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Field survey report

Phan Ri-Phan Thiet Irrigation Project

n

Environmental Review Process|

11

Preparatory process for EIA
1) Consultation process with project affected peoples (PAPS).
O Scoping stage of EIA report
Scoping consultation meetings for EIA were held by consultants with
participation of Provincial People's Committee (PPC) officials and related
departments and district officials as stakeholders in August 2004.

O Draft EIA stage

Draft EIA report was discussed in consultation meetings organized twice in the
Project area (One was held in western area, the other in eastern area). The
participants were commune officials and PAPs. Relevant information (such as
environmental and social impact, and countermeasures for that) was disclosed
before the consultations. The consultants provided summary of EIA reports
(brochures) to PAPs at the meeting.

2) Selection of the participants to consultation
Written invitations were sent to Commune People’s Committee (CPC) and CPC
announced to random possible PAPs. However, not all possible PAPs got the
information and fewer decided to come to meetings. In total there were 86 PAPs
participants in two EIA consultations meetings.

3) Results of the consultation

Comments to EIA were noted in minutes of the consultation meetings.

At the consultation meeting on scoping, participants clarified many points such
as planning of residential areas, increase water content in soil, afforestation to
improve the environment and other considerations of water pollution during

construction.

At consultation meetings on draft EIA report, local participants expressed their
concerns for sanitation conditions during the construction period. The workers
camps must have sanitation facilities to avoid pollution to local residents. The



ground water would increase which would cause direct contacts with polluted
water from livestock, fertilizers and pesticides used in the field surface.

These issues had been already discussed in the draft EIA report, so that the
contents of EIA report were not modified especially.

!T'_ T |

Picture 1: Review mission meeting with PAPs in Song Binh commune

1.2 Recognition of EIA system and EIA report for this project

The summary of EIA report was distributed during the consultation meeting,
and, authorities made explanation on it and responded to the questions from
PAPs.

During interviews and consultations with PAPs in Song Binh and Hai Ninh
Communes on the mission, most of the farmers did not remember the EIA
consultations exactly, because it was held long time ago, in 2004, among many of
meetings they attended. However, they admitted receiving some summary
brochures with information about the irrigation project at the consultation
meetings.

1.3 Disclosure of approved EIA report (present status)
1) Disclosure notice
No official disclosure notice was made such as announcement through radio,
news paper etc., but such information was distributed through the



administration system in Vietnam, from Province to Districts, District to
Communes, Commune to village heads and village heads to heads of population
groups.

2) Place and period of disclosure.

EIA report is available at Provincial Office for Phan Ri - Phan Thiet Irrigation
project, Department of Agriculture and Rural Development (DARD), Department
of Natural Resource and Environment (DONRE) and DPC at least during the
construction period.

3) Access to EIA report by the people, etc.

In addition to distributing the EIA summary report in the consultation meetings,
people can access to local district authorities to have a copy of EIA report.
However, no one has come to refer the disclosed EIA report, because PMU noted
that EIA is a technical report which is too difficult to understand for PAPs and
traveling all the way to provincial capital of Phan Thiet to have EIA copied is not
practical, and that more practical to have summary version available at the
district and commune level.

1.4  Confirmation of the contents of EIA report
1) Comparison of the contents.
The version of EIA report disclosed in Vietnam is the same as one disclosed in
JBIC Tokyo.

1.5 Preparatory process for Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)

1) Consultation process with project affected people.

Meetings for discussion of draft RAP were held at the provincial level with
participation from departments and People's Committee officials. Further 7
meetings were held at commune level with participation of commune officials
and PAPs. Consultants chaired the meetings and noted comments by the
participants. Conclusions of the meeting and summary of comments were
explained at the end of meetings.

2) Selection of the participants to consultation

According to PMU, total number of PAPs participants to RAP meetings was 268.
The Commune People's Committee (CPC) was responsible to inform all possible
PAPs on the meeting time. The CPC announced to all interested through
population units. Those PAPs who could arrange time had come to meetings.



3) Results of the consultation.

The location of settlement area to be newly developed and compensation are the
most concerns of PAPs and that reflected in the number of comments on RAP.
(December 2005). RAP was revised about five times, taking all comments from
different meetings at different levels.

E.g. In Section 5.3 of RAP on classification and definition of priority for land
acquisition and resettlement, the criteria for classification were changed many
times to integrate interests of different groups. Although RAP was not changed
since 2005, the compensation price table is updated annually.

2

Post Environmental Review|

As the project had not started the implementation, land acquisition and any civil

work at the time of the review mission, the assessment of implemented mitigation

measures and environmental monitoring was not possible. Instead, the report will

list measures to be implemented.

2.1

Implementation of mitigation measures (environmental consideration)

1) Measures to be implemented
During construction phase
Measures against air pollution
Measures against impacts on water quantity and quality
Measures against excavated soils
Measures against health impact on workers.
Measures against Forest protection (to be continued during Operation
stage).
Measures against risk from unexploded ordnance

During operation and maintenance stage
Measures against impact of local inundation
Measures against usage to be increased of pesticides and fertilizer due to
agricultural extension and intensification.
Measures against impact of increased water uses and solid wastes (health
promotion activities).
Measures of infectious disease caused by mosquitoes

2) Issues and difficulties, etc.
During interviews of PAPs, people's expressed concerns about construction may

4



block their access to the cultivated field, causing temporary blocking of existing
irrigation channel, flooding during construction and sanitation conditions of
construction workers camps.

2.2 Implementation of EMP

The project referred to Environmental Monitoring Plan (EMP) as part of EIA, not

Environmental Management Plan.
1) Any modification of EMP (if already prepared at the time of appraisal).
During the appraisal, it was agreed to include forest protection program to EMP
and monitoring for mosquito-borne infectious diseases was included in EMP.
There has been no modification in the EMP since then.

2) Implementation status of EMP, etc.
Not implemented because civil works have not started. Once contractors are
selected the PMU and contractors will work on EMP implementation.

2.3 Implementation of Environmental monitoring
1) Plan for Environmental monitoring
The items to be monitored are as follows:
Construction Phase
o Air quality
o Water quality
o Mosquito-born infectious diseases
The monitoring will be conducted by CPO and reported to MARD, DONRE. The
results of monitoring will be examined by environmental specialists of CPO and
DONRE.

Operation Phase

o Water quality

e \Vegetation for change of vegetation cover, damage and exploitation of

forest resources, condition of afforested or planting areas.

e Mosquito-born infectious diseases
Department of Natural Resources and Environment (DONRE) and the Ministry
of Natural Resources and Environment (MONRE) will take the responsibility for
monitoring at O&M stage.

2) Plan for disclosure of the monitoring results.
The monitoring results are supposed to be disclosed at the provincial DONRE.
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2.5

2.6

Implementation of mitigation measures (social consideration)

1) Measures to be implemented
Measures against possible disruption to local communities from construction
activities will be implemented.

2) Issues and difficulties, etc.

During interviews, people expressed their concerns about temporary
interruption of access to market by the Project, access to cultivated land and for
people to visit their relatives. Experience of delayed project showed that it
caused very difficult conditions for normal life.

Resettlement Action Plan
1) Any change to the RAP after the appraisal.
There is no change to the RAP which was prepared before the appraisal. The
actual number of affected household might change because of long time from
preparation period. The actual number will be defined in the land acquisition
decision of the districts which should follow latest government regulations on
resettlement.

2) Progress of the resettlement, etc.

Not started but the Decision 05/2008 of PPC on Land Acquisition was made on 6
June 2008. Detailed land acquisition decisions will be made at the district level.
In the Project, Resettlement is not expected but settlement to newly developed
area is expected. The settlement will be conducted as a separate project from the
Project itself using national budget. During that settlement process, people will
voluntarily move to settlement cluster with infrastructure provided by the
government.

Livelihood of Project affected peoples (PAPs)
1) Detailed information of PAPs.
140 households affected, according to report of 2004. No housing land is to be
acquired. A detailed inventory of land properties will be conducted in project
affected area.

2) Current status of payment of compensation.
No payment has been made.



2.7 Consideration for vulnerable groups
1) Any plans for considering vulnerable groups for the project
The vulnerable groups in Phan Ri - Phan Thiet Irrigation project include Hoa,
Tay, Nung, Raklay and K'Ho ethnic minorities.

The Hoa (Han), Tay, Nung ethnic minorities are cultivating in almost the same
way as ordinary Vietnamese people do. Their current residence area will not be
affected by the project. Their crop fields are affected by land acquisition and
they will receive same compensation as other households.

2) Issues and difficulties, etc.
The government will support for the utility payment for the first few months
and provide zero-interest loan in addition to compensation for the land loss.

2.8 Grievance and redress
1) Any windows to receive complaints and grievances
The normal procedure for processing grievance and complaints in Vietnam is to
approach commune People's Committee. If the communes can not response
appropriately, the complaints can be brought to higher level, i.e. the DPC, and so
on to PPC and possibly to courts.

2) Announcement of establishing the windows for complaints

The process of complaints processing is well established and well-known to
people in Vietnam as this process is ordinary procedure for general grievances
to the government.

3) Actual actions already taken for redressing grievances
There have not been grievances redressed.

2.9 Others

Most people complained that the compensation price set by the government on January
2008 is outdated due to double digit inflation in Vietnam. The staff of Provincid
People’s Committee explained the government tries to reflect such situation to the
compensation standard for lands to be acquired, and is revised every year.

B PAPs Interview

The interviews were conducted through public consultation. The respondents



included PAPs and residences nearby the Project site. The number of interviewed
PAPs was 69 in total.

The interviews were conducted at the locations and number of attendance for each
meeting as follows;

1. Son Binh Commune People’s Committee: 52 people
2. Hai Ninh Commune People’s Committee: 17 people

Through the interviews, the opinions and concerns below were obtained;

3.1 Consultation for EIA report and Land Acquisition and Resettlement
20 respondents answered that they attended the consultation meetings for EIA and
RAP in 2004, and admitted to have received summary of the EIA report and
explanation of the outline of compensation. They knew the consultation meetings
through radio, TV, community other than invitation letter.
They also answered that they obtained enough information in general but wanted
more information on issues as follows;

Detailed Project schedule

Detailed compensation plan

Detailed information on Environmental and Social issues
Even those who did not attended the consultation meetings for EIA and RAP
obtained the information of the Project through Radio and TV and meeting with
National Assembly members from Binh Thuan province or People's Committee

members.

3.2 Visibility of EIA system and the EIA report for the Project among
public/stakeholders

No respondent knows the Vietnamese EIA system, but they admitted that received

summary of the EIA report on the consultation meeting for EIA.

3.3 Disclosure of the EIA report
No respondent has referred the disclosed EIA report, but 10 respondents know
where the information regarding the Project is disclosed.

3.4 Implementation of Environmental Monitoring
No respondent has detailed infomation the result of the environmental monitoring.



3.5 Implementation of Mitigation Measures

The concerns about the mitigation measures were raised as follows;
1 respondent stated that temporary interruption of access to market, to
cultivated land and to their relatives is anticipated, and it is necessary to
mitigate the impact caused by the construction.
1 respondent also stated that people are very afraid of extension of construction

period because it will cause obstruction for their daily life for long time.

