Pratery YO A O GRED (BE—Y W€, WAaYS] Had, Aevey], HidTe

HHH /TH—3 /53 /2018 /10—11 /15 /

gfd,

g9 HETNIET®,

qrgrd, faA®

IRA WYPR, YITaRY, g9 Td Sarary gRad Haed,

gfexr gataReT ¥a+,
SINETT W, A8 f&eeil—110003

Ry —Rrer Riagdl @ siqwfa g Aifeaw e Riar A & fafr &g
126.42 RFCIR T STef AETEH AT BT ITART W A 919 |
He—MRa PR, WATeRY 9 Ud Sierarg aRads HATerd, 3T gaieRor Wa,

TS, SIRETT IS, 98 ool &1 U5 . . 8-31/2021-FC f&. 11.01.2022

Rryaiaid aRd WRER & Sad deid I3 | UHRY H dATEl T AfcTRed

xiii fgall STFeR amded famT & o R IR fFrergar ufid & -

EINRIERSIEEAL

uTe wferdes

i

The area proposed for diversion is
more than 40 ha. therefore the Site
Inspection Report of concerned
CF/CCF is required to be submitted.
The inspection report shall also include
the the DFL and NFL proposed for
Compensatory Afforestation.
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The satellite imagery shows the
presence of agricultural lands within
the forest area proposed for diversion.
This needs clarification.
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presence of road, check-dams etc with 5 gwarfaa a:piﬁ:[ ory qc-\é q B TP
in the forest land proposed for I BT £ qen q;cf J AT =
diversion. This needs clarification. .
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The DSS analysis has revealed that
after superimposing the complete
project boundary of 320.784 ha over
the forest compartment boundary
available on the DSS portal, the actual
forest area affected through the instant
proposal is found to be 208.252 ha
instead of 126.42 ha. The user agency
needs to submit the revised proposal
accordingly  with  all  relevant
documents.

T Gdy A gAvSaSen, REgy J
saa Herar g, f 99 aRaerr A
12642 BFCIR M B yIfAT B @I
g |

U TR UArS kmL Bisa H T
EF B BRU yaIfad IHar Af¥E T
g 81 Ryl swwvsa ¥ ome ar
[HE g Bl AR kmL BIEd
q-11 & g 13 (iv) B
0 ¥R. & ®I H

—4 9
PG TS B

e

D:\AJ\Data-irrigation\Section F-3 (Part-Il).docx

_2_




_2_

The DFO, Shivpuri in his Site
Inspection Report has mentioned that
“an extent of 126.50 ha non-forest land
proposed by the user agency towards
CA is not suitable for lantation. The
reasons for  non-suitability  and
justification ~ for  accepting  such
unsuitable non-forest land for CA may
be submitted.
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The DSS analysis has revealed that the
CA patches proposed on the forest land
i.e. RF 432 has a steep slope and in
another CA patch namely PF885 a river
tributary is passing through it. The state
govt. may there fore re-examine the
uitability of CA land.
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The copy of CAT plan as submitted
does not show that the same is
approved by the Principal CCF &
HoFF or any other officer authorized
by him for the purpose as prescribed
under the Chapter-9 at para 9.2 (vi) of
Comprehensive guideline Handbook,

' 2019. The same needs submission.
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The state govt. may also specify
whether the dam to be constructed will
be an earthen dam or otherwise.
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The plan with details for further
distributing the water and involvement
of forest land in the same may also be
submitted.
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Out of 12642 ha of forest land
involved 117.24 is going to get
submerged however rest of the land is
being taken for activities like spillway,
control room, road etc. Why can't these
facilities be constructed on non-forest
land? This needs clarification.
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xiii | The rates of NPV have now been | GINfeId ®e df=fthe TATTATE UFdh A1

revised by the Ministry vide

letter dated 06/01/2022,
therefore the Cost Benefit
analysis  has to  revised

accordingly. The estimated cost
of the project may also be cross
checked.
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Site Inspection by the CCF- Shivpuri (M.P.)
Sarkula Medium Lift Irrigation Project District. Shivpuri
(PROP. NO. FP/MP/IRRIG/34676/2018)

