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office of The Executive Engineer pwD Division Fatehpur
S.No.

Date

Short Comings
.No Short Com

L

e proposal In pART lll of the
proposal while in site inspection report, the alignment
of the road is shown unadvisable. Both the comm
are contradi to each other

CCF has recommended th

e point is not related to this office

2

encroachment of forest land is avoided. CCF has even
cited villagers also of being this view. Further, a careful
Iook at the map of the area suggest that if the road is
constructed at the outer boundary of forest block in

well served. ln such a case the land required for
diversion will also be minimum, the plantation will also
be safe, the forest land would not be fragmented and
possibility of encroachment on the forest land can be]
avoided. This may be looked at and proposal may b
amended accord

CCF has opined that it is

the forest land bounda

r bette

ry so

r to align the road along

that fragmentation and

ea Stern de nda in ked with eth conroad n viecting llage
Roru Bara Rto a h ejas, osepu of ncop ctine Rang rjas

As the road is being constructed for benificary the
habitations of rajas village (for shortest route to
Laxmangarh Salasar road). lt is not possible to
constructed road along the forest boundary as th

enclosed) So the alingment proposed is as per guideline
of IRC and benificary to village to go laxmangarh
Salasar road (State Highway). By alinging the track in
proposed alingment the purpose for Construction
road can be fulfilled .

ofcurvatore restfo bou and nS aot SrY per de etngu
RC na d to avoid en crochm nt to eth sleft de for'est

bo u nd ofry osed nliprop chgment tna ink fencing
be nUmay kidertaposedpro fong the sa me is

3

It seems that the User Agency has not seriousl
rnatives for the the proposal. This is
rit of the FCA and its guidelines.

examined the alte
contrary to the spi

The alingment has been proposed for the beneficary
habitations of village Rajas so for fulfill the purpose
construct road the alingment has been proposed.

to

from the KML uploaded by department. Non
Land shown in the proposal for Village Rajas seems to,
be the part of forest land, The exact forest Iand
Boundary as per the forest records needs to be
reflected in the kml of the proposal and verified by the

it.

Forest boundary given i n KML of the proposal differs

CFh The lan d u e ford dreq ivers nio hs o td be ongiven
notified forest nla ad n d KM L, Digita d Tomap po

Shoulheet bd e co rrected accord hasDCFngly

5

The Conditions for
his site inspection

approval mentioned by the
report needs to be lncluded

recornm tions in Pa rt ll,

DCF in

in hi The point is not related to this office

4



6

It seems that user ageney has already constructed t
road in non forest land. lt may be noted that worki
on non-forest land part of the proposal
securing permission under FCA on the forest land pa

of the proposal creates a fait accompli situation which
is better avoided as per the guidleines of FCA.

detailed factual note in this regard needs to be

7

DCF/CCF may examine the proposal with regard to
involvement of "Deemed forest area in lie proposal

any "deemed forest', area falls the proposal, the sa

should bo included in the proposal otherwise an

undertaking that the proposal has been examined for

involvement of deemd forests and that it is certi

that no deemed forest Iand falls in area of the The point is not related to thls office

complete project" need to be submitted by the

coutersigned by the CCF. With regard to identificati

of land falling under the category of "Deemed Forest" ,

DCF/CCF area advised to refer to the relevant orders

Hon'ble Supreme Court and the direction issued

Department in this regard for time to time.

Executive Engineer

PWD Division Fatehpur

Purpose of the road is to connected
i.e. chouhano ki Dhani, Gouru ka Bas,

ki dhani, Miyan ki Dhani upto Rajas

Laxmangarh Salasar (SH) road (Site Plan Enclosed) so

road Constructed from Laxmangarh Salasar road to
habitations only. So there was no intension

of FCA Rules. In future Guideline of FCA

the


