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Executive Summary 
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PWD SoR 
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DSR

DSR -221

Location 
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Size and Attributes of Land Acuisition 

DPR 

Alternatives Considered  
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Social Impacts 
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Mitigation Meassures 

 DLPC 

KSEB Ltd 

Detailed project description  

 

 Background of the project, including developer’s background and 

governance/management structure. 
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KSEB  

KSEB 

EE,AEE,AE 

Rationale for project including how the project fits the public purpose 

criteria listed in the act 
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MW 

Details of project size, location, capacity, output, production targets, costs, 

risks 

MW MU 

(Million Unit)

MU

°
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MW MU 

MW

DSR 

(Delhi Schedule of Rate). 2019 

.

 Examination of alternatives 
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Phase of Project Construction 

 

 Trench Weir

 Inlake Chamber

 Power Channel

 Forebay)

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Core design features and size and type of facilities

 A diversion trench weir 18 m long and 2m wide

 A small diversion weir across the stream and an open channel of 50 m 

length adjacent to  intake chamber

 A closed type free  flow intake channel(Box type) of length 9m and 2m 

wide

 An intake chamber of size 4x4x9 meter.

 Intake gate of size 1.7x 1.7 meter. 

 Power duct of size 1.70m x 1.70m and 80m length.

 Three nos surplus weirs at chainage 37,370 & 1020
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 355m long R.C long  rectangular power channel and 240m of cut and  

cover channel of size 2.90m x 1.50m with 0.75 free board and 1 in 750 

bed slope of 510m length of Trapizoidal open channel, base width of 

1.4m, depth of flow 1.50m of side slope of channel 1 in 1 and 6  nos of 

transition length 30m. 

 A Rectangular RC forebay tank having a live storage of 920m3 

 Three slot vertical trash rack with 1: 4 slop for easy raking

 1.02m x 1.40m penstock gate, bell mouth entry, transition. 

 1.40m dia single surface penstock of spirally welleded steel pipe 319.02m 

long birfurcates in to two feeder pipes of 1:1 dia and 14m long. 

 A surface power hose of size 29.50 in to 10m for housing to horizondal 

francis terbine each of 3000 KW

 A rectangular tail race chamber of 15.00m x 12.50m and a tail race 

chanel of 3.7m wide  and 1.00m water deep + 0.75m free board to lead 

the water let in to the same rever after power generation.

Need of ancillary infrastructural facilities 

DPR 

Details of social impact assessment/ Environment impact assessment if 

already conducted and any technical feasibility reports 

ChnsS ]cm-aÀin-¡p¶ skâv `qan Gsä-Sp-¡p-¶Xv kw_-Ôn¨v C -̄c-̄ n-

epÅ ]T\w \S-̄ n-bn-«nÃ. 

Applicable law and policies 
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1. RFCTLARR Act, 2013  

2. RFCTLARR Act (Kerala) rules 2015  

3. RTI Act 2005 etc 

Team composition approach, methodology and schedule of the Social 

Impact Assessment. 

MW 

H

DCKKD/6478/2017 –B1 

List of all team members with qualification 

{Ia 

\¼À 
t]cv ]Zhn hnZym`ymk tbmKyX 

1 ^m. tPmÀÖv amXyp  

Ph:9447793430 

sNbÀam³ BSc Psychology 

2 ^m. ssjPp ]oäÀ  

Ph: 9400371739 

AwKw MSW  

sociologist 

3 {io. N{µ³ sI hn  

Ph: 9846871777

AwKw BA. (Eco), MA (His),   

Rtd. Fisheries Dvlp Officer 

4 {io. tdmbv sNdnbm³ 

Ph: 9048002849 

AwKw Bcom. 

Chain Survey (Lower) 

4 {ioaXn.sPkn sdPn 

Ph: 9947584887 

AwKw BA (Mal)  

DCA  
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Description and rationale for the methodology and tools used to collect 

information for the social impact assessment 

MW KSEB Ltd 

Informal Interview 

with key informants 

DLPC (District 

Level Purchase Committee)

¨v 

KSEB Ltd 

KSEB Ltd 

VII KSEB

Sampling methodology used 
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KSEB

Overview of information/ data sources used. 

KSEB

DPR (

) 

 Schedule of consultations with key stakeholders and brief description of public 

hearings conducted 

 

RFCTLARR Act 
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LA

Land assessment  

 Describe with the help of maps information from land inventory and 

primary sources. 

DPR) 

 Entire area of impacts under the influence of the project. (not 

limited to land area for acquisition). 
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 Total land required for the project. 

 Land (if any) already purchased alienated, leased or acquired, and 

the intented use for each plot of land required for the project 

 Quantity and location of the land proposed to be acquired for the 

project 

 Nature, present use and classification of land and if 

agricultural land, irrigation Size of holding, ownership 

patterns, land distribution and number of residential houses 
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 Land prices and recent changes in ownership, transfer and use of 

land over the last three years 

Estimation and enumeration (where required) of affected families 

and assets. 

