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Question Category
Mode
Compensation

Anticipated Questions

of What is the mode of compensation decided by the 
DFCCIL?

Suggested Answers
The compensation will be paid in monetary terms only through cheques
issued in the names of individual titleholders.
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Will it be ‘Land for Land”, “House for House” or  There is no provision of Land for Land or House for House compensation
cash.
in the current policy.
How and on what basis the railway will decide  As of now, the compensation will be decided on the basis of Railways
Entitlement/
Compensation on our compensation/ What will be the rate?
Amendment Act 2008 and NRRP 2007. Land Acquisition Act 1894 is not
Land,
Structures
applied to the land acquisition under Railways Amendment Act 2008.
and Trees/ Crops
1) Title holders
Land → See Entitlement Matrix (EM),A-1
Residential/Commercial Structures → See EM, B-4
Trees & Crops → See EM, C-6
2) Tenants and Users of Land Plot
Land → See EM, A-1 & 2
Residential/Commercial Structures→ See EM, B-5
Crops → See EM, C-6 (same as Title-holders)
3) Non-title holders (Encroachers and Squatters)
Land, Residence/Commercial Structures and Crops → See EM, D-7
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Value of Land

Anticipated Questions
How the market rate will be decided?

Suggested Answers
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Why the true market rate is not being considered 
for compensating PAPs?



What is the outcome of the market survey done to 
determine the market rate? Will that form the
basis for finalizing compensation?



It is difficult to calculate the market rate in absence of documentary
evidence. For a project of this magnitude, and especially where the
Government is funding, verbal communications do not hold adequate
evidence. Therefore, it will be decided on the basis of circle rate or sale
deeds.
In case where a state government through any Act or Gazette Notification
or as approved by any authority of State Government (duly authorised for
the purpose) as per their approved procedure has fixed rate for
compensation of land, the same may be adopted by the Competent
Authority in determining the compensation.
The market survey is being done to ascertain if there is any gap between
the existing market rate and market rate assessed as per the clause A-1 (i)
of the entitlement matrix. The outcome of the market survey will be
reviewed for deciding the final award.
Consideration of rates will depend on the cut-off dates, in other word, the
date of publication of the notification 20A. For example if the 20 A is
issued in 2010 then the circle rate of 2010 will be applied.
However, PAPs have other channels to go for arbitration if they are not
satisfied with the cut-off dates.
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The Circle rate of 2010/11 should be considered 
for finalizing the compensation

“Market value” will be decided on the basis of Clause 20G for the
Railways Amendment Act 2008. Either the minimum land value, if any,
specified in the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 for registration of sale deeds in
the area (= circle rate) or the average sale price for similar type of land
situated in the village or vicinity, ascertained from not less than fifty
percent of the sale deeds registered during the preceding last three years,
where higher price has been paid or whichever is higher.
In case where a state government through any Act or Gazette Notification
or as approved by any authority of State Government (duly authorised for
the purpose) as per their approved procedure has fixed rate for
compensation of land, the same may be adopted by the Competent
Authority in determining the compensation.

Final Report
The Preparatory Survey for Dedicated Freight Corridor (Phase 2)(II)

Question Category

Value of Structures

Anticipated Questions

Suggested Answers

How the compensation of Industrial land will be 
decided? What would be the rate for such land?
How have you decided the compensation for the 
structures such as houses, tube wells, pipe lines,
cattle shelters, etc.?
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Value of Trees

What would be the compensation for cutting 
private trees? How the values are decided?

Entitlement/ Loss We had demanded that at least one member of the 
of Livelihood and PAP family should be given job in Railway. Why
this has not been considered?
Rehabilitation
Assistance
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The Competent Authority, on the basis of land records, will decide the
type of land (category.)
The compensation for houses, buildings and other immovable properties
will be determined on the basis of replacement cost by referring to
relevant Basic Schedule of Rates (B.S.R) as on date without depreciation.
While considering the B.S.R, the independent evaluator registered with
the Government will use the latest B.S.R for the residential and
commercial structures in the urban and rural areas of the region, and in
consultation with the owners. (Note: Basic Schedule of Rates: The rate
used for public works in each state.)
In addition to above, PAPs will be allowed to salvage materials from
demolished structures.
The compensation for the trees will be decided on the valuation done (i)
by the Forest Department for timber trees and (ii) by the Horticulture
Department for perennial trees and/or services of independent surveyors
may also be engaged to ascertain the value of such trees. (different roles
applies to crops)
The Ministry of Railways, GOI has created a provision of employment of
PAPs losing land for the project. This is based on the provisions
mentioned in the MOR Notice [No. E (N.G) 11/2010 / R.C.5 / 1, RBI No.
99 / 2010 dated 16th July 2010] that states that one able member from
each PAP Family, selected by the family, would be eligible for applying
for a job under this provision. The employment will be provided to the
candidate (him / her) based on the legitimacy of the document submitted
by him / her with his / her application proving the candidate’s claim for
the job. Currently, a policy guideline for possible implementation of the
scheme is being discussed.
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Question Category

Relocation
Assistance

Anticipated Questions

Suggested Answers

What about relocation of those families who will 
lose their houses? Will they be relocated? If yes,
what are the major provisions of the R&R Policy 
for that?
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Exact Land to be The exact area that will be acquired is not 
properly stated to us. Define the exact size and
acquired
area of our land involving all the four sides, and

communicate to us.

Identification
PAPs

There is no provision of relocation of project-affected families (PAFs) in
the existing policy.
However, shifting allowance of Rs 10,000 as per the existing policy will
be paid to the PAFs.
PAPs will be allowed to salvage materials from demolished structures.
Each affected family that is displaced and has cattle, shall get financial
assistance of Rs 15,000/- for construction of cattle shed (para 7.10 NRRP
2007).
Each affected person who is a rural artisan, small trader or self employed
person and who has been displaced shall get a one-time financial
assistance of Rs 25,000/- for construction of working shed or shop
(para 7.12 NRRP 2007).
In addition, house construction assistance for those living below poverty
line equivalent to the latest construction cost of Indira Awas Yojna Scheme
for Rural Areas and cost of house construction under JNNURM for Urban
Areas. (Note: JNNURM stands for Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban
Renewal Mission)
The exact area that will be acquired from each plot will be determined
after the Joint Measurement exercise, which is carried out by state
authority (revenue department) in presence of titleholders.
In case of Joint Measurement done in the affected plots, the exact area is
known to the titleholders. But, for the rest, information will be available
only after the Joint Measurement is carried out.
The specific affected plot numbers and PAPs have been / will be identified
during the Joint Measurement exercise.
The compensation will be paid to PAPs individually.
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of The 7/12 forms (Land Revenue Records) are very 
confusing? How will the actual PAP be identified
and who will receive the compensation for the 
land which has several title holders?
(Note: Please make sure the difference between “compensation” and
“rehabilitation”. Although the compensation will be paid to PAPs individually,
in case of rehabilitation, the unit of entitlement is mostly family.)
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Question Category

Cut-off Date

Anticipated Questions

Suggested Answers

What would be cut-off date for determining the 
compensation?
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Payment
Compensation

of When will you pay the compensation? Before or
after land acquisition?

New Bill (2011)

Will clauses of the new Land Acquisition Bill
(2011) that has been presented in the Parliament
in last session be effective for deciding the
compensation for us? If no, why?
for How will the compensation for those properties
which are located outside the acquired land but
are still vulnerable due to vibration caused by the
fast moving goods trains be decided?

Compensation
Outside ROW

Others

(Note: DFCCIL Officers who will participate in PCMs should enable
themselves to answer the date of village-wise 20A Notification.)
 The compensation will be paid before taking physical possession of the
land. In detail, compensation amount will be paid normally within one
year after the notification of the declaration of land acquisition (20E). In
case of unavoidable circumstances it can be extended by 6 months.
 Since the Draft Bill is still in the Parliament for consideration, the
elements and articles of the same cannot be considered till the Bill is
passed by both the houses (Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha) and becomes an
Act.
•
DFCCIL has conducted ESIA study to ascertain the project’s impacts on
the environment including an impact of vibration on the structure near to
the track, and necessary modifications in the design has been incorporated
to mitigate such an impact if any.
•
However, if there is any impact on the structures due to vibration, the
affected person may appeal to the grievance redress mechanism through
relevant CPM office, SEMU of DFCCIL or Competent Authority for
suitable compensation of damages caused due to such vibrations.
 DFCCIL will bear the cost of restoration of such facilities.
 As for permissions to dig wells, DFCCIL will provide all necessary
assistance to the PAPs in seeking such permission from the state
government and may also issue a certificate if required in this regard.
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What will happen to our irrigation facilities? Will
DFCC reconstruct them or compensate them? If
new irrigation facilities need to be constructed,
DFCC will help PAPs to get the permission to dig
the wells?

