Check list for site inspection by the DFOQ/CF/CCF

CONSTRUCTION OF DAM (Drinking Water) Amarkantak

S.No. Particulars Inspection Report by CCF/DFO (T)
1 Extent in hectares. 14.00
2 | Location (Lat-Long) of the forest | RF 834
land proposed for diversion. 22°41 55.51 81°42 4286 224270162 81743 01.43
2241 "58.33 8174274221 22"42702.02 81743 02.63
22°4271.26 81742 43.67 22"42700.30 81°43 06.95"
2242 3.54 817427 46.09 22741 "57.21 8174371040
2204275737 8174274437 22°41 5745 81"43713.65
2242707347 8174274649 22°41 5742 81°43713.64
22°42 02.59" 81°42 49.40° 22°41 ' 56.00 81°43°17.60
22" 427 01.51 8142 5186 22741 54.67 81°43713.10"
22°42 01.22 81"42 5399 22741 5277 8143 9.95
22°41 75890 8174275236 22°41 5575 81743 76.70
22" 41 56,99 81"42756.13 22°41 5569 81”43 56.90
22°4270.609" 81°42 58.09° 22°41 5638~ 8174275163
22°42°1.007 81742 59.42 22°41 57427 8174274846
22°4272.14 7 814275988
3 | Legal Status of the forest land Reserve Forest of
(Protected  forest, reserved RF. 834 area = 14.00 Ha.
forests, revenue forest lands or
any other forest land)
4 Demarcation of the area with Yes
temporary claims etc.
5 | Any signs of encroachment. No
6 | Any activity already taken up Nil
within the forest land or
adjoining non-forest land as
part of the proposed project by
the user agency. Details of
action taken against the user
agency in case of violation of the
FC Act and guidelines there
under.
7 |Status of vegetation site, site Site Quality- III Sal
quality, species composition etc.
8 Importance of area from wildlife Area is Very Important from wildlife Point of view
point of view. Status of wildlife
(density and abundence of
important species, bird life
reptiles, butterflies and other
scheduled animals, any
endangered
wildlife) Any latest census of
wildlife in this area.
9 | Endemism of flora/fauna or any No
other unique eco system in the
area.
10 | Current land use, Is this area Yes

managed as per prescriptions in
the working plan and, if not,
why ?
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11

Importence of the area from
historical or religious point of
view.

No

12

Any ~ dependent
persons/families on this land.

No

13

Any displacement of persons
proposed.

No

14

Is there any Rehabilitation and
Resettlement plan for the
persons to be affected ? Is there
any dissenting voice among the
persons  proposed to be
displaced.

No

15

Compensatory Afforestion
proposed is on forest land or
non- forest land.

Location of this area, suitability
of the area for CA. If in the
degraded forest land then what
is the current Working Plan
prescription for the area ?
Distance of the non- forest land
for CA from the nearest forest
area. Number of patches in case
the area should be more than to
kms.

CA is proposed in Anuppur CA scheme for the same is
being prepared by Anuppur forest division

16

Proposed area should not be
part of any protected area. Also
distance from the boundry of
the nearest protected area
should be more than 10 kms.

17

Dependence of tribals in the
area. Whether the rights of the
tribals have been recognised in
this area.

18

Utility of the project, including
the people living in close
vicinity of the project.

Project is very Important for Drinking water wild
Animal & catle and Irrigation Purpose

19

In case of renewal whether all
the conditions stipulated in the
earlier sanction order have been
complied with.

N/A

20

Alternatives examined by the
user agency in case of non-site
specific projects.

Enclosure I

21

A certificate by the user agency
that the forest land requested
for diversion for non-forestry
purpose is bare minimum.

Enclosure _II
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[ 22 | Any scope of saving tree growth | 2568 number of trees will be cut for above said work -
while ensuring that the purpose e | W | i | Wi | waedr | wador | a4 | o | o= | AW
for which the forest land is o & &
being diverted - is also mnot||2¥/®0 | 1 | 0 | 15 0 0 0 [ o | 30 |2177
adversely affected. mas ) s |8 ) 86 1 O o 12 13114 | &

a6/0 | 35 | 9 | 48 0 0 5 | o | 10 | 185
61/80 | 186 | 34 | 24 1 1 s | 3| 6 | 15
5/ | 381 | 10 | 3 7 0 3 [ 1] 3 2
100
01/ | 469 | 7 | 3 4 1 4 3] o0 0
120
21/ | 626 | 4 | 3 2 0 9 | 6 | 0 [ 40
150 !
51/ [ 322 | 1| 1 0 0 6 | 1| 0o | 16
180
180t | 154 | 1 | 2 1 0 6 | 0 | 1 | 64
Over )
Towl (2177 | 69 | 185 | 15 2 |40 | 16 | 64 | 2568
23 | Any other issue of significance. -
24 | Specific recommendations of the Approved
DFO with reasons for approval
of the project.
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(Sahil Garg) us
Divisional Forest Officer
General Division, Dindori




