PROCEEDINGS OF THE CONFERENCE OF FOREST SECERTARIES/PCCFS/CHIEF WILDLIFE WARDENS OF STATE/UT GOVERNMENTS HELD ON 12-13 FEBRUARY, 2008 AT NEWDELHI

The Ministry of Environment & Forests (MoEF) conducted the consultation with State/UT Governments in conference of Forest Secretaries, PCCFs and CWLWs along with representatives of other Central Ministries and institutions under MoEF on 12-13 February, 2008 at New Delhi. Thiru S. Regupathy, Minister of State, MoEF inaugurated the conference and requested the officers of Central and State/UT Governments to come out with strategy for a solution to the problems related to conservation of Forests and Wildlife. Secretary (E&F) and Director General of Forests & Special Secretary chaired various sessions. Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affairs also participated and clarified various questions raised by the State/UT Governments to facilitate the implementation of the Scheduled Tribes and Other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, 2006.  State of Forest Report, 2005 and Report on Status of Tigers, Co-Predators and Prey in India were also released by the Minister of State on 12th February, 2008. The Minute to Minute programme of the conference is enclosed as Annexure-1a and list of prticipants is enclosed as Annexsure-1b. The discussion on each agenda item was initiated with presentation. The proceedings of the conference as per the agenda items discussed are as under:

(1) Strategies for increasing Forest and Tree cover (FTC) in the Country: The presentation on the strategies for increasing FTC in the country was made by Shri Sanjay Kumar, DIG-NAEB. A copy of the presentation is enclosed as Annexure-2. He highlighted the policy provisions for bringing additional area under Forest & Tree cover. At the present rate of plantation of 1.6 -1.8 mha/year, he emphasized that there is a need to go for 4 times plantation every year to achieve the target.  Uttrakhand and HP highlighted the need to exclude area above tree line for the purpose of calculating FTC. West Bengal expressed that the mangrove vegetation has got two components i.e. landmass and water; both should be considered as forest cover and not only the land mass. Madhya Pradesh and HP pointed out neeed for enhancing financial allocation, particularly to the forest rich states. Jharkhand raised the point to expedite the release funds for plantations under CAMPA. Haryana suggested MoEF to formulate separate scheme for Agroforestry. Sikkim suggested extending Gram Van Yojna in Reserved Forests also. On the basis of discussions and views expressed by the State/UT Governments and Ministries of the Central Governments and its institutions, the following actions were suggested:

· The State/UT Governments may prepare an action plan for increasing forest & tree cover for contributing towards achievement of 30% FTC by the end of 2012.

·  The State/UT Governments are suggested to set target of FTC on the basis of land use in the respective State/UT.

· Need of exclusive centrally sponsored scheme on Agro forestry was suggested by the State/UT Governments to facilitate the plantation on private land.

· State/UT Governments are suggested to rationalize the felling and transit regulations for trees grown on private land on the line of guidelines issued by Government of India in 2004.

· The State/UT Governments are suggested to make best use of National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme for plantations. 

(2) Diversion of Forest land for non-forestry purpose and Compensatory Afforestation:


The presentation on Forest (Conservation) Act. 1980 (FCA) and compensatory afforestation (CA) was made by Shri C.D. Singh AIG (FC). A copy of the presentation is enclosed as Annexure-3. While deliberating on the issue of Forest Conservation Act, 1980 and Conservation Rules, he emphasized that the basic aim of the Act is to ensure judicious use of forest land for non - forestry purposes. He also reiterated that FCA is a regulatory and not a prohibitory Act. He also pointed out that since the enactment of the Act, the diversion has gone down considerably from 1.5 lac ha/annum to about 25,000 ha./annum. Meghalaya expressed that since the State has got 75% area of the State under forest cover, the State Government feels that FCA poses problems in the process of industrialization in the State. The State Government further suggested that NPV for community forests should be reduced and share should go to community and council as well. NPV fund should be allowed for engaging staff for protection of forest. The State Government also informed that the CCF (Central) post at Shillong is lying vacant because of which the FCA proposals also get delayed. Karnataka Government expressed that NPV for metro areas should be enhanced.Mizoram Government requested that NPV should be exempted for them since the forest cover in the State is more than 88%. They also requested that RCCF should be given more power for clearance under FCA. Andaman & Nicobar Government expressed that since no land is available, CA should not be made compulsory for the clearance of proposals under FCA.