The cut-off date would be the date of publication of 20A notification for
titleholders, non-titleholders, tenants, users of the land plot including
kiosk, vendors, etc.
For the non-title holders who are living in the villages that have only
government land, the cut-off date would be the latest date of publication of
notification of 20 A of surrounding villages.
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Question Category

Anticipated Questions

Suggested Answers

What if only a part of farm land is acquired and 
rest becomes worthless because it is too small or
does not to have irrigation facility, etc. Will this
kind of land be compensated?
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If the residual plot(s) is (are) not economically viable, the Executing
Agency (EA=DFCCIL) will follow the rules and regulations applicable in
the state and compensate accordingly; if there are no state specific rules
and regulations available regarding residual land is less than average land
holding of the district after EA purchase, the EA in agreement with the
Affected Party, will follow one of the following:
i.
The EA will buy the residual land for the project following the
entitlements listed in the entitlement matrix; or
ii. The EA will pay the Affected Party 25% of the land hardship
compensation for that portion of land without its purchase.
However, if as a result of land acquisition, the land holder becomes
landless or is reduced to the status of a “small” or “marginal” farmer,
rehabilitation assistance equivalent to 750 days of minimum agricultural
wages would be also given. (see EM, A-1)
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(Note: “Small” and “marginal” farmer is defined in Note F, EM. Minimum
Agricultural Wages is determined in the “Minimum Wage Act” and it varies
depending on the State.)
We will have to take permission from the railways  Yes, the land acquired by DFCCIL is basically belongs to the Indian
Railways. Hence, all policy and regulations of Indian Railways shall be
to construct anything within 30 meters of the
applicable. This is the basic policy of the Indian Railways.
periphery of the railway land which will be a
problem.
What is the purpose of constituting a committee  The Committee has been formed to ascertain the gap between existing
through GR (Maharashtra) if its recommendations
market rates and the rates calculated on the basis of clause A-1 (iii) of the
will be considered?
entitlement matrix. The outcome, as a result of consultation process and
assessment carried out by the committee, may form basis for modifying
the rates.
Have the requests and petitions made by various  Yes. the NRRP 2007 and RRA 2008 which form the basis for preparing
the current RRP were formulated by reflecting opinions and feedbacks
PAPs been considered when drafting the R&R
from PAPs and public in general. In addition, this project has incorporated
policy?
the grievance redress mechanism in response to the PAPs’ requests. Then
your comments will be integrated in the future R&R policy.
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Question Category

(1) Summary of PCM for Draft RRP (14 – 26 November, 2011)
Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
CPM Noida Jurisdiction
N-1 Nov. 14,
1. Daliaki
2011
2. Jatuwas
3. Bhadawas
11:15 4. Bhadawas
13:15
5. Bithwana
6. Bhiwari
Rewari
7. Kamalpur
8. Devlawas
9. Dhamlaka
10.Dawana Lalpur

PCM
No.
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N-2

Nov. 15,
2011
11:15 –
Rewari

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

5

46 (0)

1. Kasola
6
2. Lodhana
3. Pithanwas
4.Mukandpur basi
5. Asiaki tappa jarthal
6. Jarthal
7. Nandrampur bas

48 (0)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Mr. S.P.Yadav,
(PM)
Mr. K.K.Gupta,
(APM)

Mr. Bishnoi,
DRO2, Rewari,
Mr. V. Kumar,
Patwari

Mr. S.P.Yadav,
(PM)
Mr. K.K.Gupta,
(APM)

Mr. Bishnoi,
DRO, Rewari

Other Issues

1. The venue was set up properly, registration was properly done.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time. However, some PAPs
strongly prefers to be invited individually.
3. Assistance was provided to write the form.
4. The PCM started late, waiting for PAPs to come. Many PAPs were not able
to participate because they have to work during weekdays.
5. The CA stayed only 5 min., which upset some PAPs.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ One of the major PAPs’ concerns was how the land rate was decided.
・ Job provision by the railway sector was another major concern by most
PAPs, and they are frustrated with the detail mechanism of the policy has
not been worked out by the government.
・ Some PAPs raised an issue of discrepancies between 20 A notification and
the actual titleholders.
1. The venue was set up well in advance.
2. The PCM was held at the new venue, which is very near to the original one.
To avoid confusion, a field staff was stationed in the old venue to re-direct
PAPs.
3. PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
4. The CA left the venue before the end of PCM.
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Attachment III.3.3 Result of PCM for Draft RRP

1
2

Government land is written in Italic.
DRO: A district revenue officer, who is a competent authority for Rewari district
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Major points raised in Q&A session
・ Some PAPs asked for compensation mechanism for multi-plot holders.
・ One of the major PAPs’ concerns was how the land rate was decided.
・ Job provision by the railway sector was a major concern by many PAPs.
They demanded a job per affected family but not per titleholder household,
saying a household is consisted of several families.

N-3

N-4
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N-5

4

No. of
attended
Villages
6

No. of
Participants
(Women)
48 (2)

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. S.P.Yadav,
(PM)

16

43(0)

Mr. S.P.Yadav,
(PM)

18, 1. Buraka
2. Rahedi
3. Malaka
4. Dalaka
11:15 5. Dhulawat
13:15
6. Sashol patuka
7. Khor
8. Marola
Mewat
9. Rojka

20

Nov.
2011

Tehsildar: a revenue administrative officer
Patwari: a land record officer

48(0)

Mr. S.P.Yadav,
(PM)

Attendance from
Competent
Other Issues
Authority Office
Mr. B. M.
1. The venue was set up well in advance.
Sharma,
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
Tehsildar3,
3. PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
Rewari
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ Most PAPs are unaware of how the land rate is decided and worried about it.
・ They demanded a detailed explanation of job provision by the railway
sector, and demanded one per affected family but not per titleholder
household, saying a household is consisted of several families.
・ A couple of ‘kabzadhari’ (encroacher in Hind) on the private land and an
owner of the land are attended the meeting. Encroachers raised their concern
whether they will be compensated.
No

Mr. Inderjit,
Nayab
Tehsildar,
Taoru
Mr. Pradeep,
Patwari4, Taoru

1.
2.
3.
4.

The venue was set up well in advance.
Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
No presence from CA made PAP upset.

Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs demanded detail mechanism of rate fixation. They were upset because
their land rate, which was promised at the ESIA-PCMs, was not made clear.
・ The land rate is too law.
・ Employment provision should be explained in detail.
・ PAPs demanded to be paid compensation at once.
1. The venue was set up properly well in advance.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
3. PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
4. Presence of Tehsildar made PAPs at ease. PAPs were convinced the land
rate will be fixed reasonable and acceptable.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs were upset because their land rate, which was promised at the ESIAPCMs, was not made clear.
・ Land rate is too law.
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3

Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
Nov.
15, 1. Rabarka
2. Salarpur
2011
3. Shahpur
4. Kalaka
15:30 –
5. Tatarpur
17:00
6. Thara
7. Khajooriwas
8. Jiwana
Alwar
9. Banban
10. Kehrani
11. Mundana meo
12. Amlaki
13. Shahdod
Nov.
17, 1. Sewaka
2. Raniyaki
2011
3. Gunawat
4. Dhidara
11:15
- 5. Bharangpur
13:30
6. Taoru
7. Gaurka
Mewat
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PCM
No.

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Invited Villages1

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Other Issues
・ Tehsildar suggested to PAPs to meet the Commissioner to appeal the actual
land rate before the land rate is fixed.
・ Tehsildar and CPM officer told PAPs that names of PAPs will be published
on the newspaper between Dec. 2011 and Jan. 2012.
・ Tehsildar also mentioned that PAPs should present and claim all properties
at the Joint Measurement which will start shortly in Taoru Taluk.

N-6
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Nov. 16,
2011

1. Aata
2. Rampur
3. Uddaka

10

32 (0)

Mr. S.P.Yadav,
(PM)

11:30 –
13:30

Mr. Ahmad
Hussain,
Tehsildar,
Rewari

Mewat

N-7

3

24(0)

Mr. Vikas
Singhal (APM)

No

Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs demanded the concrete figures of land compensation rate
・ PAPs expected the details of job provision by the railway sector, and
demanded a job per affected family instead of per affected household.
1. The venue was set up well in advance.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
3. PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
4. No presence from CA office made PAPs upset.
5. Participants strongly prefer Q&A sessions to listening to the presentation, as
explained below.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ The time of finalizing compensation, getting compensation checks,
employment provision as declared by MOR, etc.
Other issues
・ PAPs requested to have a longer Q&A session instead of presentation. It
lasted more than 2 hours and almost all the contents of the presentation were
explained, based on the CPM officer.
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16, 1. Raipur
2. Sohna
3. Lakhuwas
4. Sancholi
15:30 –
5. Bhirawati
6. Karanki
Sohna,
7. Silani
8. Khuntpuri
Gurgaon
9. Barkhera (Rati Ka
Nawad)

Nov.
2011

Other issues
・ PAPs mentioned that informing PAPs through Sarpanch is not enough. They
wanted a letter to be send to them individually.
・ There have been 12 objections from PAPs regarding land acquisition and
rate filed at DRO office from Taoru Taluk. There will be hearing from PAPs
before fixing the land rate.
1. The venue was set up properly well in advance.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
3. PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
4. Mr. Hussain, a representative from CA office, successfully answered many
questions raised by PAPs.
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PCM
No.

