nos. 148 and 149 are allowed.

Application for impleadment is also allowed.
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Item No. 305
Copy of the application and other rélevant documents
connected with I.A.No. 1433 of 2005 be furnished to
Mr.P.s.Narasimha,Sr.Adv., amicus curiae.
List the matter after one month,

item Wo. 306
Applications are allowed in terms of rara 6 of the
report of CEC dated 14/10/2009.

Item No.307

I.A. is dismissed as infructuous.

item No, 308

Application is allowed in terms of the conditions
mentioned in para 6 of the CEC report,

Item No, 309

No representation.

Perused the report of CEC.

In terms of the report of CEC, applications stand

dismissed,

Item No, 310

Applications are allowed.

Liberty is also given to the other sgide to file
additional affidavit,

Post on 5.8.2011 to file objection.



ESr

I No., 3
Copy of the CEC report be served on the Standing

counsel for the State of Chhatisgarh and the report be
transmitted to the Government for implementation of the

recommendations. The application is disposed of.

Item No. 312
No appearance for the applicant.
rerused the report of the CEC.

In view of the raport of the CEC, the application stand

rejected.
Item No. 313
W.P. 4 2

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permission
to withdraw the writ petition. Permission is granted. The
writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn,

W.P. (C) Nos.567. 568, 574,575, 576, 578 of 2009
Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permission to

withdraw the writ petitions with liberty to the
petitioners to seek appropriate remedy in accordance with
law. Permission granted. The writ petitiona are
dismissed as withdrawn with liberty as prayed for,

E No. 314

List next week as first case.
However, it 4is made clear that no furthex

adjournment will be granted.

Item Ho.315
We  have heard Mr.G.E,Vehanvati,learned A.G and
Mr.P.S.Narasimha, SZ.Adv. Amicus Curiae.
Perused the decision of the NBEWL dated 12,.4.2010.

The  committee has already approved prayer no.l.
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In terms of the decision of NBWL held on 12.4.2010,
prayer no.l1 on this appligation is allowed,

Ite o) p

I.A.Nos. 1791~1792 of 2007 - List after Two weeks' for
the response of the CEC,

I.A.No. 139 of 2010 - rigt next week as miscellaneous

item,
item No, 317
List after the sandaiwood cases.
tem No, 31

List after two weeks,

(KusvN Q?hrf (RENUKA SADANA)
SR.P.A, COURT MASTER