              Haryana Government expressed the problems related to diversion of roadside strip forest land for widening of existing roads all over the state. While speaking on the topic Development of Plantation Bank, PCCF, Gujarat pointed out that the Government of Gujarat is taking up plantation activities in bulk and is trying to create a plantation bank in advance. These plantations are being done at the cost of the user agency at the time or before submission of proposals under FCA. The process ensures increase in forest cover in bigger chunk of land and also facilitates faster approval of proposals under FCA.  These plantations may be sold as “green credit”   by one user to other user also. It was requested that the MoEF examines the proposal expeditiously for implementation in other states if feasible.


     On the basis of discussions and views expressed by the State/UT Governments and Ministries of the Central Governments and its institutions, the following actions were suggested:

· The State/UT /Governments are suggested to submit combined proposal of the State for widening of roads which have been notified as protected forests to the Central Government under FC Act.

· The State/UT /Governments suggested delegating more powers to regional CCFs to grant permission for diversion of forest lands in cases involving more than 5 ha. forest land. 

· The State/ UT Governments suggested that MoEF should expedite the establishment of CAMPA and release funds to the States.

.

(3) Implementation of the recommendations of National Forest Commission (NFC): The presentation on the recommendations of NFC was made by Shri J.V. Sharma, DIG-FP which is enclosed as Annnexure-4. There are 360 recommendations. The recommendations are agreeable in general except dissented by four members of the Commission. Action on these recommendations is to be taken by Govt. of India as well as by State Governments.  In Govt. of India, most of the recommendations are to be considered and implemented by the Ministry of Environment & Forest but with regard to certain recommendations, other Ministries/ Planning Commission are required to take action.  There is large number of recommendations where action is to be taken by the State/UT Governments. Madhya Pardesh made mention of recommendation no.337 for providing incentives to the forest rich states and also develop institutional arrangement for 

Minor Forest Produce. Rajasthan suggested that MoEF should have exclusive scheme for 

development and conservation of grass lands. Tamilnadu informed that State Forest Commission has already been set up for the development of forest and wildlife sector in the state and also suggested MoEF to provide assistance for research & trainings to the states. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· The State/UT Governments were requested to implement the recommendations of National Forest Commission which are relevant to their State, and also to give more emphasis to implement the following recommendations:

· to develop a mechanism to ensure minimum two promotions to the front line staff.

· to have policy statement in conformity with National Forest Policy, 1988.

· to give more priority to fill the vacancies of frontline staff at the earliest.

· to give more priority to demarcate forest boundaries in time bound manner.

MoEF was requested to prepare an exclusive scheme for conservation and protection of grasslands.

(4)Filling of vacancies and Promotional avenues of front line staff:  The presentation was made by Shri A.K. Johari, DIG-RT which is enclosed as Annexure-5. The front-line forest-staff, that is, Forest Guards, Foresters, Deputy Rangers and Rangers constitute the cutting edge in the forest conservation and management.DGF&SS has mentioned in his speech that some states have added young blood to the ranks of front line staff in recent months. Other states are also requested to give priority to fill the vacancies of frontline staff. All State/UT Governments have shown concerns regarding promotional aveneues and stagnation among the frontline staff. Madhya Pradesh specifically mentioned for building capacity of frontline staff to face the new challenges in forest and wildlife sector. Madhya Pradesh & Maharashtra requested to delegate powers for the recruitment of RFOs to PCCFs. The Government of India has already notified recruitment rules for RFOs. The State Public Service Commissions are entrusted with the responsibility of recruiting RFOs.  On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· State /UT Governments are suggested to submit information regarding vacancies of frontline staff and status of their promotion avenues.

