SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
ON
LAND ACQUISITION FOR CONSTRUCTION OF INTEGRATED
FACILITATION CENTER -ENTRY AND EXIT POINT
IN
MEDHIPARA, WEST GARO HILLSDISTRICT

Meghalaya I nstitute of Governance (M1G)
Lumpyngad Cottage, Bishop Cotton Road, Shillong- 793001
Phone No.: 0364-2505977, Email:migshillong@gmail.com




TABLE OF CONTENTS

.no Topics Page no
1. | About Meghalaya Institute of Governance 2
2. | Executive summary 3-4
3. | List of Map 5
4. | List of Charts 5
5. | List of Pictures 5
6. | List of Tables 6
7. | List of Annexures 7
8. | Description of project 8-10

1.10bjective of project

1.2Need for the project

1.3Project location

1.4Project scheduled for implementation

1.5Map for proposed project area
9. | Research Methodology 11-12

1.1Research method

2.2 Methods for data collection

2.3 Data processing and analysis
10, Demographic profile of the village 13
11/ Description of project area 14-17
12| Anticipated project impact 18
13| Data analysis and interpretation 19-39
14/ Public consultation and disclosure 40-45
15/ Mgor finding and recommendation 46-50
16/ Socia Impact Mitigation plan 51-53
17} Conclusion 54
18, Annexures 55-99




ABOUT MEGHALAYA INSTITUTE OF GOVERNANCE
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Social Impact Assessment Studly.

The Socia Impact Assessment Team is as follows:
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2) Shri. Daniel Ingty, OSD, NRM (Member MIG)

3) Shri. PrabhakarBoro, MIG (Programme Associ ate)
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8) Smt. TeniTemsiMarak (SIA Volunteer)

Publication year: 2016



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Meghalaya Institute of Governance had carried out a Social |mpact Assessment
Study for the setting up of Integrated Facilitation Centre - Entry and Exit point at
Medhipara, New Dalchengkona Village. The objective of this study is to identify the
likely impacts which may result from the proposed project.

The concept of Integrated Facilitation Centre — Entry and Exit Point came up as a
concession to the demands of local pressure groups to set up the Inner Line Permit to
check on the entry of unwanted elements into the state. The Facilitation Centre —
Entry and Exit Point was proposed to be set up in al sensitive areas of the state to
address the issues of unauthorized immigration into the state, illegal flow of trades
and goods, criminal activities, etc. The Facilitation Centre- Entry and Exit Point
proposed by the State Government of Meghalaya aims to address these issues by
preventing unlawful entries into the State and to facilitate the legal flow of people,
goods and vehicles into the State.

The Integrated Facilitation Centre - Entry and Exit Point is proposed to be set up in
Medhipara, which falls under the Tikrikilla Block, West Garo Hills District. The
proposed project site Medhipara is located along the border of Assam and is about
130 Km away from the district headquarter, Tura and about 40 Km to Goalpara

which isthe nearest Commercia town.

The amount of land to be acquired for this project measures 17835.5 Sgq.mt. The
village has a mixed community of Garo, Rabha, and Muslim residing around the
area. The occupational status in the village is mainly daily wage and casud
labourers. Horticulture is also practised with plantations like pineapple and banana.
The literacy rate among the people is low with most of them educated till primary

school.



The research methods adopted for this study was quantitative wherein the primary
data was collected from the respondents by using research tools like reconnaissance
survey, interview scheduled, focus group discussion, questionnaire and public
hearing etc. The secondary data was collected from the office of Deputy
Commissioner (Revenue Branch), Tura. Data analysis and interpretation shows that
the majority of the people from Meghalaya carry out normal economic activity with
Assam in term of trading and marketing where no payment for utilising the market is

involved. Traders from Assam do not create any nuisance.

In terms of setting up an Integrated Facilitation Centre — Entry and Exit Point at
Medhipara, majority of the respondents feel that the Facilitation Centre- Entry and
Exit Point will increase the market flow and improve the relationship between the
people of two States. No effect on the community way of living and further
improvement in the safety of the peoplein the village is expected.

A public hearing was conducted as part of the Impact Assessment study. More than
45people were present for the hearing which was chaired by Shri. Kapil Koch, MCS,
Block Development Officer, Tikrikilla, in the presence of Smt. P.T.D Sangma,
MCS, EAC, Revenue and Yvette G. Momin, Tourist Officer. During the hearing, the
major findings of the study were shared and discussed with the people. Apart from
the issues highlighted by the SIA team, land owners raised issues concerningtheir

property characteristics.

From the findings and public hearing, we can conclude that the proposed project will
have a marginally high effect on the community as a whole and the setting up of the
Facilitation Centre within Medhiparavillage will bring a sense of security and well-
being to the people. This Facilitation Centre was seen by the people as an initiative
to not only regulate the flow of goods and services but as an initiative to address
theft, social mischief, immigration and land encroachment which is one of the main
Issues at present. The Integrated facilitation centre is also expected to develop the
area by bringing employment and economic opportunities to the local people.
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Land Acquisition for Construction of Integrated Facilitation Centre- Entry
and Exit Point at Medhipara, West Garo Hills District.

1. Description of Project

1.10Dbjectives of The Project

The objective of this project is to check the entry of people into the state and to
facilitate legal flow of people, goods and vehicles into the State.

1.2Need for The Project

In order to address to the issues of unauthorised immigration, illegal flow of goods
and service, criminal activities, etc. into the state of Meghalaya, the Facilitation
Centre will act as a check for the exchange and interaction of goods and services
between the states of Assam and Meghalaya. The Integrated Facilitation Centre will
facilitateal arrivals and departures of people from the state as well as carry out

Inspection to avoid any kind of unforeseen issues.
1.3Project Location

The Facilitation Centre- dedicated Entry and Exit Point will be constructed in
Medhipara under L.A Constituency Raksamgre and Tikrikilla Community and Rural
Development Block, West Garo Hills District. The proposed site however falls under
New Dalchengkona village. The total land to be acquired according to the survey
carried out inAugust 2015 on side of the road measures about 17835.54 Sq.mt.It lies
adjoining the border with Lakhipur in Assam as the nearest town about 8kms and
Goalpara in Assam about 40 Kms. The project lies next to AMPT road (Agia,
Medhipara, Phulbari, Tura Road) which is the main economic route connecting
Meghalaya to Assam. The distance from the district headquarters, Turais about 130
Kms.



1.4Proposed Schedule for Implementation

The project was proposed in January, 2015 but due to suitable project Site selection,
the project implementation has been delayed.

1.5Maps for Proposed Project Area

The map provided in the report is conducted by the Office of the Deputy
Commissioner (Revenue Branch)Turaand Garo Hills Autonomous District Council,

West Garo Hills District.

Map 1. Proposed site of Medhipara showing an area of 17835.54S0. metres
(approx.)
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Map 2: Proposed site of Medhiparashowing an area of 17835.54Sq. metres (approx.)
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Source: Office of the District Commissioner (Revenue Branch), Tura, West Garo

Hills District.

2. Research Methodology
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2.1Research M ethod

The research strategy that the research team has used is a Descriptive Method. This
method describes the specific behaviour or facts concerning the nature of the
situation. It involves the gathering of data that describe the events, organise,
tabulate, depicts and describe the data collection.

2.2Methods for Data collection

Reconnaissance Survey: The reconnaissance field survey was first carried out to
understand the project area before formulating the questionnaire and interview for
the primary data collection. Before the data was collected, the research team
surveyed the project area, briefed the functionaries and the respondents about the
purpose of the data collection and type of datarequired.

Secondary Data: The research team first reviewed and carried out research on related
literature to understand the requirements of the project area. Based on these review
of secondary data, the team was able to get an insight on the background of the
project which helped in group identification and formulation of questionnaire design.
Secondary Data of relevant documents were obtained from the State Department
officials based on the project type like the details of project profile, type of
investment, maps, details of land owners, etc.

Primary data: During the field research, the following methods were used to gather
information:  Interview (Semi-structured and Key Informant Interview),
guestionnaire, focus group discussion and field observation. The research team has
taken a sample of the directly affected respondents, the views of indirectly affected
respondents from nearby villages and the functionaries from the Village Executive
Committee using different methods. The target group for respondents has been
selected on the basis of people coming and going between the two states like traders,

drivers, farmers, etc. The methods were used in the field both at the community level
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and household level. The methods used were structured and designed based on the
likely impact on the project area.

Public Hearing: As part of the requirement of the Right to Fair Compensation and
Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013
(Section) after the submission of a draft report to governing bodies including the
Village Authority a Public Hearing is held at the affected village. The public hearing
Is conducted with a notion to convey the major findings to the people and to receive
further suggestions and opinions on the developmental work within their village.
The public hearing therefore was held at New Dalchengkona, in Medhipara on 30"
June 2016.

2.3Data Processing and Analysis

The data collected has been systematically arranged, organised and tabulated by
the SIA Team.

12



3 Demographic Profile oftheVillage

Medhipara village falls under the administrative block of Tikrikilla Community
and rural development Block in West Garo Hills District. The village is about
130 kms from the district town, Tura and about 8 Kms to Lakhipur which is the
nearest town and Goalparain Assam about 40 Kms.

The village has 30 households approximately. The community members belong
to the Garo Scheduled tribe with Christianity as the primary religion. The
occupational status of most of the people of village is agricultura and non-
agricultural activities while only a few people are engaged in business and

government services.

The nearest market from the proposed site is Besorkona within Meghalaya and
Lakhipur in Assam from where most of the people do their daily marketing. The
area concerned lies adjoining to the Assam border and it is found that there are
frequent quarrels regarding issues like theft and land grabbing between the people
residing in these border areas.

