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PART-IlI

Tob i i
g > :, t():orf'nt'i)lttejted by the' Officer -in- Charge of the National Park/ Sanctuary completed
mitted to the Chl.ef Wild Life Warden or officer authorized by him in this behalf
within 30 days of the receipt of PART - 11)

1 | Date of receipt of the PART ||

2 | Total Area (Ha.) of national park/sanctuary

1842.54 SqKm (184254 Ha)

3 | Total area (Ha.) diverted from the NP/WLS so
far for development purposes

19.440 Ha

4 | List the past projects and the area (Ha.)
diverted

Name of Project

Area Diverted

Year of Diversion

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd, (Erstwhile Udanti Forest
Division, Gariyaband), 2.78Ha, Year 2009

Reliance Telecom (Erstwhile Udanti Forest Division,
Gariyaband), 1.00 Ha,

Reliance Telecom (Core-1,Udanti Sanctuary Erstwhile
Udanti Division, Gariyaband), 0.51 Ha,

132KV Nagari-Indagaon (1" §age Clearance Linear
Project), 15.15 Ha,Year 2018

5 | Positive impact(s) due to the diversion of area
for the projects referred to in column 4 above
Name of the Project(s)

Positive Impact

Scientific Basis of Assessment

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, Reliance Telecom
Projects were carried out to enhance and
strengthen the telecommunication network in |.
the area. 132KV Nagri-Indagaon Electricity
Transmission Line aimed to improve the
Electricity Network in the area and making
electricity available to the remotely located

households.

6 | Negative impact/s due to the diversion of area
for the projects referred to in column 4 above
Name of the Project(s)

Negative Impact

Scientific Basis of Assessment

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, Reliance Telecom
Projects were underground Optical Fibre Cable
Projects which lead to minimal impact on wildlife
during Laying/Digging Phase. In 132 KV Electricity
Transmission Line Project, the trees located
within the RoW were being cutted for which the
User Agency will be carrying out Compensatory
Afforestation.

7 | Management Plan Period
Attach copy of the Management
Plan/Management Scheme/ Recommendation
of Chief Wildlife Warden

The existing Management Plan of UdantiSitanadi
Tiger Reserve is from 2015-16 to 2025-26.

8 | Management actions taken/ proposed to be
taken in the whole Block/ Zone in which the
proposed area is located.

No specific action is mentioned in the
Management plan with respect to the diverted
area.




&

9 ::;: et L Proposed area | Mixed Forest, Reserve Forest Area 0.828 Hectare

10 Lo.c.atnon of the proposed area w.rt. the Map Attached
critical/intensive wildlife management areas/
wildlife habitats (attach Map to scale).

11 !.tst the likely POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE | The positive impact will be the provision of all
impact/s of the proposed project giving | weather passage to the remote villagers,
scientific and technical justification for each | transportation and ease in execution of
impact. Government Schemes. Also, there is no tree

felling involved in the project. The negative
impact of the project with respect to wildlife is
that increased transportation may lead to
increased disturbance in future.

12 | Provide COMPREHENSNE details of the impact | Not Applicable as no forest produce is being
of the proposal in terms of Sections 29 and/or | damaged , nor flow of water is being affected.
section 35(6) of the Wild Life (protection) Act,

1972 as th®case maybe.

13 | Whether the project authorities have ever | No violation of WPA,1972 and FCA, 1980
committed violation of the Wild Life
(protection) Act, 1972 or Forest Conservation
Act, 1980. If yes, provide the EXHAUSTIVE
details of the offence and the present status
of the case.

(Concealing or misrepresenting the factswill
lead to rejection of the case in addition to any
other penalty as prescribed under Law)

14 | Have you examined the Project Appraisal | The User Agency has explored the alternatives to
document and the alternatives as provided in | the proposed solution but those alternative Right
PART - II? of Ways will also be passing through the forest

and wildlife area. The proposed area is the
shortest and minimal in terms of impact on
wildlife and Forest.

15 | Have you examined the Bio diversity Impact | Since, there is no threat to biodiversity, hence
Assessment Report? Assessment Report is not required

16 | If Yes, please give your comments on the | Not Applicable
recommendations given in the report?

17 | Dates and duration of your field visits to | 29.03.2022, 30 minutesapprox
proposed site.

18 | Do you agree that the present proposal of | Yes. The proposal is the best option.
diversion of NP/WLS area is the best or the
only option and is viable.
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19 | Any other information that you would like to

bring to the notice of the State Board for
Wildlife, National Board for Wildlife or
Standing Committee that may be relevant and
assist in decision making.

No

!
)

20 | Do you recommend the project.
(Please provide full justification to support

your recommendations)

Yes. The project is recommended on the fact that |
it will provide safe and emergency passage to the
villagers and having minimal impact on the
wildlife and forest area (except in the
construction phase). = 4

1 ‘ "
Varun Jain ¢
Deputy Director

Udanti Sitanadi Tiger Reserve
Gariaband (C.G.)

Date of submission to the Chief Wild Life warden or any other officer authorized by him

in this regard
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