N-8

Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
Nov. 23,
1. Parauli
2011
2. Dahlaka
3. Kalwaka
12:00 –
4. Chhapraula
13:30

No. of
attended
Villages
4

No. of
Participants
(Women)
15 (0)

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. N. K.
Singhal
(Consultant of
CPM Noida)

Palwal

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office
Mr. Man Singh,
Patwari for
Palwal district,
Mr. Sushil
Sarwan, SDM5
for Palwal
district

Other Issues
1. The venue was set up well in advance. However, the PCM started as late as
12:00 noon since heavy fog hindered PAPs to come in time.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
3. Mr. N.K. Singhal, the former officer of MOR and a consultant to CPM
Noida now, attended the PCM as a representative from CPM Noida instead
of Mr. Vikas Singhal.
4. Both a competent authority (SDM) and Patwari attended the meeting.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs are concerned about one-job-per-family scheme and demanded
concrete information on it.
・ Applicability of the new land acquisition bill is raised.
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N-9

Nov. 24,
2011
11:30 –
14:15

1. Pirthala
2. Jataula
3. Asawati
4. Laadpur

8

79 (0)

Mr. N. K.
Singhal
(Consultant of
CPM Noida)

Palwal

Mr. Man Singh,
Patwari, Palwal
District

Other issues
・ Low participation was discussed with PAPs and it was decided that PAPs in
N-9 villages would be invited to the N-10 meeting on the next day. DHI
called and invited PAPs individually as much as possible.
1. The venue was set up well in advance.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time, although some of
PAPs complained that Sarpanches usually did not inform PAPs.
3. Elderly PAPs were provided good assistance to fill up the form.
4. Mr. N. K. Singhal attended the PCM as a representative from CPM Noida in
stead of Mr. Vikas Singhal.
5. JST often assisted Mr. Singhal to answer the questions from PAPs, using the
Q&A paper approved by DFCCIL HQ.
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PCM
No.

5

SDM: the sub-district magistrate, who is a competent authority for Palwal district.
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Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs are concerned about one-job-per-family scheme and explained that
there is such a policy but specific details are awaited. PAPs demanded that
such information should be incorporated into the presentation as well as
handouts.
・ All PAPs showed strong discontent with stone pillars identifying alignment,
saying it harms standing crops. They asked if these damages will be
compensated.

No. of
attended
Villages
10

No. of
Participants
(Women)
24 (0)

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. N. K.
Singhal
(Consultant of
CPM Noida)

Ballabgarh
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N-11 Nov. 25,
2011
1130 –
13:45
Ballabgarh

DRA: District Revenue Accountant

7

42 (0)

Mr. Vikas
Singhal (APM)

Nil

Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs insist that compensation rate for land seems very low; saying that four
times of the circle rate should be applied.
・ Some PAPs demanded industrial rate for land compensation, since the land
is used for industrial development.
・ PAPs asked whether the alignments could be altered.
・ A PAP raised a question whether his irrigation facility will be compensated even
after he becomes landless and the facility becomes no use.
1. The venue was small and far from major station.
2. PAPs insisted that they should be invited individually.
3. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time. However, many PAPs
said the invitation through Sarpanches is far less effective and insisted that
they should be invited individually.
4. Several agitated PAPs, including a few who had attended the PCM held in
Palwal, did not allow the presenter to make the entire presentation.
Moreover, a group of agitated PAPs made all of the attendees leave.
However, some PAPs came back and invited other PAPs to attend the PCM.
At the end, 39 PAPs attended and actively involved in the Q&A session, and
the essence of the RRP was well understood.
5. No feedback forms were handed in.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs insisted that compensation rate for land is much lower than the real
market rate.
・ PAPs are concerned about one-job-per-family scheme, and specific details
are awaited. They say that such information should be incorporated into the
presentation and handouts.
・ Some PAPs are discontent with the alignment and demanded alteration of
the alignment.
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6

1. Tigaon
2. Nimka
3. Saidpur
4. Faridpur
5. Kheri Kala
6. Nachauli
7. Bhopani
8. Dhandhar
9. Mahawatpur
10. Laalpur
11. Riwazpur
12. Tikawali
13. Baadshahpur
14. Palwali
15. Wazipur
16. Mawai
17. Mewala
Maharajpur
18. Sarai Khawaza
19. Pul Pahladpur

Attendance from
Competent
Other Issues
Authority Office
Mr. O. P.
1. Setting up of the venue was not finished well in advance since DHI team
Chandra,
arrived only 30 minutes before the PCM, also the selection of venue was not
DRA6,
as good as others since it is small and also far from major stations.
Mr. V.K. Singh, 2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
Patwari
3. Mr. N. K. Singhal attended the PCM as a representative from CPM Noida in
stead of Mr. Vikas Singhal.
4. Mr. Sudeep Kumar, a Station House Officer, also attended the meeting.
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Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
N-10 Nov. 23,
1. Fafunda
2011
2. Dayalpur
3. Machgar
15:45 –
4. Bukharpur
16:45
5. Nawada Tigaon

PCM
No.

Time,
Date, and
Venue

N-12 Nov. 21,
2011
11:30 –
12:30
Palwal
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VM Nov. 25,
2011
15:25 –
16:40

Invited Villages1

1. Dalelpur
2. Gulaoli
3. Jhatta
4. Badoli Bangar
5. Mubarakpur
6. Guijarpur
7. Namoli
8. Gulistanpur
9. Saquipur
10. Pali
11. Tilpata Karanbas
1. Pahaladpur
2. Fatehpur Billoch
3. Ladauli
4. Bahbalpur

Fatehpur
Billoch

Lekhpal: revenue officer

4

4

No. of
Participants
(Women)

29 (0)

Approx. 31

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Mr. Vikas
Singhal (APM)
Mr. N. K.
Singhal
(Consultant of
CPM Noida)

Mr. Lakhann
Singh,
Lekhpal7, GB
Nagar district

Mr. V. Saxena,
(Dy. CPM)
Mr. Vikas
Singhal (APM)
Mr. N. K.
Singhal
(Consultant of
CPM Noida)

Nil

Other Issues
Other issues
・ The root cause of their dissatisfaction lies not only in the land compensation
rate but in the half-hearted attitude of the authorities. PAPs reiterated that
the demands and opinions raised during the past PCMs are never reflected.
1. The venue was set up well in advance. However, the PCM started as late as
11:30 due to heavy fog.
2. Invitation letters and notices were distributed in time.
3. All the participated PAPs filled the feedback form by themselves.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs are concerned about one-job-per-family scheme and demanded
concrete information on it.
・ By referring and comparing with the land acquisition by Greater Noida
Development Authority, PAPs asked how the compensation rate will be
decided.
1. The village meeting was held in an open area in the Panchayat office
premise.
2. Hard copy of the power point presentation was read out by the presenter.
3. Most of the participants were unwilling to fill the feedback forms.
Major points raised in Q&A session
・ PAPs in Prahaldpur village explained that much of their irrigated land
through channels connected to Agra Canal will be non-irrigated, since the
freight line which will be constructed parallel to the Agra Canal obstructs
those channels. Even if they would like to sell the land later, those land is
highly devalued once categorized as non-irrigated land. How will DFC
compensate for these circumstances?
・ A PAP from Prahaldpur expressed his concern on land valuation which was
made much lower than neighboring villages.
・ Some PAPs requested assurance of access roads to their farm lands in
writing.
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7

No. of
attended
Villages
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PCM
No.

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

3

24 (6)

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. P.K. Rai,
(DPM)
Mr. L.R.
Maurya (APM)

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office
No

Sayan, Surat
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V-2

Nov.
2011
11:15
12:35

15, 1. Siyalaj
2. Kunwarda
3. Kosamba
4. Hathuran
–

4

40 (7)

Mr. P.K. Rai,
(DPM)
Mr. L.R.
Maurya (APM)

No

Sayan, Surat

V-3

Nov.
2011

Bharuch

7

27 (0)

Mr. P.K. Rai,
(DPM)
Mr. L.R.
Maurya (APM)

Mr. S. Jhadhav,
Clark, CA
Office

1.
2.
3.
4.

Invitations were sent all in time.
The venue was set up well in advance and quality of arrangement was good.
Assistance was provided to PAPs to write the form, for especially women.
The PCM started late, waiting for PAPs to come. Most of the PAPs have
been paid already, which caused the low number of participation.

Major points raised in Q &A session
・ The compensation rate defined in Entitle Matrix is too law. It should reflect
actual market rate.
・ Circle rate: why 2008, not 2011, circle rate applies?
・ Why some PAPs have not paid yet? (this question reflects the fact that
majority of the PAPs has already been paid compensation in Vadodara).
・ The compensation is too law to obtain new land.
1. Invitations were sent all in time. However, PAPs from one village invited to
the 14th PCM (but came on the day) complained for not being informed.
2. The venue was the same as the day before, and quality of arrangement was good.
3. Good assistance was provided to write the form.
4. The PCM officers stayed to listen to individual PAPs even after the PCM
ended. PAPs seemed satisfied.
Major points raised in Q &A session
・ PAPs of Schedule Cast (non-title holders who live in government land) are
not satisfied with the compensation. They demand to receive the
compensations for land where they have lived for a long time in addition to
the compensation for structures.
・ Compensation for relocation?
・ Provisions of employment for PAPs?
1. Invitations were sent and posted all in time.
2. The venue was set up well in advance and quality of arrangement was good.
3. Assistance was provided to PAPs to write the form, for especially women.
All participants submitted the form.
4. Participation was low from low interest in PCM because 161 out of 178
PAPs invited to this PCM have been paid already.
Major points raised in Q &A session
・ Why some PAPs have not paid yet ? (this question reflects the fact that
majority of the PAPs have already paid compensation in Vadodara).

March 2012

Part III Attachment

11:35
13:05

16, 1. Ochhan
2. Telod
3. Ikhar
4. Dhora
– 5. Wantarsa
6. Tankariya
7. Pardriya

Other Issues
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Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
CPM Vadodara Jurisdiction
1. Gothan
V-1 Nov. 14,
2. Umara
2011
3. Sayan
4. Kareli
11:55
– 5. Kudsad
13:15
6. Kim

PCM
No.

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Invited Villages1

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Other Issues
・ A small piece of land which is no use for Agriculture should be also
acquired.
・ Provision of shifting facilities will be paid?
・ Employment opportunities will be given? When?