13



4 DescriptionofProject Area:

The location of the land to be acquired for the construction of Integrated
Facilitation Centre cum Entry and Exit Point is at Medhipara and belongs to the
Garo Hills Autonomous District Council. The total land to be acquired according
to the survey carried out in August 2015 measures about 17835.54 Sg.mt . From
the observation, it is found that the land to be acquired is a sloping hill and has
plantations like beetle-nut, rubber, mangoes, bananas, jack fruit and also
pineapple. There is presence of one L.P School in the proposed site of pucca
structure. Settlements are observed with most of them made of kutcha structure.

The facilitation centre will be constructed adjoining to the Assam border, and
besides the AMPT road (Agia, Medhipara, Phulbari, Tura Road) which is the

main economic route connecting Meghaayato Assam.

The pictures below were taken during the reconnaissance survey or preliminary site
visit carried out by the Social Impact Assessment Team from the Meghalaya
Institute of Governance, Shillong.

Photo 1: Proposed site for Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry & Exit Point
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Photo 2: Proposed site for Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry & Exit Point

Photo 3: Proposed site for Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry & Exit Point
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Photo 4: Proposed site for Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry & Exit Point
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Pineapple plantation, pucca and semi pucca houses are seen
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Photo 6: Proposed site for Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry & Exit Point
] |

Source: Meghalaya I nstitute of Governance, SIA Unit, Shillong.
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5. Anticipated Project Impacts

The project site is a cultivable hill area with a sizable vegetation cover. Settlements
are also found to be present having a dlightly scattered pattern. Though the land
belongs to the Garo Hills Autonomous Council, the proposed acquisition of land is
to affect 9 households who are residents of that locality of Meghalaya and who have
settled there for more than 20 to 30 years and one ShriProdhyanna Narayan

Chawdhary who however is known not to have settled in that area.

There is aso presence of plantations such as of beetle nut, rubber, banana, jack fruit
and pine apple which are aso used for commercia purpose by the people settled

there.

The effect on the household’s movable and immovable assets is marginally high.
The 9 families who are settled in the proposed site will be affected as the land
acquisition will lead to relocation and damage to their houses and valuables and also

other immovabl e assets on whom their livelihood is dependent on.

The presence of Entry and Exit Point will keep a check on the illegal flow of goods
and also infiltration, illegal immigration and encroachment into Meghal aya.

Issues like lllegal transportation of goods, free flow of goods/vehicles, rise in
criminal activities, difficulties to access basic amenities, etc. are some of the
problems likely to be faced by the villagers.

The construction of an Integrated Facilitation centre cum Entry and Exit Point at
Medhipara will likely affect the traders and daily commuters of that particular area,
who travel to and fro between Assam and Meghaaya. The businessmen between the
two States are likely to be affected as there may be restrictions to mobility.

18



6. Data Analysisand Interpretation

The primary data collected and gathered from the respondents has been analysed and
interpreted by the SIA Team.

6.0 Directly Affected Respondents

This section describes the data collected from the Respondents falling under the age
group of 18-70 years. From the total 9 respondents who will be affected directly, 6
are males and 3 are femaes. Shri.ProdhyannaNarayannaChawdhury one of the
directly affected respondent was not present for the interview and group discussion
that was held. From the total, 2 respondents are found to be illiterate, while 4 have
studied only till Class V and 3 respondents are found to be educated above High
School.

A detalled list of property characteristics which are going to be affected have been
provided by GHADC. See Annexure 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10,11.

From the respondents it is found that the mgjority of them (7 in number) are engaged
in daily wage, casual labourer and as adriver for their livelihood. While one of them
Is engaged in farming and one individual is a government employee. The other
sources of livelihood undertaken by the respondents are Horticulture, Poultry,
Piggery, Fishery and Dairy farming. Horticulture however is one of the main sources
of income as produce like beetle nut, rubber, pineapple are sold in nearby markets
and are also exported out. From among the tota respondents, 7 are found to have

ration card and fall under the BPL category.

From the total, 8 respondents have said they have their own alternate land, however
the alternate land was not suitable for settlement due to the lack of drinking water
and difficulty to access the interior location of the forest. The respondents also stated
that they face elephant menace in the interior forest areas. 1 responded that they do

not have an alternate land of their own. The respondents were of the view that if the
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concerned authority looks into their grievances and provides them adequate facilities
to relocate, they will be happy to resettle.

From the total respondents, 7 have preferred to settle in the same district and near

the present settlement, while 2 have not considered as yet on resettlement plans.

The study also took the respondents view on whether there was need for the
integrated facilitation centre cum Entry and Exit point, to which 100% responded
positively and said that there is a need for the said project as it will check on
immigration, illegal trading and criminal activities like theft and also help in
development of the area by bringing employment to local people. When asked about
their aspirations from the project, the affected individuals requested employment for
their family members based on educational credentias, adequate compensation for
the loss of their property that will arise due to acquisition of the said land and

development of the areain general.

6.1Socio- Economic Profile ofthelndirectly affected Respondents

This section describes the socio- economic profile of the Respondents falling under
the age group of 18-70 years.

Table 2: Age of Respondents

No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Age of Respondents
A [18-35 4 22.22
B |36-49 7 38.88
C |50-59 4 22.22
D |60-69 2 11.11
E | Above 70 1 5.55
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Chart 1: Age of Respondents
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The table 1 and Chart lindicatesthe respondent’s age groups. Majority of the
respondent fall under the age groups of 18-35 years.

Table 3: Gender of Respondents

No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Gender
a |Mde |14 77.77
b |Femae 4 22.22

Table 3 indicates the gender of the respondents. It is seen that mgjority of the
respondents are males.
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Table4: Highest Level of Education of Respondents
No of Respondents | Percentage (%)

Sl.no Education

a | llliterate 3 16.66

b | Primary (class V) 10 55.55

c | Upper primary (ClassVIII) | 1 5.55

d | Secondary

e | High school 3 16.66

f | Others 1 5.55

Table 4 indicates the highest level of education of the respondents. From the table
above it can be noted that majority are educated till Primary School and very few are

educated above higher secondary. Many of the people here leave studies after

Primary school to help their family to earn income and as many are poor they are

unable to pursue higher studies.

Table 5. Occupation of Respondents
Sl.no Occupation Percentage (%)
a | Farmers 11.11
b | Government Employee 5.55
c |Busness 16.66
d | Student
e | Casual Labourer 38.88
f | Daily wage worker 22.22
g | Others 5.55
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Chart 2: Occupation of Respondents

Occupation

W Farmer

B Government Employee
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Table 5and Chart 2 indicates the major occupation of the respondents. The maor
occupational status of the respondents is casual labourer and daily wager. Many are
there who undertake agricultural and horticulture activities. The respondents are
found to have plantations like pineapple, banana and beetle nut. The produce are
thereby sold in nearby markets and also exported to places like Lakhipur, Goalpara
and even Guwahati in Assam.

Besorkona and Hatugaon are small village markets adjoining the Assam border
which are about a kilometre away from the proposed point. These serve as the main
commercial centre for this area. The market therefore provides employment and
economic opportunities to many who earn their living through trade and commerce.
The market not only caters tothe local residents of Meghalaya but also to the

residents of Assam.
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Table 6below shows that interms of income majority earn below Rs. 75,000. While

only few i.e., 22% earn more than 1 lakh rupees per annum.

Table 6: Annual Income of Respondents

Sl.no. | Income per annum No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
a Lessthe Rs. 25,000 2 11.11

b >Rs. 25,001- lessthan Rs. 50.000 | 3 16.66

c >Rs. 50,001- lessthan Rs. 75,000 | 2 11.11

d >Rs. 75,001- less than Rs. 1,00,000 | 7 38.88

e >Rs. 1,00,001 4 22.22

f Not earning

6.2Utility andAccessibility ofInter-State Travel

The research team assessed the frequency of travel by the respondents. The research

team also attempted to understand the issues and concerns of the respondents

whiletravelling to Assam as well as concerns and grievances when people from

outside the state enter Meghalaya.

Table 7: Respondent’s Travel to Assam
No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | If respondent travel to Assam
a |Yes 18 100
b | No 0 0
C | hever 0 0

Table 7 above indicates that all the respondents travel to Assam. The close proximity

to the border hence makes it easier for the local people to go into adjoining areas of
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Assam. Alsothe main highway i.e., the AMPT road too cuts across adjoining areas of
Assam and connects major commercial towns like Goal para and Guwahati.

Table 8: Frequency of Travel to Assam
No of Respondents | Percentage (%)

Sl.no | Frequency of Travel to Assam

a | Everyday 6 33.33

b | Onceinaweek 11 61.11

c | Twiceor morein amonth 1 5.55

d | Never 0 0

e |Onceinayear 0 0

Chart 3: Frequency of Travel to Assam

70
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of Travel to week more in a Year
Assam month

Table 8 and Chart 3indicate the frequency of travel made by the respondents. Many
of the respondents travel on a daily or weekly basis to Assam. The mgority of the
respondents however travelonce a week. The close proximity to the border thus

makes it easier for the local residentsto travel on adaily basis.
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Table9: Primary Purpose of Visit to Assam
No of Responses | Percentage (%)

Sl.no | Primary purpose of Visit to Assam

a | Marketing 18 50

b | Casual labourer 2 5.55

Cc | Medical accessibility 10 27.77

d | Accessibility to Education 1 2.77

e | Trading 3 8.33

f | Daily wage 2 5.55

g | Others 0 0

Table 9 above showsthe primary purpose of the respondents travel to Assam. It can
be noted that majority travel mainly for marketing and trading purposes. Medical
accessibility is another important reason for their travel to Assam as there are
nogood hospitals in the area with proper facilities. Many therefore travel to
Lakhipur, Goalpara and even Guwahati for the same. The local people also go to

these towns to work as casual |abourer and daily wagers.