 

 Estimation of families  

 Families which are directly affected (own land that is proposed to be acquired)  

 Family of scheduled tribes and other traditional forest dwellers who have lost 

any of their forest rights. 
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 Families which depend on common property resources which will be affected 

due to acquisition of land for their livelihood  

 Families which have been assigned land by the state government or the central 

government under any of its schemes and such land is under acquisition  

 Families which have been residing on any land in the urban areas for 

preceeding 3 years or more prior to the acquisition of the land  

 Families which are indirectly impacted by the project (not affected 

directly by the acquisition of own land)  

 Inventory of productive assets and significant lands  

Socio- economic and cultural profile (affected area and 

resettlement site)  
 

 Demographic details of the population in the project area 

 Income and poverty levels 
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 Vulnerable groups  

 Land use and livelihood 

 Local economic activities 

 Factors that contribute to local livelihood 

 Kinship patterns and social and cultural organizations. 

 Administrative organizations 

VII 

 Political organizations 

CPI(M), INC, BJP 
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 Community based and civil society organizations 

 Regional dynamics and historical change processes 
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 Quality of living environment 

Social Impact Management Plan  

 Approach to mitigation 

 Measures to avoid, mitigate and compensate impact 

 
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 ]mcnØnXnI \S]SnIÄ 

DPR 

 Measures that are included in the terms of rehabilitation and resettlement and 
compensation as outlined in the act. 

 Measures that tha requiring Body has stated it will introduce in the Project 

roposal.  

DPR 

 Alterations to project design and additional measures that may be required to 
address the extent and intensity of impacts across various groups as identified 
during the social impact assessment process 

DPR 

 Detailed mitigation plan 
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]mcn-Øn-Xn-I-ambn Hcp Xc-̄ n-ep-apÅ BLm-Xhpw D­m-Im¯ coXn-bn-emWv 

sNdp-InS Pe-ssh-ZypX ]²Xn Unssk³ sNbvXn-cn-¡p-¶-Xv. GsX-¦nepw kml-

N-cy-̄ nÂ GsX-¦nepw Xc-̄ n-ep-Å BLmXw D­m-Ip-I-bm-sW¦nÂ AXv ]cn-

l-cn-¡m-\p-f-f \S-]-Sn-IÄ hyà-ambn ]²Xn dnt¸mÀ«nÂ ]cm-aÀin-̈ n-«p­v F¶v 

t\cs¯ Xs¶ kqNn-̧ n-̈ -Xm-Wv. `qD-Sabv¡v \nb-am-\p-kr-X-apÅ \jvS-]-cn-lmcw 

\ÂIn-bmÂ AhÀ¡pÅ BLmXw eLq-I-cn-¡-s -̧Sp-Ibpw ]qÀ®ambpw CÃm-

Xm-Ip-Ibpw sN¿p¶p.  

Social Impact Management Plan (SIMP)- Institutional framework  

 Description of institutional structures and key person responsible for 
each mitigation measures  

RFCTLARR BÎv {]Imcw NpaXes¸Sp¯nb dh\yq A[nIrXcpw ]²Xn \S-̧ n-em-

¡p¶ KSEB 

 Specify role of NGO’s etc, if involved  
CÃ 

 Indicate capacities required and capacity building plan, including technical 
assistance, if any 

 
tIc-f-̄ nse h³InS Pe-ssh-ZypX ]²-Xn-IÄ AS¡w Bkq-{XWw sNbvXv \S-

¸n-em-¡p¶ KSEB Ltd 

 Timelines for each activity  
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 Timelines for each activity  
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Social impact management plan- Budget and financing of mitigation 
plan  
 Cost of all resettlement and rehabilitation costs  

 Annual budget and plan of action  

 Funding sources with breakup 

Social Impact Management Plan(SIMP)- Monitoring and 

evaluation   

 Key monitoring and evaluative indicators 

I

II. 
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III.

2.

DPR 

 Reporting mechanisms and monitoring roles  

RFCTLARR RFCTLARR Act 

(Kerala) Rules

 Plan for independent evaluation 

DPR 

 Analysis of costs and benefits and recommendation on 

acquisition  

MW MU) 

MNRE 
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 Final conclusions on:  

 Assessment of public purpose 

pmto11pm

KSEB 

 Less displacing alternatives 

C

BO(DB) No.3373/2014(DGC/AEE-1/MARIPUZHA/

MW

GO (Rt) No.39/2015/PD 
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 Minimum requirement of land 

 Nature and intensity of social impacts 

 Viable mitigation measures extent to which mitigation measures will 

address costs 
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The above analysis will use the equity principle as a frame work of analysis for 

presenting a final recommendation on whether the acquisition should go 

through or  

MU 

KSEB Ltd 


