FORESTS IN INDIA

Foreste can be seen as both an-ecological.and an._economnic

The role that forests play. in, among othertthings, regula-
ting our weather and rzinfall, preventing soil ercsion, providing
habitat to a variety of fauna and flera, helping in noige
abatement, providing nutrition toc our soils, purifying our air
and regulating'water run off to ensure perpetuity for streams

and rivers can be seen as the ecological functions.

Though indirectly most of the ecclegical functions are
essential for economic well being, the forests, more directly,
provide wood, fuel, fodder, grass, leaves, bark, plants, animals
and a host of other things that are in their original or manu=-
factured form, of use to man: this can be seen as their economic
role, ' '

Though the dependence of the <conomy, in general,on the
ecology is quite cobvigus; inadequate rainfall or excessive soil

erosion being clearly factors disastrous to economic well being,
the dependence of ecology on economic well-being is not always
clearly seen.

Considering the forests are both an ecclogical and an economic
resource,  a weakensed economy would imply =2 greater and more rapid

exploitation of the forests as gn economic resource, without due

consideration to its function as an GCOlog1Cﬂl resQurce. & proper
management of the forests for soclal well-being implies, therefore,
an optimnum balance between the economic needs and the 30010g1col
nesds.

The forest cover reguired for fulfilling the minimum ecological
neads and thereby indirectly the cconomic needs was determined to -
be 33% for the whole country and 60% for hill and other ecologically
crucizl areas. As opposed to this, in Tndia today we have a forest
cover of between 12% to 21%, depending on whose figures you accept.
This has gone down progressively for the last thirty years or so
and threatens to continue to decrease. The hill areas, like Western
U.P., Nagaland, Himachal Pradesh, and Mizoram are also far below
the regquired 60%, thelr current status being 37.5%, 17.42%, 38,064,
33,81% respectively (officisl figures)
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The A ll- India situation and the state~wise broak -up
.is_as“pﬂf'table I.
4 FcréStsareusuaily'talkad about as a unified category.
e are many differmt types of forests,
each tyge.playing a differ nt sceological role and having
differcnt economis uses. According to one classification

(Champoioa & Scth) our current forests can be disagregated

When a tovest policy has ¥o be formulated, or a
rational management of forests undertaken, varicus
nIlLlCtlng pr@ssures and r”CDnCll ‘u iome The conflict
betwean the ecologica;.ahd economic uses of the forests

'i 0

“have already bezn mentioned in geseral. M owawir, they

joy

gical degradation docs, in actual tpcf,
affect all human being, however, *”ogrdplibal 10vuti3n;
occupaton and economic status make some much worse suffe-

erers then. otheérg., To a farmer whose lan
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Y scurce of water dries up the implication
of,such an <cological disaster is. much more gevere than to.
a rich urban bhusinessaman who has enough surplus wealth &0

+

sultant rise in focd prices. Therafors, the
P S ‘

not feel +he o

interzstsg concerning ecoloqicalrpreservation are also many

o
=

and onz can classify them as those of the poor and those of’
the rich, and again those of' the 1ra1 as opp osed to tﬁose

of the urbane.
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Eéonomic interests afe even more va;ied. There are
people ﬁho primarily and directly live off the forest in
‘ the;sénse that they collect various fcregt produce for
their immediate needs and consumption, These include a
large pumber of tribals whe hunt for their food, build
housés from shrubs, leaves and treeg and use various
types of plants, flower, leaves and bark for @ifﬁerent
purposes; l |

Théﬂsecond category include most of the rural population
who arehpartly dependent directly on the forest, méinlyfor
their fuel_and for fodder for ;heirlcattle and-sheep, but
who also coilect and sell various forest products like
firewwood, silk cocoons, medicinal plantsfand bafk and leaves of
certaln trees,

The third category, also primerily rurél poor, are those
who are dependent on he forests for the raw_materials for
“thelir production wpfk, like rope mokers Cr weavers of
cane baskets., These can be distinguishederom owners of
forést based industries for they use their bwn hands,
usually individually, and with primitive technology, to
produce their goods,unlikxe the industrialists.