Table 10: Mode of Transportation to Assam
Percentage (%)

Sl.no | Mode of transportation

Public transportation 81.81
Private transportation 0
c | Byfoot 18.18

QO

(op

Table 10 above shows that majority of the respondents use public transportation like
local sumo, buses, etc., There are many buses coming in from Assam that use the

route frequently connecting Medhipara to places likeTikrikilla, Phulbari,Goal para,
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and Guwahati. The respondents also go to the adjoining Assam areas on foot as it is

very close by andpresence of many interior village routes in the area makes it easy.

Table 11: Route Used by Respondents
No of Responses | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Route used by Respondent
a | Villagel interior roads 17 56.66
b | Man State Highway 13 43.33
c | Others 0 0

Table 11 shows that mgjority of the respondents use the main state highway, i.e., the
AMPT road (AgiaMedhiparaPhulbari and Tura road) which is the main route
connecting this region to Assam and the district headquarter Tura. There are many

who use the village/ interior roads as well to travel to adjoining Assam areas for

various purposes like marketing, daily wage, etc.

Table 12: Problem Faced When Returning from Assam

Problem faced when returning from No of Percentage
Sl.no Assam Respondents (%)
a |Yes 1 5.55
b | No 17 94.44
c | No Response 0 0

Table 12 shows that majority of the respondents travelling to Assam to carry out

various activities do not face any problems. The only problem however stated by all
Is the condition of the road from Medhiparato Agial AMPT road ) which at present
Is at adilapidated state.

Tablel3: People Coming from Assam
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No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Do people come from Assam?

Yes 18 100
b [No 0 0
c | Never 0 0

Table 13 shows that people from Assam visit Meghalaya. The close proximity to the
Assam border and towns like Mankacharin Assam connected through this route

makes it inevitable for Assam people tovisit Meghal aya.

Table No 14: Purpose of Visit by Assamese People

No of Responses | Percentage (%)
Sl.no| Purpose of visit

a | Trading of goods | 17 32.69
b | Driving 8 15.38
c | Casual Labourer | 13 25

d | Daily wage 14 26.92

e | Others 0 0
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Chart 4. Purpose of visit by Assam People
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Table 14 and Chart 4showthe primary purpose of visit by the people from Assam to
this area. It is observed from the above table that trading of goods is the primary
purpose. The traders from Assam sell their goods in the weekly market in
Besorkona. The presence of market hence provides employment and economic
opportunities therefore we can see that casual labourer, daily wagers and driving are

the other major reasons for their visit to the area.

Table 15: Payment of Fee by Outsider for Tradingin Tikrikilla Village

No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Payment of fee for trading

Yes 4 22.22
b No 14 77.77
C No Answer 0 0

Table 15: The majority of the respondents have said that people from Assam trading
in Medhiparaand adjoining areas or other village markets do not pay any fee. Only a

few however said that the feeis paid.
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As the proposed area is adjoining the border with Assam, the traders do not feel the
need for the payment of the fees for trading.

The fee however isto be collected by the Garo Hills Autonomous District
Councilfrom every trader, even the traders from Meghalaya. The fee amount depends

on the products.

Table17 : In Flow and Out Flow of Goods

Sl. In Flow From Out Flow From
L 1T
1. Poultry - Assam : Lakhipur, Beetle nut - Medhipara
2. Petrol ( Goalpara Timber
Black )
3. Groceries Vegetables
4, Fish Rubber
5. Banana
6. Pineapple

Table 17: The findings show that the mgor produce of the area are beetle nut,
vegetables and timber. Beetle nut, pineapple and banana which are grown in their
own gardensare therefore sold in the weekly markets in Besorkona and Hatugaon.
Beetle nut and timber are also exported to places like Lakhipurand Goalpara in

Assam.

The in -flow of goods from Assam varies from vegetables, rice, dal, fish and other
groceries.These goods are mostly sold during the weekly market days where local

people are the main buyers.
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Table 18: Problems from AssamesePeople

Problem Faced with the Assam people | No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no
a |Yes 12 66.66
b |No 6 33.33
c | Never 0 0

Chart 5: Problems from Assamese People
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Table 18 and Chart 5 shows the problem faced with the Assam people. Mgjority of
the respondents said that they have encountered problem with the Assam people.
There have been many instances where the local people had got involved in quarrels
with the Assam people. Many atimes the reason has been for theft of cattle and also
land grabbing. There arehowever few who have said that they havenot facedany

problem with the people coming from Assam.
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Table 19: Concerns About People Coming from Outside of the State
Concerns about people coming from outside of the state | Percentage (%)

Sl.no

a | Theft 44.44

b | Influx 11.11

Cc | Inter- marriage 22.22

d | Safety 0

e | Socia Mischief 22.22

f | No concerns 0

Chart 6: Respondents’ Concern
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Table 19and Chart 6show the concern of the respondents about people coming from
outside the state. From the above it can be noted that the primary concern of the
people is theft as there have been many instances where cattle and goods were stolen
from their houses. The other mgor concerns cited by the respondents are inter
marriage and social mischief.Another concern cited is influx which has become a
key issue in this part of the region with increase in people from outside states and

|and encroachment in the border areas.
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6.3Phase Wise Assessment of Proposed Construction Project

This section describes the respondent’s awareness level on the proposed project.

Table 20: Awareness Level On the Setting Up of a Facilitation Centre
No of Respondents Percentage (%)

Sl.no Awareness level
a Yes 18 100
b No 0 0

Table 20show that all the respondents were aware about the proposed project in
Medhipara, New Dalchengkona.

Table 21: Respondent Views On the Functioning of Entry andExit Point

Respondent views on the functioning if an No of Percentage
Sl.no Entry and Exit Point Responses (%)
a | Check onillegal immigration 18 33.33
b | Check onillegal flow of trades and goods 18 33.33
c | Check on criminal intention 18 33.33
e | Others 0 0

Table 21: Mgjority of the respondents are of the view that the Integrated Facilitation
Centre’s key function should be to keep a check on illegal immigration which has
become major issue today with rise in population, changing demographics and
encroachment along the border areas. The respondents also felt the need for check

onillegal flow of trades and goods and check on criminal intent as well so asto curb
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socia evils. This in turn will also help the police greatly to detect criminals and

other illegal activities.

Table 22: Feeling Regarding the Construction of an Entry and Exit Point

Feeling about the construction of an Entry No of Percentage
Sl.no and Exit Point Respondents (%)
A | Good 18 100 %
B |Bad 0 0
C | Okay 0 0
D | Noresponse 0 0

Table 22 describes the feeling of the people on the setting up of a Facilitation Centre

fromMedhipara and New Dalchengkona. All the respondents feel that the proposed

project will be favourable for the residents of the Medhipara as a whole.The

proposed project therefore is expected to bring employment and economic

opportunities for the local people and also systemati ceconomic transactions.

Table 23: Changein The Market Flow After the Construction of E& E Pt
No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Changein the market flow
a | Itwill makeit better 18 100
b | Itwill makeit worse 0 0
c | Nochange 0 0
d | Noresponse 0 0
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Table 23 shows the respondents view about their concerns on the market flow
between the two states after the proposed construction is in place. To this magority
stated that the Facilitation Centre will certainly make the market flow better asit will

open up opportunities for many and it will be a systematic transaction.

Table 24: Changein Relationship Between People On Both Side After
Construction

Change in relationship between people No of Percentage
Sl. on both side Respondents (%)
No.
a | Itwill makeit better 13 72.22
b | Itwill makeit worse 0 0
c | Nochange 5 27.77
d | Noresponse 0 0

Table above shows the respondents view on their concerns over the likely impact on
the relationship of the people between the two states.It is observed from the data
avalable that majority feel the facilitation Centre will make the relation of the
people on both sides better. However many feel it won’t bring any changes and the

relation between the people on both sides will be the same.
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Table25: Changein Community Way of Living After the Construction
Sl. no Change in community way of living Percentage (%)
a Yes 0
b No 85
C Remain the same 15
d Don’t Know 0

Table 25above shows the respondents concern over the likely impact on the village
community life after the proposed construction.The mgjority are of the view that the
Integrated Facilitation Centre will bring no majorchange in the community way of

living after the projectcompletion.

Table No 26: Change in Safety of the People After Construction

No of Respondents | Percentage (%)
Sl.no | Change in safety of the people

a | Itwill makeit better 18 100
b | It will makeit worse 0 0
c | Nochange 0 0
e | Noresponse 0 0

Table 26above show the respondents view when asked about their concerns on the
safety in the village after the construction of the proposed project. Many believe that
the Facilitation centre will strengthen and improve the safety of the people in the
village and criminal activities like theft, harassment etc. will be brought under

control.
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Table27: Problem Likely to Come Up During the Construction Phase

Problem likely to come up during the No of Percentage
Sl.no construction phase Responses (%)

a | Non Utilisation of land 0 0

b | Environmenta pollution 3 16.66

c | Resistance from People 0 0

d | Incompletion of work 0 0

e | Others 0 0

f | No problem 15 83.3

Chart 7: Problems Likely to Arise During the Construction Phase
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Table 27 and Chart 7 show the likely problem that may come during the
Construction phase. The majority of the respondents stated that there won’t be any
problem during construction. However there were few who stated that environmental

pollution may result due to cutting of trees during the construction.
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Table 28: Problem Likely to Come Up After the Construction

Problem likely to come up after the No of Percentage
Sl.no construction Respondents (%)
a | Traffic Congestion 0 0
b | Noise pollution 7 38.88
c | Difficulty inregistration for arrival and | O 0
departure
d | Over Payment of fee 0 0
e | Employment of outsider 0 0
f | Poor maintenance 5 27.77
g | Lossof good rapport from both side 2 11.11
h | No problem 4 22.22

Chart 8: Problems Likely to Come Up After the Construction
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Table 27 and Chart 8 show the likely problem that may come after the construction

of the proposed project. From the data displayed, it can be noted that noise pollution

and poor maintenance of the proposed office will be the likely problems. The other
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problem cited by the respondents was that of loss of good rapport and that people
from Assam may not like the proposed set up.
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7. Data Coallection from The Public Hearing Held at Medhipara, New
Dalchengkona.