· State /UT Governments are suggested to develop mechanism to ensure minimum two promotions to the frontline staff, at least giving time scale as suggested by many States.

(5) Cadre strength of IFS officers, annual recruitment, promotion prospects and cadre review

The presentation highlighting the problems of stagnation, promotion opportunities, and maintainance of ACRs and empanellement of IFS officers was made by Dr. B.P. Neelratna, Joint Secretary, MoEF which is enclosed as Annexure-6. Madhya Pardesh suggested making use of waiting list and allocation of cadre at the time of issuing appointment letter.  Many states had shown concerns regarding stagnation of IFS officers. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· MoEF is requested to revive the guidelines issued for promotion of IFS officers.

· MoEF is also requested to make use of the waiting list for the appointment of IFS probationers.

· The cadre allocation to the IFS Probationers should be at the time of issuing appointment order. 

· State/UT Governments were suggested to provide all ACRs to the Central Government expeditiously and to expedite the proposals for cadre review.

(6)Current status and future strategies of forest protection

                                   The presentation was made by Dr. Rekha Pai, DIG-FPD, which is enclosed as Annexure-7.Under the Centrally Sponsored Integrated Forest Protection Scheme financial assistance is being provided to the State/UT Governments to take up various activities related to forest protection and conservation. One of the important issues regarding the implementation of the scheme which deserves the attention of the State Government is low utilization of funds. It was highlighted that only 50% funds could be utilized during Xth plan. The outlay for XIth Plan is Rs. 600 Cr. All State/UT Governments have understood the importance of this scheme and hence ensure faster implementation. MP, Maharastra and Gujarat suggested to remove state share from this scheme and make it 100% centrally sponsored scheme. HP and Uttrakhand suggested to provide felxibility to the States keeping specificites of the respective state into consideration. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· The state /UT Governments are suggested to submit proposals in time ,and also the  utilization certificate to facilitate the release of funds under IFPS scheme

· The state /UT Governments are suggested to follow the guidelines of IFPS Scheme. The minor changes are permitted only after the justification.

· The state /UT Governments are suggested to release funds to the forest department in time.

· Purchase of vehicles should be mainly for the field activities. 

· Need to develop the zonal cooperation to address various issues related to forest protection and conservation. This will go a long way to address the specific inter –State boundary issues and will also provide a forum for dissemination of good practices.

· State/UT Governments are suggested to include following items in their proposals:

· Provide adequate basic facilities to the field level staff at par with their counterparts in Police Department. The facilities may include housing, better mobility and communication medical facilities and free ration etc. 

· Delineation and demarcation of forest boundaries

· Digitization of forest maps

· In the context of climate change, forest fires acquire a great significance. Prevention, control & monitoring of forest fires require a more concentrated effort.

· Focus on induction of Information and Communication technology for efficient and effective use of the natural resource

· Address the issue of capacity building of various stakeholders i.e. field staff, communities other village level institutions.

7)
Development of Forest Housing Corporation:

 The presentation was made by Dr. Bipin Bihari, DIG-SU which is enclosed as Annexure-8. Kerala, M.P. and Gujarat responded by stating that that the Forest Housing Corporation could be set up in the States only with liberal central assistance. They made a strong plea for assistance from the Government of India. The DGF &SS who was in chair remarked that while the possibility of extending assistance under the NAP, CAMPA and IFPS would be explored by the Ministry, the states should, on their part, make enough efforts to mobilise the resources required. Madhya Pradesh PCCF informed that most of the corporations in M.P. are incurring losses and the proposed Forest Housing Corporation will require equity support and central assistance.  On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· In pursuance of the Recommendations of National Forest Commission and for the welfare of forest staff especially the frontline staff, States/UTs are encouraged to explore the possibility of developing State Forest Housing Corporation Limited.

· MoEF is requested to explore the possibility for providing part financial support to the States/UTs in this context.