3.6 Livelihood of PAPs
8 respondents answered that their living standard will be improved through the
compensation.
Additionally, some respondents raised the concerns about compensation and income
restoration plan as follows;

Adequate compensation reflected the inflation is necessary.

Not only cash compensation, but also alternative farm lands to sustain PAPs
life after the acquirement are required.

3.7 Consideration for Vulnerable Groups

4 respondents in Hai Ninh commune belong to the ethnic minorities such as Hoa,
Tay and Nung. Among them, 1 respondent longs for monetary assistance, 1
respondent for social assistance and 2 respondents for income restoration.

3.8 Grievance and Redress
Most respondents answered they knew the procedure and the window for grievance

and redress as general administrative grievance and redress procedure.

3.9 Concerns about the Project

Respondents had concerns about the issues as follows;
Executing body should work with PAPs directly, not through the local
authority, so as to exchange as much information as possible.
After the consultation meetings in 2004, the information on resettlement
and land acquisition has not distributed to PAPs. Frequent information
distribution is necessary..

4  Conclusion|

4.1 JBIC mission found out the following issues through the implementation
status survey for Guideline for confirmation of Environmental and Social



considerations;
The mechanism should be considered for providing information frequently
to PAPs on implementation status of the Project, resettlement and land
acquisition even after appraisal.
It is necessary to strengthen the monitoring the status of preparation and
implementation of land acquisition, resettlement and compensation.

4.2 PMU confirm the JBIC'’s concerns and mentioned as follows;

Due to delay of implementation status of the Project, the procedure for land
acquisition and resettlement delayed and there has not been new
information to distribute since the last consultation meeting.

Lands to be acquired had been already confirmed through the detailed
design. After the estimation of PAPS’ properties, detailed information will be
distributed to PAPs such as concrete compensation fee. Then, the payment
and land acquisition will start scheduled in July, 2008 after the agreement
with PAPs on compensation fee.
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Field survey report
Highway No. 3 Project

. Environmental Review Process|

Preparatory process for EIA

1) Consultation process with project affected peoples (PAPs)

O Scoping stage of EIA report.

During the scoping stage of EIA report, No.18 Project Management Unit (PMU
18) drafted TORs and consulted with relevant state agencies, departments of
PMU-18, district officials and potential PAPs. A consultation meeting on
contents of EIA was held 16 April 2004 in PMU-18 with participants from
PMU18, SAPROF team, Thai Nguyen and Bac Ninh Transportation
Departments, Natural Resources and Environment Departments (DONRE) and
Soc Son People's Committee.

O Draft EIA stage.

The consultations on draft EIA report were held two times on 31 July in Thai
Nguyen Provincial People's Committee and 31 August 2004 in Soc Son District
People's Committee. Relevant information such as outline of the Project,
environmental impact and its mitigation measures were explained at the
consultations. The languages used at consultations were Vietnamese and
English. (Documents were not distributed.)

2) Selection of the participants to consultation

PMU invited participants by sending letter to local authorities and possible
PAPs randomly selected. The participants were representatives of local
authorities, organizations and PAPs. The number in Thai Nguyen province was
50 and Soc Son district was 32 people. Some local mass organizations were
invited such as Women Union, Veteran's association, farmer's society, and
schools.

3) Results of the consultation, etc.

On the consultation meeting, participants made comments on necessary
mitigation measures around sensitive receptor, air pollution and interruption of
irrigation system. These comments had been already discussed in the EIA report.
So the EIA report was not modified by results of consultation meetings. The
Detailed Design has modified the alignment to minimize the social impacts.
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Picture 1: Many PAPs knew the Project through these demarcation posts

Recognition of EIA system and EIA report for this project
PMU 18 answered the EIA system was not well-known to ordinary people,
especially in rural areas. They mentioned that the EIA system was not
communicated on mass-media frequently, and also that the EIA system is not
part of formal education in schools or mentioned in village meetings.
Although contents of draft EIA report was explained in consultation meetings,
farmers do not remember the contents of EIA report clearly.

Disclosure of approved EIA report (present status)

1) Disclosure notice

EIA report was sent to DONREs of Hanoi city, Bac Ninh and Thai Nguyen
provinces. It was also sent to District People's Committee DPC  where the
projected highway would pass through: Gia Lam, Dong Anh, Soc Son (Hanoi
City); Tu Son, Yen Phong (Bac Ninh province), Pho Yen, Song Cong, Thai
Nguyen city (Thai Nguyen province)

In general, the administrative information is distributed from central level to
provincial level, then from province to districts, district to communes,
communes to village heads in meetings. Also, each commune has loudspeakers




system, and each province has TV, Radio and newspaper. The information about
the project was informed those ways. The PMU will make a notice of disclosure
of EIA report during the construction period through those ways, too.

2) Place and period of disclosure
People can access to EIA report at DONREs of Hanoi City, Bac Ninh and Thai
Nguyen provinces.

3) Access to EIA report by the people
PMU 18 reported no one referred to the EIA report or requested access or copy
so far.

Confirmation of the contents of EIA report
1) Comparison of the contents with disclosed EIA report.
The version of EIA report disclosed in Vietnam is the same as one disclosed in
JBIC Tokyo.

Preparatory process for Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)

1) Consultation process with project affected people.

PMU 18 conducted first consultation meeting on RAP at Thai Nguyen provincial
People's Committee in Thai Nguyen City on 4 May 2004. There were 28
participants among them there were Deputy chairman at the time of the review
mission of Thai Nguyen Province, officials of line departments of Thai Nguyen
province, representative of mass organizations, consultants team (SAPROF),
PMU18 and PAPs

Second consultation meeting was conducted on RAP in Soc Son district People's
Committee, on 27 May 2004. There were 32 participants including PMU 18 staff,
SAPROF team, officials of Soc Son district, representatives of mass
organizations and PAPs.

Local authorities said that all potential PAPs were informed but only few
attended consultations meeting due to the lack of interest to the Project at that
time. The explanation was that the project was in early stage, the design not
confirmed and households were not sure they would be affected or not.

At the consultation meetings, relevant information on the project route,
requirements for land acquisition and resettlement, project schedule and



contents of the RAP were presented to the participants. Participants expressed
their concern about the compensation price and to minimize the number of
households to be affected. The consultant team also presented the change of
project design in ending point of Thai Nguyen route for mitigating the number of
affected households. In Soc Son meeting, participants asked the project to
minimize difficulties for people and to construct the connecting road system
from the old to the new route.

2) Results of consultation.

Comments regarding the RAP were included in the revised version of RAP
(October 2004). Concerns like frontage roads, provision of irrigation after the
road cuts, enlargement of box culverts were integrated into the technical design
as much as the cost and general transport planning of the area allowed.
Concerns about compensation price and income rehabilitation, together with
other comments expressed in project meetings, were included in RAP.

At the same time, district authorities said they would apply the best possible
government policies for compensation. Since 2004, the Government regulations
on land acquisition and compensation have been changed dramatically in the
direction of better benefits for affected people.

2. Post Environmental Review|

The Highway No. 3 project has not started the implementation, land acquisition
and any civil work. Therefore, it is impossible to review the implementation of
mitigation measures. This report will only list the measures to be implemented
during the construction stage of the project.

Implementation of mitigation measures (environmental consideration)

1) Measures to be implemented
During construction stage
Measures against air pollution
Measures against water pollution
Measures against noise
Measures against vibration

During operation and Maintenance phase
Measures against air pollution
Measures against water pollution
Measures against noise



Measures against landslide, soil erosion
Measures against impact on Natural resources and Eco-system

2) Issues and difficulties, etc.
During field interview of PAPs, people expressed concerns about obstruction of
farming road and drainage canal, noise and interruption of the South-East

wind.

Implementation of EMP
1) Any modification of EMP (if already prepared at the time of appraisal)
.The Environmental Management Plan takes all the mitigations measures in
approved EIA report and modifications included in the highway detailed design.
There is no modification to EMP since the detailed design.

2) Implementation status of EMP, etc.
Not implemented because civil works have not started. Once contractors are
selected, PMU 18 and contractors will work on EMP implementation.

Implementation of Environmental monitoring
1) Plan for Environmental monitoring
Items to be monitored are as follows:
During construction phase
e Air quality and dust
e Water quality
e Noise and vibration
e After treatment of borrow pits
e Traffic safety of material transport
e Proper sitting and maintenance of labor and construction camps
During the construction phase, the monitoring will be conducted by contractors
with assistance from DONRE and through sub-contractors. The result of
monitoring will be sent to and PMU18 and DONRE.
During operation phase
e Air quality and dust
e Water quality
e Noise and vibration
In the operation phase, all the required environmental monitoring will be
conducted and examined by PMU 18. In case of necessity of additional



mitigation measures, PMU 18 will take mitigation measure in cooperation with
DONRE:s etc.

2) Plan for disclosure of the monitoring results

The results of monitoring will be disclosed at the DONREs of Hanoi, Bac Ninh
and Thai Nguyen. The Project executing will make announcements on
disclosures through the official channels from districts to communes down to
village level.

Implementation of mitigation measures (social consideration)
1) Measures to be implemented
Measures against possible disruption to local communities from construction
activities.

2) Issues and difficulties, etc.

During interviews in the field and consultations with PAPs in the meeting
people expressed their concerns about the size of box culverts, dividing villages
and cemetery, and relocation of graves.

PMU18 had considered the box culverts and confirmed that box culvert size will
be according to the approved transportation master plan of the district. People's
Committee assured that relocation of graves will be conducted in a manner that

respects local traditions and culture.




Picture 2 Interviewed People of Bac Phu Commune

Resettlement Action Plan
1) Any change to the RAP after the appraisal
The total number of households to be relocated has changed from 390 in 2004
appraisal to 405 in June 2007 at the Detailed Design stage. Total area of land to
be acquired has changed from 360 ha in 2004 appraisal to 522 ha as of June
2007.

2) Progress of the resettlement, etc.

O Hanoi side: Land for resettlement site in Hanoi area has been proposed but
not acquired.

- It is proposed to acquire land in December 2008.

- Development of infrastructure in resettlement site such as electricity, water
service and drainage is proposed to be implemented since January to June 2009.

O Thai Nguyen side:

- Thai Nguyen province has issued Decisions 1432/UBND-TNMT and
625/UBND-TNMT approving 21 resettlement sites.

- Design of resettlement sites will start 30 June 2008 and finalize by 30
September 2008.

- The proposed resettlement sites are located near existing schools, hospitals,
markets and administration centers.

Livelihood of Project affected peoples (PAPs)

1) Detailed information of PAPs

405 households affected, according to the report of detailed design in 2007. 522
ha will be acquired. A detailed inventory of land properties will be conducted in
project affected area.

Most of lands to be acquired are residential and agricultural land. During field
survey, a number of households who have service land area (that provides
income from trading, shops...) expressed concern that they need lands suitable
for business.

The District People's Committee assured to give access to road to those who
currently have such conditions, as much as the conditions of the district and

infrastructure would allow.



2) Current status of payment of compensation
The compensation payment has not been paid.

3) Current status of resettlement site preparation including infrastructure
development, etc.

There is no suitable place for centralized resettlement area for Soc Son district,

Hanoi city. People to be resettled will be provided the land separately.

In Thai Nguyen resettlement site is under design. Proposed resettlement sites

in Thai Nguyen are close to school, hospital, market and administrative centers.