The Meghalaya Institute of Governance had conducted a Public hearing on the 30"
of June, 2016 on the Integrated Facilitation Centre-Entry/ Exit point in Medhipara,
New Dalchengkona at 2:00 p.m as part of the Social Impact Assessment study under
the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition,
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 notified by the Ministry of Rural
Development, Government of India.

Block Development Officer (MCS) TikrikillaShriKapil Koch chaired the
programme where he welcomed everyone and thanked all the district officials,
village elders and the team from MIG SIA unit. He said the public hearing was being
conducted to inform the community and genera public about the land acquisition for
the purpose of Integrated Facilitation centre cum Entry and Exit Point in New
Dalchengkona measuring an area about 17835.54Sg.mt. He further stated that under
Tikrikilla block two villages have been selected for putting up the Integrated
Facilitation Centre ie. Abhirampara and Medhipara(New Dalchengkona). He said
that Garo Hills Autonomous District Councilcame a year back for the first time and
measured all the lands and for the second time Revenue Branch DC office surveyed
the village, and now Meghalaya Institute of Governance Social Impact Assessment
unit conducted the survey of the directly affected and indirectly affected households
and the government sent it back to be summarized in Public Hearing. He mentioned
the name of the land holders which were Prodhyana Narayan Chowdhury(2 bigha
kata 11) and Silchira G Momin (3 bigha 13 lessa). These land holders and others(6)

residing in the proposed sitedidn’t have proper land documents/patta and the
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Meghalaya I nstitute of Governance team had put up all these things in the report. He
ended his speech and requested for comments and feedbacks from the villagers.

SmtPearla Tatyana D Sangma (MCS, Extra Assistant Commissioner (EAC),
Revenue, Tura)started by giving a brief description about the project. She stated
that the Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry and Exit Point will facilitate the
Issues of unauthorized immigration, criminal activities, illega flow of people etc.
into the state of Meghalaya. She said that the proposed project was to be set up from
there to Tangaon Village in Singimari, all adjoining to the border with Assam. The
Government has mentioned that setting up of these Entry and Exit Point, Facilitation
Centre will bring parking zone, restaurants/food plaza, rest house, toilets/bathroom,
medical facility to the village and hence the project will provide the villagers good
opportunity for employment and business prospects based on their credential and
skills.

Miss Sillingchi G Momin (MIG, SIA volunteer) then read out the major findings

and recommendation of the project.

Voices of the Village:

1. Nokma: The Nokma of Medhipara village expressed his happiness expressing
that there has been no problem so far for them.

2. Secretary: The Secretary thanked all the respective departments for helping in
the development of the village through implementation of the proposed
project. He further that in spite of being a daily wage worker, he felt proud of
the development in the village and expected the project to bring a difference
in their lives. He further stated that when they first settled in the village, there
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were only 14 families but now the number of households has increased to 30.
He demanded for a school both English and Garo medium as their children
have to walk 7 km for education in the village. He also demanded for drinking
water facilities.

He could not say anything about Pradhyana Narayan’s patta. However, about
the other land owners, he said that they should not have any problem as al of
them have alternate land except Smt. ManoramaMarak, as the villagers have
occupied land for them from the village itself.

. ShriClinton said that even though they have their own land,it is far away in
the mountains creating problem for drinking water, transportation and
el ephant menace.

. SilchiraT. Sangma’s husband added that when the first survey/visit was done,
he had spoken to the officers about this and the villagers have said these land
have no patta. But he said that he they hold the patta with them but still are
happy to provide these lands for the development and there is no problem in
putting up the facilitation centre. He said that they wanted compensation. He
said that most of them thought the patta to be duplicate but District Council
cannot issue a duplicate patta.He then submitted a copy of land patta to the
present officers. (Annexure: 13)

. Shri. Kapil Koch (MCS, BDOTikrikilla) addressed the query of one of the
participant by explaining that he could not speak on the matter at that time and
the decision would be taken by the Garo Hills Autonomous District Council.
He further said that he has all the land records and maps and they would
verify the documents to check if the land was under proposed site or not.
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Conclusion:

With lot of positive interaction, discussion, comments and feedbacks the
villagers of Medhiparawere ready to accept construction of facilitation centre cum

entry and exit point. The villagers expressed their acceptance by raising hands.
Picturesfrom the Public Hearing:

Photo 7: Public Hearing at Medhipara, West Garo Hills District.
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Photo 9: Public Hearing at Medhipara, West Garo Hills District

Source: Socia Impact Assessment Unit, Meghalaya I nstitute of Governance,

Shillong
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Photo 11: Public Hearing at Medhipara, West Garo Hills District

Photo 12: Medhipara, New Dal chengkona community raising their handsin
acceptance of the Facilitation Center at their village,

e R -

- T

2N 5 T T ‘.'Hu""'f_‘r'wﬂ- M

& ) -

Source: Socia Impact Assessment Unit, Meghal a Institute of Governance,
Shillong

45



8. Major FindingsandRecommendation

8.1Findings
Major Impacts relating to the Land acquisition

The major project impacts include relocation of 6 households out of the
total 9 settled there and damage to all the land owners movable and
Immovable assets such as their horticulture plantations which are a source
of their livelihood for al the 9 directly affected households.

Through interview and discussion, it was found that many of them have
resettled in the proposed site away from their traditional land holdings due
to elephant menace as their original land holdings fall in the interior forests
areas.

Resettlement of the affected families hence is a mgor problem to be
addressed to.

In the social relations and community well-being the following were

observed:

Majority of the respondents felt that after the proposed construction there
will be no change in the relationship of the people between the two states.
However few were of the view that the people from Assam may not like
the set up.

After the completion of the proposed project, majority of the respondent
felt that the project will have a better impact on the village in term of
community way of living and safety. The proposed project hence will curb
criminal activities like theft and social mischief and aso land grabbing.
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In the aspects of trade and economic activities the following was observed:

The findings show that the mgjority of the respondents are daily wagers,
casual labourers and farmers. Since majority of the people living near
Medhipara are farmers, small traders and casual labourers, it is important
to keep in mind that the proposed project does not affect and diminish the
income or capacity to earn additional income of these farmers, small
traders of the area and labourers who are dependent on the economic and
also social relations.

In their trade relations, the respondents have pointed out that they have not
faced any problems with the Assamese people who come to trade.
However there have been frequent quarrels between the people of both
sides due to reasons like theft and land grabbing.

Majority of the respondents felt that the construction of the proposed
Facilitation Centre Entry and Exit Point in the village will create a better
market competition and bring business prospects to the area.

The Facilitation Centre may make the entry and exit of Assamese traders
troublesome and thus deter their coming. The change in this economic
activity may affect and increase the prices of goods and commodities
which are brought by these traders into Medhipara and the other markets

nearby.

The following were observed with regards to criminal activitiesin the area:

Majority of the respondents felt that the Facilitation Centre cum Entry and
Exit Point should function effectively and efficiently on checking illegal
immigration, illegal flow of goods and trades, and criminal intention.
Check on influx, smuggling, illegal flow of goods and illegal collection
from unwanted quarters will improve the relation of honesty and reliability
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between residents, traders and officials thereby helping in economic
growth.

Through interview and conversations, it is also found that theft and land
grabbing are the main problem in this area with many such cases
happening time and again.

With regards to border issues the following were observed:

Residents of NewDalchengkonavillage and adjoining areas who travel to
Assam use the AMPT road (Agia, Medipara, Phulbari and Tura Road) and
village interior road for trading, marketing, and other purposes like medical
accessibility, visiting family members, etc. It is important hence that the
proposed project have a system in place that does not hinder the mobility
of the residents of Meghalaya, in terms of registration for arrival and
departure, over payment of fee, and especidly for the ones from the
concerned area.

The findings and observation bring to light that majority of the people from
adjoining Assam areas come into their village and adjoining areas mainly
for trading and to work as casua labourers and daily wage workers,
therefore providing cheap labour, access to goods and services.Though
cheap labour and goods are being received from traders from across the
state, this however is taking a share on the job opportunities, economic

opportunities and land resources from the residents of Meghalaya.

48



Apart from the above problems the following were observed:

During interview and discussion with the directly affected respondents, one
Smti. SilchiraSangma’s husband said that their affected land area also
included 3 household settlements. However, he didnot have proper land
documents.The same was taken up during the Public Hearing in
Medhipara, where the respondent also submitted a land patta (Annexure
13) to prove his clam however the documents do not show proper
demarcations of land holdings and do not have a map to prove the same.

It is found through observation that due to its large accessible border area
between Assam and Meghalaya in this part of the area, there are a number
of interior village routes through which traders and people from Assam can
come in, to which it begs the question on how the Facilitation Centre
would address the issue and keep a check on the same.

During the Public Hearing it was found that the land statement provided by
the Garo Hills Autonomous District Council had some mistakes such as the

property characteristics that are to be affected.

8.2Recommendations

In order to address to the need of the people, early implementation of the
proposed construction should be executed and the local people should not
face any kind of insecurity and hardship when using this point.

In order to address concerns like over payment of fee, difficulty in
registration for arrival and departure and over checking the Facilitation
Centre should provide identity cards or keep a register of locals to avoid
over checking and difficulty in passing through these points. Reduction of
restriction on regular user especially farmers. Employment of local people
should be a priorityfor unskilled or clerical jobs. It may be recommended
that the use of locals to check the entry and exit of people would be best as
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the locals can identify unwanted elements. It would to a certain degree
create local employment.

