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ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL SCREENING FORM
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A. NATURE AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
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" B. IJENTIICATION OF POTENTIAL RISKS/LAPACTS THEIR SIGNIFICANCE AND POSSIBLE

MITIG/ (ION MEASURES
Impacts/Risks Appraisal Details on nature Significance' | Notes on pessible mitigation
Will the project generate the following of impact (Type, measures (based on the
negative risks/impacts? source, affected hierarchy of ‘avoid, reduce,
elements, number mitigate, rehablitate’)
e.t.c)
Yes | No ; L |M|H

1.6 | Occrpational Health and Safety
Impacts

1.1 | Will the works require large
number (e.g., more than 30) of
sta': and laborers from outside V
the local area? 4

1.2 | Will the iufrastructure works 0 _ 8
require a worker’s camp?’[ If L@ %\"W‘ W"/‘%‘M,

“Yes”, how many workers are t/ S W Ve LU(,(@ I WW
expected to occupy the camp?

1.3 | Are the works activities prone & A wd% I "*F( MCV\ ey Q_UU\'WT
to hazards, risks and could 4 ‘ L/ K oAy g 4 ‘)
result in accidents and injuries A (4)“ ¢ wa i
to workers during construction (/ %\ﬂ ] "'f %ZQ Pre
or operation? e e —P W "/ 5‘3/&/1/ LA

1.4 | Will there be Occupational SWuv ¥ gk :H <
Health and Safety (OHS) risks : A \'/ = MXH Z O { Mr
from handling of equipment? V - iq:"\_ann el i’M)\/ pélb =

L5 | Is-uere arisk of flooding Lo (7 ‘ s A
du ing
construction/rehabilitation?

(wet season or by project \/
activities)

2.0 | Environmental Impacts

21 | will the/o;;lerstling n((i)ise level of Q/ Natt i \/’ HJIOVE A novm
the new/rehabilitate = 1 A
infrastructure exceed the ‘(’@‘gw -w\%" = W/"“""\ (omm:
allowable noise limits? D}? . ‘,ﬁ? ind Ahsd, VO LSK)\

2.2 | Will the operation result in T SR e ¢ WVV‘W;M%' V\ﬁ\[_ U].)S Vﬁ
emission of significant amounts of V ~N @ %j \/ \
dust? Uxvoudy, | dy \am‘ dae o

23 | Is there a possibility that the 50 w&«mw W’M pY ﬂg&%
works will lead to any \/ WK |
co. amination and pollution? 1 ; 4 ,,( . 1 ,51 @Q ]e