V-4

Nov. 17,
2011
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11:45 –
13:15

1. Parkhet
2. Pipaliya
3. Pariyej
4. Tralsa
5. Tralsi

3

16 (0)

Mr. P.K. Rai
(DPM)
L.R. Maurya
(APM)

Mr. S. Jhadhav,
Clark, CA
Office

Bharuch

V-5

Nov. 18,
2011

Major points raised in Q &A session
・ The compensation rate for land defined in Entitle Matrix may not have
been applied. Please confirm.
・ Employment opportunities will be given?
・ Explanation of the compensation should be written in Guajarati, not in English.
・ Compensation for the structure of RoW for vibration will be paid?

1. Derol
2. Mahudhala
3. Tham
4. Kanthariya
5. Manubar
6. Dahegam
7. Kukarwada

7

17

Mr. P.K.Rai
(APM)
Mr. Singh
(APM)

Mr. S. Jhadhav,
Clark, CA
Office

Other Issues
・ PAPs have been contacted by touts or middlemen who promise better
compensations in some villages.
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days, and quality of arrangement was
good.
3. Volunteers gave good assistance to PAPs to write the form.
4. The PCM officers stayed to listen to individual PAP even after the PCM
ended. PAPs seemed satisfied.
Major points raised in Q &A session
・ PAPs insist that compensation rate for land seems much lower than the
market rate (sales deeds).
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11:25 –
12:35
Bharuch

Other Issues
・ PAPs complained that they have never given the opportunity to know what
compensation/assistance can be provided. They may have missed some of
the benefits.
・ Claims for compensation for the agricultural labors is the issue. Some
people have been trying to get assistance based on their false claims.
1. Invitations were sent and posted all in time.
2. The venue was set up well in advance and quality of arrangement was good.
3. Assistance was provided to write the form.
4. The reasons for law participation, based on PAPs, were; 1) The majority of
PAPs (185/216) have been paid already and think it is not relevant to
participate in PCMs at this point, 2) The arbitration process has been started
and they would rather spend time and money to talk to arbitrator.

Final Report
The Preparatory Survey for Dedicated Freight Corridor (Phase 2)(II)

PCM
No.

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Invited Villages1

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Other Issues
・ Land is acquired for industrial purpose? Then why agricultural rate applies
for compensation?
・ Why compensations have been paid based on the 2008 rate?
・ Employment opportunities will be given?
・ Explanation of the compensation should be written in Guajarati, not in
English.
・ Compensation for the structure of RoW for vibration will be paid?

V-6

Page A-III-92

Nov. 21,
2011
11:35 –
13:25
Bharuch

Mamlatdar: Revenue officer

13

35 (2)

Mr. P. K. Rai,
(DPM),
Mr. Maurya
(APM)

Mr. M. M.
Piyaja, CA,
Mr. Chunara,
Dy. Mamlatdar8
Mr. S. Jhadhav,
Cleark of CA
office

Major points raised in Q &A session
・ There is discrepancy between definition of marginal farmers of NRRP and
that of the Gujarat State.
・ Dissatisfaction towards compensation based on the circle rate instead of
the true market rate was expressed by many PAPs. Some of them did so by
comparing with the compensation in Haryana and U.P., and some others
by comparing with the compensation scheme of Gujarat Industrial
Development Cooperation.
・ A PAP inquired whether cost for shifting facilities such as bore well and
irrigation pipeline is compensated by DFCCIL.
・ A representative from a corporation named Reliance Industry requested
that land should be compensated as per industrial land rate since the land
has been used for industry, and not for agriculture.
・ Some PAPs were concerned about the damages towards crop and
agricultural land during the construction period.
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8

1. Sarfudin
2. Deeva
3. Ankleswar
4. Piraman
5. Umarwada
6. Bhatkodra
7. Kapodra
8. Sakkarpor
9. Sanjali
10. Panoli

Other Issues
・ Some Muslim PAPs were not able to attend because of Friday player.
They were invited to the PCM on the 21st.
・ PAP suggested that they should get the same rate as Haryana and Uttar
Pradesh States, which he thinks much higher.
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days, and quality of arrangement was
good.
3. Volunteers took active roles and encouraged PAPs to fill the feedback
forms.
4. One (1) of two (2) female participants is a non-PAP advocate.
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PCM
No.

V-7

Time,
Date, and
Venue
Nov. 22,
2011
11:30 –
13:15
Karjan

Invited Villages1

1. Mesrad
2. Mangrol
3. Kambola
4. Bodka
5. Handod
6. Khanda
7. Kurai
8. Pingalwada
9. Unitya Medad
10. Gosindra
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PCM Surat Jurisdiction
S-2
Nov. 15,
1.Vapi / Vapi-2
2011
2.Orvad
3.Rentlav
12:30 –
4.Motiwada
13:00
5.Umersadi
6.Haria
Vapi
7.Atul
8.Dived
9.Maghod
10.Pari Parnera

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

13

45 (1)

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. Maurya
(APM)
Mr. J. Singh
(APM)

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office
No

Other Issues
・ What will be the status of farmers who lose the entire land?
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days, and the venue was familiar
among PAPs since the last several PCMs for ESIA were held here, too.
3. Quality of arrangement was good.
4. Volunteers took active roles and encouraged PAPs to fill the feedback
forms.
Major points raised in Q &A session
・ Strong dissatisfaction towards compensation rate was expressed by many
PAPs. Some of them did so by saying they would not accept lower rate
than that of Surat.
・ Some PAPs enquired when the compensation for them will start.
・ A PAP demanded that his land should be compensated at the industrial
rate since the land for acquisition is located in the industrial area.
・ A PAP asked whether there are substantial supports for a vulnerable
person (76-year old widow who will lose her entire land) in his village.
・ PAPs demanded the work during the construction phase.

1

1 (0)

Mr. R. K.
Kapoor (PM),
Mr. U.K. Singh
(APM)

None

1.
2.
3.

Invitations were sent all in time.
The venue was the same as last three days. However, the meeting was
attended by little participant partially due to the renaming of venue.
Quality of venue arrangement was good.
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PCM
No.

Major points raised during the Q&A session
Dissatisfaction towards compensation based on the circle rate instead of the
true market rate was raised by a PAP, who is a rich contractor. In addition, he
raised another concern, i.e. the bank loan borrowed against his land, which
will be partially acquired by the DFC project.
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The following actions were taken immediately.
i. To call Sarpanches of the target 10 villages and ask him to invite PAPs
to the PCM planned on 16th in Valsad.
ii. To call individual PAPs of these 10 villages by using a list of mobile
numbers registered at the time of ESIA-PCM and invite them to the
PCM on 16th.
iii. In addition, a supplemental PCM will be reorganized later.

S-2
(II)

Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
Nov. 26,
S-2 villages except
2011
Haria

No. of
attended
Villages
5

No. of
Participants
(Women)
40 (20)

11:4513:00

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. R. K.
Kapoor (PM),
Mr. U.K. Singh
(APM)

Attendance from
Competent
Other Issues
Authority Office
None
1. This is the supplementary PCM for S-2 held on Nov. 15, 2011.
2. Invitations/ notices for this supplementary meeting were delivered by the
DHI teams on 24th and 25th.
3. Quality of venue arrangement was fair.
4. The entire PCM, including the presentation and Q&A session, went well.
5. Mr. Shashikant Patel, Sarpanch of Haria village also attended the meeting.

Valsad
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S-3

Nov. 16,
2011
11:30 –
13:30
Valsad

Nov. 17,
2011
11:45 –
13:30
Gandevi

12

1.Desra
2.Bhatha
3.Devdha
4.Sarikhurad
5.Saribujrang
6.Amalsad
7.Ancheli

8

88 (22)

75 (18)

Mr. R. K.
Kapoor (PM),
Mr. U.K. Singh
(APM)

Mr. S.P.Mittal
(PM), Mr. K.C.
Mathur (DPM),
Mr. D. M.
Sonavane (PM)

None

Mr. G. B.
Chauhan, Dy.
Mamlatdar

Major points raised during the Q&A session
・ Dissatisfaction towards compensation based on the circle rate instead of
the true market rate was presented by PAPs.
・ PAPs wish to be shareholders of the "profit-making" DFC project.
・ Whether the compensation is government tax-exempt is asked.
・ De-notification issue of non-acquired land was requested to be clarified by
PAPs.
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days.
3. Quality of venue arrangement was good.
4. The entire PCM, including the presentation and Q&A session, went well.
5. Once again, volunteers were not active in giving assistance to PAPs to
write the form.
6. Seventy five (75) PAPs including approximately 20 squatters in Desra
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S-4

1.Vasiyer
2.Abrama
3.Mograwadi
4.Pardi Sadpur
5.Vejalpur
6.Lilapur
7.Sarodhi
8.Chikhala
9.Sankar talav
10.Dungri
11.Rolla
12.Jespore
13.Olgaon
14.Jora Vasan

Major points raised during the Q&A session
・ Many PAPs complained that the invitation through Sarpanches is far less
effective and insisted that they should be invited individually.
・ Most PAPs expressed their dissatisfaction towards compensation based on
the circle rate and requested CPM office to carry out own market rate
survey.
・ Some PAPs concerned about the status of farmers who is going to lose his
entire farm land. If he considers as non-farmer, he will face the difficulty
to purchase agricultural land.
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days.
3. Quality of venue arrangement was good.
4. The entire PCM, including the presentation and Q&A session, went well.
5. Volunteers were not active in giving assistance to PAPs to write the form.
6. Eighty eight (88) PAPs including about 10 from the S-2 villages have
participated. 22 of them were female.
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PCM
No.