Collaboration between the Meghalaya and Assam Government is required
to improve the accessibility to basic amenities in these border areas in
term of road connectivity, education, health, livelihoods promotion, etc.
Practice of accountability and transparency should be encouraged for
functionaries who will be taking charge of the Entry and Exit Points cum
Facilitation centre.

Proper maintenance of the entry and exit point should be made to prevent
any like of unforeseen problem.

The site is suitable for the said purpose and there is no such suitable
aternative land nearby.The land in question hencecan be acquired by the
concerned authority fulfilling the conditions.

The land statement provided by Garo Hills Autonomous District Council to
be corrected as there are few mistakes such as the property characteristics
of the land owners. The Garo Hills Autonomous District Council hence is
required to access the proposed land and correct the same.

The directly affected respondents i.e., those households that will be
affected, aspire for due compensation as per their property characteristic in
terms of their movable and immovable assets and also seek employment
for one of their family members. The aspirations may hence be considered
taking into account the project impacts on affected people.

The Garo Hills Autonomous District Council to look into the matter
regarding the area of land belonging to Salchira and the claims made by
them. The land patta in question to be reviewed and scrutinized.
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9. Social Impact Management Plan

The SIA study team has committed efforts to ensure that the impacts of the
proposed projectare maintained within the acceptable standards. In this effort it

may recommend the following SIMP

Socio-Economic Mitigation
Work in collaboration with relevant government representative in the project
area.
Reinstall or rehabilitate social infrastructure removed or damaged due to the
project development.
Develop appropriate benefits for non-beneficiary community members residing
in the project area. Benefits to be taken into consideration to include energy
supply, installation of transformers, employment by giving the locals priority in
terms of job allocations especially for activities requiring non-skilled labour.

3. One of the aspirations of land owners is for land compensation and/or
compensation based on property characteristic thus the Government may ook
into this by compensating land and property owners for acquired land and/or
measurabl e disturbance.

4. Another aspiration is that a family memberbe given ajob in the proposed office
to be set up as per educationa credentials. The authority hence can look into
the request considering the impacts of the acquisition of the land on the land
owners.

Introduce developed Resettlement Action Plan (RAP) and communicate project
plans in acceptable time frame to all stakeholders.
Conduct workshops at community level to facilitate impact monitoring on the

environment, socio-economic and socio-cultural aspects.
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- Enhance security in project area through community policing in collaboration
with local community members.

- Develop Information Education and Communication (IEC) programmes on the
projects socia impacts and train community members to conduct awareness
and training programmes.

- Develop programmes to enhance cohesion between project employees and the
local communities, for example: - development of sports activities.

- The study found that the people of Medhipara and adjoining villages of
Meghalaya are dependent on agricultural and other commodities coming from
Assam. Hence thereis a possibility that once the Facilitation Centre isinstalled,
the goods coming from Assam will go up in price.ln order to address to this
fear, the functionaries responsible at the Facilitation Centre should alow
vehicles carrying these essential commodities to pass free of charge to ensure
that the price of commodities remain unchanged.

- To further improve the progress of work and to avoid any disturbance during
the construction phase, the local community and local authority can aso be
included in the developmental process. This can be done by providing prior
information to the local authority before work progress as well as providing

employment opportunity to the local people.

Environment, Health and Safety Mitigation
- Employ trained and qualified machine handlers and drivers.
- Ensure work concerning construction is conducted by trained workerswith strict
adherence to safety standards.

- Avoid development in areas of weak soil structureto avoid land slide.

52



- Control soil erosion through timely clearing of excavations from project
areadevelop erosion control structure and excavate new areas only after
finishingwork at opened segments among other measures.

Develop afforestation programmes in collaboration with the community

members.
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10.Conclusion:

The Government of Meghalaya’s proposal to set up an Integrated Facilitation
Centre — Entry and Exit Point at border villages has the potential to provide
amenities erstwhile unavailable to the border villages. If the Integrated
Facilitation Centre — Entry and Exit Point functions as planned, the border

villages may benefit immensely from this.

Based on observation and survey carried out with the respondents from
Medhipara and adjoining villages, the proposed project has a marginal effect on
the community as a whole and the proposed project is seen as an initiative to
improve the trade between the two states and increase the economy by opening
up economic opportunities for the people of the adjoining areas where the project
IS to be set up with certain functionaries in place and also address the issues of
illegal immigration and encroachment into Meghalaya and to bring them under

control.

The infiltration and immigration problem is one major issue that causes great
threat to the socio economic cultural and political aspect of the society today.
Increase in population and shortage of resources and opportunities, change in
demographic profile and socio political system are major issues arising of it. The

facilitation centre is therefore expected to be vital in addressing such issues.

The restrictions on traders and labourers from across the state may likely increase
the demand of the traders and labourers from within the state and hence this may

benefit the economy as awhole.

The project can also be expected to bring development to the area by creating an
environment of market complex which will be economically beneficial to the

people of the area.
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Annexure 1: Notification of Meghalaya Institute of Governance as the State Social

Impact Assessment Unit

Postal Registration No. N. E.—771/2006-2008

The Gazette of Meghalaya
EXTRAORDINARY

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY
No. 71 " Shillong, Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9th Asadha, 1937 (S. E)

PART IIA
GOVERNMENT OF MEGHALAYA
REVENUE AND DISASTER MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
ORDERS BY THE GOVERNOR

NOTIFICATION
(Under Section 4(1) of Act No. 30 of 2013)

The 24th June, 2015.
No.RDA.67/2013/120.—In exercise of powers conferred by the sub-section (1) of Section 4 of
The Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 (No.
30 of 2013), the Governor of Meghalaya, is pleased to notify Meghalaya Institute of Governance
(MIG), Shillong as State Social Impact Assessment (SIA) Unit for conduct of Social Impact Assessment
Study.
(1) The Social Impact Assessment Unit shall undertake the following tasked namely :-

(a) buildand continuously expand a Database of Qualified Social Impact Assessment Resource
partners and Practitioners, which will serve as a network of individuals and institutions with
the required skills and capacities to conduct Social Impact Assessments for land acquisition
and Rehabilitation and Resettlement;

(b) respondimmediately to the appropriate Government’s request for a Social Impact Assessment
to be conducted by preparing a project-specific Terms of Reference;

(c) conducttraining and capacity building programmes for the Social Impact Assessment team
and community surveyors and make available manuals, tools, comparative case study reports
and other materials required for the analysis;

(d) provide ongoing support and corrective action, as required during the Social Impact
Assessment process;

(e) ensure that all relevant documents are disclosed as per the provisions of the Act;
(f) maintain, catalogue of all Social Impact Assessments and associated primary material; and

(g) continuously review, evaluate and strengthen the quality of Social Impact Assessments and
the capacities available to conduct them across the State.

(2) The notification No.RDA.67/2013/73, dated the 27th August, 2015 is hereby repealed.

I. MAWLONG,
Deputy Secretary to the Govt. of Meghalaya,
Revenue & Disaster Management Department.

SHILLONG: Printed and Published by the Director, Printing and Stationery, Meghalaya, Shillong.
{Extraordinary Gazette of Meghalaya) No. 141 - 730 + 20 — 30 - 6 - 2015.
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Annexure2: Letter for conducting Socia Impact Assessment atAbhirampara, for
setting up of Integrated Facilitation Centre -Entry and Exit Point

CEINY

(‘t‘f

GOVERNMENT OF MEGHALAYA

A\\ REVENUE & DISASTER MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

\

No.RDA.104/2015/24 Dated Shillong, the g July, 2016.
From: Shri B Hajong, MCS,

Joint Secretary to the Govt. of Meghalaya,
Revenue & Disaster Management Department.

To.
& Officer on Special Duty to the Govt. of Meghalaya,
Meghalaya Institute of Governance,
Lumpyngad Cottage,
Bishop Cotton Road, Shillong.
Subject: Intregrated Facilitation Centres for Entry & Exit Point at Abhirampara in
West Garo Hills District, Tura.
Sir,

With reference 1o the subject cited above, | am directed to request you 10 kindly
submit the Draft Social Impact Assessment Report & Social Impact Management Plan in a single
document for the project construction of Facilitation Centre at Abhirampara in West Garo Hills
District, Tura at the earliest. It is to be impressed upon here that Under Section 4(2) of RFCT-
LARR Act. 2013. The Social Impact Assessment Study has to be completed within a period of
6(six) months as per the date of its commencement.

ours faithfully,

deJoint Secre:}y tofthe Gavt. of Meghalaya,
Revenue & Disastef Management Department.

Memo.No.RDA.104/2015/24-A Dated Shilleng, the 8" July, 2016.
Copy to the Executive Director, Meghalaya Institute of Governance Shillong for information and
necessary action.

By Order etc.,

Joint Secretary to the Govt. of Meghalaya.
Revenue & Disaster Management Department.

c/dara

56



Annnexure3: Public notice for conducting Public Hearing atM edhipara.

e A
Meghalaya Institute of Governance (MIG)
Lumpyngngad Cottage, Bishop Cotton Road
Shillong- 793001, Meghalaya

E;i-a-il-: migshilloﬁ_g@gmail‘com
No: MIG/157/2016/391 Dated: 16" June 2016

Public Notice

The Meghalaya Institute of Governance has been notified as the State Social Impact Assessment
(SIA) Unit to conduct Social Impact Assessment Study for acquisition of land measuring an area of
about22698.82 Sq.mt (Exit Point and Exit Point) at Medhipara, West Garo Hills District for the
purpose of setting up proposed Facilitation Centre.

In connection with this, a Public Hearing wili be held in Medhipara proposed site for the project at
2:30pmin West Garo Hills district on the 30" of June, 2016.