(8)
Adoption of Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management (SFM): The presentation was made by Dr. Bipin Bihari, DIG-SU which is enclosed as Annexure-8. In the presentation on ‘Adoption of Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable 

Forest Management’, the DIGF (SU) informed that the MoEF has created a SFM cell last year in pursuance of the recommendation of the National Task Force of Sustainable Forest Management. The states too have to take action on similar lines. Only M.P, Chattisgarh, Karnataka and UP have done so. The others should emulate them and set up SFM cells in their respective states expeditiously. The issue of certification of marketable forest products needs to be addressed in right earnest in view of the fact that in Europe and USA the entry of un certified forest products into the world market of late and in the years to come may become difficult and India might not be able to export any forest products unless these are certified to be derived from sustainably managed forests. Madhya Pradesh mentioned that testing of appropriate Criteria and indicators is being undertaken at 8 centres and felt that certification should be integrated into the working plans. If a division has an approved Working plan and the forests are managed as per the working plan, the forest products sourced from such forests may be taken as certified. CEO, NMPB remarked that timber is hardly a major export item. It is NTFP or value added NTFP which forms the major chunk of exported forest products and requested that while developing criteria and indicators for NTFPs, the MoEF should involve the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare also. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· States/UTs are requested to create SFM Cell with specified Terms of Reference.

· Realizing the importance of Criteria and Indicators (C&I) for SFM leading towards the development of forest certification mechanism for the timber (from forests & non-forest areas) and Non-Timber Forest Produces, States/UTs are requested  to submit their comments / views on the improved / modified C&I  & their periodicity before they are integrated into the Working Plan Code.

· MoEF has been requested to assist State/UT Governments for integrating C&I into the Working Plans.

· States/UTs are suggested to utilize the available opportunities for financial support e.g. NNRMS Scheme of MoEF, ITTO etc. to operationalize the C&I in the field for assessing and monitoring the progress towards SFM.

(9) Implementation of the Scheduled Tribe and Other Traditional forest 

Dwellers (Recognition of Forest rights) Act, 2006:

                 The presentation was made by Shri J.V. Sharma, DIG-FP and Mr. Anmol  Kumar, DIG-WL which is enclosed as Annexure-9. The Scheduled Tribe and Other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, 2006 has been enacted and Rules have been framed by Ministry of Tribal Affair. The Act and rules are effective from 31st December, 2007 and 1st January, 2008 respectively. This Act authorizes to recognize rights of the tribal and traditional dwellers primarily residing inside the forests and have dependence on forests along with the responsibility of conserving, protecting and managing forests as defined in the preamble. Both element of the Act should go together. It is big challenge for the Forest Department of all State/UT to keep balance between recognition of rights and conservation of forests as mandated in the preamble of the said Act while role of the forest department is limited as member of various committees. It is evident from the Act as well as from the Rules that sub-divisional and district level forest officers will be involved in the process of recognition of forest rights.  It is very important to apprise these officers with the interpretation of various clauses of the Act and rules. Madhya Pradesh apprised that training programmes to familiarise the officials of SFD, Tribal Department and Rural Development Department about the interpretation of the Act, have been organised. The Act has been translated into all the tribal languages. There is an anomaly between the English and Hindi translation of Section 3(1), which needs to be to be corrected. The CWLW of MP added that one has to follow the provision under Section 2(b) for declaring an area as critical wildlife habitat and then proceed to section 4(2) to make it inviolate. Uttar Pradesh suggested that MoEF and MoTA should organise seminars at the Gram Sabha Level to spread awareness about provisions of the Act among the people at large. West Bengal sought a clarification regarding the Gram Sabha, meeting of which has to be convened for mooting a proposal of rights determination. 

The Secretary, E&F clarified that the Voter ID can be made use of for deciding this issue. Arunachal Pradesh sought a clarification regarding whether an area declared as Critical Tiger Habitat under the Wildlife Protection Act will have to be declared as a Critical Wildlife Habitat under the Scheduled Tribes and Other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights)  Act, 2006. Tripura wanted to know if shifting cultivation areas which are presently not specified in the Act, can be given as a right under the Act. Secretary (E&F) replied that MoEF would clarify in consultation with MoTA. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· State/UT Governments, particularly State Forest Departments are requested to assist Gram Sabha for the recognition of their rights and also build the capacity of community for sustainable harvest of MFP and conservation and protection of forests.