The fourt category, mainly urban, are the users of
manufsctured forest products: users of paper, furniture,
plywocod, rayons, etc, However, as their interests, in
this context, .coincide with those of the industrialists, we

can see the fourth and fifth&ass together,
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The fif£h, and agein mainly urban, are the owners
of forest based industfieé who reap huge profits from
converting forest products intoe Pighqpriced commodities,

Obviously, any one individual can f£it into more
than one of these categories,for example,he can both
own industries and be a user of msnufactured goods.
However, in terms of iﬁ£erests,_the.interests of the
first three Categories_are usually at variance to the
interests of the last twdlcategories. Nevertheless,
there are zlso clashes of interest among each class,. The
plcture can be depicted something like thiss:

Presuming T is tribal

vV is villager
A is Artiéan I is industrialist,
1. TVA pfefer‘non;induéﬁiial use Egiigll prefer industrial
7&5&. | | . |
2. T prefers diré&:t use while V. wants to sell for profit.
3. T prefers diréct_use in n;tutal form while A prefers
to add value and sell..

4..V wants to sell.in original form while A prefers to

- sell after adding value.
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.

&lso, in somé cases, thare is a clash of interest between
the women and the men in a village society as the women want
to presérve their source of firewood, as in Garhwal, while
the men, not being involved in oooking and gathering firewocd,
went to sell the treges and et money.

Apért from thissthere are also short term economic
interests ond long term economic interests for all but
the tribelsy .anyone who is involved in exploiting the
forests for profit can maximise his short term profits
by exp;acting,from the forests at a rate greater than the
foresﬂé sbility to regensrate. -Though,this.would lead to
short-term economic gains, it would inevitably bdng
about & situation whéré the forests would finish and
po further products coulé be.got from them. There is aléo
thgn a clash between short-term and long texm;economic
intgrests,.

&t = macre level, the most significant clash that
takes place is between the interests of ecology anG long
cerm-economic gein con the onea hand and short term
economic gain un the other,

It is quite clear that ecology and economics, in
terms of forests, are interdependent. However, one reason
why this does not ensure a proper managgment of ouf forest
resources ié that there is a significant clash between
scological interests, which are zalso long-term economic

interests, a=nd the short~term eccncmic ihterests. The
latter usually seem to prevail,



6.

2dded to this is the further complicaticn that where
éeople do claim to, and ostensibly do: follow a long term
econcomic policy, thereby trying tospreserve our forests,
insofar as this invcolves preventing the poocr pebple frcm
using forest products, there is no guarantee that the forests
thersby ‘protected* would not be at a later time exploited
for commercial use, The lssue, thep, is: whe are we saving
the forests for, and fromfwhonﬁ

Finally, thege are also the Lorelgn interests, manifested
through tpypes of trade relatlonshipu, There ic an effort,
mOoth among the developed countries, to preserve thelir own
natural rescurces and to protect thelr OWn env1ronment whlle'
maintaining their high standards of consumptlon and living.
'Th*s lﬂeVltablj implies. the passing on of the?r ecologlcal
coste to developilng COUntIleS who are often forced by their
ééonomic anid political c;;cumstances, or‘by ércléss of poWgFful
vested interests within their country, ié{baaz this cost,

Tﬁough there is occasichally 2 clash of interests between
| the country’s industrial class and the foreign industrialists,
£hey.méSt often work together, combining to oppoSe the
.lnturesbs oF the tribals, tne v;llagcrs, the artisans and
Gf lobg-term eConomic gains. A tabulated represefntation

of the various opposing interest follows,
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Industyrialists

Looking at the cgmpiié%%ed scenaric, it seems guite
clear that the policics regarding forests have to be well
thought out and rigorcusly implemented if an optdimum
bal ance between the opposing interests has to be
maintained.

A precondiﬁiun, though not a sufficient one, of the
proper:implementation of forest policies Seem to be the
direct control of the forests by the governmént. Fortunately,
in India such o control does exist and between 95% and 9T
£ the forests are owned by the Government, The detailed

break-up is as per table II1I.

as can also be seen from the foregoing chart, more
than helf of these forests are reserved forekts, and only
129 +to 15% are unclassified forests,., The daifforent
categories of forests cani be understood as foliows:

- Reserve Forests: these gre forest mogt important £or
conservation o _scientific management £Crx various forest
utilities end which have been properly demarcated and

notified under provisions of the Indian Forest Act Or other laws.



in foxce..These forests benefit from.the.highest d egree
oﬁ stote contrel and exercise of its propuedetary -rights,
igfehese,fezests local villagers do not have generally
lany rights. Every act by ocutsiders is propibited except
-when‘ep pifdes Lly uetm&ttea by proper notlfication,

—~ Protected forests: these -re similar to reserve

forests but the government exercised a lower degree of control

Ci

an proprie y rlghts. They may be DruDerly demareaatd
or’ not but are CQnst_;tut under the authorlty of the
Indlan Ferust Act or other laws in force. Local‘m
villegers con exerclise some rlghts unless otherwlue
syec1fecelly Drohloltea by proper. - notaflcatlon..

