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FR/JH/ TRANS /4123672019
: Wﬁw_ l Government Uf India

ma’mr T3t W #3400z
Farkhiand State’ Hnus-i Farmu Chowk,; , Ranchl, Jhatihand - 4002
2410002 241000‘! E-mizil: e ranchi rref@gov, In :

...=W§@WW%%?WWWW}
i, i

jori of 1970115 ha (Chata North ~ 61.772 ha; Chatra South — 119.6806 ha &
) ha) forest land in favour of North Karanpura Transco :

00 KV D/C Transmission Line from North Karanpura |
Line under Chatra North, Ghatra Saurh & Latehar Forest Dwzs on-in Chatra

g 1 am directed to draw your kind attention towaids the above- mentioned FC
* proposal the sald pmposal was discussed in the 59" REC meeting with special emphasis
( MJJ (Gair Majarua Ju’ngle Jhari) land as tepatted by IRO, Ranchi
1 of the propesal The ccmmltiee recommended the pro} osal for in-

'mfofmmon Irel\éted 0 the prep0551
R T

ation quer GMJJ Jand which is neither under

i The proposal apparently involves viol
jurisdiction nor qnder management/ownership of state forest department. Revenue
Department of Jharkhand has jurisdiction over such land, however, JJ land falls under

deerned forest category. Therefore, gither such vmladcn be compounded appropriately by

‘ -;si e -gmvemment before foma,tdme the proposal to central government ot should clearly f)

5] provisions to be updertaken alony with recomm&ndatmn of zhcf

B “department havir g the jurisdiction on the land.,

{. The Committee opined that a detailed report in the may be submitted by the State Forest

_ Department regarding the extant proposition. R
“The- Comnutiee ap.ned if user agency has. started work on GMIJ while the FC proposal s
still at pro 7 Jevel, the FC violation should be dealt as per FC Handbook's para
121(1) a &b only, whereas the Penal CA DFL area should have been 10 times of the atea

'1rivel\fed iricthe proposal with 5 times of NPV from regular NPV rates.

ive _'Cammlttee raised question over. ‘employment generation and suggested UA 10 ‘subiiit the

/report prepar&d in the proposal to justify/clarify it, .
{shure conaervanon plan with approval of Cmef

o il

W ife aﬂagement Plan, soil and mo
WM 10 be submitted before the final approva.
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The Committee recommended the proposal for “imprinciple” approval after e
receiptiof tequired repaﬂ/repi}fﬁundex‘mkln gs as enumerated above.

This is submitted for your kind consideration please.