Consideration for vulnerable groups

1) Any plans for considering vulnerable groups for the project

There is microfinance run by Social Policy Bank office at commune people's
committee for poor households.

No ethnic minorities in the project areas. No information is reported about
squatters.

2) Issues and difficulties, etc.
No information is reported about population groups with special difficulties.

Grievance and redress

1) Any windows to receive complaints and grievances

The normal procedure for processing grievance and complaints in Vietnam is to
approach CPC. If the communes can not response appropriately, the complaints
can be brought to higher level, i.e.,DPC and so on to PPC and possibly to courts.

2) Announcement of establishing the windows for complaints

The process of grievance redress is well established and well-known to people in
Vietnam as this process is ordinary procedure for general grievances to the
government.

No special announcement for the project but this procedure is very well-known
to people of Vietnam.

3) Actual actions already taken for redressing grievances:
There is no actual record of grievances redressed.

Others
People interviewed were most concerned about Compensation price, Actual



construction schedule, What kind of impacts during construction and What support
is available for income restoration.

B.  PAPs Interview

The interviews were conducted through public consultation and individual
interviews. The respondents included PAPs and residences nearby the Project site.
The number of interviewed PAPs was 67 in total.

The interviews were conducted at the locations and number of interviewed each
meeting as follows;

1. Viet Long Commune: 2 people (farmers)

2. Xuan Giang Commune: 2 people (farmers)

3. Bac Phu Commune: 2 people (farmer, Director of farmers’ cooperative)
4. Trung Gia Commune: 1 people (distributor of farming materials)

5. Trung Gia Commune People’s Committee: 60 people

Through the interviews, the opinions and concerns below were obtained;

Consultation for EIA report and Land Acquisition and Resettlement

11 respondents answered that they attended the consultation meetings for EIA and
RAP in 2004, and admitted that the outlines of EIA and RAP were explained. They
knew the consultation meetings mainly through community leader other than
invitation letter.
20 respondents answered that they obtained enough information in general but
wanted more information on issues as follows;

Detailed Contents of the Project

Detailed Project schedule

Detailed compensation plan

Detailed information on Environmental and Social issues
Even those who did not attended the consultation meetings for EIA and RAP
obtained the information of the Project through mass media such as news paper,

community leader and engineers conducting survey in the Project site.

Visibility of EIA system and the EIA report for the Project among
public/stakeholders
Although no respondent knows the Vietnamese EIA system and the contents of EIA



report, 8 respondents admitted that environmental/social impacts and its
mitigation measures were explained.

Disclosure of the EIA report
No respondent has referred the disclosed EIA report, but 8 respondents know where
the information regarding the Project is disclosed. They came to know that through

community leader.

Implementation of Environmental Monitoring
No respondent has detailed information of the environmental monitoring.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures
The concerns about the mitigation measures were raised as follows;

1 respondent stated that temporary interruption of access to market, to
cultivated land and to their relatives is anticipated, and it is necessary to
mitigate the impact caused by the construction.

1 respondent stated that it is necessary to take countermeasure against
interruption of the water flow of drainage canal.

1 respondent stated that he worried about noise caused by the construction
of the Project.

1 respondent worried about the interruption of the South-east wind caused by

the structure of Highway.

Livelihood of PAPs
6 respondents answered that their living standard will be improved by the
compensation.
Additionally, some respondents raised the concerns about compensation and income
restoration plan as follows;
The most concerned issue is whether adequate compensation for land
acquisition will be paid or not. Detailed information on compensation fee
should be provided.
Not only cash compensation, but also income restoration programmes to sustain
PAPs’ life after the acquirement are required.
It is difficult to buy the land to newly resettle due to the inflation, so
alternative residential land should be provided if possible.

Consideration for Vulnerable Groups
Although few respondents have elderly people and children, they are not
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categorized vulnerable. They are supported by the social assistance scheme
provided by the Government of Vietnam.

Grievance and Redress
Most respondents answered they knew the procedure and the window for grievance

and redress as general administrative procedure.

Other Concerns about the Project

Respondents had concerns about the issues as follows;
Vocational training is necessary for young generation who lose agricultural
land in addition to compensation.
National Highway No.3 will acquire the 1/4 of cemetery of Thong Nhat
village. Considerations are required for remains and religious belief of those
who have graves within the land to be acquired.
National Highway No.3 will divide village into 2, box culvert should be
applied to the Project in order to sustain the community
Distributing information to PAPs in the earliest stage of the Project is
important.

4. Conclusion|

JBIC mission found out the following issues through the implementation
status survey for Guideline for confirmation of Environmental and Social
considerations;
The mechanism should be considered for providing information frequently
to PAPs on implementation status of the Project, resettlement and land
acquisition even after appraisal.
It is necessary to strengthen monitoring the status of preparation and
implementation of land acquisition, resettlement and compensation.

PMU 18 confirm the JBIC’s concerns and mentioned as follows;
Due to delay of implementation of the Project, the procedure for land
acquisition and resettlement delayed and there has not been new
information to distribute since the last consultation meeting.
PMU 18 is confirming the determination of lands to be acquired in detail.
After that, Hanoi People’s Committee will issue the decision on land
acquisition. It is scheduled that contract on civil work will be agreed in
October, 2008. And then, PMU 18 will make agreement on compensation fee
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with information will be distributed to PAPs such as concrete compensation
fee. Then, the payment and land acquisition will start after the agreement
with PAPs on compensation fee.
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Field Survey Report

Orissa Forestry Sector Development Project

FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL PERFORMANCE

l. Environmental Review Process (based on project proponent interview)

1.1 Preparatory Process For EIA

1) Consultation processwith project affected people (PAPS)

No people are negatively affected due to this project and as the project is not coming
under the purview of EIA within India, consultation with PAPs for EIA is not required.
Hence consultation process is not applicable in this project. On the other hand, during
the implementation, there is a continuous consultation process with VSS for
information sharing and smooth project implementation.

1.2 Recognition of EIA system and EIA report for this project
Since the EIA report is not prepared for this project, recognition of EIA system and
EIA report is not applicable.

1.3 Disclosure of approved EIA report (present status)

1) Disclosure notice
As EIA report has not been prepared for this project no announcement of disclosure
through notice board or by any other means has been made.

1.4 Confirmation of the contents of EIA report

1) Comparison of the contents
Since no EIA report has been prepared for this project the comparison of the contents
IS not applicable.

1.5 Preparatory processfor RAP

1) Consultation processwith PAPs
Nobody is being affected by this project by way of displacement from land / property
and there is no negative effect on any body due to this project. Hence consultation
process with PAPs does not arise. On the other hand, during the implementation, there
IS a continuous consultation process with VSS for information sharing and smooth
project implementation.



. Post Environmental Review (based on project proponent interview)
2.1 Implementation of mitigation measures (environmental consider ation)

1) Measuresalready implemented and to be implemented
The project has been designed to restore degraded forest and improve the income
status of the villagers. It is an environment- friendly project. Hence there is no
adverse impact on the environment by this project. Thus no mitigation measures are
applicable here.

2) Issuesand difficulties etc.
Since there is no adverse impact on the environment due to this project, hence
mitigation measures are not applicable here.

2.2 Implementation of EMP

1) Any modification of EMP (if already prepared at the time of appraisal)
Since no EMP was prepared by the project proponent, its implementation and
modification was not necessary.

2.3 Implementation of Environmental monitoring

1) Implementation status of Environmental monitoring
This project is an environment — friendly one. There is no negative impact on
environment because of this project. Hence environmental monitoring is not being
done by the project proponent.

2) Disclosure of the monitoring results
Since this project is an environmental — friendly one no environmental monitoring
had been done at the beginning and at present also. Hence no disclosure has been
made in this regard, but the progress and other information is shared with the members
of VSSregularly through the project proponent and NGOs hired under this project.

3) Recognition of the disclosur e by stakeholders, etc.
Since no environmental monitoring has been carried out, no disclosure of the
monitoring results has been made. So the question of recognition of the disclosure by
stakeholders does not arise, but since the progress and other information is shared with
the members of VSS regularly through the project proponent and NGOs hired under
this project, the members are aware of all the activitiesin their VSS.

2.4) Implementation of mitigation measures (social consider ation)
1) Measuresalready implemented and to be implemented
This project will not have any negative social impact rather it will create job

opportunities and sustainable income generating activities for rural/tribal people.
Hence no mitigation measures are required to be undertaken for this project.

-2-



2.5 Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)

1) Any changetothe RAP after the appraisal
As nobody is going to be displaced because of this project, so no RAP was prepared.
Hence any change to the RAP after the appraisal does not arise.

2.6 Livelihood of project affected people (PAPS)

1) Detailed information of PAPs
There are no PAPs in this project. This project will not have any adverse affect on the
living condition of inhabitants. The project aims at improving livelihood of the forest
fringe dwellers and building the capacity of the people to manage the forests in a
sustainable manner. The assets developed by the project will be shared by the
community in an equitable manner.

2) Current statusof living condition of PAPs
Since there are no PAPs in this project and also there is no land acquisition to be done,
S0 no compensation has been paid. Hence current status of living condition of PAPsis
not applicable here. However, as a result of this project living status of the villagers
have improved / will improve as there is provision of many income generating
activitiesin this project.

2.7 Consideration for vulnerable groups

1) Any plansfor considering vulnerable groupsfor the project
There is no separate plan for considering vulnerable groups for the project because the
vulnerable groups are being actively involved in the project work and also the project
is designed to include all sections of the society including the vulnerable groups.

2) Current implementation status of the plan
Asthereis no separate plan for vulnerable groups, the current implementation status of
the plan is not applicable here.

2.8 Grievance and redress

1) Any windowsto receive complaints and grievances
The project has a website, www.ofsdp.org where the postal address of the project and
the email ID are available. Complaints and grievances if any can be sent in that
address.

2) Announcement of establishing the windows for complaints
The website is open to the public for their easy access hence no separate
announcement has been made.

3) Actual action already taken for redressing grievances
No grievance has been noticed to have been lodged during the field survey. OFSDP
has also not received any grievance so far.
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4) Recognition of the system to solve the complaints and grievances

29

At the beginning any villager can lodge his complaints and grievances to solve the
problem in the VSS. If heis not satisfied he may go to FMU. If the FMU is unable to
solve his problem within 15 days the villager may move to DMU. If the DMU will not
solve his problem then within a month he can refer it to PMU and PMU will solve the
problem within one week. This system of solving the complaints and grievances has
been framed by OFSDP and it has been made public in the general body’ s meetings of
VSSs.

Others

None

PAPs Interview

3.1 PHULBANI FOREST DIVISION

1) SUDULI Village

An approximate number of 60 persons attended the meeting out of them 5 men and
4 women were interviewed.

The women members are found to be very active and have understood the scope of
the project. There are three self-help groups (SHG) who have taken up leading role in
improving the financia status of the village. After discussion with both male and
female members it is observed that the economic condition of the people has taken an
upward leap. It is due to cultivation of vegetables getting water from the renovated
wells and ponds, taking of works of preparing leaf plates, collecting mahua flowers
and other minor forest produce and selling them through SHGs.

2) SIDINGI Village

An approximate number of 60 persons attended the meeting out of them 2 men and 3
women were interviewed.