- Unclassed foregts; they zre all te other publlcly
OWﬁcd forests and mgy be demgrcted or not.,. The state
gov”rnment exercises tho lowest degree of 1ts rlgbts inl
such forestsu The legal status'is not‘well defined.
Feres£ re cently transferred from other Departments and
those vau1red by Foregu Department from corporate_
bOGlES and prmvate 1nd;v;aual uneer‘spitable legis;ation
are‘geheraily terﬁed ;s vested forests! and aiso_
included in this céﬁegory;LVSihiiarly all cther forests'
which have no well acflned leguL stétus are leo included .
as unclassed forests. Tbere is a gradial process cf

constituting reserve and protected ferests from u

unclassad forests.

Source: FAa(Q Report on "Trogical Foregt Resources
Assessment Eroject (in the £ramework of GEMS)

Forest Resoukges of Tropical asia Pp. 18384,
Rome Pl 1981 .
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Table I: Forest area and Per~capita Forest area in India

(State~wise) - As on 31.12,1980,
Mid year Geographical Forest % of Forest Perm-
S.No, State/Uts, Population, area area  area to capi-
1980 (Thousand (Thou- Geographi~ ta
(Thousand) ha, ) sand ha) cal area, TForest
s area ha)
1. andhra pradesh 50, 572 T KR 6,409 29,15 0,13
2 ASSum 19,505 T.052 3,071 39,11 0.16
3+ Bihar 67, 434 17,388 2,923 16,31 0.04
4, Cujarat 32,615 18,598 1,952 9,96 . 0.10
5, Haryana 12,305 Ly422 164 3. 71 0.01
6. Himachal Pradesh 44,176 5,567 2¢ 119 38,06 B 5L
7. Jammu & Kashmir 5,884 224224 2,139 9,85 Ou B
8, Karnataka 35,113 19,173 3,787 19,75 0.11
8, Kerala 25, 666 3,886 1,112 28,62 0.04
10.Madhya Pradesh 52,309 44,284 15, 380 34,75 D.29
11 ,Maharashtra 60,145 30, 776 6,408 20,82 Q.11
i2,Manipur -1,436 2, 236 1,515 67.75 1. 06
13,Meghalaya 1,289 2,249 - 855 38,02 0,66
14, Nagaland 700 1,653 288 17,42 0,41
16.0riszsa 26, 723 15, 572 6, 767 43,44 0,25
16, Punjab S 15,876 5,036 243 4,83 0,02
17.Rajasthan 32, 916 34, 222 3,491 800 » 0.1
18, Sikkim 251 730 . 260 35,62 1,04
19, Tamil Madu 46, 918 13, 007 2,179 16,75~ 0,05 -7
20.Tripura 2, 064 1, 048 593 56.58 - 0,29
21.Uttar Pradesh 104,509 29, 441 By .54 17,46 0. 05
22,West Bengal 55,162 &, 785 1,184 13,48 0.02
TOTAL STATES 653,2;8 316, 841 _ 9§L9§7 21,47 0,10
1, A& Islands 183 829 714 86,13 3,90
2, Arunachal rradesh 624 2,358 5,154 61,67 B.26
3, Chandigarh 395 11 Neg Neg -
4, D& N Havell 87 49 20 40,82 0. 23
Delhi &, 021 149 Neg Neg -
€., COcla,Daman & Diu 1,139 331 105 27.56 0.09
7. Mizoram 488@ 2,109 713 33,81 1,46
8., Pondicherry 585 48 - - -
9. Lakshadeep 36 3 - - -
ALL INDIA TOTAL 663,586 328,778 74, 743 22,73 0x 11

e

@ Refers to 1981 census.