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Invited Villages1

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

8.Mohanpur
9.Khaparwada

S-5

Nov. 18,
2011
11:00

village have actively participated. 18 of them were female.

1.Vedchha
2.Mandir
3.Hansapore
4.Vejalpore

No PCM

No PCM

No PCM

No PCM

1.Veravan
2.Tavdi
3.Sagra
4.Chhinam
5.Kadoli
6.Mahuwar
7.Ponsra
8.Maroli

6
+ all 4
villages
of S-5

145 (18)

Mr. S.P. Mittal
(PM),
Mr. K. C.
Mathur (DPM)

Mr. G. B.
Chauhan,
retired Dy.
Mamlatdar
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Jalalpor

S-6

Nov. 21,
2011
11:30 –
14:30
Navsari
(Rural)

Other Issues

Major points raised during the Q&A session
・ Dissatisfaction towards compensation based on the circle rate instead of
the true market rate was presented by many PAPs. Under these
circumstanced, they considered “land for land” compensation as a fairer
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Major points raised during the Q&A session
・ Dissatisfaction towards compensation based on the circle rate instead of
the true market rate was presented by many PAPs.
・ PAPs demanded an employment opportunity from the railway sector.
・ Calculation method of compensation for trees was asked.
・ Squatters raised their concern regarding "3 month notice", saying 3
months are too short to relocate themselves.
Since only 7 PAPs came, the PCM was cancelled. Those 7 PAPs agreed to
re-attend the PCM planned on 21st Nov in the same Taluk.
Regarding the low participation, as per the discussion with CPM Surat, the
following actions were taken.
i. To invite S-5 villages to the PCM on 21st Nov.in Navsari (Rural)
ii. Since the originally planned venue became too small once we
amalgamated two PCMs (S-5 and S-6). DHI booked a bigger venue,
only 1 km away from the original venue.
iii. DHI team will visit (a) 4 villages of S-5 to re-invite PAPs to the PCM
on 21st and also visit (b) 8 villages of S-6 to inform the new venue and
encourage PAPs participation.
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days, and quality of venue
arrangement was good.
3. Volunteers became active in providing assistance to PAPs
4. 145 PAPs from 10 villages (4 villages of S-5 and 6 villages of S-6)
actively participated in the meeting.
5. On request form some PAPs and also confirmed by the CPM officials, the
initial part of the presentation had to be skipped but without affecting the
main part of key provisions.
6. Since there was a concern from the field staff, a police officer from the
nearest police station, Mr. D. A. Desai was invited and indeed attended the
meeting, although no violent incidents happened. Only some of PAPs
talked loudly and shouted slogans, but not violent in nature.
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PCM
No.

S-7

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Nov. 22,
2011
11:45 –
13:15
Palsana
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S-8

Nov. 23,
2011
11:30 –
13:45

No. of
attended
Villages

1.Kansad
2.Sachin
3.Unn
4.Bhestan
5.Bhedwad
6.Dindoli
7.Godadra
8.Devach
9.Dakhanwada
10.Sedhav
11.Niyol
12. Bharthana Kosad
13. Variyav
14.Kosad

7

1.Vedchha
2.Chhedchha
3.Kosmada
4.Khadsad
5.Pasodra
6.Laskana
7.Valak
8.Bhada
9.Abrama
10.Shekhpur
11.Kathodara

7

No. of
Participants
(Women)

24 (0)

46 (0)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Mr. S.P.Mittal,
(PM),
Mr. R.V.
Mishra, (APM),
Mr. P.K.Rai,
(DPM, CPM
Vadodara
Office)

Mr. S.P.Mittal,
(PM),
Mr. R.V.
Mishra, (APM),
Mr. P.K.Rai,
DPM (CPM
Vadodara
Office)

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Mr. R.G.Rohit,
Retired Dy.
Mamlatdar

Mr. R.G.Rohit,
Retired Dy.
Mamlatdar

Other Issues
compensation.
・ Other PAPs pointed out that the compensation is paid at once while DFC
is making profit permanently.
・ A participant, who is a chartered accountant demanded DFC to pay 20%
more to offset capital gain tax (20%) born by PAPs.
・ In general, PAPs are inclined to wait a new land acquisition law to be
effective.
1. Invitations were sent all in time.
2. The venue was the same as last three days, and quality of venue
arrangement was good. However, some PAPs complained that the venue
was far from their villages.
3. Since three villages under CPM Vadodara jurisdiction, namely Bharthana
Kosad, Variyav and Kosad, were invited to this PCM, a officer from CPM
Vadodara Office also attended the meeting.
4. In the above mentioned three villages, 69 out of 75 affected plots have
been completed compensation.
Major points raised during the Q&A session
・ Many PAPs expressed their discontents towards compensation rate. They
demanded that the compensation amount should be decided based on the
true market value or at least the latest new circle rate of April 2011.
・ (Concerns specific to the village Sayan form CPM Vadodara jurisdiction)
PAPs from Sayan were worried about delay of awarding compensation
amount while PAPs in all adjoining villagers have already received
compensation.
1. Invitations were sent all in time. However, most of the attended PAPs came to
know this meeting thorough the direct call from DHI the day before.
2. The venue was the same as last three days, and quality of venue
arrangement was good.
3. Since three villages under CPM Vadodara jurisdiction, namely Abrama,
Shekhpur and Kathodara were invited to this PCM, a officer from CPM
Vadodara Office also attended the meeting.
4. In the above mentioned three villages, 50 out of 53 affected plots have
been completed compensation.
5. Toward the end part of the PCM meeting, a few PAPs became aggressive
by the instigation of an advocate, and demanded copies of video footage as
well as registration form. The requested documents were provided.
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Palsana

Invited Villages1
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PCM
No.
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M-1

M-2

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Nov. 26,
2011

Nov. 15,
2011
11:55 –
13:35

1. Jaskhar
2. Sonari
3. Karal
4. Pagote
5. Sawarkhar
6. Shemtekhar
7. Jasai
8. Chirle
9. Paundkhar
10. Khatkhar
11. Bandkhar
1. Vahal
2. Pandeghar
3. Bambavi
4. Kunde Vahal
5. Ovale
6. Dapoli
7. Pargaon Inam
8. Kopar
9. Vadghar
10. Karanjade
11. Kalundre
12. Vichumbe
13. Panvel

No. of
attended
Villages

1

16

No. of
Participants
(Women)

19(3)

51 (3)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Mr. R.K.
Mishra
(Dy.PM)
Mr. S.V.
Deshpande
(APM)
P.M. Asai
(APM)

Mr. Deelip
Bhau Valanji
Tehsildar

Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
R.K.Mishra
(Dy PM),
P.M.Asai
(APM)

Mr. N.Bodhe,
Land
Acquisition
Officer

Other Issues
Major points raised during the Q&A session
・ Many PAPs expressed their demands towards better compensation, saying
as follows.
i. They should receive the compensation similar to the one of
Billimora village.
ii. They should get compensated for the last three years as their land
once notified has not been able to be utilized.
iii. New circle rate should be applied.
・ Although the land use category was transformed from agriculture to nonagriculture through registration at the Town Planning Department, the
change was not reflected in the 7/12, since usually it takes time to do so. A
PAP raised a issue whether his compensation rate decided as agricultural
land or non-agricultural land.
・ PAPs insisted that DFC should purchase not only ROW but 30m wide
more since PAPs are not allowed to build any structures in this area.
 Since they are all affected villages with only government plots, sarpanch
attended the PCM and no villagers attended the meeting.
 Since it was organized during the municipal level election, no issues were
discussed between sarpanch and the organizer since sarpanch are not
supposed to provide any political statement during the election.

Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Compensation package is much below PAPs’ expectation. Land rate is too
law.
 Job should be given permanent basis not temporary contract. Training for
job also should be provided at Railway’s cost.
Other Issues
 PAPs raised voice saying the PCM has no point suggestions/comments
given at previous PCMs have not been acknowledged. Also asked why
proceedings of previous PCMs have not given.
 Feedback forms were not filled at the venue. PAPs will return them
through Sarpanch later.
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Panvel

Invited Villages1
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PCM
No.

M-3

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Nov. 16,
2011
11:45 –
13:00
Panvel
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M-4

Nov. 20,
2011
11:30 –
13:17
Kalyan

Invited Villages1
14. Asudgaon
15. Tembhode
16. Valavali
17. Ambetkhar
18. Rodpali
19. Navadhe
20. Pendhar
21. Taloja
1. Pisarve
2. Rohinjan
3. Dhansar
4. Vaklan
5. Nighu
6. Usroli
7. Kolkhe
8. Kone
9. Chikhale

No. of
Participants
(Women)

5

71 (0)

17

79 (3)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
S.V.Deshpande
(APM),
P.M.Asai
(APM)

Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
S.V.Deshpande
(APM),
P.M.Asai
(APM), Mr.
Dhare (DFC)

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

None

Mr. Nitin
Chavan,
Tehsildar,
Kalyan

Other Issues

Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Compensation package is not realistic. Land rate is too law.
 PAP demanded land for land, house for house.
 Some PAPs insisted that they have not been paid compensation from
previous Railway projects.
Other Issues
 One PAP requested to stop the door to door survey without clarifying their
doubts.
 Feedback forms were not filled at the venue. PAPs will return them
through Sarpanch later.
Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Prevailing market rate should be used. Alternative accommodation should
be given before the relocation.
 There are many confusions and mistakes in 7/12.
 New land acquisition bill has been submitted to the Parliament, no
necessary to hurry go with current Act.
 Non-Objection Certificate should be issued regarding the construction of
the structure within 30 m from the ROW before acquisition.
Other Issues
 PAP demanded to receive record of the previous PCMs and to have higher
authorities’ presence at the PCM.
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1. Ghesar
2. Nilaje
3. Katai
4. Usarghar
5. Betavade
6. Bhopar
7. Nandivali
8. Aayre
9. Kopar
10. Juni-Dombivli
11. Thakurli
12. Navagaon
13. Gaodevi
14. Pimpalner
15. Pimplas
16. Ovali
17. Kamatghar
18. Rahanal
19. Kalwar
20. Wadghar

No. of
attended
Villages
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PCM
No.

