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SITE INSPECTION REPORT NOT BELOII' THE RANK OF DCF

{For the forest land to be diverted under FCA!

A proposal has been received by this r:ffice from District & Sessions Judge Mar:di,
. District &{arrdi H.P. for Dive:'si*n {LIaCer FC.{-1980} cf 9.5O Flectare *f f*rest la;id-

for non foreetry purpose. The project envisages the use of forest larid for c/o
Judicial Coilrt b"*pG* in Mandi, within the jurisdiction of Mandi Forest Division

{H.P.}. The site inspectioa of the land ir:r,oived ir:r the prcpos*l hae been d*ne by rne

on ?8'11' ll
1" On the inspection of the site, it is found that the larrd required by the User

Agency is a fcrest larld aneasi:.riag 9.60 hectares'
Z. The requirement of foresl la:rd as proposed by the user agency in Co1.2 of

Part-1 is unavoidable and is barest minirnum required for ttre Project.
xes

3. Whethe,r any rare/endarrgered/unique species of flora and fauna found in
the area. If so, the details thereof.

Iilo
4. Whether any protected archaeolo$callhentage site/defease establishment

or any other irnportalt monument is located in the area. If so, the details
there of wiih N*C from competent autltority, if reeliiired.

Ne
S. The user agency has not violated the provisions of Forests (Conservation)

Act, 1980 and no work has been started rn'ittiout proper sanction" 
tfes

6, Specific recommendation for acceptadrce or other wise of the proposal.

Hence proposal is recommended for sanction under FCA/ 1980.
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