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The State Govt. has not submitted the
approved copy of R&R plan.
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The State Govt. has now informed that a Hose
tank is proposed to be constructed, however
the area details of Hose Tank have not been
mentioned in the component wise breakup on
the PARIVESH portal.
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The KML file of Canals proposed in the
instant proposal and passing through the
NonForest land have not been uploaded in
polygon form.
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The State Govt. has now proposed to increase
the Degraded forest land (DFL) area for
accommodating the additional seedlings of
Compensatory Afforestation from 127.306 ha
proposed earlier to 226.624 ha. However,
complete KML file along with maps of the
same have not been uploaded on PARIVESH.
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The NPV rates of Open forest has been taken
into consideration while carrying out
costbenefit analysis of the present proposal
instead of Dense Forest because the proposed
area is having 0.5 density. Therefore, the State
Govt. shall submit the Cost-Benefit analysis as
per NPV rates prescribed for dense forest.
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The State Govt. has now informed that the
DFO in his site inspection report has
mentioned the canopy density as 0.1 to 0.5,
however even for a density of 0.1- 0.5, the
3204 number of trees appear to be on lower
side for a such large area proposed for
diversion. In this regard, as asked in the
previous communication, the State
Government is again requested to verify the
total numbers of the trees getting affected.
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Ministry Query

1.

The State Govt. has not submitted
the approved copy of R&R Plan.
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The State Govt. has now informed
that a Hose tank is proposed to be
constructed, however the area
details of Hose Tank have not been
mentioned in the component wise
_breakup on the PARIVESH portal.
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The KML file of canals proposed in
the instant proposal and passing
through the Non lorest land have
not been uploaded in pol_vgon form.
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Ministry Query
1 The State Gavt. has now proposed
to increase the Degraded forest Tand
(DFL) area for accommodating the
additional seedings of
Compensatory Afforestation from
127,306 ha. proposed earlier 1o
226.624 ha. fowever, complete
KML file along with maps of the
same have not been uploaded on
PARIVESH. _ I
5 | The NPV rates of Open forest has danfTa dnra—elr faveuer dae 21 |
' been taken into consideration while |
carrying out cost benefit analysis of
the present proposal instead of
Dense Forest because the proposed
area is  having 0.5 density.
Therefore, the State Govt. shall |
subiit the Cost-Benefit analysis as
per NPV rates prescribed for dense
) forest, o
6. The State Govt. has now informed SFERT a9 faaTT ¥ Hafad ¢
that the DFO in his site inspection
report has mentioned the canopy
density as 0.1 to 0.5, however even
for a density of 0.1 - 0.5 the 3204
number of trees appear w be on
lower side for a such large area
proposed for diversion. In this
regard as asked on the previous
communication, the State
Government is again requested to
verify the total numbers of the trees
| getting affected.
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SANGATHA MEDIUM PROJECT
Cost of Benefit Analysis
(As per GOLMOEP4CC No.7-69/2011 dtd, 01-08-2017)

Table-B : Estimation of forest diversion:

1.

Ecosystem services losses due to
proposed forest diversion

[

Ecosystem services due to diversion by the |

central powered committee as per the forest |
classification report of proposed Sangatha |
medium lift irrigation project is Rs. 12.29 |
Lakhs/ha. Cost of land = 349x12.29=4289.21 |
Lakhs

Loss of animal Husban&;y

productivity including cost of
fodder

As per the cost guideline i.e. 10% of N.P.V. |
1..23 Lakh per Ha. =349 x 1.23= 429.27 Lakhs

i
i
!
§
!

Cost of human resettlement

There is no human resettlement due to |
proposed Sangatha medium lift irrigation :
project. Hence cost of Human resettlement is |
Nil, '

}
J

i
1

4.

|

L

Loss of public facilities and

\ administrative infrastructure
(Road, building, Schools,

dispensaries, electric lines

railways etc.) on forest land if

these facilities were diverted due

to the project.

There is no loss of public facilities and
administrative infrastructures of forest land due |
construction of Sangatha medium lift irrigation |

project. No cost has been added on this§
account. |

| R

5.
zl
‘i

Possession value of forest land
diverted.