M-5

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Nov. 24,
2011
11:30 –
13:30
Vasai
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M-6

Nov. 21,
2011
11:15 –
13:18

21. Dunge
22. Vadunavghar
23. Kharbao
24. Malodhi
25. Payegaon
26. Paye
1. Nagle
2. Shilottar
3. Sasunavghar
4. Sarjamori
5. Mori
6. Kaman
7. Bapane
8. Juchandra
9. Chandrapada
10. Tivri
11. Rajavalli
12. Gokhivare
13. Bilalpada
14. Dhaniv
15. Bhatpadi
16. Chandansar
17. Shirgaon
18. Dahisar
19. Kasrali
1. Wadi Saravali
2. Kandanvan
3. Karvale
4. Sartodi
5. Saphale
6. Umbarpada
Nandade
7. Kardal (Old Makan
Kapase)
8. Kapase
9. Makunsar
10. Rothe
11. Kelve Road

No. of
attended
Villages

No. of
Participants
(Women)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

13

153 (0)

Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
R.K.Mishra
(Dy PM), Mr.
S.V. Despande
(APM), Mr.
P.M.Asai
(APM),
Mr.Naveen
Patil (APM)

Mr. Bipin Patel
(?), Mr. S.
Thorat, Naib
Tehsildar

Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Time frame for setting claims was asked.
 Meaningful discussions won’t take place until DFC present concrete land
rates.
 The farmers who will lose all land lose their status as farmers, and
therefore cannot obtain farm land.
 Compensations from previous projects have not been paid yet.
 Non-Objection Certificate should be issued regarding the construction of
the structure within 30 m from the ROW before acquisition.
 PAPs should be share holder of the project.]
 More than one 20A have been issued and no activities have been able to
conduct in the notified area. It should be compensated.
 What kind of compensation will be given to the tribal people who are
residing forest area?

26

200 (52)

Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
R.K.Mishra
(Dy PM), Mr.
P.M.Asai
(APM), Mr.
P.N.Dhere
(APM)

None

Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Change in ROW confused some PAPs.
 Time frame for implementation of land acquision was questioned.
 PAPs insisted not to cooperate until the new land acquisition bill is passed.
 A PAP insisted that he will appeal to the High Court as it is the only way
to success, he believes.

Other Issues

Other Issues
 Invitation letters were not sent to all PAPs.
 PAPs complained about not getting any record of the previous PCMs and
no presence of CPM Mumbai.
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Palghar

Invited Villages1
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PCM
No.
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M-7

Time,
Date, and
Venue

Nov. 23,
2011
11:00 –
13:05
Dahanu

Invited Villages1

No. of
Participants
(Women)

20

103 (15)

Attendance
from CPM
Office

Attendance from
Competent
Authority Office

Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
R.K.Mishra
(Dy PM), Mr.
G.S.Choudhry
(Dy CPM), Mr.
P.M.Asai
(APM), Mr.
Naveen Patil
(APM)

Mr. M.M.Gavit
(Land
Acquisition
Officer), Mr.
Sanhke, Naib
Tehsildar,
Dahanu

Other Issues

Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Change in ROW is not acceptable for some PAPs.
 Jobs should be provided to PAFs.
 Time frame for implementation of land acquision was questioned.
 A newly constructed borewell may not be productive, then the farm will
be ruined.
 Farmers who lose all land will be no farmers anymore and will have
difficulty purchasing new land.
 PAPs insisted that land acquisition should be done after the new land
acquisition law is passed.
 Dahanu detour should be cancelled as it is in an eco-sensitive zone.
Other Issues
 Invitation letters were not sent to all PAPs. Also the notice was given to
unrelated people.
 PAPs complained about not getting any record of the previous PCMs and
response from CPMs.
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12. Kasbe Mahim
13. Navli
14. Palghar
15. Gothanpur
16. Kolgaon
17. Umroli
18. Birwadi
19. Panchali
20. Kambalgaon
21. Khairapada (Old
Saravali)
22. Dandipada
23. Boisar
24. Katkar
25. Rani Shingaon
26. Navale
1. Kolavali
2. Vangaon
3. Kapshi
4. Asangaon
5. Dehane
6. Pale
7. Aagwan
8. Saravali
9. Patilpada
10. Manfod
11. Junnarpada
12. Nandore
13. Dahanu
14. Kasara
15. Waki
16. Ambewadi
17. Chikhale
18. Gholwad
19. Bordee
20. Brahmanpada
21. Borigaon
22. Vevaji

No. of
attended
Villages
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PCM
No.

M-8

Time,
Date, and
Invited Villages1
Venue
Nov. 25,
1. Narivali
2011
2. Wadavali

No. of
attended
Villages
5

No. of
Participants
(Women)
20(0)

11:30 –
12:30
Thane

M-9

Nov. 18,
2011
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1. Govada
2. Dahad
3. Solsumba
12:10 –
4. Humbran
14:30
5. Sanjan
6. Gumse Kankaria
Umergaon 7. Tumb
8. Malav
9. Deheli
10. Vankash
11. Bhilad
12. Karamveli
13. Valvada
Source: JICA Survey Team

12

193 (24)

Attendance
from CPM
Office
Mr. N.Shetty
(Dy CPM), Mr.
R.K.Mishra
(Dy PM), Mr.
S.V. Despande
(APM), Mr.
P.M.Asai
(APM),
Mr.Naveen
Patil (APM)
Mr.
R.K.Mishra
(Dy PM), Mr.
R.K.Kapoor
(PM), Mr.
U.K.Singh
(APM)

Attendance from
Competent
Other Issues
Authority Office
Mohan Mali,
Major points raised during the Q&A session
Dy Sabhapati,
 Alignment should be changed. Request has been submitted but no
Bhopar
response from CPM.
Other Issues
 The venue is not appropriate. The PCM should be held in the villages.

None

Major points raised during the Q&A session
 Irrigation facility will be lost by the land acquisition. PAP demanded DFC
to provide similar facility.
 Land for land, and a job for a PAF was demanded by PAPs.
Other Issues
 There is a lot of confusion among PAPs about exact area for acquisition.
 20E notification should be published at least two local newspapers in
vernacular language.
 PAPs are not aware of field surveys (Joint Measurement Survey?). The
survey should informed and include PAPs.

Final Report
The Preparatory Survey for Dedicated Freight Corridor (Phase 2)(II)

PCM
No.

March 2012

Part III Attachment

Final Report
The Preparatory Survey for Dedicated Freight Corridor (Phase 2)(II)

March 2012

(2) Major Questions and Answers at PCM for Draft RRP
Topics
General

Land Rate
Market Rate

PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
PAPs wanted to hear more concrete
compensation rates. At the previous PCMs
(on ESIA) they were told that this RRPPCM would stress upon issues related to
compensation in particular, they were
disappointed and even angry with the
delivery of the DRAFT RRP PCM
presentation.


There is a wide gap between true market
rate and circle rate. Compensation rate
should be based on true market value.



Other Land
Related Issues

CPM or CA’s Response



Why circle rate of 2008 was applied when 
the land was being acquired in 2011?
At least the new circle rate (“Jantri rate”), 
which has already been adopted on April
01, 2011 should be applied. (Gujarat)



The land rate is rising day by day. Why the

Competent Authority does not consider
this for compensation?



Despite the proof of higher market rates,
why PAPs are not being paid according to
the copies of sale deeds presented to the
Competent Authority? Whey land that was
taken in 2011, but the compensation was
paid at the rate of 2008.



Piramal village is only 1.5 km from the
Gujarat Industrial Development
Corporation (GIDC) so the land here
should fetch the same price as in GIDC.
Compensation for the land that has been
acquired in Gujarat was far less than the
Haryana, U.P. and other States. Why are
we being paid less?
Some Private Sector Companies, such as
HPCL, BP, Reliance Petrochemical,
Gujarat Gas, etc. recently given a much
higher rate to the PAPs. This model could
be used by Railways.












A part of the land has been acquired by the
Greater Noida Industrial Development
Authority (GNIDA). Same rate should be
paid by DFCCIL for land acquisition.



The circle rate of the village is much lower 
than the neighboring villages. How best
can PAPs proof proper land rate. (Haryana)

The land is being acquired for a special
project under Railways, fixation of market
rate could be based on either on circle rate or
highest amount of at least 50% sale deeds for
last 3 years plus 60% solatium.
Specific circle rate is being followed based
on cut-off date.
The market survey was done and report was
sent to JICA and DFCCIL to inform them
about the gap between circle rate and true
market rate. This finding will be incorporated
in final RRP Report. (Surat)
The compensation would be paid on the basis
of cut-off date, which is the date of
publication of 20A. Therefore any such
reference that will be considered for deciding
the rate should be of past three years of the
cut-off day. In Haryana, before
commencement of the Committee meeting on
land rate fixing, PAPs should go and meet the
Commissioner with mass application on
required and acceptable land rates. This
would help in finalizing the land rates based
on the hearing of PAPs.
The Competent Authority would seek
information from the GIDC on its land
acquisition policy and rate of land.