Source: Forest Departme

-

F

States & Union Territories.,

e



1. Resrmroen
“Tahls IILHSixtean_&ifferent,clmnatiC—Clhmax,ForeSthypeS~in
India vis-a~vis Forest area and oOCLULencé.

[ i, . T S U I I T B

S.Noc, Forest Types Torest .rea gccurence
(#i1lion ha)

1, ‘Tropical Wet-Evergreen Forests 2,5  Assam, West Bengal,
KRarnataka, Kerala, ~Adde
man & Nicobar Islznds,

2., Tropical Semi-evergreen Forests 1.2 ASsam. West Beungal,;
Orissa and Andamans,

3, Tropical Moist Deciduous Forests 22,6 —~ Karnataka, Orissa, Tamdl

‘ Nadu,Uttar Pradesh,
Madhva Ifradesh, M2hara-
shtra, Kerala, Andaman &
Nicokar Islande,

4., Tropical Dry Deciduous Forests 259, X Almost all over India,

-5, Littoral and Swamp Forests C.7 Deltas ~f blyg rivers,
6., Tropical Thorn Forests. ' §L2ﬂNMPuﬁjab;'na;yana, R& JAS e
T x Tthan, Upper Cangshic
plaing, the Deccazn Platesu
and lower, Peningular
India,

7. Tropical Dry evergreen Forests 0,1 East Coast ImTamil Nadu
only. :

8, Sub-Tropical Broad leaved G2 Lower Slopes of the

(fiills Forests) Hinelayas in West Bengal,

Azesam, Macghalava,
Nilgiries, Malabar,

9, Sub-Tropical Dry-evergreen Forests 0.2 S8i—ralikes and Western
o Himalayas upto about
1060 m helght.
10, Sub-Tropical Pine Forests 3,7 North West Himalavas,,

Manipur and Naga Hills,

1l. Mentane Wet-temperate Forests L6 Tamil Nadu, Xera
: Eastern, Hima
West Bengal, ASsamn,

srunachal Pracesh,

12, Himalayan MoiSt-temperate Forests 2,7 Pine and Sub-aipine
Forests in Himalayas
between 1500m and 3000m

hight,

13. Himalayan Dry-Temperate FOrests 0.2 Inner range of Himalaya
where S« momsocn 18
feeble, _

14, Sub-alpine Forests,X Higher elevations wver

15, Moist alpine scrub, X 1,8 3000m hicght of Himalaya.

16, Dry-alpine scrub. [

©anpmmme FOvaoh Rotenreh Tnetitute & Colleges, Dehra Dun,



Table III: Relative Change in the Area under TForest in
India by various Categories since 1965-66,

PN

Forest Area: Thousand ha,

S A e eas e A R A ey ket eem P

Category of 196566 1970-71 197677
classification Forest % to Forest % to TForest % to
5 Total area Total area Total
BB T el e e e o e s o O Pt s 555 5 B B e s oo o e o o g -
By Cvwner-Ships: 75,308 100.00 74,827  100.00 74.786 100,0
State owned, 71,688 B5.0 94,181 95,2 71,636 95,8
Corporate bodies. 2, 270 30 2,128 2.8 1,950 2.6
Private Indididuals, 1,353 1.8 1,518 2.0 1,200 L6
By Exploitability: 75,308 100,00 74,827 100,0 74,786 100.0
Forest in use,. 59,951 1956 46,113 €1.6 45,061 60,3
Potentially explio- ‘
table, 13,470 17.8 14,087 18,8 15,5995 21,4
Other forests. 1,887 Dy ldy 527 19,6 13,730 18.3
By Legal Status: 75,308 100,0 74,827 100.0 74,786 100,0
Reserved, 37,359 49,6 38,312 51,2 39,016 52,2
Protected, 24,479 22.5 24,031 Sdel 23;218 31,0 -,
Unclassed, 13,470 17,9 12,084 16,7 12,560 16,8 -
By Composition: T8, 308. . 1.00.0 T4,827 100,0 74,786 100,0
Conifero.s 4, 500 6,1 4, 600 6,2 4, 760 6,4
Broad leaved, 60, 708 80, 63, 717 85,1 63,516 84.9
Bamboo Forests, 10, 00 13, 68,510 8.7 6,510 8,7

M mm ae e M MM R G e o mm M e ey W M mm ew mw e a

Source: Forest Departments of States/Union Territories,

* &

LA

»