All interested persons are invited to attend the said Public Hearing to express their claims/
objections/ suggestion, if any, on the proposal,
(\

s
Dr. BDR Tiwari, IAS
Executive Director,

Meghalaya Institute of Governance,

Shillong.
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ADC
Annexured :Statement of Land prepared by GH

QL)

ANNEXTUR.
Statement of affected arey of land for sitting up of Facilitation Centre at Medhipars
West Gayo Hilts,

N'c;'r-ﬂ_a_o-f_lland Owner Locatio

n

Class of Lang

Area Z?_
Land

Shi, Prodhyanna
Narayan Chawdhury

H.Grade 2°¢
class Home
stead.

Smit. Silchira T. Sangma

s /4
SEAssistant Settlement Office,
ifc. Re-Settiement Branch
Autonomoys District Council, Tyra.

Garo Hills

y
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Annexure 5 : Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

ANNEXTURE- 2

Statement of affected urea of land for sitting up of

Facilitation Centre at Medhipara
West Garo Hills,

[Sino | Name of Land owner Location Plot Mo | Class of Land Areas
2 s
1. Smt.Monoroma R. Medhipara A Katcha house, 54 sq mts
Marak
katcha Kitchen, 12 sq mts
Pucca Litrin, 3,46 sq mts
3.46 sqmts
Katcha Hancoop,
| 18 sq mts
Katcha Cowshed,
2 Shri.5ajest Marak do-- € Katcha house, 36 sq mts
Katcha kitchen, 12 5q mts
Pucca Latrin, 3.46 sq mts
3.46 sq mts
Katcha Hancoop,
20 sqg mis
Katcha Cowshed

k\




Annexure 6: Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

—
£
/ Arsne & 7 £ £~ A
-7 .:{
4 o
s SL.No. | Name of Land Owner | Location Flot No | Type of House Areas
i | el
3. | Shri. Sailush Marak Medhipara - | D Katcha House 38 sq mts
- Katcha Kitchen 12 sq mts
]/ . Kztcha Hencoop 4 sq mts
i Pucca Latrine, 3.46 sqg mts
1
i 18 sqg mts
1 Katcha Cowshed,
1 4 sg mis
Katcha Sty,
i
i 4, Shri.Clinton R. Sangma --do-- E Pucca House 88 sq mts
; ) : Pucca Kitchen 13sgmts ~
Pucca Latrin 3.46 sqmts
4 5q mts
i Pucca Sty
18 sq mts
. Katcha Cowshed

oy

(e
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Annexure 7: Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

A\
o
' g
5 ANNEXTURE —cl
#
/ SL.No Name of Land Owner Location Plat Nn Type of House Areas ]
/ [ 5. L. P School ~do-- F Pucca House 51 sq mts
!’_}
3’/ 6. Shri.Nironjon Sangma - —do-- i Katcha House 70 sq mts
? Katcha Kitchen 12 sq mts
Katcha Latrin 4 5q mts
Katcha Cowshed 18 sq mts
Katcha Hencoop 4sq mts
2. Shri. Sadon Marak -~do-- i Katcha House 18 sq mts
Katcha Kitchen 4 sq mts
Katcha Latrin 54.75 sq mts
) Katcha Hencoop 21 sq mts
Katcha Cowshed 18 sq mts
*—‘ Katcha Sty 4 5q mts

: Ao}zsﬁ!
) AT. Assistant Settidment Officer
i/c. Re-Settlement Branch
Garo Hills Autonomous District Council, Tura,
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Annexure 8:Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

ST PE—

ANNEXTURE - 3

Statement of affected area of dand for sitting up of
West Gare Hills.

Facilitation Centre at Medhipara

SL | Name of Land Location Dag [ Plat Area of | Name of | Mature | Immature Total |

No | Owner No. | No | Land Trees

1. | Smt.Nipois.s, Medhipara |6 |A | 045 | Teak 3 5 g

Sangma

Bettlenut | §,50 100 250
Banana &0 - 60
Nonsal 20 70 90
Tree
Coconut | 3 9 12

B Smt.Monorama R, --do-- 6 B 1-10-16 | Teak 3 B B

Marak 0 i
’ J~1-lb Bettlenut | 100 510] 160

Jackfruit | 3 - 3
Banana 76 30 106
Non Sal | 20 100 120
Tree

3. | Shri.Sajest Marak —~do- - I C 1-1.5 Jackfruit | 2 3 5
Teak . 1 8 9
Tree
Non Sal | —---- 50 50
Tree
Banana | ---.. 60 60
Rubber 70 70

"

8
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Annexure 9: Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

DNNLERTreRE — i

(=

(&

4

S
SINo [ Name of Ltand Location Oag | Plot | Areaof | Name of | Mature imature Total
Owner Na | No Land Trees
4, ShriSailush Marak --do-- -- | D 1-2-12 Bettlenut | «=-- 60 60
Banana 60 |- &0
Non Sal 200 200
Tree
Rubber e 60 60
Teak e 16 16
Tree
|
Pine 100 100
Apple
5. Shri.Cinton R. ~-do-- - | E 0-4-14 | Teak | - 50- 50
Sangma Tree
Bettlenut | 70 150 220
Banana 50 [ ---- 50
Jackfruit |5 5
Non Sal e 50 50
Tree
Coconut | 3 ] g
Bamboo | 100 | ... 100 "
'
Mango —— 2 3
Pine S0 e S0
Apple
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Annexure 10:Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

S

ANNE R T gk — 2

,15[.ND Wame of Land Owner | Location Dag | Plot | Arez of | Name of | Mature | Imature Total |
4 No | No tand Trees
6 Smt.Ronjitla Marak --do-- 50 - 50
- G 1-1-10 | Litchi
‘ = 200 @ 200 |
Bettlenut
20 10 30
Non sal
Tree
E 3
Mango
3 - 3
Limbu
- 100 100
Rubber
P& 8 11
Jackfruit’
s p—— -4
7. Smi.Silchira T. -do 144 | H 3-0-13 | Rubber 260 260
Sangma
Teak g 35 24
Tree
Non Sal | 10 50 60
Tree
Jackfruit - 10 10
Mango | - 10 10
Tree

”y
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Annexure 11: Statement of Land prepared by GHADC

d
0 —_ - ’ Py
ANNEX TURE - 7 (=i
SI.No. | Name of Land T Location Dag Ploz_.-l prea of | Name of Matu?’ Imature _TTotaI ]
Owner No | No l Land Trees
8. Shii.Nironjon Sangma | --do-- - ! 1-1-12 | Teak 5 6 11
Tree
100 50 150
' Bettlenut
1 300 |- 300
T Banana
| 6 6
Jackfruit
—aeen 72 72
Non Sal
! Tree
-: 5 e 5
Coconut
300 | - 300
Bamboo
i Mango
| g | 5
| - Litchi
% 5 - S
[ Limbu
| J

oy




Annexure 12: List of Participant’s Present at The Public Hearing Held in Medhipara,

New Dal chengkonaon 30™ Of June, 2016.

-

Attendance Sheet for the members present during Public hearing on Social Impact Assessment for
Integrated Facilitation Centre cum Entry and Exit Point Held on 30" June 2016 at 2 : 30 p.m Medhipara,

Tikrikilla.

SL. Name Designation Contact No. Signature
No.

li| Sl P7D. Somguan | FAC, f?‘m[ Ss._?{s_cﬁ&s’sz(@{
Q\Shy & bgett 2nr< BRo Ty 2itle) §9 2400792 @%‘
3 ot Yierie P-C4 o o | Qosgezuy oy
K llipne Be o ta i Tacwinmn| a=r
5. S%uqch G . Momu | SIR uni7, MG 9362473710

o ifz’m&gﬁo Srgpw | Gio uw‘,;‘nc, 80141613932

P | Sy ot P

T | Bepurbipren ouglln . |frenct Ad bic) gopmatic
9. @.ﬁ:, Bos. 18 v, Mahd FITYYRRRRS

for l'?}rwwf" o MloHSE| Nolima €g 11 827202

| Mongies . Mayale | Eiain A1 7855758

g MSW - Sbwgm LHQED t;_gwui 956271571 ¢
13- ) é Sancz, }"A&ME&
M. | RadeSh - Malipk 77 Ra/g_‘é_,é_}%-c
15| Qewsegh MPRAK Lt,?;ﬂ;&l;;w___
(6| Nehje rg Sorvann / ' i

17 fettisen, Conpus. |
BN, o Tl Z"*ﬁ""’ i

19| Jomeo /ﬂbﬂ-”J‘ <

66



<hno AName  Desigmvation  ConTacT nNo  SIGNATUAE
Lo | Stwer  Sazboa| FARMER
Rl Beoomaporg il o b o4 Plazccll
4.\ A dz 292 A DAy whaeex A
2% g@é/\fam Doy wager & prrgarrs
24, | pibaAl ptonak y Y
A8 LF}MJM‘%QWM o $.8, -
6| /e irmn. A /Vlav’lﬂfé Forme

ol A’mefh Ch - Mook ‘1 &4 32 9%/¥4

25| SME RMaRslK Mk

9. fVWWv G W 27

0. Sofo Ao oirtry

91 | Tkun /{/»m%k 7/

82| gmeda fang?

53| Godills,  Sorvapa @%?
ENEY jﬁﬁm

3 o] o s o 7)

I s .