Compensation rate is calculated for category
of land mentioned in 7/12 revenue land
records. As of now, the compensation rate is
based either on circle rate or highest amount
of at least 50% sale deeds for last 3 years plus
60% solatium. Moreover, rate for new
construction of buildings are given based on
basic scheduled rates of Public Works
Department.
Mr. Singhal explained it saying that the rate
would be finalized by SDM following UP
Legal Framework. In addition he mentioned
about 60% over and above additional
payment of compensation. The PAP seemed
to be satisfied.
PAPs can go appeal to Sub-divisional
Magistrate prior to the meeting with the
Commissioner. (Land rate for acquisition of
Haryana State is decided by the
Commissioner after he/she discusses with the
Patwari, Revenue Officer and CPM office).

Part III Attachment
Page A-III-102

Final Report
The Preparatory Survey for Dedicated Freight Corridor (Phase 2)(II)

Topics

PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
The 20A was canceled and reissued twice 
since 2008, and the PAP lost his income
from not being able to cultivating land. It
should be compensated.

Compensation that will be given is too low
to buy new land for Agriculture. How can
farmers survive?

Why DFCCIL does not engage the market 
survey to find out the real market rate?


Other
Compensation
Related Issues







Delay in Payment
of Compensation
(Vadodara and
Surat)



Relocation and
Compensation for
Non-title Holders






Provision for

shifting allowance
Compensation for
shifting of
Facilities





Compensation for
structures





Do not engage any agency for deciding
compensation. It should be given as per the
Railways rules.
There will be lot of activities during
construction of DFCC on the adjoining
lands resulting in destruction of crops and
degradation of land. How will that be
compensated?
In previous PCMs, PAPs were told that
they would get annuity based on the
Haryana States Law.
In previous meeting, PAPs are told to
receive different (higher) rate of
compensation. What is the truth?
Some of the PAPs have still not been paid
the compensation amount. Why is the
delay? (Vadodara)
Some of the PAPs said that they should be
paid the compensation with 15% interest as
they have suffered loss due to delay in
payment.
Scheduled Caste PAPs (encroachers)
demanded to be provided some land to
reconstruct their houses. Historically, the
legal papers (such as 7/12) had not been
provided to the SC, who have live in land
for several decades. Their houses are
shown on the village map issued by the
DLRO. That means their claim was
legal.(Vadodara)
Three month notice (for encroachers) is too
short and insufficient to relocate.
The provisions for compensation on
shifting allowance?







March 2012

CPM or CA’s Response
Joint Measurement has been conducted and
only areas lying between 30 -60 m of the
alignment will be acquired.

The rates are decided by the Competent
Authority. If needed, CA can constitute a
market survey (Vadodara).
The compensation will be decided by the
Competent Authority and no other agency
will be involved for that.
The construction will be done by different
agencies. They will be responsible for
agreement to use private lands.

The State Low applies only for determining
the land rate. Annuity will not be provided.
The hand-out (written document) explains
compensation package for the project.



The paper works are being completed and
disbursement of compensation amount will
start soon. (Phone numbers of the individuals
were taken and assured them that they will
inform them about the status of payment to
them after consulting the CPM office.)



Your claim can be validated only if you have
a legal document such as form 7/12. This
issue has been referred to the District
Collector and he has to decide about your
claim. The CPM will arrange a joint meeting
with the Competent Authority to hear your
grievances.



The shifting allowance will be paid to the
affected families.

Compensation for shifting facilities such as
irrigation pipelines from the other parts of
the land which is parted due to rail track?
Who would pay for shifting of facilities
such as bore well and irrigation pipeline in
the field.
While acquiring his property the project
will disrupt the irrigation facility (tube
well) on his farm. Can the DFC authorities
assure a similar source of water in the
remaining part of his property?
What will PAPs do in case DFC affect
existing facilities such as cable lines,
underground water lines, sewerage line,
telephone cables?



PAPs should have claimed such
compensation. However, PAPs can still
petition competent authority for such claims.



The cost of shifting of facilities will be borne
of the DFCCIL.



Efforts would be made to compensate the
facility.



No such structure would be affected. But in
case, any shifting is required, it will be done
by DFC at its own cost. But after 10 years or
more, if any maintenance is required, it will
have to be done by PAPs themselves after
taking permission from Railways.

The extra expenses will be involved to



PAPs should claim all anticipated expenses to
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Topics

Compensation for
out of RoW



Employment








Compensation to 
the wage laborers


Compensation of
Structures out of
RoW
Complete
Compensation is
not paid to
Vadodara PAPs






Vadodara/Surat
PAPs not have
been paid yet



Community
Structures



Time frame for
Arbitration



PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
shift the facility (e.g. wells) including
building the electric poles, wires, etc. Will
DFC compensate these costs as well?
Since the Indian Railway does not allow
developing structures within 30 meters of
railway boundary, PAPs can not use these
areas as well. The Indian Railway should
acquire this portion too.
One-job-per-family should be delineated
properly and should have entitlement for
not only the name of the titleholder but all
the families under the plot ownership to be
considered for the provision.
People should get employment based on
qualification. If anyone is not interested in
employment, they should get the benefit of
lifetime pension.
Permanent employment should be given to
the PAPs, not temporary. Training cost
should be also provided.
A household is often conglomeration of
several separate families. If there are more
than one claimants in the affected
household, who will get the job?
The survey agency did not identify
correctly the number of agricultural
laborers employed in the fields that have
been acquired. As a result, they could not
be paid compensation.
(Vadodara: it is suspected that some
people are filing false claims)
Compensation for the structure that is out
of RoW, but would be affected by the
vibration.
PAPs in Vadodara who have already been
paid did know about some of the benefits,
such as additional benefits to the
Vulnerable Persons that should have been
given to the PAPs.
Most of the PAPs were not aware of their
entitlement regarding the payment of Rs.
15 per square meter for the land acquired
over and above 1500 sq. m. As they were
not aware, neither they claimed any such
compensation not have been paid by the
Competent Authority.
why some of PAPs still not given payment
since all adjoining villages have already
received payment (2) how much payment
will be given for trees (3) there are lot of
concerns on payment for trees because lot
of non-genuine payments have been done
in nearby villages.
Whether their “Shamshan Bhumi”
(Cremation Ground) was going to be
divided in two parts?
What is the time frame to settle all the
claims? Previous acquisitions have not
been satisfactory. Arbitration process takes
long time.
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CPM or CA’s Response
get compensated at the Joint Measurement
Survey.


Land within 30 m still belongs to PAPs, and
they can develop structures and assets in this
area after taking the NOC from the Indian
Railways.



The process of implementation of the scheme
was being worked out and will be known to
the PAPs once finalized. In Palwal, copies of
the notification were provided to PAPs.



PAPs should get the land record updated if
the land has been inherited by several
families.



In that case, they have an option of going for
arbitration as compensation for such cases
has already been awarded.



Design of the DFCC was such that there will
no impact of the vibration on the structures
out of RoW.
They can go to arbitrator to claim such
benefits if they think that have not been given
those benefits.





DFCCIL officers took the phone number of
the Sarpanch and promised him to get back to
him with full information on this issue.



The award for land has already been prepared
by the land acquisition officer and payment
process will start within a month. For all
assets on acquired land, award is being
prepared by the land acquisition officer and
accordingly payment will be done.



DFCCIL and CA informed that the said land
was not being acquired.
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Topics
Middlemen

Language
Compensation
Document



of 

Timing of RRP- 
PCM


Organization
of 
PCMs in Villages

Corporate Land









Farmers cannot get 
new
land
for
Agriculture

Definition of the 
Marginal Farmers

PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
Several PAPs in his village had been
contacted by touts and middlemen who
promised them good compensation.
Authorities should stop these people who
might take the advantage of ignorance of
PAPs on their entitlement and rights.
The letter given by the Competent
Authority, explaining award that given to
PAPs were written in English language
which most of the PAPs did not
understand, and that made it difficult to
understand provision properly. It should be
delivered in vernacular language
(Gujarati).
It would have been more relevant and
useful if Entitlement Matrix information
were shared with the PAPs before the
award of compensation.
It was too early to go for RRP related
PCMs when much of the provisions have
not taken any concrete shape. It would
have been better to have the RRP PCM
after fixing the Entitlements to final level.
The PCM should not have been organized
on Fridays. He said it would have been
better to organize PCM in the
villages.(Muslim Community)
Higher authority (CA) should attend the
PCM.
A large piece of land which was acquired
by the company for constructing housing
for its staff has been divided into several
parts due to DFCC and now there cannot
be housing built there. Can it be changed?



March 2012

CPM or CA’s Response
DFCCIL or Competent Authority has not
authorized any agency or person to negotiate
with PAPs. So they should be careful and
inform such incidents to the office of CPM or
Competent Authority immediately.



The CA and DFCCIL officials assured the
participants that they would share this request
with the Competent Authority.



DFCCIL already had several meetings with
the PAPs to inform them about their
entitlement.



DFCCIL should have considered this fact and
have not organized PCM on Friday.



They were not able to attend, but the message
will be conveyed.
The said piece of land was purchased by
IPCL about 16-17 years back and no
construction has been made till date. The
issues have also been discussed with Vice
President of the company. Now at this stage
the alignment cannot be changed.
At the time of issuance of the 20A, the land
was recorded agricultural land because the
company had not renewed the status of land
within given time of 3 years.
For the access, an under bridge is planned.
However, if the company can share its
development plan with DFCCIL and request
for another approach it could be considered.
However, an over bridge cannot be provided.
All the roads marked on the village map
would be kept intact through provision of
under bridge or any another alternative
option. Also, if the land is divided and some
parts of the land were being unproductive,
PAP may seek for compensation for that.
Certificate will be provided.