WY e s M wa mm s e e wm



Tahle V: Percentage contributicn of Forest Pevenie ¢ver

1-

National EBconomy -

State Revenue from all sources (State~-wise)-1980=81,

— wm e e

enye - 1980-81 (ts, in lakhs}

S.¥o, State/UTs, Rev
All Sources Torest (expacted) ¥% contri-

bution of
Forest
Revenue
over state
Revenue

1. Andhya pradesh 1,052,88 26,09 De 38

2. Assam 308, 73 Al 25 3,70

3., Bihar 874,85 1471 208

4, Gujarat 947,50 14,28 1.19

5. Haryana 433,32 1,52 0,36

6, Himachal pradezh . 192,88 1315 Be37

7. Jammu & Kashmixo 225,73 18, 78 8,31

8, Karnataka 912,44 46, CC 5,04

9., Kerala 5, 20 Dy TB Big 3]

10,Madhya Pradesh 1,114, 88 139, 44 12.50

11.Maharashtra 1, 99L,87 52420 iy T

12.Manipur 84, 56 4 0. 28

13.Meghalaya 66, 35 g3 1.32

14,Nagaland 05, 43 50 O o 2

15,0rissa 535,96 25, 2L 4469

16, Punjab 544 T2 4,04 0,74

17.,Rajasthan 715,59 6,51 0, 90

18,3ikkim ol R i 32 By D

19, Tanil Nadu 982, 66 .25 1.14

20,Tripura 85,55 11, 25 1.5: 26

21.,Uttar pradesh 1,622, 34 20, 30 1.25

22.West Bengal 1,123, 13 14,23 1,26

Total States 4,505, 18 464, 01 Bl

et s sk PR B/l A e . e IS 8 Bkl e Bali e e

Wote: Figures are prosisiopal and subject to
revisici. ‘

cacopes



Table V,3; Forzst Area lost for various purposes (State-wise)
1951=52 Lo 1975-76.

. > e

{(Thousand loctares)

Forest Ared lost on dccour of
Rivar Agricul- Constru- stt.af Misc Total
State AMRS, Velly wiral ction of Induot— PUrpe
Proiects Turposes Roads ries, 0Sas

andinra Tradesth az. @ 153.0 - 8.5 6,8 202. 2
Assam 5 i9.7% 17.6 &, 6 2.9 25,8 T2,6
nihar 1.3 48,3 1.1 1.4 5.8 £7.6
cujarak 35.0 21,1 T3 1.1 102,9 160. 4
Harvang ~ - 0.1 18,0 18,1
Himachal Pradesh 7s 77 12,2 1.2 - 5.7 26,8
Jamau & Kashmlir 0,1 0.3 Q.2 - S0, 2 90,8
Kormataka 81,3 76,5 1.7 1.5 144,4 308.4
Yeralsa Ta8 94, 6 Ou2 1z2.1 T4, 3 182, 0
hadn"“ Pradesh 69, 2 1453, 3 0,4 24,8 262,1 1809.,8
M 13 8 118,38 33.1 g 42,7 215.,5
M e e ] m e G MG GLILL LC s erm s e s v o -

w—u—«-dil—~~--—u~or Nagliltle e o s e e e o e e -

- - - 2wl 0,1 Zel

46,5 Ee3 CeB 2442 29,2 10%,3

s D 4 — - F\.}_ Be 5

b 33.0 Ue:d e 2 36,7 85.8

s e vl T ], e e GYH @ GLL QLD LG e e e e e

A5, O 6,6 (W gl De3 12.0 65,6

7.9 Tl b (b Yeg, 19,7 39,0
93,50 23,8 4,6 19.4 2.5 229.8
1.7 313, 7 2.0 2.9 3.6 324,5

Total States: 479, 0 255, 7 5344 1720.1 229,86 40373

——— e — o ) e S e ey b

M ION TERRITORIEE

D& 1 Islands - 7.0 0.5 Meyg Ful: i0.6
fArunachal Pradash §,1 254 3 Do 4 Tyl ik 44, O
D & 1 Haveld -~ Je D - - - 0.5
Goa,Daman & Din - 17,4 2. - 140 21,1
Minzoram el ey Neagliglblee—w—wew— e e e
Delhi - - 8 i} - - Qe 1

Sl mar S gy STk L g g i M ' e 8 bt vt A S S il A WP S it P dm e v —— e S

“QGb 44135, 7
ALL, TNDIA: L5789, % 2506.% 571 127, 2

u_m_____u“ Nil or Negligible

area of 25,6 thousand hectapes for which State-~wise
not gvailabile.