· State/UT Governments are requested to take proactive initiative for the training of forest officials ,particularly DFO,ACF,RFO and other frontline staff with respect to facilitate the implementation of this Act.

· The Ministry of Environment & Forests will clarify the legal position to the State/UT Governments with regards to Critical Tiger Habitat notified under Wildlife Protection Act vis-a-vis delineation of Critical Wildlife Habitat under Tribal Act. 

· The Ministry of Environment & Forests will re-look at the guidelines issued by the Ministry for declaration of the Critical wildlife Habitat. 

· The Ministry of Environment & Forests may issue clarifications such as Shifting Cultivation, Sustainable use in consultation with Ministry of Tribal Affairs.

(10) Conservation and Development of Medicinal Plants

                                  The presentation was made by Mr B.S. Sajwan, CEO, NMPB. The Government has set up the National Medicinal Plant Board at the national level in the year 2000 to formulate policies and implement schemes with a view to ensuring sustainability of raw materials for AYUSH industry as well as for exports.

    The available statistics suggests that while about 70 percent of the production comes from the forests, about 90% of the medicinal plants used by the domestic industry are collected from the forest mostly in an unsustainable manner without any regard to conservation status of various medicinal plants species.  Further, more than 50% of the medicinal plants are harvested destructively.  The long gestation periods on the one hand and the destructive harvesting practice on the other is leading to population of such plants going down to almost a critical level. A recent NMPB funded nation wide study carried out by FRLHT has brought out a list of 960 species in trade of which 176 species are in high trade demand (>100 MT every year). Out of these while 21 occur in temperate forests 72 occur in tropical forests. Most of the States had agreed with the concept of plantation of medicinal plants which is key for the livelihood of the forest dependant communities. Jharkhand and MP suggested to integrate plantation of medicinal plants in the plantation programmes of the States. Himachal, Uttrakhand and Chattisgarh suggested to build the capacity of foresters particularly in the field of nursery techniques of medicinal plants. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested:

· State/UT Forest Departments were suggested to include medicinal plants in the plantation programmes and also incorporate prescriptions regarding cultivation, regeneration and harvest of medicinal plants in the working plans.

· State/UT Governments were requested to submit projects to the National Medicinal Plant Board for the cultivation and regeneration of medicinal plants to make best use of the funds available in the 11th plan.

(11)
Implementation of Wildlife Action Plan

               The presentation was made by Dr. Anmol Kumar, DIG-WL which is enclosed as Annexure-10. The National Wildlife Action Plan (2002-2016) was adopted during the XXI meeting of the Indian Board for Wildlife held on 21st January 2002 under the Chairmanship of the Hon’ble Prime Minister. The Action Plan envisages a number of activities to be taken up by the Ministry, Scientific institutions and State Governments within a  particular time frame.  DGF &SS requested the State/UTs to give priority to the action points as suggested in the Action Plan and inform the progress to the Ministry. On the basis of discussion held, the following actions were suggested at state level:

· Strengthening and enhancing the PA network (including Conservation Reserves and Community Reserves).

· To complete legal procedures for final notification of PAs.

· Identification of threatened species and key threats to survival and develop an action plan for them. 

· Develop the technical expertise for capture, translocation, and rehabilitation of species at selected sites.

· All identified areas around PAs and wildlife corridors may be declared as ecologically fragile under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986.

· Identification and restoration of degraded habitats outside PAs.

· Re-organizing forest staff into viable units and imparting training to frontline staff and PA managers.

· Identification of priority research programmes in PAs and dissemination and incorporating the results in PA management Planning. 

· Soliciting the participation of local people in PA management 

· Tourism regulation in PAs and framing of rules and regulations for visitor’s conduct in PAs. 