48. &Ylouﬂ@ M&W’,Moy %

A, OQMM% Mty ak ARND DwwER

%o I&&dxﬁ’a g | Business

H). |men oneMa . %@M&UND OIWER,

2. S’f/&; S)Mfgﬂﬂ 23

3\ [ e 2 lin npab DPIVY WRGER

Miy | J ady' Sargma 9

i
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Sl-gp NAME DESGNATION  COnTALT MNoO SIGNATURE
HS. | Bitko Somy fnva Daily WBGEHA
HG.| N gjng S ongma 2/

4. | & onfomons' Masak ”

H8. Tl 7

o8, |\ Momls st s, | DD Membor| 9402200557,
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Annexure 13: Land Patta produced by Silchira T. Sangma’s Husband during Public

Hearing

ASSAM SCHEDULE XXXVIIl FORM NO. 19 (C) & J. : g
ODIC KHIEe A Sl

e ; = - 4:1.1 o
- o [ SEAT S - (B" Maﬁal— (Fn uce |f1 Gil'l.
- { FPatin Na, ‘53

Pariodic { Miadi )

= - ]
P
3 - -
District @QJ“EC_‘) Hiaa Mcuza.. N\ -4 Lotseng . Mu'ﬂixbmes.
Anga kosake orgimin Disliicl-7i Chisf E:—:.—,gu..vu Mee.ber { Brpoty €rmmissior=r ) iana uiate.
2nga j& Assaym Land & Revenue Reagulatian are une pasachake dakgimin nizmrang aro dakg .-

Gard- Hills Cislrier Coucil-ni (Steta Govi) pal nangna.

a njMmMrani' 1 = B . = -
gﬁ&\ M (e -e/pr MCLN oLl .Q.-} D'. l _ﬂn‘. e T ands .. -_:n‘_.'-.\.n.-,.;:.qt.rx. 1-

ro nangni jamano manrikgnigipa n.ngnl pal cnggnigips 24 ongrikygnig paranana
uLhadulﬁo cnglmin a sko hamano ongimin kajana aro . Local rateo 19 Q23 ni Apnl jani skang-
gia tarikoni 19 C__"‘Q ni March jant wenkam..ps tankona bilzsina =eitle ka'zha. Naa

bz ongiikgnigiparang kasmuo ongimin

jamane mannkgnigipa, nangni pal ongunigipa

#ro nangni
aro Local rateko onaa nanyggen.

kisti gita chugimik kaja

Tarik Kajana | Loceal rata Chugimik ongni tangks

Senngg pa. Kish 45 W, )

10 2-34 2570 128 50

Griglpa kisti Al

Chugimik 10Q'%q QB?G 1‘2 8' 50 -

2. Dacdipet Garo Hills District C .uncil (State Govt.} ni tik kagimin local rateko ja Pattae
seaha Garo Hills District Council (State Govt.) someoio dakgnigipa niamo gita ia rateko ding-

tangeatna mangen.

3. FKopsako janapgimin aa gita ba uni iokenggipa chibimarang b2 chikelrang je-
srango bilsini je somoioba rmgrangko 999"’ mana, indakgipa chibimarang ba chi-
e L '—'bl.narang b2 chike” i

o
kolranuho wipin umudﬂuf‘mn_u 2i chela | “ptib 'i‘i'j""‘s'yi“%’s’ gni buduk. salna, 1NJko kae wunna,
TGt C,h.n-aa;_na Q’Lkaﬁgna ba ua chigita ra¥fUrana arc ding-

simaj 1

L
mal basturanaka gatna racnna ba

tang dingtang kamrangna juikaln ﬁ.'ﬁa;inerbc" o, T

4. Je sorkarini (Governmentpifs lacal ro Eqmﬁhgtangchi sorok adramni feet 35 ni
ningo je a‘akoba ja pattani ning it a Frigh Ve i !

5. Naa ia pattaogipa chuagi . e BRG] |e ;1dugkobﬁ wate galna ( istafa) skode, wate

haﬁﬁ"w mvdorkf-.tnkr- onho

galani je tarikke donnaha ba una
i‘le\mkoba‘wate gzloba (istafa) uni kajanako rajawa

6. Mangni chugimik a'a ba un
( bat watgen ) ba chugimik kajanaani uk rru_gtg ¥ aro kosakc oncimin atani gamchatani
(dam )} gita una ba nangna skang mangiFd=ka. n& jamano manrikgnigiparang, pattac dong-
gamchataniko ( damke )

gipa a‘ani gamchatani ( damni) baksa pattani a-ao don(:glpa bolrangni
sorkarina ( Govt ) na anaha ba onenga, indiba wate galani som:io ua wate galgimin a ao ba un g
bak-o das donggipa bolrangni je gamchatanike tik kaaha aro onmanaha ba ua bolrangni damke
tik onga Ine nikna mana ukoba naa nangni  jamano manrikanigipa nangni pal onggnigipa ba
engrikgnigiparang damko manpilna mangen indiba indake bolrangni damko manpilna gita wate

sienggipa a'a acre 250 rm komine nanajawa, Gare Hills District Council-ni (State Govt.-ni).

calan
onpilna nanga tik kae

ge2ts gita Forest Department ua bolrangko sandie nie badita tangkako
Gngen arc Yua lik kagimin bonkamgipe tik kaani eonggen

7. MNaan angni chugimik a'a ua aani je dagkoba sakgipin mandena b.munyg gate ( transfer )
¢rna nanggen. Indiba na» game chagipa ongode nanuni transfar kaani bil dingtangmancha ka-
mao mescka gita onggen Chongmotan na‘a je .game ‘chagipanaba nangni chugimik a'a ba ma
£ a-ni je dagkoba transfer kana nangode, indiba je mandean game chagipa ongja uade Chief
Execuiive Membero hukumko permissionko j racheagglia transfs: kana manjawa. -

: 8. N.'2 kosako mesokgipa niamringko manijacde la Patta cancat ka'uko mangen.

9. Ia sttani somoi batmano { meomane ) ia Patiac o 4 - aka iue tik jani -
settiemen T -ani je bz i bak un bak -
- sana bute gamgipa-a = X — ' khas kana n a ine
nikode uks gipin mandena setile kae —onngs ba Sor"ar} ( G b i jedak. iakagha ska .mungtn.

10, iz kajardako ;12 €% E’_h'i‘m”? Marchy Bl iariio dingtangain : de |nQ_td"Q?r(a q‘n}

S = —_— : AQ;_J._ =2
- =" 1 Frary o
. = B denigf Exgcusive | ember,

'=I S 19 q? e Bot & Gurro,, Hills . D ST, TR0S]

Wy L1

3 _E.,.'.ws—;



Annexure 13.1
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Annexure 13.2

(.‘1

——— BN 2 r,“-\)m“_

b S T
o W R ,‘14

® Assnm scuemﬁ&{ ' #nnu NO. 19 (C) &
il o ~ KHIRAJ LEASE

: ’-"mny’
_omum o “a eina cottle l:a-sha.
ja .ano m:‘nr ‘kgnigipa, nqnpnl val nngumgip&

kajana aro Local rateko onna mn'gnamﬁr J

_ pattaogipa chug
-qnmrmha\_ ba

'afn) uni ka;ma&gm
sako cnglm:n atani g

: -mnnrikgmglpamng, pa

C lrlngm gimchatanik

L1 09-gal
aani bil dingtang
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Annexure 13.3
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Annexure 13.4
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Annexure 14:Semi-Structure Interview scheduled for Medhipara Village Authority

MEGHALAYA INSTITUTE OF GOVERNANCE
Interview schedule for the members of Village Authority/Village Council
Place: Date:
TOPIC FOR SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT:
Land acquisition of land for Entry and Exit Point and facilitation centre at
Medhipara.
I mpact Assessment
1) How many people are involved in the land acquisition project?
2) What types of land has been acquired for the project?
3) What are the types of activities carried outside the surrounding proposed
construction projects area?
4) What are the people’s opinions on this proposed construction project?
5) What according to you are the problems that have cause the delay of the
proposed construction project?
6) What are the problems faced by the community due to lack of an entry and
exit point with the area?
7) How will this proposed construction project benefit the community as a
whole?
8) What according to you are the problems likely to come up from this proposed
construction project during the phase of its construction and after?
9) What according to you are the possible ways to address to problems likely to
arise during the course of the project and after the project?

10) What according to you are the social fears that may prevent the
proposed project from carrying forward?
11) Would you like to share any other opinion or suggestion on the

proposed construction project?

Thank you for your time.
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Annexurel5: Questionnaire for Indirectly Affected Respondents

MEGHALAYA INSTITUTE OF GOVERNANCE
Questionnaire for Respondentswho arelikely to be affected from the proposed
I ntegrated facilitation Centre cum Entry and Exit point at Medhipara, West Garo
Hills, Meghalaya

Part A: PROFILE OF THE RESPONDENT ( Indirectly affected )

1 | Name
2 | Village
Age
a 18-35
b 36-49
3
C 50-59
d 60-69
e Over 70
Gender
4 |a Male
b Female

What isyour highest level of education?

a Iliterate
b Primary (Class V)
5|c Upper Primary (Class VIII)
d Secondary
e High School
f Others

6 | Occupation
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Daily wage worker

a Farmer

b Government Employee
C Business

D Student

E Casual Labourer

F

G

Others

Which community do you belong to?

A Scheduled Tribe
7B Scheduled Caste
C General
D Others
Religion
A Hindu
8 |B Muslim
C Christian
D Indigenous
Do you havearation card?
9 |A Yes
B No
Your ration card is categorised as
A APL (Pink)
10| B Antodaya(L .Green)
C Annapoorna(Y ellow)
D BPL (D.green)
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Part B: IMPACT ASSESSMENT ( Indirectly Affected )

Areyou awar e about the construction of Entry and Exit point in your Village?

a

Yes

b

No

Do you travel into Assam?

a Yes
b No
C Never

How often do you go or crosstowardsthe Assam border?

a Everyday

b Oncein aweek

c Twice or more in amonth
d Never

What isthe primary p

urpose of your visit to Assam?

Marketing

o | Q

Casual L abourer

Medical accessibility

Accessibility for education

o o | O

Trading

Daily Wage

Others

If yes, what arethe problemsfaced by you?

a.

Unavailability of transport
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Payment made to people in authority

C.

d.

€.