Sr. Perticular Inspection Report by CCF (T)
No. F
1 |Extentin hactares 126.42 hact.
2 |Location (Lat.-Long.) of the forest Attached
land proposed for diversion.
3 Legal status of the forest land Protected forest
(Protected forest. Reserved forest, Compt. No. PF 760 ,PF782, PF783
Revenue forest land or any other
forest land.)
4 |Demarcation of the area with Demarcation of the area and construction of cairns has been
temporary cairns etc done.
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 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 quality, Mixed forest of middle and young age
species composition etc. Site quality -Vb
Crop composition - khair , kardhai and miscllaneous species
8 |Importance of area from wildlife Occasional presence of jackal. No endangered species of
point of view, Status of wildlife wildlife found.
(density and abundanceof
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 Nil
other unique ecosystem in the
area. :
10 |Current land use. Is this area| The areais managed under RDF and Plantation working circle
managed as per preseriptions in acourding to working plan in force
the warking plan and if not why,




Sr. Perticular Inspection Report by CCF (T)

Nao.

11 (Importance of the area from Nil
historical or religious point of
view.

12 |Any dependent persons/families Nil
on this land

13 |Any desplacement of person Nil
proposed

14 |is there any Rehabilitation and Nil
Resettlement plan for the persons
to be affected? Is there any

| [dissention. ‘ : .

15 |Compensatory afforestation| User agency has proposed an extent of 126.50 ha.of Non forest
proposed on forest land or non-| Land towards C.A. Scheme in Tonka village of Shivpuri tehsil,
forest land. Shivpuri district(M.P.) in lieu of 126.42 ha.forest land proposed
Location of the area, suitability of| for diversion. But this area is not suitable for plantation. Hence
the area for CA. If in the degrated| 57.00 ha. of forest land in compartment No. P 1057 and R432
forest land then what is the| of Karera range and 50.00 ha. of forest land in comp. No. P885
current working plan prescription| of Satanwada range is proposed for CA. Detailed CA Scheme has
for the area? Destance of the non-| been prepared for these sites along with Budgetary pravisions.
forest land for CA from  the| CCF Shivpuri has accorded necessary T.S. for C.A. Scheme.
nearest forest area. Number of Distance - proposed area itself is forest land
pathes in case the area should be
more than 10 km.

16 |Proposed area should not be part|Proposed area is not a part of PA. Distance of area is 15.32 K.m.
of any protected area. Also|(according to DSS analysis)form Kuno Palpur Sanctuary.
distance from the boundary of the -
nearest protected area should be
more than 10 kms.

17 |Dependence of tribal's in the area.|None
Whether the rights of the tribal's
have been recognized in this area.

18 [Utility of the project, including the| Constrution of Sarkula Dam will provide water for Irrigation
people living in closed vicinity of| and Drinking in the adjioning area.Employment for the people
the project. of Shivpuri distirct will be made available.

19 |In case of renewal whether all the Nil
conditions stipulated N/A In the
earlier sanction order have been

. |complied with '

20 |Alternative examined by the user This project is site specific.
agency in case of non site specific
projects.




sy ‘ Sr. Perticular . Inspection Report by CCF (T)

No.
21 |A certificate by the user agency Annexure is Attached
that the forest land requested for
diversion for non-forest purposes
is bare minimum.
22 |Any scope of saving tree growth Minimum area of submergence has been taken

while ensuring that the purpose
for which the forest land is being
diverted is also not adversely
affected.

23 |Any other issue of significance. » . None

24 |Specific recommendation of the No alternative being available for the project, sanction for the
CCF with reason for approval of project is Recommended as per rules.
the project.

s
Chief Conservator Of Forest
Circle : Shivpuri (T)
Place : Shivpuri (M.P.)
Date : 16/01/2022
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The copy of CAT plan as submitted does not |
show that the same is approved by the Principal
CCF & HoFF or any other officer authorized by
him for the purpose as prescribed under the
Chapter-8 at para 9.2 (vi) of Comprehensive
Quideline Handbook, 2019. The same needs
submission.

tiﬁrn'éarmﬂmraam .

A TR Fe A ELg e SR e
X far mar g

viii

The state govt may also specify whether the
dam to be constructed will be an earthen dam
or otherwise

WEa dy w1 B B v Aehe g @ B
S| !

The plan with details for further distributing the
water and involvement of forest land in the
same may also be submitted.