The possession value of forest land diverted is !
taken 30% of the N.P.V. due to loss of forest |
i.e. Rs. 3.69 Lakhs/Ha. = 349 x 3.69 = 1287.81 |
Lakhs

Cost of suffering to oustees.

Not applicable

Habitat fragmentation cost

Forest land is being acquired for submergence
of Sangatha medium lift irrigation project.
There is no amount taken under this account

9.

The cost @ Rs. 4.00 Lakhs per Ha. is taken for
compensatory afforestation and soil moisture |

conservation. Hence amount will be: = 349 x4
1 = 1396 Lakhs

Total cost due to forest land
diversion

1=
Sub Divisiogal Officer

Water Resources Syrvey Sub Division

Pichhore Distt. Bhivpuri (M.P.)

EEJAL-~SDO~WR~8urvey Sub DN Pichhore

Total cost due to forest land diversion for
Sangatha medium lift irrigation project will be:
= 428921 + 42927 + 128781 + 1396 =
1 7402.29 Lakhs

gy
EX“@@RRI’

Water Resources Division
Shivpuri (M.P,)
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Table-C : Existing guidelines for estimating benefi

ts of forest diversion in CBA

1.

Increase in productivity attribute
to the specific project

Cwater level will increase in surrounding

Increase productivity will be 2 or 2.5 times
more than before. Due to this project ground

irrigation of 4630 ha. of command area will
also increase the productivity. Project also
reserves the water for Drinking purpose for
block Pichhore

Beefits to economy due to the
- specific project

Sangatha medium lift irrigation project wm
trigger economy development about Rs. 4720

' Lakh benefitted per year |

| No. of population benefited 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 areal
This project will also facilitate drinking water
supply to Pichhore.

\ compensatory afforestation
l
l
i

4. | Economic benefits due to of The project will be provided direct
. ' direct and indirect employment  employment for approximate 40000 man-day |
i due to the project. during construction period (24 Months)
5. | Economic benefits due to An economic benefit due to compensatory |

afforestatioin has considered as per the benefit |
of C.A. guidelines of Ministry for N.P.V |
estimation.

Sub Divisidnal Officer
Water Resources Sarvey Sub Division
Pichhore Distt. Shivpuri (M.P.)

e
Ex uﬁ'\{ gineer
Water ReSources Division
Shivpuri (M.P.)




SANGATHA MEDIUM PROJECT

Benefit cost Ratio of project:- - 1.10

»
Y

@ 10% interest on capital .

Sub Divislonal Officer retr
Water Resources(Survey Sub Division Water R TS Division
Pichhore Distt. Shivpuri (M.P.) puri (M.P.)




Table-A: Cases under which g cost-benefit

analysis for forest diversion are required,

ST Nature R

N N: of VR TI R I

No. \‘L proposal Applicable/ not Remarks
I - applicabl

| 1. | All categories of proposals oot

Not Applicable | These proposals  may  be

considered on a case-to-case basis
and value judgment.

involving forest land upto 20

hectares in plains and upto 5
Hectare in hills |

\2 Proposal for defense | Notapplicable | In  view of national Priority
#

mSta”ati_On purposes and oil accorded to these sectors, the
prospecting (prospecting proposals would be critically
only) | assessed to help ascertain that the
utmost minimum forest land is
diverted for non-forest use.

Habitation, establishment of | Not applicable | These activities being detrimental

industrial  units,  tourist to protection and conservation of
lodges complex and other forest, as a matter of policy, such
building construction, proposals rarely entertained. '

4. | All other proposals involving Applicable These are cases where a cost-
forest land more than 20 benefit analysis is necessary to
hectares in plains and more determine when diverting the
than 5 hectares in hills forest land to non-forest use in the
including roads, transmission overall public interest.

lines, minor, medium and
major irrigation projects,
hydro  projects,  mining
activity,  railway  lines,
location specific installations
like micro-wave stations,
auto repeater centers, TV
towers. etc.

\\‘-
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¢ =2
Sub Divisiorjal Officer ngincer

Water Resources Survey Sub Division Water Resources Division
Pichhore Distt. Shivpuri (M.P.) Shivpuri (M.P.)



