
buta, votu q-nfas), avng uftat a1 yur", erurre (4MTA) 

, 

2022 

. As per DSS analysis, out of total arca of11560 ha 31 Ta 4 ta1 u A 1120 

(Sofltware estimated), 2 ha falls under MIDW, 2 ha fes r Fru Hfaa4 af 
under OF and remaining 111 ha as non-wooded ara faA qa &1 J1 á q n faz 

category. 1herefore, in light of obwervaion made in | ray e fu uu ahura 4 un faa a T 
DSS report, ubmission made by the State need 

justification to support their claim of area having ANAI S9aAA ZA A 6 r 

vegetation density of 04 with no project affected 1 41 AA Gat YatAA gTa a 
trees. Discrepancy in the area may ao be qa fatTA ®I 
commented upon by the state. 

. Corbett Tiger Reserve is located at a distance of fte ney san ¥ uufaa grra a th 

approximately 0.9 km from the boundary of the aren a gh faaca4 11.02 fao ya ait 
proposed for diversion. As per the diredion eIeTa Rd à faeaa h 66 faro 
contained in the Supreme Court order dated 
04.08.2006, miníng withín I km distance from the 

boundary of any PAs is prohibited. Therefore, State Tav TLO�IO Aa ETGA À ZHfor 

Government needs to furnish their considered T TTBI (H -1)) 
opinion on the proposal vis-à-vis direction contained IO 54t T4TAU ATe At6 04 
in fon'ble Supreme Court order dated 04.08.2006. 

11. Detail of compensatory afforestation, in lieu of 1 yfran aa rum, zpT a 
approval accorded for 233 ha of forest land, eh, qia41 qi uTa 6 raa Ty ufA 
undertaken in the past, its survival percentaye, year 
wise detail of expenditure proposed and incurreqna I m fargea faavuy va 6 
needs to be submitted by the State along with w»ft 

copies of KMI/shape files of all sites. KMI. File (7 ) HAa f&1 
(ror-02) 



IV. Examination of the Mining Scheme submitted along with the proposal revealed the following 
a. Proposal has been submitted only for 112.0 ha while aTA UA yd i Fátpa TA dpa E 

the Mining Scheme has been approved for an area of T t 2023 a fv fAT 
233 ha. The discrepancy needs to be rectified by theqaT afa zaT 3T ATTa 
State. 

H0-875/1 
t0-2756/A5 09.10.2012 ETT 223.00 Eo 
112.00 Eo AADT Ta fAT TAT TI 

i 03) 
b. Chapter - 12 of Mining Plan mentions that sandy Sandy soil AKA TKIIT H HTA 

soil will be removed during mining operations and T 
precautionary measure will be undertaken for its Proposed Method Of Mining TdRrT fy 
storage. However. Details of measures and area f qd4Ta roAog4o 37afA 
earmarked for its storage have not been addressed in 

the Mining Plan. 

3EAT7-05 

31HTN E afAai qEJ4 (By Hand tool 
Manual Method) H yT TIT I 

C. Land use/Component wise breakup of the area | A 394tt dA 112.00 &o ÈI HTE zET| 

proposed for diversion ie. area under mining. | (Top Soil) a Over Burden ER E 
infrastructure, approach road, Storage of top soi, | Waste Dump 51 A 1.066 do I JE 
etc. has not been mentioned neither in the proposal 314TH Approach Road 3u EI 
nor in the Mining Plan. The same needs to be 

furnished by the State. 
H7T (Infrastructure) foy 1.832 o 7-A 

d. Proposal for renewal of approval under FC has been yd F.C. a Fip) fuifka A 14 

submitted for a period of 10 years while Mining | 5RqNt 2023 ilpdE, H HIRT 
Plan/ Mining Scheme have been approved for a quAI F.C. (7 Ip) 37N 03 

period of 3 years (Pg 142/c). 

e. Mining Plan essentially has to be prepared in 3TT- q9t foy aA UUT fa 
consonance with the provisions of the relevant | HHTT TY fI GTI 
mineral concession rules and accordingly diversion 
proposal should be formulated by the State. Mining 

Plan, if any, prepared and approved for the entire 

period of 10 years may be submitted by the state 

providing the full details of the land use, miningg 

area, its reclamation, etc. 
V. Status of District Survey Report, if any, prepared|iia furc i TA AUT Hqa i T 

by the state Government in Nainital District in a i o -04) 
accordance with the Guidelines on Sustainable 

Sand Mining 2019 issued by the Ministry vis-à-

vis recommendation made thereof on the mining of| 

RBM proposed in the extant proposal. 
The State Government may also submit its HTRTY JET ga Ta HYHUT HFeI GRI rqa 

comments whether the report prepared by the Rute Sustainable Sand Mining 
Indian Institute of Soil and Water Conservation is Guidelines 2016 3Ts , T7 ERT fRT 
in conformity with the Sustainable Sand mng T YA iaTq ëi (tTma-05) 

Guidelines 2019 or otherwise. 

VI. 



VI1. Estimation of cost benefit ratio does not account aPTT aTH 3TUT T 3H1 Ifaforr fba 
for all parameters specified in the Guidelines dated 7 IATT ATH fAdYy H foa 
1.08.2017 issued by the Ministry, incorporated atET I E 06) Annexure of Handbook of Forest 

(Conservation) Act, 1980. Therefore, cost benefit 
analysis needs to be re-visited by the State to 
ensure accounting of all specified parameters using 

appropriate techno-economic tools. 
VIl. As per Supreme Court order dated 28.03.2008, ut ë 3I fRAic 28.03.2008 

revenue eaned from the sale of RBM shoukd be 3HR AROAogAO fas ZsT TGT 
utilized for conservation work. Detail of amount faf faHi a e TIT T 10 a9T 
earmarked and incurred on conservation may bea faqur ziaaI -07) provided on annual basis for the last decade. 

X. Detail of money deposited in SPV made in the tpa fa gaoiodho a 
previous approval and SMC works done so far may eHRIfT fAry q SMC i ai fàaNy 
also be provided. 

(Nual 
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