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Pariticular Inspection Report by DFO (T.)

1

Extcnt is hectares. Sr.no. Comp. No. Area(h.)

I RF 24I 15.41

2 RF 240 32.02

3 RF 238 85 08

4 RF 124 112.57

5 RF 122 233.39

6 RF 123 94.08

7 RF I13 1.72

8 RF 121 13.28

TotalRF 587.55

9 PF 235 1.31

0 PF 237 37.80

1 PF 236 t4.Jt

2 PF 233 '1.35

J PF 234 83.20

4 PF 232 4.20

Total PF 202.38

Grand Total 789 93

2 Location (1at-long) ofthe forest land proposed for diversion. According to attached list

3 Legal status ol the lbrcst land (Protccted lcrtest, resct'r'ed tbrcsts.

revenue forest lands or any other forest land)
RF (587.55 h.) & PF (202.38 h.)

4 Demarcation of the area with temporary cairns etc. Yes

5 Any signs of encroachtnent. No

6 Airy activity already taken up rvithin the tbrest land or acljoining

non-fbrest land as part of the proposed project b.u'- the uscr agenc).

Dclails of action taken against thc User Agency in case ol'I iolalion

oltile FC Act and guiclelir.res there uncler.

No

7 Status ofvegetation. Site quality, species composition etc' Site Qualitl, -VB. Density 0.1 to 0.4 Composition - Mixed

lbrest.

8 lmportance of area frotn rvildlif"e point of vi*i. Status ol'rl'ildli1"e

(density and abundance of important specics. bird lif'e reptilcs,

buttcrflies and other schcduled animals. any endangcred rvildlif'e)

An1' latest census of rvildlif-e in tl.ris area.

Areahas no importance from wildlife point of view.

9 Endemism offlora./fauna or any other unique ecosystem in the area. Not applicable.

l0 Current land usc. ls this area managed as per prcscriptiorrs in the

Working Plan and, if not" rvhy ?

Yes, RDF

11 Importance ofthe area from historical or religious point ofview. Area has no impofiance fiom historical or religious point t.ll'

vierv.

t2 Any dependent persons/families on the land. No persons/Families are dependent on the proposed area.

13 Any displacement of persons proposed. No displacement ploposed.
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14 Is there any Rehabilitation and Resettlemcnt Plan fbr the pelsons to

be af'f'ected ? Is thcre any dissentin-e r,oice antong the persons to be

afI'ected? [s there anv dissenting voice antong the pcrsons proposcd

to be displaced?

As no persons/families are dependent on thc proposed area.

therefirre no resettlcment and rchabilitation plilt is applicable

ur)rl ll)erc i: no tlissenting r oice.

l5 Compensatory a forestalion proposed is on firlest land ol non- forest

land.

Location of the area. suitabiliti,' ol the area tor CA. If in 1he

degraded forest land then what is the current \\'orking Plan

prescription lbr the area? Distance of the non-firrcsl land for CA

from the ncarest fbrest alca. Nurnber of patchcs in case the alea

should be more than kms.

Compensatorl' a forestation is being prepaled on Non lbrest

land (Revenue lancl). Area is suitable for CA and CA scheme

is prepaling in 12 Patches and CA Scherre Prepared on

Degraded Forest Land in 17 Patches.

t6 Proposed area should not be part of any protccted area. Also

distance from the boundary oflhe nearest protected area should be

nrore than l0 krns.

Proposed area is not a part of protected arca. Proposed arca is

at 55 kms fiorn Rani Durgavati Wild lil'e Sanctuary , at 4.5

kms from Nauradchi Wild life Sanctuary and at 90 kms fiorr.r

Panna Tiger Reserr,e Bufl'er Zone.

t7 Dependencc of tribals in the area. Whether the rights olthe tribals

have been recognized in the area.

I{ights ol the tribals have been recognized. There are no

tribals residing on the proposed area.

18 Utilitl,of the project, including thc pcoplc liiin-c in close r"icinilv of

the project.

Project is of great importance frorn national point of vier,v and

also fbr development of agricultural and dirking rvater

including generalion of emplol'mer-rt ro those living in close

vicinity of tlie project.

t9 In case ofrenewal uhether all the conditions stipulated in the earlier

sanction order har,e been complied r,vith.

It is an application for allocation offresh forest land.

20 Alternatives exarnined by tl-re user agcncy in case of nor-r-site

speciflc projects.

Yes, alternativcs ale exarnined and proposed fbrest land is

minimum and inevitable.

21 A cerificate by the user agency that the fbrest land requcstcci lbr

diversion for non-forestry purpose is balc minirnunt.

Certificate is obtained fiom the uscr agenc).

22 Any scope of saving tree glorvth r,r,hile cnsuring that the purposc 1br

r'r'hich the forest land is being diverted is also not aclversell, all-cctcd.

No

23 Any other issue ofsignificance. No

24 Specific rccommendations of the CCF' Sagar u ilh reasons lbr

approval of the project.

Satdharu irrigation Scheme is a project ol'national importance

and it r,vill provide water fbr irrigation ol agricr"rltural and

Drinking watcr. l-he Forest area in and arouncl the rvatcr bodl'

rvill irnpror.'c 4L foresl plolection and rvild Lifb habitat

cleveloprncnl. It u,iII attract ernplol'ment through ecotoulisnt

\\'ater sporls and ljsheries.

Date:- l3lll/2017

D:\Moaz\FCA \Site Inspection by CCF

Ir,

,,t[-
(Vikas Karan Verma)

(rFS)

Chief Conservator of Forest
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