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Proceedings of the meecting held under the Chairmanship of
Hon’ble Forest Minister at Van Chetna Kendra, Pallanpur distt.
Ropar on 1.7.2009 for revision of royalty rates.
* %k Kk hk k k &
A mecting was held under the Chairmanship of Hon’ble
Forest Minister at Van Chetna Kendra, Pallanpur on 1.7.2009 for
revision of royalty rates in which following officers were present.
3 Sh. R.C. Nayyar, 1AS
Financial Commissioner (Forests)
& Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Department of Forests and Wildlife Preservation,
Punjab, Chandigarh.
2 Sh. B.C. Bala, IFS,
Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,
Punjab, Chandigarh.
¥
. %< Sh. M.P. Rai, IFS,

Addl. Principal Chiel Conservator of Forests (Admin),
\ Punjab, Chandigarh.

4. Sh. Kuldip Singh, IFS,
Managing Director,
Punjab State Forest Development Corporation Ltd.
Punjab, Chandigarh

3. Sh. Jitendra Sharma, IFS
Chiel Conservator of Forests (Hills),
Punjab, Chandigarh.

6 Sh. Jarnail Singh, IFS
Conservator of Forests,
Ferozepur Circle, Ferozepur

Sh. R.K. Mishra, IFS,
Conservator of Forests (Soil Conservation)

Punjab, Chandigarh.

Sh. Charchil Kumar, IFS,
Divisional Forests Officer,
Mansa.

Smt. Shailender Kaur, IFS
Divisional Forests Officer,
Sangrur.
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The issue of revision of royalty rales was dis(;l;_sscd in the
light of the report submitted by a committee constituted by the
Government under the Chairmanship of Sh. M.p. Rai, IFS, APCCF to
study and recommend the royalty rates in Punjab. The overall royalty
rates recommended by the committee were found to be 5 to 7 times
the current royalty rates.

The Hon’ble Minister and FCF inquired about the amount
of revenue received by the Department before the setting up of PSFDC
in 1983. PCCF informed that the amount of revenue during the year
1982-83 was Rs. 6.05 crores. It was observed that given the increase
N market price of timber, the amount of revenue of the Department,
which is mainly from the royalty received against the trees transferred
lo the corporation, sﬁould have increased .lo the range of Rs. 60-70
cror-*.

The recommendations of the Disinvestments Commission,
National Forest Commission and the Government Working Committee
regarding functioning of PSUs were deliberated upon and it was
observed that the Corporation should have been closed and the felling
should have been done by the Department.

MD PSFDC stated that he cannot take any stand in
regard to royalty rates to be fixed by the Government éxcept to go by
the resolution passed by the Board of Dircctors in its meeting dated
28" May 2009. The resolution passed by Board of Directors was
deliberated upon and it was observed that the criterion of fixing the
r*_".{ajt;v rates in the state of Haryana is perhaps not based upon any

ientific study as has been done by the state of Punjab. Once again
MD PSFDC was asked to give any suggestion regarding discounting to
the royalty rates recommended by the Committee constituted by the
Government to which there was no clear cut commitment from the
Corporation through its MD. Thus there was no alternative left with

the Government except to take the following decisions:-
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the years 2007-08, 2008-09 ang till the application of
NeW policy will be the royalty rates ag applicable jn
Haryana for these years. From today, it woulg be
@80% of the net value of varioys types of trees in their
classification 48 recommended by the Committee
headed by Mr. Mm.p. Rai, IFS.

The practice of getting the trees cyt through
Cngagement of labour by the PSFDC shaj stop
forthwith in Teéspect of green trees. This decision wil]
apply immcdiatcly aller the sunsct of 1=t July 2009.
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1Species Class Eirth Class Gross Value
Green | Deag / Dry
Shisham \'% 30-59 187 240
o e ] 187 |
60-89 833 1133
90-119 | 3497 3734
120-149 7503 6901
120-179 115186 ihaac
180-209 26681 23926
S——2 | 26681
210 & Above 51045 45088
D e O
— ] ____*__ SR
s e BOL
60_—_8“._)_. - 950 o o h____B_GZ? _____
| _90-119 2245 | 1780
120-149 4934 3796

| _150-179 | 9574 | aoe——

7302 .-
-20-209 | 11715 | 87ge :

210 & Above
Lo S AOVEe

60-89

90-119

1A 120-149 |
e = |

1IB 150-179

— 1A | 180-209
IB 210 & Above
=-Y & Above,

Eucalypty A% 30-59 '
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[quecies ’—_f:lass [ Girth ClnssT_ Gross Value
Green | Dead / Dry
Mullberry v 90-80 | 130 | 88
I\ 60-89 297 278
111 90-119 1115 781 k
IIA 120-149 | 2247 1573
B 150-179 | 4205 2943
IA 180-209 [ 5354 | 3748
-~ | 9394
IB 210 & Above| 6503 4552
bt - B
Sqmbal \% 30-59 308 215
v 60-89 703 492
I | 90-119 1429 1000
1A 120-149 | 2085 2090
1B 150-179 | 4938 3456
IA 180-209 | 6663 4664
10 % Abovee] e 5871
IB 1210 & Abov c| 8388 . 587 1______
Teak V%5 T s 800
v 60-89 5961 ' 4769
11 90-119 | 12359 | 9887
1A 120-149 | 18757 15005
IIB 150-179 | 30935 24748
1A 180-209 [ 43113 34491
r -___————-—__'_'—————-’__—-———4'______——'—-—
IB 210 & Aboig 55292 14234
Drek v 30-59 | 277 | 193 5
v 60-89 722 505
111 90-119 | 1605 1123
. MA | 120-149 .| 3609 2526
1IB 150-179 | 5473 3831
IA 180-209 | 83> 5867
IB 210 & Above_ 13055 9139
Khair vV 30-59 752 526
V% 60-89 ?;36 | 1845
111 90-119 S719 | 4003
1A 120-149 | 12409 8686
IB | 150-179 22000 | 15400 _
IA 180-209 | 44000 30800
_ IR —t——— . 30800
IB__ |210 & Above| 88000 61600
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