What isthe mode of transport used?

a. Public transportation
° b. Private transportation
C. By foot
Which route do you use?
a. Village/interior roads
! b. Main state highway
C. Other
Do you face any problemswhilereturning back from Assam?
A Yes
8
B No
C Never
If yes, what arethe problemsfaced by you?
a Unavailability of transport
b. Payment made to people in authority
° C.
d.
e.
Do people from Assam come to your village?
10 A Yes
B No
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C

Never

11

For what pur poses have the Assam people comeinto thevillage?

Trading of Goods

Driving

Casual L abourer

Daily wagers

m| o O ®|>»

Others

12

Have you faced any ki

nd of problem with the Assam People?

a

Yes

b

No

Remarks

13

What areyour concernswhen people from outside comeinto the village?

14

a influx

b. Social Mischief
C. Inter-marriage
d. Safety

e Theft

f

g

Do you haveto pay afeefor tradingin Market?
a Yes

b No

¢ Never

15

If yes, how much and how many times do you pay?
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a. Once a month

b. Every market day

C. Annually

16

Who collect thistrading fee from you ?

Do other people from other states haveto pay afeefor tradingin ?

17 |a Yes
b No
C Never
18 | How much do they pay for tradingin

19

Towhom do they pay thetrading
fee?

What isthe main produce of this

20 area?
I sthe produce exported out ? Yes: No: Where:
In Flow of goods From Ouégl(;)c\;\; of From
1) 8) 1)
2) 9) 2)
21 3) 10) 3)
4) 11) 4)
5) 12) 5)
6) 13) 6)
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7)

14) 7)

What arethe different

sour ces of livelihood undertaken for your income ?

Horticultur
A e
2o | B Piggery
C Fishery
Dairy
D Farming
E Others
Income per annum
A Lessthan Rs. 25,000
B >Rs. 25,001- less than Rs. 50,000
23
C >Rs. 50,001- less than Rs. 75,000
d >Rs. 75,001- less than Rs. 1,00,000
e >Rs. 1,00,000

24

What do you feel about the construction of an Entry and Exit point?

a Good
b Bad
c Okay

25

How will the the market flow on setting up of E& E point ?

It will make it better
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b It will make it worse

c No change

26

How will it affect the relations between the people on both sides of the EnE

a. It will make it better
b It will make it worse
c No change

d

e

27

What according to you arethereasonsfor such feeling?

a
b

(@]

d

e

28

What accor ding to you arethe waysin which an entry and exit point should
function?

A Check on illegal immigration

B Check onillegal flow of trades and goods
C Check on criminal intent

D

Others

82




29

Will the construction of an E& E Point affect community life of the peoplein

30

the village?

a. Yes

b. No

C No Change

Will the construction of an E& E Point affect the safety of the peoplein the
village?

A It will make it better

b. It will makeit worse

C. No change

31

What accor ding to you arethe problemsthat may come up during the

construction wor k?

A Non utilization of land
B Environment problem
C Resistance from people
D Incompl etion of work
e

Others

32

What according to you isthe problem that may arise after the construction of

E&E point?

a Traffic congestion

b Noise pollution

c Difficulty in registration for arrival and departure
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d Over payment of fee

e Employment of outsider
f Poor maintenance
g L oss of good rapport on both side
h
Others

33

What according to you are the ways to address the problems?

a.

b

34

What areyour aspirations from the said project?

a

b

e

Thank you for your time
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Annexure 16: Questionnaire for Directly Affected Respondents

MEGHALAYA INSTITUTE OF GOVERNANCE
Questionnaire for Respondentswho arelikely to be affected from the proposed
Integrated facilitation Centre cum Entry and Exit point at Medhipara, West
Garo Hills, Meghalaya

Part A: PROFILE OF THE RESPONDENT ( Directly Affected )

1 | Name
2 | Village
Age
a 18-35
b 36-49
3
¢ 50-59
d 60-69
e Over 70
Gender
4 | a Male
b Female
What isyour highest level of education?
a [lliterate
b Primary (Class V)
5 |c Upper Primary (Class VIII)
d Secondary
e High School
f Others
6 Occupation

a Farmer
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b Government Employee
C Business
d Student
e Casual Labourer
f Daily wage worker
g Others
What arethe different sour ces of livelihood undertaken for your
income ?
a Horticulture
b Piggery
! C Fishery
d Dai ry
Farming
e
I ncome per annum
a Lessthan Rs. 25,000
b >Rs. 25,001- less than Rs. 50,000
° C >Rs. 50,001- |ess than Rs. 75,000
d >Rs. 75,001- less than Rs. 1,00,000
e >Rs. 1,00,000
Which community do you belong to?
a Scheduled Tribe
9 |b Scheduled Caste
C General
d Others
10 | Religion

86




a Hindu

b Muslim

C Christian

d Indigenous

Household Details

a Total family size
b Male
C Female
11
d Children (below 18 yrs)
e Elderly (above 64 yrs)
f Differently abled
g Any other household income
Do you havearation card?
12 |a Yes
b No
Your ration card is categorised as
a APL (Pink)
13 |b Antodaya(L..Green)
C Annapoorna(Y ellow)
d BPL (D.green)
What kind of house do you own?
a Kutcha
14
b Semi-kutcha
C Pucca

15

Does your house/ Shop fall under the proposed site

area

Yes

No
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Remarks

16

Do you have aland of your own?

a

Yes

b

No

Part B : Impact Assessment in the Proposed Land ( Directly Affected )

Typeof Land
Barren
a Land
Agricultu . Comm | Both
ral land | SdbSistan | o o)
b ce
17 Settlemen
C t area
d Forest
e others
Property Characteristic
Pucc | Semi
a Pucca | Katcha
House
School
Shop
18 .
Place of Wor ship
Wall
Trees

Others Specify
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Relation to Property

19
a own
b Rented
Land Owner ship
Traditio
a nal
20 | L eased
Free
C Hold
Remarks

21

Number of yearsyou haveresided in thisarea?

a

0-5

0-10

0-20

0-30

40

50

Remarks

22

Do you have an alternate land of your own ? **

Yes

No

If Yeswhere?

Do you intend to resettle their ?

If No what areyour plansfor resettlement ?

Resettlement Preference

a

In the samedistrict

89




b near the present home
C Not considered yet
d

23

Do you feel the need for the construction of E& E

?

Yes

No

If Yes, Why ?

If No, Why ?

24

How do you think the coming
of E& E will effect your day to
day activity ?

25

what according to you arethe
benefit that you may acquire
from thissaid project ?

26

What areyour fearsfrom the said project ?

27

What areyour aspirationsfrom the project ?




28

Project Impact ( Observation )

a Relocation

L oss of Jobs/
b employment
C
d
e

Part C: IMPACT ASSESSMENT ( Directly Affected )

Areyou awar e about the constru
Village?

ction of Entry and Exit point in your

1l a3 Yes
b No
Do you travel into Assam?
a Yes
2
b No
C Never

How often do you go or crosstowar ds the Assam border?

a Everyday

b Oncein aweek

C Twice or more in amonth
d Never

What isthe primary purpose of your visit to Assam?

a Marketing
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b Casual Labourer

C Medical accessibility

d Accessibility for education
d Trading

e Daily Wage

f Others

If yes, what ar e the problems faced by you?

a Unavailability of transport

b. Payment made to people in authority
C.

d.

e

What isthe mode of transport used?

a. Public transportation
b. Private transportation
C. By foot

Which route do you use?

a. Village/interior roads
b. Main state highway
C. Other

Do you face any problemswhile returning back from Assam?

a Yes
b No
C Never

If yes, what arethe problemsfaced by you?
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10

a. Unavailability of transport

b. Payment made to people in authority
C.

d.

e

Do people from Assam come to your village?

a Yes

b No

¢ Never

11

For what purposes have the Assam people come into the village?

a Trading of Goods
b Driving

C Casual Labourer

d Daily wagers

e Others

12

Have you faced any kind of prob

lem with the Assam People?

a Yes

b No
Remark
S

13

What are your concernswhen people from outside comeinto the village?

a influx

b. Social Mischief
C. Inter-marriage
d. Safety

e Theft
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f
g
Do you haveto pay afeefor tradingin Market?
a Yes
14
b No
C Never
If yes, how much and how many times do you pay?
a. Once amonth
15
b. Every market day
C. Annually

16

Who collects thistrading fee from you ?

Do people from other states haveto pay afeefor tradingin ?

17 |a Yes
b No
C Never
18 | How much do they pay for tradingin

19

Towhom do they pay thetrading fee?

20

What isthe main produce of thisarea ?

I sthe produce exported out ? _ No:

Yes Where:
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21

In Flow of goods

From

Out flow of

Goods

From

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

22

What do you feel about the construction of an Entry and Exit point?

a Good
b Bad
C Okay

23

How will the the market flow on setting up of E& E point ?

a It will make it better
b It will makeit worse
C No change

24

How will it affect therelations between the people on both sides of the EnE

a It will make it better
b It will makeit worse
C No change

d
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25

What according to you arethereasonsfor such feeling?

a

b

26

What accor ding to you are the waysin which an entry and exit point
should function?

a Check onillegal immigration

b Check on illegal flow of trades and
goods

C Check on criminal intent

d
Others

27

Will the construction of an E& E Point affect community life of the people
in thevillage?

a. Yes
b. No
C No Change

28

Will the construction of an E& E Point affect the safety of the peoplein the
village?

a It will make it better
b. It will make it worse
C. No change

29

What according to you arethe problemsthat may come up during the
construction work?

a Non utilization of land
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b Environment problem

C Resistance from people
d Incompletion of work
e

Others

30

What according to you isthe problem that may arise after the construction
of E& E point?

31

a Traffic congestion

b Noise pollution

c Difficulty in registration for arrival and
departure

d Over payment of fee

e Employment of outsider

f Poor maintenance

g L oss of good rapport on both side

h
Others

What accor ding to you are the ways to addr ess the problems?

a.

b
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32

What areyour aspiration from the said project?

a

b

Thank you for your time
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