This village has two SHG Groups. In the nursery developed by the VSS total no of
44,052 nos. of seedlings have been prepared. The plantation work will be taken up in
the coming monsoon. As regards the socio-economic activities it is found that the
members have renovated their ponds and wells for irrigation to grow vegetables and
take up plantation work. The villagers are protecting the forest from theft. The
villagers were showing their concern to have more funds for water supply to undertake
nursery activities and growing vegetables.

3) KALADI Village

An approximate number of 70 persons attended the meeting.

There are 5 SHGs in the village, which are very active in taking up income
generating activities through this project which includes plantation of fruit bearing
trees, selling seedlings developed in nurseries, producing vegetables and cultivating
fisheries by renovating ponds, collecting and selling minor forest produce through
SHGs, digging pits for plantation etc. It is found that the members have cleaned the
forest and collected the dry fire wood and distributed among themselves equally. They
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are collectively guarding the forest and going to take up plantation work in coming
rainy season by collecting seedlings from the nursery developed by them. They have
constructed a community cemented platform, renovated their ponds and wells.

4) BIRAGUDA Village

An approximate number of 50 persons attended the meeting.

The VSS committee is also headed by a lady and its major activities are guided by
the conscious female members. Through the financial assistance of this project the
villagers have renovated their ponds and wells and by irrigating their lands they have
produced large quantity of vegetables of different varieties which are marketed in
Phulbani. This activity has shown a remarkable improvement in the economic standard
of the villagers. The members are collectively protecting the nearby forest by cleaning
and extinguishing accidental fire.

5) MAJHIPADA Village

An approximate number of 90 persons attended the meeting.

During the meeting it is found that regular meetings of VSS are being held and the
decisions are implemented in a very democratic manner. They are protecting the forest
collectively and developing nursery to undertake plantation work in coming rainy
season. Awareness has been created through this project specifically among women to
conserve forest through plantation and care.

The socio-economic status has visibly improved by the project. Two NGO
representatives were found to be very active in coordinating the successful
implementation of guidelines.

3.2 ANGUL FOREST DIVISION

1) HANUMANPUR Village

An approximate number of 90 persons attended the meeting out of them 2 men and 2
women were interviewed.

During interviews it is learnt that some villagers volunteered to join this programme
on their own by learning about this through loca TV channel and newspaper.
Pisciculture activities have been taken up to increase the economic condition. They
have cleaned the forest and developed a nursery to undertake plantation work in
coming monsoon. They have nabbed the forest thieves in some occasions and handed
over them to forest officials. The views expressed by the members were noted and it
was found that awareness has been developed among them to protect the forest and
improve their livelihood through this project.

2) DALAK Village

An approximate number of 80 persons attended the meeting out of them 2 men and 2
women were interviewed.

ThisVSSis comprised of some hamlets scattered here and there. However, they have
renovated the existing ponds to make available sufficient water for irrigation and
producing vegetables. They need more funds for creating check dam at Dalak Jharan
to solve their water problems. They were demanding marketing facilities for selling
mahua flower and other forest produces for their income generation activities. The
existing two SHGs are being actively involved to take up this work.
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3) BADADANDA SAHI Village

An approximate number of 85 persons attended the meeting out of them 2 men and 2
women were interviewed.

After discussion with the members it is found that the SHGs are doing tremendous
work through income generating activities. Some women have been trained in
tailoring work and earning good amount. They demanded supply of machines for
making that leaf plates and growing mushrooms and making incense sticks for
improving their economic status. Some college going girls expressed their views for
opening a computer training center to enhance their skill for employability. The
villagers are doing forest cleaning work, protecting the forest through rotation and
have decided to plant more trees out of their own nursery for checking pollution.

4) MADANMOHAN PATNA Village

An approximate number of 120 persons attended the meeting out of them 2 men and
2 women were interviewed.

13 SHGs are very active in income generating activities of the women. This is an
alcohol free village due to this project as some educated young boys have made it
possible through motivation. They are preparing incense sticks and expert in bamboo
craft. A grain bank has also been formed through the VSS to help the poor people.
They are aso trained on making smokeless chullahs which are used for cooking, using
less quantity of fire wood.

5) RAJNAGAR Village

An approximate number of 100 persons attended the meeting.

A novel thing is observed in this VSS that the accounts of receipt and expenditure of
the VSS grant has been reflected on a black board in the hall for public perusal. The
spirit and enthusiasm of the villagers exhibited the socio-economic benefit that they
have received from this project for their development. They have also made similar
efforts like other VSS for conserving forest and undertaking massive plantation
activity.

3.3 MEETINGSWITH OFSDP OFFICIALS

1) Phulbani Forest Division

The DFO expressed his concern about the problem of shortage of staff which creates
an additional burden on the existing staff to perform. Therefore, there is need to fill
them up for the successful implementation of the project. The forest field officials are
over burdened with the works of Bamboo Mission and OFSDP activities. In order to
improve the mobility of the staff to effectively supervise the implementation of the
project activities, the DFO suggested supplies of 4 wheelers to each Range Officer and
provision of one accountant for maintaining accounts.

The representatives of NGOs suggested that the OFSDP officials and NGOs were
required to work closely for successful implementation of the project.

2) Angul Forest Division
During discussion the DFO informed that Angul District is an industrial area and its
impact will be on the forest of this Division, So focus is to be made on the micro-plan
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activities by the VSS He also suggested for filling up vacancies of field staff for
successful implemention of the project departmental activities and projects are aso
going on simultaneously The ACF gave the opinion that the project was doing well in
the line of National Forest Policy.

Conclusion

During discussion it was observed that the NGOs, who are associated with the FMUs
for aperiod of three years as per OFSDP guidelines, are doing very effective work in
creating awareness among rural/tribal communities and thus need to be involved with
the project activities for a longer period. They are also very effective in acting as a
bridge between the VSS members, OFSDP officials and other govt. agencies.

The JBIC team suggested to fill the vacancies of OFSDP officials/staff in different
Forest Divisions where this project is being implemented as those field staff who are
working at the Range level are over burdened with other responsibilities in addition to
the project related works. Some of them are in charge of more than one Range for
which they are facing difficulties in successful implementation of this project. Hence
the vacancies are urgently required to be filled up expeditiously.

The JBIC team remarked that there does not seem to be serious negative
environmental impacts as this was a forestry project. They suggested for undertaking
plantation work of eco-friendly trees, especialy trees from native species. They also
recommended the use of bio-fertilizer and thus reducing the use of chemical fertilizer
during plantation work.

The project director stated that early steps would be taken to address the above stated
ISsues.
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Bangalore Metro Rail Project

FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL PERFORMANCE
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Environmental Review Process (based on project proponent interview)
PREPARATORY PROCESSFOR EIA

Consultation processwith Project Affected People (PAPS)
Consultations were held for 6 times, once during the middle of the EIA preparation
(Feb.26, 2003) and 5 times before finalization of the EIA report (May 21, 2004, April
29, 2005, 3 times during June 6-10, 2005) as mentioned above.

Selection of the participantsto consultation
The participants included representatives from various interest groups, government
and non-governmental organizations besides print media.

Results of consultation etc.

Most of the participants felt the need for metro transit system in Bangalore and had a
lot of appreciation for the efforts made by Bangalore Metro Rail Corporation Ltd.
(BMRCL).

RECOGNITION OF EIA SysTEM AND EIA REPORT FOR THISPROJECT

The Ministry of Environment & Forest (MoEF), Government of India (GOI) is the
nodal organization relating to implementation of environmental acts. Its notification
dated 27" Jan 1994 has stipulated that any action or expansion or modernization of
project or activity shall not be undertaken without specific environmental clearance
from the central Government. While according such permission, the procedures to be
followed have been notified. In May 1994, the GOI has issued a notification
mentioning type of industries/activity which needs environmental clearance by MoEF.
However the metro rail projects have been exempted from the list. Hence EIA system
and EIA report could not be recognized on this project.

In spite of the above, to maintain the clean and green environment the BMRCL
without availing the exemption, has prepared EIA & Environmental Monitoring Plan
(EMP) keeping all the essential Acts in to consideration such as Forest conservation
Act (1981),The wild life protection Act (1972), Water (prevention & control of
Pollution) Act 1974, Air (prevention & control of Pollution) Act (1981), Environment
Protection Act 1986, the Tree Act (1984), The Bangalore Development Authority Act
(1976) The EIA report was completed in March 2003. BMRCL will follow the plan as
suggested in DRP.
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DiscLOSURE OF APPROVED EIA REPORT (PRESENT STATUS)

Disclosure notice

The EIA report was prepared in 2003 by Bangalore University under the guidance of
Delhi Metro Rail Corporation (DMRC). Due to skeleton staff in BMRCL, the
assignment for preparation of EIA report was directly given by DMRC to Bangalore
University, for which the official of BMRCL was not much sure about the Disclosure
notice. But the EIA report has been disclosed at the metro office and in its website
where the people including project affected people have easy access. Further the
contents of EIA have been published in newspaper. BMRCL has displayed the route
map of Metro alignment at vantage points.

Place and period of disclosure
The EIA report has been disclosed at the metro office and in its website. BMRCL has
displayed the route map of Metro alignment at vantage points. It is available in
website of BMRCL also. Regarding duration, the EIA information will be available
in the BMRCL websitetill the completion of the project.

Accessto EIA report by the people etc.
The various interest groups, government and non-governmental organizations
including print media have easy access.

CONFIRMATION OF THE CONTENTS OF ElIA REPORT

Comparison of the contents
There is no difference in the contents of EIA report disclosed in India and at JBIC
HQ in Tokyo.

PREPARATORY PROCESS FOR Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)

Consultation process with project affected people

The consultation for land acquisition and resettlement were held at the same time for
EIA. There has been no separate consultation held for particular RAP. However
BMRCL has floated the tender to carry out the socio-economic survey for the
resettlement of 228 PAPs belonging to Economic Weaker Section (EWS), residing in
two slum areas.

Selection of the participantsto consultation
Same as EIA consultation, including those PAPs who are losing their properties
under the metro project.

Results of consultations

Most of the participants felt the need for metro transit system in Bangalore, but
expressed their concerns for compensation and the restoration of their livelihood and
business.



. Post Environmental Review (based on project proponent interview)

21 IMPLEMENTATIONS  OF MITIGATION MEASURES  (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSIDERATIONS)

1) Measuresalready implemented and to be implemented
The project work has commenced in Reach-1 over a distance of 7 km since last one
year. Based on priority and need, few environmental parameters which are likely to
be affected were identified and mitigation measures were implemented.
a) Traffic: As discussed in the EMP, traffic has adverse effect during the

b)

d)

f)

construction phase but beneficial impact during the operation phase. In Reach-1,
out of 7 km., the work isin progressin 3 kms. As discussed in the EMP, traffic
diversion plan has been prepared in consultation with the Bangalore city police
and traffic has been diverted in the areas where construction is in progress.
There is some inconvenience due to this traffic diversion, however, the
adversities are minimized to a greater extent.

Air Quality: Air quality monitoring at construction site is being monitored
continuously. The environment is mostly affected due to generation of
suspended particles in the form of dust due to the construction activities. The
construction agency is sprinkling water continuously to keep down the dust
generated during the construction phase. The situation is under control as no
complaints have been received from the public or the stakeholders.