TEN @l H S A RT AR I I R T
9% & v fFar sRem

Out of 126.42 ha of forest land involved 117.24
is going to get submerged however rest of the
land is being taken for activities like spilliway,
control room, road etc. Why can't these facilities
be constructed on non-forest land? This needs
clarification.
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- Project employment details given in the Part-l of
' the application do not match with the extent of
' project and the budget involved. The same

needs clarification.
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Details of 3 alternatives are not justifiable. The
term Live capacity used may also be
elaborated.
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SARKULA MEDIUM PROJECT

Cost of Benefit Analysis

(as per GOI.MOEF&CC

Table-B Estimation of diversion. forest

dtd.06.01.2022)

Ecosystem services due to diverson by the

1.  Ecosystem services losses due to proposed
forest diverson central powered committee as per the forest
classification report of proposed Sarkula
medium lift irrigation project is Rs. 6.36
Lakhs/Ha. Cost of land = 126.50 X 9.57= Rs.

1 1210.60 Lakhs
> loss of animal Husbandry productivity As per the cost guideline i.e. 10% N.P.V. 0.957
including cost of fodder. Lakhs per H.a. = 126.50 X 0.957= Rs. 121.05
i | Lakh.

3.  Cost of human resettlement ' There is no human resettlement due to
proposed Sarkula medium lift irrigation
project. Hence cost of Human resettiement if

—— I

4. Loss of public facilities and administrative There is no loss of public facilities and
infrastructure  (Road, building, school, | administrative infrastructure of forest land
dispensaries, electric lines, railways etc.) on | due to construction of Sarkula medium lift
forest land if these facilities were diverted | irrigation project. NO cost has been added on
due to the project. this account. N

5. Possession value of forest land diverted The possession value of forest land diverted is
taken 30% of N.P.V. due to loss of forest i.e.
Rs. 2.87 Lakhs/Ha = 126.50 X 2.87 = Rs. 363.05
Lakhs. B

6. Cost of suffering to oustees. Not applicable.

7. Habitat fragmentation cost. Forest land if being acquired for submergence
of Sarkula medium lift irrigation project. There
is no amount taken under this account.

8. Compensatory afforestation and soil The cost @ Rs. 4.00 Lakhs per Ha. is taken for -

and moisture conservation cost. Compensatory afforestation and soil and
moisture conservation. Hence amount will be
| =126.50 X 4.00 = Rs. 506.00 Lakhs.

9. Total Cost due to forest land diverstion Total Cost due to forest land diverstion for

Sarkula medium lift irrigation project will be =
1210.60 + 121.06 + 363.05 + 506.00 = 2200.71 |
Lakhs. T

Sub Divisional officer
Water Resour(es Sab Division No.2
Shivpiiri (M.P.)

77
Execug%er
Water Resources Division
Shivpuri (M.P.)




uidelines for estim

Table - C Existin ating benefits of forest diversion in CBA

Increase pfb(fr_ucii\_:ity will be 2 or 2.5 times more
then before. Due to this project ground water level
will increase in surrounding. irrigation of 6500 Ha.
of command area will also increase the
productivity. Project also reserve the water for

Drinking purpose for block Pohari.

sarkula medium lift irrigation project will be trigger
economy development about Rs. 3392.00 Lakhs

benefitted per year.

1.  Increase ap_roauctivi_t;_affri_bute to
the specific project.
|
3. Benefits to economy due to the
specific project.
3. '_ﬁo_.-oﬁopTlation benefitted due to

specific project.

project is located in backward area of the village.
After completion of project approx. 15000
Cultivators will be benefitted and water level will
be increased in surrounding area. This project will
also facilitate drinking water supply to Pohari.

4. Economic benefits due to of direct | The project will be provided direct employment for
and indirect employment due to the | approximate 115200 man-day during cunstruction
project. period. (42 Months)

5. Economic benefits due to|An economics benefits due to compenstory has
compensatory afforestation considered as per the benefit of C.A. guidelines of

ministry for N.P.V. estimation.

Cost Benefit Analysis :-

Total cost due to forest loss (Rs. In lacs) -2200.71

Total benefit due to Project (Rs. In lacs) -2705.50

Cost benefit Ratio

Benefit cost ratio

Shivpuri (M.P.)

=1.23

=0.81

N

Exec iifeer
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Shivpuri (M.P.)




SARKULA MEDIUM PROJECT

Cost Benefit Analysis

Benefit cost Ratio of Project = 2705.50/2200.71

B.C. Ratio of Project = 1.23

Benefit cost ratio= 0.81
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Sub Divlgﬁﬁ{: officer = E §Wﬁ'§lneer
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