Wote: Figures are provisional and subject to revision,



TABLE 5,2
Shifting Cultivation in the North Eastern Region*

Totalerea Area under Ccl.3 Tribal =~ Arsa
‘ g affoectad shifting percantw=familivs esultivatad
Stats/Uniom- by shifting cultivatlun ags involvad per trlbal)
Territory cultivation at ons time of col, 2\‘OGUnDS.)Pamlly (has
L (t000ha) (!008 ha) (col,3%
gin , ; 59165)
Arunachal~. o 248,58 92,00 370 148 B.62
Pradash
Assame ;
(i)Mikir Hill., 415,10 54,00 1300 &5 1.20
(ii)North Cachar 83,20 15,60 1845 1.3 1.20
Manipur o o s 100,00 60,400 60,0 5 128
Meghalayas & ¢ 416,00 76,00 18,2 68 1612
NMizoram ¢ o o 604,03 61461 1042 45 14137
Nagaland & 4 & 608,00 73,54 1241 80 0.92
Tripura .« o o 220,79 22430 101 - 43 D51
TOTAL o o) of 2,695,70 455,05 16.8 492 0,92

,,,,,

1 Kaith, De€e 1958, Shirting Cultivatiaon Practisad in Inda., Revieu
Serias Nos 24, ICAR. :

* 1975, Control of Shlftlng Cultivation in ths North Eastern Region.
A nots to NCA by Miss P.K. Wadias Director (E&M), North Eastern
Council Sacretariat, Shillong.



Liuestock’Pbpulatibn15and Grazing incidsnce in Forests in Soms Statas2

TABLE 5,3

(Nymber=~

. thousands)
(Area=~Thousand-
hectares)
‘Total Numbsr  Parcenta® Total  Area Nat area
number of grazing= grazingin foszeet sre Closed open for
livestock ing forests (67~68) grazing grazing
State farests ‘ ‘)
Andhra Pradash e« « 33,064 2,380 9.0 6 4405 1,130 5,275
Bihar - & e s 273946 8,530 30,5 3,059 &5 2;584
Himachal Pradesh .+ o 4,703 4,005 8541 2,158 240 15918
Jammu&Kashmiz o o  of 4,285 582 13.'6 24108 228 1;880
Madhya Pradesh & & o 393983 6,326 15,8 17 5169 1,617 154552
Maharashtra . 4 .4 & 26;361 5,251 19.9 6,672 713 5,953
Punjab - . & 55295 299 342 197 119 - 78
Rajasthan s o . 38,878 3,002 747 3,758 57 33181
Tamil Nadu o o & 23,979 1,388 5,8 2,214 297 1,317
Tripura - i et o - T3E8 811 i 630 33 587
Uttar Pradosh o« @ o 49,0995 2,005 441 4,287 721 4,16?
270,547 35,284 13,0 53,825 6,340 47,485

TOTAL

1 Elagvanth All=India Livestock Cengus, 1922 (Provisional Figurss). (New Delhi. Directorate of

Economics & Statistics, Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation,

2 Information from Chisf Conssrvators of Forostss

L



TABLE 5,4

in Different States and Union Territories in India
for the psriods 1960-6 tﬂ 1954—65 and 1963—69 to 1972—73

Airtypd of riras

Grata,Union  Avaerage £or 1960-61 to 1964=65 Average for 1968-69tc 1972=73

Aumbar cpea recordad numbsr argsa recerded
o« BE burft valug of -~ of buent valua
fires - b o damags firas %iméga
.Nq.i - hae : Rs.' No, _Ha.i Rae
neg . 275 68,578~mg¢
NA 8 o127 gs,waa
NR | 445 15660, « Wr
WR 400 29,620 135323
ole 40 2,440, 720,780
| 35,520% . 447 121,8%3%),86,00.0
NR 527 14,5273 97,512
NA NA NA--  NA
NR NA 9ag®  Ng
“ 98,500 WA ©OMNA . NA
et cmanhra ],192 52,781 194500 R ;ﬁﬁ' Nﬁ;.“,' NA
Mandpuz ol &0 Mg - o NA?TV NA A Ha & Na-
mﬁuhﬁ1ﬂyq<_5Liheludad in Assame ¢ ‘_ ' " {343 455?
Neorlands o N& A . NA NA Neg Neg:
Crigsa- & 272 107,885 . Nég 10 50;988455,20;000
Fondan o 4 223%% G ;522w - 71,a39**‘ o 41 25220 TTp34%
Redasthan o 450 L T23107 B R NA T NA NA .
Temil fladu ¢ 600 © 684801 NR NA . NA NA-
Tripeva g o - 18 79 CNR 33 293 264590
Litar Pkﬁdﬂu*hﬁf'. 58 41 (468 | 61% 4 0,792 NA
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&. Development Frogrammas

T LS SRS e ek e RS U S AN N A e D TR M AR e e M W Ak wn P g e AR T T S e e e A8 i S e g B T g e B o AP e P

@ Inclusive of fiqures implemsnted untler Contrally

sponsored schames on Social Forestry.