Safety: Apart from diversion of traffic, proper barricading and signage is used
in the construction site to secure the general public from accidents. The safety
measures are enforced to protect the work force deployed for the construction
activities from accidents.

Loss of Green Cover: Due to the implementation of the project, about15,000
trees in the alignment are likely to be felled. In true spirit of the Karnataka Tree
Preservation Act, compensatory afforestation programe was implemented during
2006. As per the provisions of the Karnataka Tree Preservation Act, two
saplings have to be planted for the loss of every tree. However, BMRCL has
implemented by planting 10 saplings for the loss of every tree. Even the work of
removal of trees are not taken up at once and is being done as and when required
by following the lega and safety measures as envisaged under the Act.
Afforestation programme is implemented to mitigate the loss of green cover
with the help of three organizations, viz., Bruhat Bangalore Mahanagara Palika
(BBMP), Bangalore Development Authority (BDA) and Forest Department.
Landscape and Visual: In order to mitigate the adverse land visual, the
structures, especialy the stations, are designed with the help of leading
architects of the city. However, implementation of the architectural designs will
depend on the cost considerations al so.

Archaeological & Historical Monuments: In the entire project, there is only
one spot of archaeologically and historically important site, viz., Tippu Summer
Palace and Fort. In order to mitigate adverse impacts on the same, if any, the
National Physical Laboratory (NPL) was engaged to conduct noise and vibration
studies. NPL has conducted the study and submitted a report. As per the report,
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2)

2.2

1)

no negative impact is seen. The Superintendent of Archaeological Survey of
India, Bangalore has been further requested to unearth any hidden monument in
the site/location. In order to unearth hidden monument, if any, we have initiated
action to conduct geo-penetration radar survey with the help of Nationa
Institute of Rock Mechanics (NIRM). The work isin progress.

g) Groundwater Aquifers. In order to understand the groundwater aquifers,
hydrological survey was envisaged in the EMP. This work was entrusted to the
Indian Institute of Science (11Sc.), Bangalore. A team of scientists from llsc. has
conducted this study and has given preliminary presentation as per their study.
The final report is yet to be submitted. As per the preliminary presentation,
tunneling over a distance of 8 km in the CBD area may not affect the water
table.

h) Land Acquisition & Rehabilitation: For construction of Bangalore Metro Rail
project, about 228 acres of land is required apart from utilizing the existing
medians to the right of way. However, out of 228 acres, only 26.13 acres of land
is planned for acquiring from the private people. The remaining land is from the
Government Departments. This was mainly aimed to reduce people from being
displaced from their dwelling places and business centers. However, where it
has become inevitable, the land is being acquired.

i) Rehabilitation: Rehabilitation package has been approved by the Board.

j) Health & Hygiene: Health and hygiene is an important parameter to be tackled
in the labor camps and in the precast yards. The construction agencies have been
informed to maintain good hygiene in the labour camps. The General
Consultants have engaged the officers for supervision and guidance. The agency
has been informed to engage NGO to educate and prevent spread of HIV and
AIDS.

k) Measures to be implemented: The mitigation measures as envisaged in the
EMP will be implemented in Reach-2, Reach-3 and Reach-4 as and when the
work will progress. In Reach-1, mitigation measures in environmental
parameters, viz, disposal of demolished building debris, energy resources, noise
and vibrations will be implemented as and when required.

I ssues and difficulties etc.

So far no problem has been faced while implementing the mitigation measures for
protecting the environment. However, in respect of landscape visuals, the cost
consideration may become an impediment. In respect of designing metro stations in
important localities, the leading architects of the city are involved and they have
prepared station designs which can improve the existing landscape visuals of the
locality. However, these designs might increase the cost of the project and thisis one
of the problems foreseen.

IMPLEMENTATION OF EMP

Any modification of EMP (if already prepared at the time of appraisal)

Environmental Management Action Plan was revised during 2007 and this revision
is based on EIA prepared by Environmental Department of Bangalore University.
This revision was made mainly to identify few more environmental parameters in
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2.3

1)

2)

3)

24

1)

addition to parameters identified in the earlier report. These parameters were
structured and discussed under 4 phases.

e  Affected Environmental

e |mpact Assessment

e  Mitigation Measures

e  Environmental Quality Determination

IMPLEMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING

I mplementation status of environmental monitoring

As submitted earlier, EMP is under implementation in Reach-1 to a larger extent and
for other reaches where work has not yet started, preliminary monitoring processisin
progress. Baseline monitoring of air quality for the year 2006-07 was completed and
for the year 2007-08 is also in progress and the report the month of December 2007
has been submitted by the agency. The noise and vibration studies have been
conducted by National Physical Laboratory near Tippu's Summer Palace and Fort.
The studies done in respect of Hydrological Survey by Indian Institute of Science
will be submitted by the Organization soon and forwarded to JBIC.

Disclosur e of the monitoring status
Environmental Monitoring has been disclosed to the general public by placing al the
reportsin BMRCL website. The following are placed in BMRCL website:
a) EIA report prepared by Bangalore University.
b) Revised EMP.
c) Basdline studies on Air Monitoring conducted for the year 2006-07.
d) Transplantation of trees.
e) Afforestation done during 2006 by BDA, BBMP and Forest Department

Recognition of the disclosure by stakeholders

Due to disclosure of environmental monitoring status, a few of the Scientists have
responded and in fact, Dr. Subramanya and Sri Karanth have informed BMRCL to
undertake hydrological studies to assess adverse impacts, if any, on the occupants,
due to tunneling. That was the main reason why geo-hydrological study was
entrusted to Indian Institute of Science immediately though this aspect was envisaged
under EMP.

IMPLEMENTATIONS OF MITIGATION MEASURES (SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS)

M easur es alr eady implemented and to be implemented
a) A Committee at the level of Retired Secretary to Government of India was
appointed to fix fair market value of property. This Committee has determined
property value at par with market value for each parcel of the land to be
acquired.



2)

2.5

1)

2)

2.6

1)

2)

b) To compensate the land of buildings, a Committee at the level of Government
was appointed to suggest methodology to follow and to determine the
replacement cost.

¢) Rehabilitation package as approved by the Board.

I ssues and difficulties etc

In order to remove difficulties, the entire process was kept very transparent. All the
details were placed in the website for the knowledge of general public and project
affected people. All the project affected people were interacted in various PAP
meetings which were held in BMRCL'’s office. In the process, the implementation
has become smooth.

RESETTLEMENT ACTION PLAN (RAP)

Any changeto the RAP after the appraisal

The BMRCL have taken a decision for rehabilitation of 228 economically weaker
section families. As the initialy allotted land was not available, Government has
allotted fresh 4 acres of land. The BMRCL have entrusted the design work of
tenements to the architect.

Progress of the resettlement etc.

BMRCL has floated tender to engage NGO to conduct post-resettlement survey for
the 228 families of the Economically Weaker Section (EWS) category, Government
have made alotment of 4 acres of land for the rehabilitation of these EWS families.
BMRCL has entrusted the design work of tenements to architects.

LIVELIHOOD OF PROJECT AFFECTED PEOPLES (PAPS)

Detailed information of PAPs
There are two categories of PAPs:

a) Those who have legal title to land or property either in the form of commercial,
residential or industrial structure and other assets.
1) OWNER: The owner will get compensation aswell as rehabilitation package.
i) TENANT: The Tenant will get only rehabilitation package

b) Those who are residing in slum areas and have no legal title to their property are
coming under Economically Weaker Section (EWS) category. These people will
be resettled by BMRCL.
Other information like their profession, effect on business etc. will be available
only after socio survey. To carry out socio study atender has already been floated
by BMRCL to engage NGO.

Current status of payment of compensation
a) TIME SCHEDULE: Timing for actual payment to each PAP, in comparison
with land acquisition/resettlement schedule is within 6 months.
b) PAYMENT MADE: 27 out of 118 PAPs have already received compensation.



3)

4)

2.7

1)

2)

c) PROBLEM OR DIFFICULTIES: Though land owners (in majority cases)
accepting the compensation, tenants are not agreeing to vacate. In residential
plots, owners are not willing to part with the property.

d) APPROPRIATENESS: In case of structure valuation, ailmost all expressed
satisfaction on the pricing. On the other hand, in the case of land value, they were
not completely satisfied and felt that other projects had better evaluation.

Current status of living condition of PAPS

a) CONTENTS OF COMPENSATION: Contents of the compensation that have
been made to the PAPs who have been/will be resettled include first, by cash
compensation. In addition to this, efforts are being made to provide residential
plots to land losers (proportionate size) and business premises for tenants losing
business premises. The BDA has agreed to give 20 acres of land for this purpose.

b) LIVELIHOOD STATUS: Not applicable.

c) INCOME RESTORATION: Towards the income restoration program of PAPs
benefits like shifting allowance, inconvenience allowance, transitional allowance,
business premises re-establishment allowances are being provided.

d) PROBLEM OR DIFFICULTIES: Main problem is providing business
premises to reestablish the business and residential sites to affected families.

€) UNEXPECTED INCIDENTS: Shifting of slum dwellers particularly who do
not have any documents of property.

Current status of resettlement site preparation including infrastructure
development etc.

BMRCL has got 4 acres of land for resettlement of PAPs. Apart from this, the BDA
has agreed to give 20 acres of land for providing residential plots to land losers
(proportionate size) and business premises for tenants losing business premises. It
has engaged architects and engineers for designing work of tenements. BMRCL has
floated tender to engage the NGO to carry out the socio study of the people coming
under the category of economic weaker section which are to be settled.

CONSIDERATION FOR VULNERABLE GROUPS

Any plansfor considering vulnerable groupsfor the project

Government has granted 4 acres of land to relocate the slum dwellers of
Basaveshwara and Jai Bheem slums. BMRCL has a plan to build vertical residential
flats for them (Reach-2). Apart from this the BDA has agreed to give 20 acres of land
to provide sites to residentia site losers (who lost 50% above). BDA has also agreed
to give some of the business complex premises to BMRCL to resettle the tenants who
arelosing their trade.

Current implementation status of the plan

Government has granted 4 acres of land on lease basis to relocate the slum dwellers
of Basaveshwara and Jai Bheem slums. BMRCL has a plan to build vertica
residential flats for them (Reach-2). BMRCL has floated tender to engage the NGO
to carryout the socio study of the people coming under the category of economic
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3)

2.8

1)

2)

3)

4)

31

1)

2)

weaker section which are to be resettled. It has engaged architects and engineers for
designing work of tenements.

I ssues and difficulties
Main problem is providing business premises to reestablish the business and
residential sitesto affected families.

GRIEVANCES AND REDRESS

Any windows to receive complaints and grievances
As the project area is compact, grievances are redressed directly when they are
received in the office of BMRCL.

Announcement of establishing the windowsfor complaints
Special DC (Land Acquisition) and CPRO are the officers in charge of receiving
grievances.BMRCL has announced the system through their website.

Actual actions already taken for redressing grievances
So far, no major grievance has been received. People are directly contacting this
office for clarifications.

Recognition of the system to solve the complaints and grievances
All PAPs know where to address and solve their complaints and grievances. As the
project area is compact, grievances are redressed directly when they are received in
the office of BMRCL. Specia DC (Land Acquisition) and CPRO are the officers in
charge of receiving grievances. So far, no maor grievances are received. Only,
people are directly contacting BMRCL office for clarification.