2.4 | Wul the operation involve use of o \

considerahie amounts of natural
resources (construction materials,
trees) or may lead to their
depletion or degradation at points
of source?
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! When assigning the level of significance of the impact (i.e. L/M/H), the evaluation team needs to analyze the
probability of occurrence (how likely), magnitude/severity of i impact, spatial scale {e.g. Project site only?, local
area?, regional area?), temporal scale of the impact(i.e. immediate?, short term?, medium term? continuous),
frequency (i.e. once, intermittent or continuous?) and impact reversibility.
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r_lmpa«:ts/Risks Appraisal Details cn nature Significance! | Notes on possible mitigation
Will the project generate the following of impa«t (Type, measures (based on the
negaiive risks/impacts? source, affected hierarchy of ‘avoid, reduce,
elements, number mitigate, rehabilitate’)
e.t.c)
Yes | No L | M
2.5 | Is there a likelihood of informal
tradars establishing business at AP7 ff?i/l M }W\" , Wq’%
the :ubprojzct site? (waste \/ N - v\7\ V
generation and resource G .
deplstion, mcreased safety risk) L’\ w%‘f Soriehve.
2.6 | Will the works generate solid or liquid
wastes? (includigng human ! *’L"/\) { “ ﬂ\ﬂ’\ MR)‘\‘A : m [&A/\u’m/ié"r{_
excreta/sewage) If “Yes™, does the 2 Uﬁ ﬁ:{ k
sub-.roject ifclude a plan for their \/’ &’M ( (’,619\/\ \/
adeyuate coliection and disposal? ‘H«J,L :\& (%
Will there be a wash bay? Dian. We "L}g i o £9 2 ;
2.7 | Will the works generate hazardous V oo (\Co7 =i D’LBP 333 }fgj n
waste? g :
2.8 | Will there be any soil or water ¥ TN = Q ppm#gd dljﬁ?zﬂ
contemination and degradation of 7 , ‘ \// J—
water bodies? (/ 9 1 % #4/&‘ { W/ J 9‘ Mj pa l’(—
2.9 | Is there a likelihoods of spillage and s pritay ¥
increased sediment load into water l/ 2\) "LTIVV& ‘f}*‘\‘ { H PM ‘}’ \C 1 ; M
cou. "es during construction activities 07 1§ Hrbunedly, _;l A
and .oss of riparian buffers? Fak’,z. (g,)((;,a\iq]&m ride / Cevy /l R
2.10 | Wili the works or operations lead P -G | 5 ]
reduced water quality and quantity? \/ i g 2
2.11 | De-stabilisation of river banks and or ' Y KTQbif
drainage system due to sand mining L/ 5 ,! :\f 1., :&.}—/o Ql" W V\/\% 17’%\ ‘,{?W
2.12 | Based upon visual inspection or Uk '»»")' o Ny LR
avail- e literature, are there areas of ‘L wb
possivle geologic or soil -
instability (r-one to: soil erosion, V
landslide, subsidence, earthquake
etc.)?
2.14 | Based upon visual inspection or
available literature, are there areas
prone to floods, poorly drained, low-
lying, or in a depression or block run-
off water. i A
2.15 | Cou’1 natural hazards (droughts and C UL/ﬂA v WAL CM’? 3 UL
floc is) exaccrbate risk during project . Pﬁ} i ?L g TYVvi A \?{) ;
contraction of operation \ / 1) UL ( iA " il LN VA & SN
3.8 | Community Health, Safety and - 'I@ \i w ) T hett
Security i B
3.1 | Will community members be at -+ § havp Db}@f
risk of harm or injury during Va ey '
subprc sct imp’ementation? \/ R
3.2 | Will activities of the subproject b
generate traffic safety issues?
Both on site and for the adjacent l/
community?
3.3 | Is subproject site located near to \/
schovls or other areas of sensitive
or vulnerable persons? i
3.4 | Is the subproject likely to encounter V, rﬂt"‘ﬁﬂ ) & :
human-wildlife interactions and/or V M
con. icts?
3.5 | Are ihere intormal vendors around the l.//

construction site?




&

flmpacts/Risks
Will the project generate the Jfollowing
neg tive risks/impacts?

Yes

of impact (Type,
s mree, affected
elements, number

e.t.c)

3.6

3.7

Is there a risk that the works may
darr age damage other water
infi structur ; on site?

Will the subproject contribute to
increased risk for spread of
communicable diseases to the
community

Appraisal Details ¢n nature Significance'

M [ H

Notes on possiblm
measures (based on the
hierarchy of ‘aveid, reduce,
mitigate, rehabilitate’)

o

3.8

3.9

Would the project workforce, materials

community and vice versa?

and equipment be at any risk from the

Considering the  social, cultural,
governance, and security set up of the
surr unding community, would the
lony lerm sustainability of the project
be at any risk?

3.10

Do the subproject activities (including
supporting activities and processes)
have potential to disturb the social
fabric of the surrounding community?

3.4

Co id the subproject lead to
discrimination of certain socictal
groups? :

4.0

Could the beneficiary selection be
contested?

Resettiement and/or Land
Acquisition Impacts

4.1

Will the subproject require new borrow
pits, quarries, temporary use of land?
E.g. stockpiling,parking, construction
cam™s, etc.

42

Wil involuatary resettlement, land
acquisition, relocation of property, oOf
loss, denial or restriction of access to
land and other economic resources be
a result of the rehabilitation of the
infrastructures works or any other
pre_sct activities?

4.3

Will the construction/ rehabilitation of
the infrastr.ctures works or any other
project  activities result in the
permanent or temporary loss of crops,
fruit trees, infra-structure (such as
granaries, outside toilets and kitchens,
livestock shed etc.), and/or business
infrastructure  (such as permanent
stalls).

4.4

Was the land arca required for the sub-
pro, ct subject to a voluntary land
donation? If so, were all requirements
and proper protocols on this matter
followed and respected?