[

-+

Table Wils State-wissz/Plenuiss Fhysic 1 achisvemonts on all
: T W ﬂlan Schemas of "ooinl Forestry"™ - 1369-80
e e e mem e o PRYS1CAL fchievenont: (Hectaores)
S .No, itate MUTs., Fourth Plan Fifth Plan fnnual Flan
- (1960-74} (1276~79) (1373-30)
1.. “ndhrs Pradesh 3,300 14,£28 G,550
2. Assam : 620 ?9,58& Q73
3. D2ihar 5 300 ,085 3 g8 B
4. Gujarat 3,700 Su 8la 4,898
5[ H’al‘};‘m‘!a L,ﬁ?g ‘-J 5?8 5 11J
Gy Himachal Pradesh 1,630 37,865 3,7@4
7. Jammu & Kdshmir 4,480 41047 2,394
s Karnataks 15,600 107,825 3,012
9. Kerala 970 2,352 2,195
10. fladhya Pradesh 41,540 5,281 2,800
11. faharashtra 4,010 38,254 5,503
12, Flanmipur 120 1,540 120
13, fleghalaya 160 1,017 860
14, Hagaland 580 5yal2 7,035
15. Orissa _ t,130 19,345 26,110
16, Funjab 12,360 2,635 2,000
17. Rajasthan 11,dao 64,499 12,600
18. Sikkim 480 10G
19. Tamil Nadu 19,160 62,343 16,850
20, Tripura 2,380 - 945
21. Uttar Pradesh 49,170 44,509 7,363
22, dest Bemgal  ___1,86C _.E.801 oo 5,537
Total States  1,83,770 5,465,400 1,18,324
1. A & ¥ Islands - 8 40
Z. irunachal Pradesh 6840 541 2,007
3. ~ Chandigarh 310 - 200
4, D & N Haveli 160 26 100
5.  Delhi S 120 1,078 ° 162
G Goa, Daman [ Diu 240 - 14
Ve flizoram NA 287 210
8. Pondicherry - - -
Totzl UTs- 1,510 1,935 2,733
ALL INUDIA TOTAL 1,908,280 54673335 & 1,21,057
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e Project formulation.

Teble VIID: Identificziion of faoreign -ided Farsstiry Projects
duringe Sixsh "lan 1880-85, '
Title of the Gceps & Coverane Zstimated Loecetion Doner
Frajects, of the foreign investment of the Hpency
aided Projects, magnitude Froject.
(:? .in lr.‘.r\"}Sj
tnergy Plantations Rulﬂlnq Flantafion To he To be UMOP
for maximisation Pilot studics dﬂcidp- Ly Hecided
of fucluwood. geto. ~ feasibility ~
studies,
Centre for logging Comprehensive frain- 200G.C0 Fsi SIDA
Uevelopmsznt ing of Torgsters and
Hezgeareh end workers in iImproved
Studies lagging prﬂctin
and szcuring 1nr;0uea
technolooy in primary
forest bassd industry,
dl.e.saumilling,
ting un of Wiid Lifz d2scareh 218,00 MHadhya UHDP
ioﬂal UWild rLife and Training. Fradesh
garch & Train-
Institute.
Forgstry for Local Consulianey eruip- "To he Wast FAG/
~Community Develop- ment, resssreoh sebivi- deter- Zengal, SIDA
ment Erogramme, tiss setting up Yan mined. Kerala
Vigyan axtension {ihar
activities. rarnataka,
Deuelopment of Surveys Lo asspss To bs Mational
linor Fordst availability of ©FP, detar-.  Level ldorld
Producc. intensive cult lUuLlDﬂ minad. FRI&C Hank
of MFP for greatar - '
production collection
thergof and develop .-
marketing,
Social Forestry Plantation, Distri-~ To be: tajasthan To be
Projoats . bution of sseedlings, deteor- d=ter-
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support.
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