PAPs | nterview

The interview activity was undertaken through individual and group interview. The
number of respondents that were interviewed was 54 PAPs.

Seven number s of PAPS( land loser s of the project)

The first interviewee's property has been acquired for the project. He regularly
updates his knowledge on the BMRCL activities through newspapers. He knows
about EIA but not in details. He has no grievance rather welcomes the project. The
interviewee has aready received the compensation package and has no grievances.

The second interviewee stated to have learnt all about the project during the survey
carried out by BMRCL and also from KIADB Notice Board. He doesn’'t have any
idea on EIA. The person checks the BMRCL website regularly and suggested to plant
more trees. He knows how to put his grievances to BMRCL but not to JBIC directly.
The person is satisfied with the project.



3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

3.2

1)

2)

During the interaction with third interviewee, whose property has been acquired by

BMRCL, it is learnt that he has updated his knowledge on land acquisition from
newspaper and Govt. gazettes. Three meetings arranged by BMRCL have been
attended by him but he has no idea of EIA. BMRCL office is being visited by him
regularly to check status of the compensation. He is quite satisfied with the project.

The fourth interviewee is aware of EIA and he has not attended meetings of
BMRCL regularly. He expressed his unhappiness at the compensation package but
welcomed the BMRCL project. He aso doesn't have the idea of lodging his
grievances directly to JBIC.

The fifth interviewee whose property has also been acquired by BMRCL took part
in the discussions. He was aware of the EIA system but wanted to know more about
compensation procedures, mitigation measures, time of completion of project etc.
which were duly clarified by the BMRCL officials.

The sixth interviewee stated that he came to know regarding the project from
BMRCL notice board. Being an educated person he is aware of EIA and the
mitigation measures. He mentioned that the present compensation package was better
than the earlier one. He has knowledge of grievances submission procedure to
BMRCL but not directly to JBIC. He suggested for timely project completion.

The seventh interviewee had attended previous BMRCL's meetings on EIA and
resettlement issues and was quite satisfied. He knows about EIA however never
referred website. For mitigation measures, he suggested to plant more trees. He has
already received 50% of histotal compensation and expecting to get the balance soon.
He has already settled in a new place and requested to be included in a livelihood
restoration programme. He was satisfied with the project but suggested that the
BMRCL should make some provision of business opportunity in the project for the
land losers.

Byappanahalli Road: five number of people comprising one land owner, two
tenants, oneillegal occupant of land and a Slum dweller

Thefirst lady interviewee: She stated that her husband had attended one meeting in

2007 at BMRCL office. She came to know about EIA through NGOs and Women
Welfare Organizations. She has not received compensation. She knows the procedure
of receiving the compensation. She also suggested need of a livelihood restoration
programme by BMRCL. She knows where to submit her grievances. It was not
known that her grievance can be submitted directly to the JBIC also. She was not
happy with the compensation package as it was not enough to purchase another piece
of plot in the nearby area.

A tenant in Byappanahalli road: He has no idea about EIA and never attended any

meeting conducted by BMRCL. He doesn't have any idea how to submit his
grievances and has no concerns about the project.

-9-



3) The third interviewee, a tenant and hotel owner: When interviewed, he stated

3.3

34

35

V.

that he had not attended any meeting on EIA and resettlement. He came to know
about the project only through newspaper. He knows about the EIA system through
newspaper but has never gone through it. He is yet to receive the compensation. He
has an elderly dependent person in his family. He also expects support from BMRCL
for restoration of his livelihood. He doesn’t know where to submit his grievances but
hopes to receive the compensation soon.

A slum dweller having threeillegal households: He had attended the consultations

conducted by BMRCL and went through the notifications. He has idea about the
project and EIA systems also. He has not received any compensation. He will settle at
some other places after the compensation is received.
At last a senior citizen lady slum dweller was interviewed, who attended consultation
meeting conducted by BMRCL in connection with resettlement in 2007. She had been
intimated by BMRCL officials 15 days before the meeting. She has no idea about EIA
systems and monitoring reports. She has not submitted any grievance though she
knows how to lodgeit.

Bus drivers: Seven bus drivers were interviewed in presence of the depot manager
and divisional officer. They furnished information on the present status of bus service.
During discussion the BMRCL officials stated that the bus corridors would not be in
paralel with Bangalore Metro corridor instead the buses would act as feeders. During
discussion, the BMTC Manager mentioned that they are planning to develop
bus/metro card that could be used for both.

Auto rickshaw drivers: total of 20 participants including 11 auto rickshaw drivers,
union leaders and some of the transport officials.
The executive president of auto rickshaw drivers association stated that they had
voluntarily attended BMRCL’s meeting in Indiranagar and press club organised by
BMRCL. They expressed their opinion that they had never opposed the BMRCL
project. Whether their rickshaws would be removed from the city area, BMRCL
officials assured affirmatively that no rickshaw would be removed.
The president of Decan auto drivers association aso appreciated BMRCL project and
made a request not to put any ban on the auto rickshaws. They are all aware of EIA
and submit that 90% of the total rickshaws are running in CNG and expect others to
follow the same. One of the drivers suggested that BMRCL should make some ‘drop
and pick up points for metro commuters near the proposed metro rail stations.

Conclusion

The Feed Back meeting of the JBIC team with BMRCL officials was held on 26™

May 2008. The observations made are as follows:

4.1

JBIC Mission members requested that BMRCL and other relevant agency shall
continue discussion with PAPs regarding land acquisition and resettlement as there
seemed to be some PAPs who need further information regarding this matter and all
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necessary procedures for land acquisition and resettlement shall be implemented well in
advance before the construction works start.

4.2 BMRCL informed that all relevant information regarding the project were available at

their office, as well as on their website. BMRCL also commented that it will also
improve on information sharing and increase the consultation meetings with the PAPs.
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Field Survey Report

I ntegr ated Water Resources and Flood M anagement Proj ect

for Semarang

FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL ERFORMANCE

1.1
1)

12

Environmental Review Process (based on project proponent interview)

Preparatory processfor EIA

2)

3)

Consultation process with project affected peoples (PAPS)

According to Directorate General of Water Resources, Ministry of Public
Works (DGWR), the public hearing had been undertaken in August and
September 2005. The consultations were conducted in each Sub District office
where the PAPs lived. The said Sub District offices were West Semarang,
North Semarang, Gajah Mungkur, South Semarang and Central Semarang

Selection of the participantsto consultation

For ANDAL (EIA report) consultation, the people to be informed were
households who lived in the project area (for example: facing the river) and
formal leader (RT/RW) which the area or part area aso were in the project
boundary.

The project proponent planned to continue to have such consultation in near
future and the indirectly affected people, who were not previously invited to
the consultations, will be recorded and invited to join the income restoration
program.

Results of the consultations, etc.

During the consultations, alternatives and positive/negative impacts of the
project were explained by the project proponent in Indonesia and Javanese
language.

Recognition of EIA system and EIA report for this project

According to the project proponent, the EIA system and its report was well known
by the project team because the project team was intensively involved in the whole
preparation process of EIA report.

On the other hand, in general, the EIA system and report was not really understood
by the mgjority of stakeholders. In general, most of people do not have concern to
the details of the system and report of EIA. Usually, only the EIA consultants, EIA
commissions and the certain parties, such as NGO, knew better the EIA system
and report.



1.3 Disclosure of approved EIA report (present status)

1)

2)

3)

Disclosure notice

It was explained that the AMDAL (EIA) document was firstly approved by
Public Works Minister through the letter dated 28 September 1999.
Considering the Government Regulation No 27 year 1999 on EIA, the EIA
approval was valid for 3 years. If the construction activities do not take place
within 3 years, the EIA document must be reviewed again. Therefore, the EIA
review had been undertaken and had obtained the EIA approval letter from
Governor of Central Java dated October 14, 2005.

Place and period of disclosure

In 1999, the EIA document was approved by the Public Work Minister and
also in 2005, the EIA was reviewed and approved by the Governor of Central
Java. The above approvals of the reports have been disclosed. In Indonesia,
there is no regulation governing the mechanism of approved EIA disclosure.
However, due to the requirement of JBIC Environmental Guidelines, the
project proponent discloses the approved EIA to the public through the
meeting in each village office of PAP.

Accessto EIA report by the people, etc.

For other parties which wanted to know the content of the EIA, they can
access it through the EIA commission or the project proponent. Presently, the
number of people who have come to see the ANDAL report is around 30. The
stakeholders are from Dinas PSDA (Water Resource Management Agency),
IPK Jratun Seluna, City Government of Semarang, and other PAPs.

1.4 Confirmation of the contents of EIA report

1)

Comparison of the contents

There was no difference on the contents of the EIA report disclosed in this
country and the one disclosed at JBIC HQ in Tokyo.

15 Preparatory processfor Resettlement Action Plan(RAP) or LARAP

1)

Consultation processwith PAPs

The consultation process with PAPs consists of
« 4 Consultations in Jatibarang Dam.

« 15 Consultations in West Floodway.

« 2 Consultations in Urban Drainage.

Methods of holding consultations were by questionnaires and socializations.



2) Selection of the participantsto the consultations

The determination of the community which attended the consultations was by
inviting the people affected by the project.

Participants of consultations consisted of:

. Dam: land owner of dam body, inundation area and green belt, access road
and facility building.

. Garang River/West Floodway: PAPs inside river border line (garis
sempadan sungai).

« Urban Drainage: PAPs which will be affected in the location of Pump
House, Ponds, River Improvement, Structure & Inspection Road.

Although under the RAP process, the people who are indirectly affected is not
considered to receive such information on consultation, they will be
considered by the project in environmental monitoring activities.

3) Thelist of consultations

The consultations were held as below:

Date/Time Place Nur_nper of Eartl ¢ pgnts Main discussion
participants information

2005/8/18 Elementary school of Vendor, Illegal | Outline  Planning of West
19:30-22:30 BULU’s Court V111/495, 141 Agriculture, etc. floodway improvement & RAP

Pindrikan Lor Village

Cabean Village Gov.

Office, consists of Vendor llegal
2005/8/19 Tawangasari, Krobokan, 81 A riculyture eg& Outline Planning of  West
09::00-11:30 Cabean, Tawang Mas, 9 . floodway improvement & RAP

. Illegal fishpond

Bojong Salaman

villages

PKBM Building,
2005/8/19 consists of Bandarharjo, 3 ﬁgj;i & TICI)US; Outline planning of pump &
15:30-18:00 Kuningan & Panggung ) 0 polder & planning of RAP

i Fishponds

Lor Villages

Bulustalan Village Gov.
2005/8/19 Office, consists  of 74 Vendor Outline  Planning of  West
19:30-22:30 BuluStalan & Barusari floodway improvement & RAP

Villages

Petompon Village Gov. Outline  Planning of West
2005/8/20 ) .

Office, Petompon 50 Vendor floodway improvement & RAP.
15:30-18:00 .