The compensation paid to them should be 
as per the non-Agricultural land rate and
not for the agricultural land as they have
already converted the land use.
Earlier their land has been taken for

National Highways Authority of India
(NHAI). As result of these acquisitions, the
entire land has been divided into several
parts. There will be problem of approach to
the different piece of land after the
construction of housing colonies.
(all from a representative of the Reliance
Industry)
Farmers who lose 100% land will lose their 
right to buy agricultural land if they are not
able to do so within six months. Ultimately
his name will not appear in the 7/12
extracts if he delays buying land and
ultimately he will lose his rights as an
agriculturist.
The definition of the marginal framers

given in the presentation was not right in
Gujarat context. Here the Marginal
Farmers are those who have less than 1.5
Ha.

The definition was as per NRRP 2007. He
will check with the State Government and
rectify.
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Topics
Flooding
Vibration

and 


Error in Village 
Maps
Confusion in the

Land Record


Incorrectness in
20A






PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
The construction of high tracks may result 
in flooding of their agricultural fields.
Operations of freight trains will impact old
structures due to vibrations. If any damage
occurs to these buildings due to vibration,
necessary compensation should be paid.

There are errors in the village map.



There are many mistakes in the 7/12
records. The 7/12 records have no
relevance.



The changes in land category that had
reported long time ago have not been
correctly reflected on 7/12 records.
The plot numbers were not included in the
news paper announcement (20A).
However, they are shown in the map and t
he pillars are put in the plot as well. This
need to be straight.
Names of some of the titleholders whose
land to be acquired were missing in the
20A notification.
There are discrepancies in 20A and actual
title-holders of affected plot.
All PAPs asked for compensation amount
to be paid to them at once, they would not
allow any process of installments.







Payment in one
installation



New Bill



Land should be acquired only after new
Land Acquisition Bill is passed in the
Parliament.



Basis of giving
interest on late
payment



What is the basis of giving interest on late
payment of compensation amount?



Clarification on

residual portion of
land

Clarify what provisions would be given if
they lose a small portion of land due to
bifurcation.



Clarification on

additional ex-gratia

Does the additional ex-gratia payment of

Rs 20,000 for land up to 1500 sq. m will be
given to each titleholder?
PAPs had not received any response to the
objections raised by them during one
month notice after 20A Notification. They
had submitted many applications to the
CPM Office but not a single reply had
been received by them. They are losing
confidence in this project and doubt the
working of railways. They have now
decided to send applications to everyone at
the Centre including the Prime Minister.
PAPs demanded to reply to their
memorandum within 7 days which was
submitted at previous ESIA PCM Meeting

Poor Response
from DFC
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CPM or CA’s Response
There would be no flooding due to DFCC as
all necessary mitigation measures would be
taken during designing, execution and
operations of the corridor in order to avoid
such incidents. Similarly, results of the study
done by DFCCIL to know the impact of the
vibration on the structure suggests that the
vibration level would be much below the
normal level. It will not impact the structures.
PAP should meet DLRO in this regard and
file an application for corrections.
The 7/12 records will be clarified by the
Competent Authority, which DFC will
facilitate. DFC would commence the JMS
soon and the confusion would be cleared.
They should file objection at the CA office as
the land rate is decided based on the land
category.
The Joint Measurement exercise will clear
the issue.

DFCCIL could look into the matter, if the
plot numbers are provided to them.
It could be rectified during Joint
Measurement. PAPs can also to report to
Patwari.

If the new bill is passed, all new rates will be
paid to them. If rate is fixed prior to the
enactment of the new bill, then the difference
in compensation will be paid separately at a
later date. (TBC)
Compensation payment should be given
within one year of issue of 20F with
provision of further extension of six months.
If still there is any delay, the interest will be
paid @5% per month for six months.
Either the Railways will acquire their small
portion of land or they will get 25% of the
land hardship compensation for that portion
of land without its purchase.
It will be given to each titleholder whose
name is mentioned in 7/12 land revenue
record.
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Topics





PAP should

receive fare share
of the DFC Project






Applicability of
tax on
compensation





Width of ROW



PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
There have been so many PCM meetings
but no result has been given to PAPs in
writing.
Suggestions, and demand of PAPs
mentioned at the PCMs have not been
taken by DFC. No feedbacks to PAPs.
No record of the meetings has been
provided to PAPs regardless written
request from PAPs.
Comments and opinions raised in the
previous PCMs have not been reflected in
the presentation at all (draft RRP).
Therefore, PAPs do not submit feedback
forms.
This project is in PPP mode (public-private
partnership) and hence would benefit
multinational and Indian private companies
(2) Since this project is spending 90
million dollar, they are not aware of as to
how much money is being spent on land
acquisition (3) This is a commercial
project and not a public purpose project.
The land was being acquired for industrial
purpose, why agricultural rates were not
being considered?
Each PAP should be given partnership in
the profit of railways since they will be
gaining permanently whereas PAPs will be
losing their land. There should be a
provision of pension so that PAPs can be a
part and parcel of the project.
PAPs should get some discount on fares
for travelling in passenger trains in any
part of India.
Each PAP would be subjected to 20%
capital gain tax on the compensation, so
this loss should be additionally
compensated by Railways.
Clarification needed if the compensation
amount would be subjected to any
government tax.
The width of ROW should be reduced in
order to save Mosque and Houses.
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CPM or CA’s Response



This is purely a 100% Government project
and there is no private partnership. Secondly,
this is not a commercial project but project of
national interest and would benefit all people
either directly or indirectly.



The land was being acquired for public
purpose not for industrial purpose. It will
help decongest the passenger routes and also
help agricultural products to be transported
speedily.



Railways is not deducting any Tax at source
on any paid amount. Whether at all this
capital gain tax applies or not, would be
clarified by DFC and informed to PAPs
accordingly. PAPs would be communicated
on this later.



The width of ROW has already been reduced
at appropriate places from normal 30m to 18
m. and thus met their demand. (PAPs were
somehow not aware of this change.)
DFC is acquiring land only as per
requirement. In order to give appropriate
curve to the alignment to protect some
religious structures or to maintain appropriate
distance between old bridge on rivers such as
Kaveri, Ambika so that new bridge do not
affect the structures of old bridge.
ROW varies from location to location.



Why ROW has been widen from the earlier 
plan from 20-22 m to 30-60 m?



Why DFC is acquiring different width of
land such as 27 m, 40 m or 60 m?
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Topics
Demand for
Immediate Action
from DFC







Cut-off date



Process of de- 
notification of nonacquired land

Alignment, Detour, 
BOR, etc.




Cost of trees




Maharashtra
Committee



PAPs’ Comments, Questions, Opinions, etc.
Joint meeting with the District Collector, 
CA and CPM in the first week of
December 2011 to answer to their queries
face to face
Copy of final RRP Report having details

on land compensation to each
representative of PAPs in each village
Copies of NRRP 2007 and RAA 2008
should be provided to the representatives
of PAPs
Committee should be formed at the District
level who can deal with their issues
A copy of the Government Resolution
issued in the Maharashtra?
People were having confusion in correct

cut-off date for their area.
When notification was issued by DFC,
entire area of a particular survey number
was notified. But now when DFC has
identified the exact area to be acquired in a
particular survey number, the remaining
non-acquired land should be de-notified so
that they can make use of this part of land.
Option should be explored by DFC to
change alignment. Existing roads and
passages to farm lands should not be
affected. ROB or RUBs should be added.
Dahanu detour is being imposed in spite of
alternative plans showing feasibility of
parallel lines. The detour plan has not been
made available. Dahanu is an eco-sensitive
zone as per the MoEF Notification.
Developments in such zones are restricted.
Current alignment should be changed.
DFC is violating Faridabad Master Plan.
(Faridabad)
What compensation will be given to us for
fruit trees? We need explanation on this.
There are many concerns on compensation
on trees because there are so many ingenuine payments have been done in
neighboring villages. (Sayan Village,
Vadodara)
PAP asked whether the committee has
been formed and demanded that at least
two members of the committee should be
present in PCMs to indicate seriousness of
purpose. Only those authorities who can
take decisions should be present.
NOCs should be issued before acquisition
starts.

NOC (Non

Objection
Certificate)
Source: JICA Survey Team
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CPM or CA’s Response
These demands of PAPs will be discussed
with higher authorities and suitable actions
will be taken.
It can be obtained from corporate office of
DFCCIL, JST or from Maharashtra
Government.

The cut-off date in their area was informed.



This issue is very much in consideration of
CPM Surat and appropriate action would be
taken soon.



They are included in the DFC drawings. They
can also arrange a joint ground survey to
determine the location of ROBs. (Mumbai)
There was an appeal from the District
Authority, but Chief Secretary of Haryana
declined this appeal. Faridabad Master Plans
is not violated, he says.





The valuation of each tree is done by the
Horticulture Department. (One concrete
example was explained, using compensation
for a mongo tree)



The mechanism of the Committee was
explained, and PAPs were assured that they
would get ample opportunity to interact with
them to their satisfaction.
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Attachment III.4.1 Summary of Draft RRP Report for Information
Dissemination
(1)

Summary of Draft RRP (English, Hindi, Gujarati, Marathi)

[English]
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