(12)
Progress of the implementation of the Management Plan of PAs:

                Management Plan is the most important tool for scientific management of Protected Areas.  The Management Plans should be based on sound scientific and ecological data. The National Wildlife Action Plan (2002-2016) and Planning Commission have also emphasized this. However, it is noticed that many PAs have no Management Plans/have expired Plans. Further, the quality of many existing Plans needs to be improved. It was also informed that from next financial year onwards, the Management Plan is mandatory for financial assistance from the Ministry under the CSS to PAs. 

The CWLW, Karnataka informed that all PAs in the State are having functional Management Plans. DGF&SS urged the State/UT Governments to give top priority to this item. Based on the discussions, it was decided that each State/UT may constitute a committee for the review of the progress of the preparation/implementation of Management Plans. The Committee may include Wildlife Officers, Scientists, NGOs and a representative from the Ministry and chaired by the Chief Wildlife Warden of the State.

 (13) Man-Animal conflicts:

              In India man-animal conflict is perhaps one of the most pertinent issues before the wildlife establishment. 
The increase in man-animal conflict is due to the greater resilience and adaptability of wild animals, degradation of habitats, depletion of the natural prey base, changing crop patterns, suitability of man modified habitats to wild animals, presence of stray dogs and cattle in forest fringe areas etc. Although, there are several site-specific management interventions adopted in the field to mitigate this, the issue continues to prevail.  

               During the deliberations, Secretary (E&F) opined that the issue of man-animal conflict is a matter of great concern and all of us need to adequately address the issue. States of Maharashtra and Assam requested that the MoEF may enhance its allocation for compensation to victims of man-animal conflict. The CWLW, Assam has requested that MoEF may convene a meeting exclusively on the issue of man-animal conflict especially with respect to elephants. He further requested the MoEF to grant permission to Assam to restart the ‘Mela Sikar’ operations and sale of elephants as population reduction strategy with regard to problematic elephants. The IGF (PE) informed that the Ministry has sought certain clarifications from the State and once it is obtained, it would be in a position to further examine the proposal. 

The Chief Wildlife Warden, West Bengal requested that there is a necessity to give one time amnesty to those people who still possess wildlife articles inadvertently. The Forest Secretary, Tamil Nadu pointed out that the State is preparing a comprehensive action plan for addressing the issue of man-animal conflict in the state and requested the central government to consider it sympathetically. MoEF clarified that if the state government submits such a proposal in the Annual Plan of Operations, then the Ministry shall be able to consider it subject to the availability of funds and other procedural requirements.The Chief Wildlife Warden, Tamil Nadu has requested that the provision for elephant conservation need to be increased in the coming years. Particular emphasis needs to be given to the acquisition of elephant corridors. The IGF (PE) informed that if such proposals are coming to the Ministry the same can be examined on a case-to-case basis.The CWLW, Tamil Nadu further informed that wild boar is fast turning into a problem to cultivation in the state and requested the central government to come out with a specific strategy to address the issue.  MoEF clarified that it is neither practical nor feasible to come out with a general ‘straight jacket’ strategy on the matter. However, already such a provision exists in the Wildlife (Protection) Act by which the CWLW can take appropriate actions. The Chief Wildlife Warden, Meghalaya informed that the State is providing good ex-gratia relief to the of wildlife victims.

In this regard, MoEF requested the State/UTs to furnish information regarding the status of man-animal conflicts in their respective State/UTs. This include the extent of the problem, the details of the damage to crops, property, injury/death (both animals as well as human beings), current strategies adopted to address the issue, rates of compensation in respect of man-animal conflict in vogue in the State/UTs etc.Further, the State/UTs are requested to revise the rates of compensation and also the speedy dispensation of compensation. The State/UTs have also been requested to consider having a uniform pattern in respect of payment of compensation

D.
Research Programmes:

                  Research Programmes constitute an important facet of modern wildlife management. It was pointed out that identification of priority research programmes in PAs and dissemination and incorporating the results in PA management planning needs to be given top priority. MoEF has issued necessary guidelines to State/UT Governments in this connection. Secretary (E&F) pointed that despite the guidelines, the Ministry is receiving several reports on the non-compliance of these guidelines. She also pointed out that there is a perception that forest and wildlife officials in some areas are not adequately facilitating researchers. She requested the State/UTs to adhere to the guidelines issued by the Ministry in this regard and support the research programmes in forest areas within the rules and regulations.