Village

Sampangan Village
2005/8/21 Gov. Office, consists of 79 Houses & Vendor Outline  Planning of  West
09:30-13:30 Sampangan & Bendan floodway improvement & RAP

Ngisor
2005/8/22 l(\)/lf??g/:ran Vllllag; irc;\; 79 Houses, Vendor & | Outline Planning of  West
19:30-22:00 ViIIagé Y Public Facilities floodway improvement & RAP
2005/8/23 Mr. Akhmadi House, PAPin inundation Outline Planning of Dam & Land
19:30-22:00 | Kandri village 122 jaea & greenbelt, | o isition

' ' i Access road q

2005/8/24 Jatirejo  Village Gov. 112 PAP in inundation | Outline Planning of Dam & Land
19:30-22:00 Office, Jatirejo area & greenbelt Acquisition




21

2.2

2.3

Number of Participants

Date/Time Place .. . . Main discussion
participants information
2005/8/25 Kedungpane  Village PAP i inundation |- e pranning of Dam & Land
15:30-18:00 Gov. Office, 66 area & greenbelt, Acquisition
’ ’ Kedungpane vilage Access road q
Kedungpane Village L .
2005/8/25 Gov. Office, consists of PAPin - inundation Outline Planning of Dam & Land
) ) 72 area & greenbelt, -
19:30-22:30 Kedungpane & Acquisition
. . Accessroad
Jatibarang villages
2005/8/26 zz?ldanol?ff:gévur g/;ljgﬁ 18 HOUSES Outline  Planning  of
15:30-18:00 oo floodway improvement & RAP
Duwur village
2005/10/25 Bulu Lor Village Gov. 80 Kiosksin Outline  Planning  of
15:30-17:30 Office, Bulu Lor Village Kokrosono Market | floodway improvement & RAP
Ngemplak  Simongan
2005/8/26 Village. Gov. Office, Outline  Planning  of
19:30-22:00 Ngemplak ~ Simongan 172 House & Vendor floodway improvement & RAP
Village.
Remarks:
. Contents of information explained and language used by Javanese and
Indonesia.

. Relevant papers distributed are copy of handouts and copy of RAP Report.
Post Environmental Review (based on project proponent interview)

I mplementation of mitigation measures (environmental consider ation)

1) Measuresalready implemented and to be implemented
The mitigation measures that have already been implemented are:
« Numbersof PKL relocated: 178 kiosks (PKL in Pindrikan Lor Village)
« Numbers of of households resettled: not yet
« Progress of Construction of Relocation Site:
— Kokrosono Market is completed by 4 buildings.
— 3unitsof Rental Low Cost Apartment (Rusunawa) are completed.

The mitigation measures that are planned to be implemented are:
« 2 more buildings of Kokrosono market will be built.
« 2 more buildings of Rental Low Cost Apartment (Rusunawa) will be built.

I mplementation of EM P

1) Any modification of Environment Monitoring Plan (EMP) (if already
prepared at the time of appraisal)
Detail Environment Monitoring Plan is under preparation based on EMP,

I mplementation of Environmental monitoring (EM oP)

1) Implementation status of Environmental monitoring
Since construction has not begun, EMoP has been not been implemented.
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2) Disclosure of the monitoring results
Not applicable.

2.4 Implementation of mitigation measures (social consideration)

1) Measuresalready implemented and to be implemented
The mitigation measures that have aready implemented are compensation of
land acquisition for Jatibarang Dam.

The mitigation measures that are planned to be implemented are:

Relocation of PKL (street vendors)/PAP to Kokrosono Market
Relocation of people to Rental Low Cost Apartment (Rusunawa).

25 Resettlement Action Plan(RAP)

1) Any changetothe RAP after the appraisal
There was no confirmation from project proponent at present.

2) Progress of theresettlement, etc.
There were some explanations on progress of resettlement, namely:

Total number of households to be resettled : 264

Total areato be acquired : 245,87 Ha

Total areathat has already been acquired : 0.3 ha

Target for land Acquisition for Fiscal Year 2008 : 75.37 ha

2.6 Livelihood of Project affected peoples (PAPS)

1) Detailed information of PAPs

Resettlement-related information from RAP:

River/drainage project would require resettlement of 264 residential houses
(109 legal Households and 155 illegal Households).

571 vendors (498 illega vendors, 55 fish smoke houses and 18 other
facilities), with land acquisition of 5 ha of building land.

The dam project required land acquisition of 189 Ha of farmland, which
was owned by 297 owners. No resettlement is expected.

2) Current status of payment of compensation

The current status of payment for compensation as follows:

The land acquisition/resettlement schedule was appropriate. According to
project proponent, in general, the actual payment of land acquisition to the
PAPs still met with the plan. The delay of payment could arise due to the
administrative problems, such asrevision of PAP sidentity card.
Percentage of PAPs who had already received compensation: 19.79 %.
There were no difficulties for making compensation, and P2T (Committee
of Land Acquisition) team had done socialization continuously.

The compensation rate was negotiated and agreed between PAPs and
Appraisal Team.



2.7

2.8

3) Current status of living condition of PAPs

There were descriptions on current status for condition of PAPs, namely:

« The standard of living had improved since the compensation rate was
higher than public rate.

. The compensation was cash by giving saving account in bank.

. Income restoration program had not been conducted yet.

. Income restoration program would be conducted by undertaking training,
Comparative Study, In-House Training & Demplot.

Based on clarification of project proponent regarding income restoration

program, the following were the planned program :

o Agriculture activity was allocated for PAP of dam site and canal.

o Activities of business trade and handicraft or small medium business were
allocated for al of PAP.

« Activities of fisherman and water tourism services were allocated for PAP
of dam site.

« Building labor activity was allocated for all of PAP.

4) Current status of resettlement site preparation including infrastructure
development, etc.

The current status of resettlement site preparation consisted of:

. Kokrosono market: 4 buildings were completed; 2 buildings are under
construction.

« Rental Low Cost Apartment (Rusunawa): 3 units twin block of building
structure had been completed and atotal of 4 unitswill be built.

« Therewas also the elementary school, mosque, etc.

Consideration for vulnerable groups

1) Any plansfor considering vulnerable groups for the project
There was no plan for considering vulnerable groups because none had been
identified.

Grievance and redress

1) Any windows to receive complaints and grievances
The window to receive complaints and grievances consisted of:
« Project Office
. Semarang City Government
« Teamof P2T (Committee of Land Acquisition)

PAPs I nterview

The interview activity was undertaken through individual and group interview. The
number of respondents that were interviewed was 54 PAPs. There were 2 criteria of the
respondents. a) project affected people who are to be resettled and b) project affected
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people who are not to be resettled but affected.

The interview was conducted in the following locations :

NG RAWDRE

Kokrosono Market at Bulu Lor Village : 4 vendors that had been rel ocated.

Cabean Village : 2 PAPs astradersliving at along Garang River embankment.

Kuningan Village : 5 PAPsliving near Semarang and Asin River.
Bandarharjo Village : 2 PAPs that had Smoke House near Semarang River.
Kandri Village : 10 PAPs as land owners (group interview).

Jatirgjo Village : 2 PAPs asfarmers

Kedung Pane Village : 4 PAPs consisting 2 land owners and 2 daily worker.
Ngemplak Simongan Village : 25 PAPs consisting of vendors and house residents
living along canal (group interview).

According to interview, it was obtained the following information:

31

3.2

3.3

34

Consultationsfor ANDAL and Resettlement and Land Acquisition

Most of the respondents attended the consultation related to this project. The

consultation was undertaken in 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008. They knew about the

consultation through invitation letter. In general, the respondents got enough

information from such consultations. The respondents wanted the clarification for

some issues as follows::

o PAPsshall be ableto get job in the project activity if this project was ongoing.

o If possible, the smoke house shall not be relocated to other place far from their
house.

« The vishility of the compensation fee and project schedule (Kedung Pane
Village).

o Further information on the project implementation (Ngemplak Simongan
Village) as the PAPs have not obtained new information until now..

Vishbility of EIA System and the EIA Report for the Project among
public/stakeholders

From 54 respondents, only 1 respondent (PAP in Kokrosono Market) knew about
the EIA system. However, all respondents did not understand about the content of
EIA document. This condition was due to the respondents had not seen the EIA
document.

Disclosure of the EIA Report

From 54 respondents, only 1 respondent (PAP in Kokrosono Market) came to
check the EIA document. However, all respondents never check the EIA document
in related institution until now.

| mplementation of Environmental Monitoring
All respondents never saw the results of the environmental monitoring
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3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

implementation of the project.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures

The followings were the comment of the respondents related to mitigation

measures :

« From 54 respondents, 2 respondents stated that the ‘talud’ development with +
50 cm high had been built at the side of Asin River in Kuningan Village, so
that the river water did not flood the house.

« From 54 respondents, 2 respondents stated that cleanliness and security
programs had been conducted in Kokrosono Market.

Note: cleanliness program is the program to improve the sanitary of the
market neighborhood, for example garbage management. The security
program is the effort of the market manager to avoid the security
disturbances, such as criminals within the market neighborhood. Usually,
some persons were assigned as security personnel.

Livelihood of Project Affected Peoples (PAPS)

4 respondents in Kokrosono Market felt that the facilities of the market, such as
toilet, electricity and clean water, were still unsatisfied.

All respondents required the income restoration program. There were 10
respondents in Kandri Village that had received a similar program. The types of
the program were food processing and workshop training supervised by Semarang
University, such program were still ongoing.

Consideration for Vulnerable Groups

Although there were 4 respondents who had old people in their family consisting
of 1 respondent in Bandarharjo Village (smoke house), 1 respondent in Kuningan
Village and 2 respondents in Kokrosono Market, they are not defined as the
vulnerable group by Government of Indonesia

Grievance and Redress

All respondents did not know about the existence of grievance windowsin DGWR
and Directorate General of Human Settlements, Ministry of Public Works (DGHS).
However, when they had complaints, the conveyed it to the formal leader of sub
village (RT/RW) or village head. The respondents in Kokrosono Market stated that
if they had complaints, they conveyed it to the head of Kokrosono vendor
association.

All respondents stated that they did not know about JBIC objection procedure.

Concerns about the Project

1) 2 of 4 respondents in Kokrosono Market (Bulu Lor Village) had concern about

-8-



the project, these being :

o« Due to their remova to the new location on the second floor, their
customers decreased.

2) 2respondentsin Cabean Village had concern about the project, these being :
o If they are relocated to a new location, they want that the condition
should be better than now.
o If the project is implemented, the area along the canal side should be

3) 5 responale?ﬂg'i n Kuningan Village had concern about the project, these being :

e It is hoped that the design of the project will not give worse
Impacts on the community.

o If they were relocated to the location far from their previous
house, they will lose their customer.

«  The compensation fee must be appropriate with their expectation.

4) 2 respondents in Bandarharjo Village (smoke house owners) had concern
about the project, these being :

o It was better that they were not relocated. They are worried that if they
were relocated to other location, they will be complained by the resident
surrounding the location due to the smoke resulted by their activity.

« |If they must be relocated, they hoped that the new location was better than
the previous one.

5) 10 respondentsin Kandri Village had concern about the project, these being :
o They immensely supported the project because they hoped that the project
can provide new working opportunity, such tourism and fishery activities.

6) 2 respondentsin Jatirejo Village had concern about the project, these being :
o Due to the dam development, it was worried that this project will reduce
working because the new working opportunity was still unclear.

7) 4 respondents in Kedung Pane Village had concern about the project, these
being :

« The compensation fee must be appropriate with their expectation.

