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As per DSS analysis (report enclosed), out of
total area of 187.85 ha (Software estimated),
26ha of forest land falls under water while the
remaining area is non-wooded. Comments may
be obtained from the State on the feasibility of
mining over 26ha of land coming under water.
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Corbett Tiger Reserve is located at a distance
of approximately 2.80 km from the boundary
of the area proposed for diversion. As the area
falls within 10 km from the boundary of
Corbett Tiger reserve, comments of the Chief
Wildlife Warden on the proposed may be
obtained by the State and the same may be
submitted for the ministry for consideration.
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Detail of compensatory afforestation, in lieu of
approval accorded for 181 ha of forest land,
undertaken in the past, its survival percentage,
year wise detail of expenditure proposed and
incurred needs to be submitted by the state
along with soft copies of KML/shape files of
all sites.

. Examination of the Mlmng, ‘scheme submitted

along with the proposal revealed the
following:

. Proposal has been submitted only for 181 ha

while the Mining Scheme has been approved
for an area of 254 ha. The discrepancy needs to
be rectified by the state.
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C.

Chapter-12 of Mining plan mentions that sandy
soil will be removed during mining operations
and precautionary measures will be undertaken
for its storage. However, details of measures
and arca carmarked for its storage have not
been addressed in the Mining plan.

Land use/Component wise breakup of the area
proposed for diversion i.e. area under mining,
infrastructure, approach road, storage of top
soils, etc. has not been mentioned neither in the
proposal nor in the Mining plan. The same
needs to be fumished by the state.
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. Proposal for mne;él_;)—f‘_aﬁ);b;al under FC has

been submitted for a period of 10 years while
scheme of mining has been approved for a
period of 3 year (Pg 142/c; Pg 82/c).

€.

Mining plan essentially has to be prepared in
consonance with the provisions of the relevant
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
detail of the land use, mining area, its
reclamation, etc.

VI

. Status of District survey chort, :fgﬁnvyT Fae a3 @ -

prepared by the state Government in Nainital
District in accordance with the Guidelines on
Sustainable Sand Mining -2019 issued by the
Ministry  vis-d-vis recommendation made
thereof on the mining of RBM proposed in the
_extantproposal.

The state Government may also submit its
comments whether the report prepared by the
Indian Institute of soil and water conservation
is in conformity with the Sustainable Sand
Mining Guidelines 2019 or otherwise.
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VII. Estimation of cost benefit ratio does not
account for all parameters specified in the
Ggu!elines dated 01.08.2017 issued by the
Ministry, incorporated at Annexure& IIl 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.
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VIII.As per Supreme Court order dated 28.03.2008,
revenue earned from the sale of RBM should
be utilized for conservation work. Detail of
amount earmarked and incurred on
conservation may be provided on annual basis
for the last decade.
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IX. Details of money deposited in SPV made in the

previous approval and SMC works done so far
may also be provided.

@ Wipa a7 AP B gHodiodio @1 eI
a[ﬁaw-a'smcamﬂmﬁawm?l

(derr=1a—07)

Wmmﬁmﬁwﬁmﬂmmm@mﬁmm

Friae &g ST far o <1 B
Horti—

" WAy
dsst—
yrfia aAIfReRI

g gi¥erlt a9 yumT, TR




{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