45

Will the subproject activities lead to
additional  pressure on  existing
res urces and services

G

5.0

Impacts on natural habitats,
Environm :ntally Sensitive Areas or

threatened species
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| Impacts/Risks Appraisal Details on nature Significance! | Notes on possible mitigation
Will the project generatg the Jfollowing | of impact (Type, ; measures (based on the
nege ive risk~/impacts? seurce, affected hierarchy of ‘avoid, reduce,
elements, number mitigate, rehabilitate’)
e.t.c) S :
Yes | No L M |H

Are there any natural habitats, ! i, " 3
environmentally sensitive areas or /qu\/ ’ d Jj"}‘m o l\/“ ‘/)\ m \f’
threatened species that could be \/ h d&g\ ‘)’@"}' % v . m
significantly converted/adversely Qa % & C")’\r /rv/\j m

affected due to the rehabilitation of g 4@ o ¢ An i m (/

infrastructures works? 'j ) .

Istt > subproject area (or components
of ivy locatea within/adjacent to any
protected areas designated by
government (national park, national
reserve, world heritage site etc.) or
Key Biodiversity Area, or Community \/
pro cted area e.g. Community

Foist?

which protection is required? [ : ¢
Is there a possibility that, due to ”_:E 0‘4‘}' b{ OUI)” _——bp l/
construction and rehabilitation works, . ) o ot
any river or lake ecology will be Mg/)ﬂ ‘f"'() b Y ‘
adversely affected? (including natural ul

springs) riverine, woodland and (/ L ; :
remnant rainforest resulting in more C"fj {B\/

loss of dwindling habitat for endemic b VidA vV my ' '8 Mh/\
and migratory species and contribution Coa , ;

to c’'mate change? N o1 4ut

N

F‘_

>

Cou d the works affect the rights and o #? Mﬁ)

wel‘are of people and their level of
dependence upon or interaction with
natural resources? E.g. access to river?

Could the works trigger any human
wi' 1life conflict?

S

Im. pacts or. historical, archaeological
or cultural heritage sites

Based on available sources,
consultation with local authorities,
local knowledge and/or
observations, could the works

alter any historical, archacological, ' \/
cultural heritage traditional

(sacred, ritual area) site or require
¢xcavation near same?

Stabeholder  Engagement and
Gri vance Pedress : gl

Doss any of the project activities have % V/M)O Loty W 7 Fyvwmmosp TECyY _ ‘ ‘h__’b_!
potential to .iigger some grievances? |' \S va AN \/ !L D / 1’,‘;\ ! éc)\'z@ ,\,,57 Lai

Has input from community \ ke ’ A 4L
members and those who may be WW K ey y %‘/ PI’UV"\M‘V‘AJ P )ﬁ
af"=cted by the works or any other l/ Ny Vo &/

ps Jject activities been sought? %(’ ,—-? ’\é'\( ﬁJK/ V&?_)/ &) m\_\%ﬂ v
Has the subproject received overall SEin 14 25N v A, Nt 2
stakeholder support including from g : : VL,“’(U)U 5’ p’}/() TVU‘}W

vulnerable individuals and Q/ f g’ 'M’)q@/ A LW{)%Q‘ A
il | 2 ]

marginalized groups? Aarv 1N MC; ‘
Has the stakeholder engagement Y b—a :
process  considered vulnerable i

individuals and marginalized groups? A




C. STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION AND INPUT

No. Type/Category of

Stakeholder

table below:-

No. | EN. IRONMENTAL

INSTRUN, ENTS

I. The project is
impacts. (When all
Jorm)

(when some score is

D. OVERALL EVALUATION AN
SAFEGAURDS INSTRUME

2. There js need for further assessment.

. Need to Prepare a Full ES[A 2 (f project

cleared. No serious
Scores are “Nop” in

“Yes, High” in form)

Jound 1o fall under the prescribed lisz)

3. "leed to prepare
‘High’ scores

Endorsem.nt by &nviron

1. The DPD shall ensure

ESMP? (‘Yes’ and

mental District Officer

that a completed form is filed within project fi

EDO should keep a duplicate,

Project Management Committee will maintain a co
3. This is just a Screening form and not an ESMP. O

is/ar determined using this form, the Local Aur writy should proceed to develop it accordingly and

submit a copy to the NLGFC for re

D DETERMINATION CF
NTS T0 BE DEVELOPED,

| impact.

Issue/Conéeru/comment/suggesti@n
about the project

Tick | SOCIAL INSTRUMENTS

1. The project is cleared. No serioys social

TYPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL 4,

(Where scores are all “No”, “Low"” in form)
2. There is need for resettlement/compensatlon.

3. Need to prep.

RAP?

eed to Prepare a Stak,

Plan?

Py of completed form

nce the ap

propriate Instrum

view and clearance processing,

. (When some score is “Yes, High” in Jorm

are Resettlement Action Plan -

cholder Engagement

ent (s) to be developed