« It was hoped that the project can provide new working opportunity

8) 25 respondents in Ngemplak Simongan Village had concern about the project,
these being :
« The compensation fee must be appropriate with their expectation.
« Thefurther information of project boundary was required.
« If there were land that was not used by the project close by, they want to
live there.
o Further information on project schedule and the type of compensation are
necessary.



V. CONCLUSION

4.1 The JBIC mission pointed out the following matters that needed attention for
improvement.

- There should be a mechanism for more frequent and continuous information
sharing between related government agencies and the community, for instance,
the project activity and schedule plan.

- PAPsof Jatibarang Dam, such as the tenant farmers in Kedungpane Village, they
did not know about the continuation of their livelihood if the land was
inundated. The tenant farmers were never invited in any
consultations/meetings and JBIC expected that these tenant farmers are also
given information related to the project activity plans.

4.2 DGWR and other project related officials confirmed JBIC mission’s concerns
and mentioned the following.

- The public relation ingtitution of the government need to distribute information
to the community.

- To manage socia problems, an integrated team will be established and
supervised by the City Government. It was required to convey accurate
information to the community in order to avoid negative implications. In
future meeting, the coordination between related parties will be discussed.

- The comments of JBIC on the project implementation will be followed up by
periodic meeting attended by related institutions of the project.
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Field Survey Report

Tanjung Priok Access Road Construction Project (1), (11)

FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL ERFORMANCE

I.  Environmental Review Process (based on project proponent interview)

1.1 Preparatory Processfor EIA

1)

2)

3)

Consultation process with project affected peoples (PAPS)

Consultation process with PAPs was implemented before TOR of EIA
document. The first step, project proponent announced Tanjung Priok access
road project through mass media either national or local during thirty working
days. The next step, the project proponent conducted public hearing to explain
project description to the stakeholders. According to the project proponent, the
public hearings had been done in June 2004.

Affected people were invited by project proponent, with the support of the
village office staff or sub-district office staff, to attend the public hearings on
initial information of road development activity plan. Consultations were
implemented for several times at several locations in accordance with the
number of affected people.

Selection of the participantsto consultation

Selection of the participants to consultations was implemented through impact
prediction either directly or indirectly to project plan which included house
and building owners, shops, utility, land, private business and government
agencies. Number of participants is 90 affected people consisting of several
stakeholders:

« Pelindo representative

« Kolinlamil (Navy) representative

. DKI Jakarta Province representative

« North Jakarta Mayor representative

. Affected People and/or its representative

Results of the consultation, etc.

The subject was informed to affected stakeholders among others: aims and
project description, plans, benefits and impacts from project development,
proponent identity, project location, corridor plan, areas of land to be affected
and technical information.



12

13

14

15

21

Recognition of EIA system and EIA report for this project

In general, the EIA system and report was not really understood by the majority of
stakeholders. In general, most of people do not have concern to the details of the
system and report of EIA. Usually, only the EIA consultants, EIA commissions
and the certain parties, such as NGO, knew better the EIA system and report.

Disclosure of Approved EIA Report (present status)

1) Disclosurenotice
EIA document had been approved by Central EIA Commission (Environment
Ministry) in December 2004. In Indonesia, there is no regulation governing the
disclosure of approved EIA report.

2) Placeand Period of Disclosure
There is no mechanism of approved EIA disclosure in Indonesia, but for those
parties who wanted to know the content of the EIA, the document can be
accessed if thereisarequest for disclosure.

3) Accessto EIA report by the people, etc.
After EIA document had been approved by EIA Commission in Environment
Ministry, the EIA document was distributed to related institutions.

Confirmation of the Contents of EIA Report

1) Comparison of the contents
According to the project proponent, there was no difference between the EIA
report disclosed in Indonesia and the one disclosed at JBIC HQ in Tokyo.

Preparatory Process for Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)

1) Consultation processwith project affected peoples (PAPS)
According to project proponent, affected peoples were invited to attend the
meeting in Sub-District Offices of Koja and Cilincing in March 2008. PAPs
were given project plan information and they had a right to ask about the
project.

2) Selection of the participantsto consultation
Selection of consultation participants were those people affected by project
plan either directly or indirectly. These participants include newly affected
people by the revised design which was completed at the end of 2007.

Post Environmental Review (based on project proponent interview)

I mplementation of Mitigation Measure (Environmental Consider ation)

1) Measuresalready implemented and to be implemented
Based on the project proponent explanation, the mitigation plans are included
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2.2.

2.3

24

2.5

in project design and document bidding requirements for tender such as to
reduce noise through buffer zones and placing blind barriers at certain strategy
locations.

2) Issuesand difficulties, etc.
According to project proponent, currently Tanjung Priok access road project
was still in tender status but there were no issues or difficulties currently.

I mplementation of EM P (Environmental Management Plan)

1) Any modification of EMP (if already prepared at the time of appraisal)
No modification to the existing EMP.

2) Implementation status of EMP, etc.
Since the construction has not started, the EMP has not been implemented yet.

I mplementation of Environmental Monitoring

1) Implementation status of environmental monitoring
Since the construction has not started, the monitoring has not been
implemented yet.

2) Disclosure of the monitoring results / Recognition of the disclosure by
stakeholder, etc.
Not applicable.

I mplementation of mitigation measures (social consider ation)

1) Measure already implemented and to be implemented
The project proponent said that social mitigation was not implemented yet.

2) Issuesand difficulties, etc.
No issues or difficulties at thistime.

Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)

1) Any changetothe RAP after the appraisal

The project proponent said that people displacement consist of 14 legal
households and 58 illegal households. 14 legal households included 6 Navy
households, 4 shops and 4 owners for 1 hotel, 1 restaurant, 12 shops and 2
houses. According to the project proponent, due to the change of the alignment
by the detailed design completed at the end of 2007, the current number of
affected peoples and properties possibly increase but the number of PAPs had
not been recalculated finally because the re-measurement of the affected land
is still not completed.

2) Progress of the resettlement, etc.
It has not started yet.



2.6 Livelihood of Project Affected Peoples (PAPS)

1

Detailed information of PAPs, including current status of living condition

of PAPs

2)

3)

Since social-economy conditions study of the PAPs had been done in the RAP
process, the current conditions have not been updated.

Current status of payment of compensation
It has not started yet.

Current status of resettlement site preparation including infrastructure
development, etc.
There is no resettlement site devel opment.

2.7 Consideration For Vulnerable Groups

1)

Any plansfor considering vulnerable groupsfor the project
Project proponent said that there were no vulnerable groups for the project.

2.8 Grievanceand Redress

1

2)

3)

4)

Any windowsto receive complaints and grievance

Project proponent said that if there were complaint and grievance from
community, they could conveyed to P2T (Land Compensation Committee) at
North Jakarta Mayor Office.

Announcement of establishing the windows for complaints
There had been no officia announcements, but the Sub-district office staffs are
in contact with the PAPs, and PAPs can approach them with any concerns.

Actual actions already taken for redressing grievances
There had been no serious complaints or issues that needed actions.

Recognition of the system to solve the complaints and grievances
The staffs were there to listen to the complaints, but PAPs are not aware of any
system to solve problems or issues.

PAPs Interview

During PAPs interview, there were 21 respondents that had been interviewed; consisting
of 7 respondents (legal residents) in Koja Village, these being : 2 households, 2
restaurants and 3 shops, as well as 14 respondents in Semper Timur Village, these being
2 legal residents, 4 illegal shops, 2 illegal restaurants, 1 illegal motorcycle workshop
and 5 illegal residents. There were 2 criteria of the respondents: @) project affected
people who are to be resettled and b) project affected people who are not to be resettled
but affected.



3.1 Resultsof PAPsInterview with residents of Koja Village

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

Consultation for EIA and Resettlement and Land Acquisition

5 respondents in Koja Village said that they attended consultation which was
held on 6™ of March, 2008 in Koja Sub-District Office and 2 respondents did
not attend consultation meeting because they did not get invitation.

Visibility of EIA System and the EIA report for the Project among
public/stakeholders

All of the respondents (legal residents) said that they did not know about the
ANDAL system.

Disclosure of the EIA Report

All of the respondents (legal residents) said that they did not know that they
could check the EIA report a8 AMDAL Committee Office, Ministry of
Environment and PT. Jasa Marga s regional office.

Implementation of Environmental Monitoring (implementation of any
environmental monitoring)

4 respondents said that they have not seen results of environmental monitoring
of the project and 3 respondents did not answer.

I mplementation of Mitigation M easures

4 respondents said that there were no mitigation measures for environmental
and/or social issues that have already been implemented and 3 respondents did
not answe.

Livelihood of PAPs

All of the respondents (legal residents) said that they have not received
compensation fees. 4 respondents said that they did not know when they will
receive the payment and 3 respondents did not answer.

Consideration for Vulnerable Groups

6 respondents said that they did not have elderly or handicapped persons in
their family. Only 1 respondent stated that he has such kind of persons.

Grievance and Redress

All of the respondents (legal residents) said that they did not know about the
window of the Directorate General of Highways, Ministry of Public Works
(DGH) to redress the complaints and grievances. 4 respondents said that they
did not know exactly where to address and solve their complaints and 3
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3.2

9)

respondents did not answer. Beside that all of them said that they did not
know about objection procedures of JBIC.

Concerns about the Project.

The respondents have concern about the following issues:

A) Necessary to have detailed information about this project and detailed
land acquisition of hisbuilding (2 respondents)

B) If compensation fee was better, he would agree with the project (1
respondent)

C) Required information: schedule for relocation, amount of compensation
fees, details of compensation schedule and kind of mitigation measures
(2 respondents)

D) Appropriateness of compensation fees and compensation for remaining
land or building (2 respondents)

E) The project must be canceled because this project will disturb the
business (1 respondent).

Results of PAPs Interview residents of Semper Timur Village

The following are the answer of the respondents to several questions from JBIC :

All respondents stated that they were not invited to the public consultation related
to the projects.

7 respondents stated that they did not know about the project due to they did
not get any information about this matter; while 7 respondents knew about this
project from others (2 respondents knew from village officer and 5
respondents knew from their neighbors)

According to the duration of living in their places, 6 respondents had lived in
their places for less than 5 years, 4 respondents had lived for 10 - 15 years, 2
respondents had lived for 15 — 20 years and 2 respondents had lived for more
than 20 years.

12 respondents stated that they lived with their families, 1 respondent lived
with his brother and 1 respondent lived alone.

1 respondent of illegal shop in Semper Timur informed that if he must be
moved, he expected to receive the compensation fee.

1 respondent of illegal resident within carriage way of Tanjung Priok access
road alignment informed that she bought the building (‘house”) from other
illegal resident amounting to Rp. 2 millions



40 CONCLUSION

4.1 The JBIC mission pointed out the following matters that needed attention for
improvement.

Based on field survey, most of theillegal residents were not invited and did not
attend consultation meetings. Also, most of them wanted to know when the
land acquisition will be implemented and how much compensation they will
receive. Therefore, it is necessary to implement further consultations with ALL
stakeholders with appropriate information regarding land acquisition and
resettlement for the project.

Most of the interviewees did not know where they should convey their
complaint and name and place of the window to receive complaints and
grievances need to be announced to all stakeholders.

4.2 DGH and other project related officials confirmed JBIC mission’s concerns
and mentioned the following.
The DGH will improve the mechanism of the information sharing within related
stakeholders. DGH will convey the information to the authorized parties through
coordination meetings.
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