The Chief Wildlife Warden, Karnataka has informed that his state has given permission for more than 120 research programmes so far and all meaningful assistance is being provided for the smooth conduct of wildlife research in the state. The Chief Wildlife Warden, Andhra Pradesh informed that the State is extending all support to researchers in PAs except the Lanka Malleshwar Sanctuary where no human interference is encouraged including research to provide utmost protection to Jerdon’s Courser, a highly endangered bird. 

E.
CSS – Integrated Development of Wildlife Habitats:-

               Dr. Anmol Kumar, DIG (WL) presented a general outline of the proposed Centrally Sponsored Scheme- Integrated Development of Wildlife Habitats during the 11th Plan period. It is informed that the Scheme is in the process of obtaining approval. The scheme has been expanded considerably by incorporating the following components:

· Support to PAs (National Parks, Wildlife Sanctuaries, Conservation Reserves and Community Reserves) 
· Protection of Wildlife Outside Protected Areas 

· Recovery programmes for saving critically   endangered species and habitats.  
The State/UTs were also requested to take note of the following with regard to the implementation of the Scheme.

· Management Plans / Biodiversity Conservation Plans/ Recovery Plans are a must for considering the proposals.
· The proposals need to be scrutinized at the level of CWLWs.. 

· Proposals need to adhere to the guidelines and format.

· An electronic version of the proposals is also requested from the States for the speedy processing of the cases.

· As a general principle, revalidation of unspent balance of previous years is not encouraged. In case of any such committed expenditure, the same may be incorporated into the current year’s APO. 

· Enough justifications may also be furnished against each item in the proposed APO.
· Adhere to the activities proposed in the guidelines of the scheme and avoid ambiguous items.

· Proposals on relocation of villages has to be detailed, self-contained and on a case-to-case basis.

The Guidelines/formats will be circulated subsequently.

                       In the ensuing discussion, the Chief Wildlife Warden, Jammu & Kashmir has appreciated the Ministry’s efforts for broadening the scope of the Scheme and opined that the component of Protection of Wildlife Outside the Protected Areas shall be of immense use to the state. The Chief Wildlife Warden, Himachal Pradesh appreciated the Ministry’s efforts for providing for the release of financial assistance under the scheme on installments to mountainous states with snow-clad regions. The Chief Wildlife Warden, Mizoram pointed out that under the component ‘Recovery Programme for Critically Endangered Species’ species like Clouded leopard and Hoolock Gibbon also need to be included.  It was clarified by the Ministry that if the State Government sends such a proposal, then the Ministry shall examine and consider it. 

F.
Wildlife Crime Control Bureau

                 It was informed that the Crime Control Bureau has been established and now shifted to its new office in New Delhi. The State governments have been requested earlier to forward the names of Officers and staff willing to work in the Regional and Central offices of the Crime Control Bureau. This may be expedited. It was further requested that the State/UTs may also report the incidents/details of the wildlife crime to the Bureau regularly.

G.
Project Elephant:

              IGF (PE) observed that the implementation of the CSS – Project Elephant is not yielding the desired results due to lack of focus. He again requested the State/UT governments to appoint independent Field Coordinators for each Elephant Reserves in elephant range states.

14.  Conservation of Tiger:

               Thereafter, Dr. Rajesh Gopal, Member Secretary, National Tiger Conservation Authority made a presentation on various aspects of tiger conservation. He requested the State/UT governments to expedite the actions on the formation of Tiger Conservation Foundations in Tiger Reserves, formulation of Tiger Conservation Plans, delineation of core-buffer strategy for Tiger Reserves, constitution of Steering Committee for Tiger bearing States etc.

*****
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