
9

YNIWffq WWN
'mrqtf,q oTfuy[.,ft c[Err.ilr, Trrd\ilko Mrr fr.rlrT sus E-try ftfi{
T '- lslY _ tctio:2q 

b luytfrqlq sqs=r vjqe{6
qlq-fr t-s {ft-f,i t

frqrl:-Diversion of 0.7875 ha. forest land For construction of Missing Linl< Road

from "LAXMANGARH SALASAR TO RAJAS VIA CHOUHANO Kl DHANI, GOURU

KA BAS, KHEJAROLIYAN KI DHANI & MIYAN I(I DHANI,, IN RAJAS P.F. RANgC

Laxmangarh Village Rajas Tehsil Laxmangarh Distt. Sikar (Raj)

(Proposal No. FPIRJ/ROAD/33785 I 2018)
g-sq:- orrqfiT rl.t 8766 foit-fi 24.ol.zoz1 d ;nq il I

"r6)Eq

sqTqffi ffi \q qnrFrfi rrf, d mq'{ F-a'q-{ t fu qerm Effitq lrqero, dq,,

-{r${e;t=r q-qg{ or {.S.s-s.-z ffi 2s.o6.2ozt d arr -"i=TrS .rS erM ot ft-g €w[ 01

t oz or qfus..n wl !={ d vn?d rirr-{ e-{ cTtcrqtro ofu} fu v+rr< u-*go B t

sL1.q;- sqt-mtTqT{ I

qT

o
b

q-{frq

I (dYri qrFrsj
3Tffi Grtsq<r

q+r.fr.fr. troe .FlEg{
? PftErx



S.No

office of The Executive Engineer PwD Division Fatehpur
Date

Short Comings
S.N

o

Question Answer

L CCF has recommended the proposal in pART-

lll of the proposal while in site inspection
report, the alitgnment of the road is shown
unadvisable. Both the comments are
contradicto to each other.

This point is not related to this office

2 CCF has opined that it is better to align the
road along the forest land boundary so that
fragmentation and encroachment of forest
land is avoided. CCF has even cited villagers
also of being this view. Further, a careful look
at the map of the area suggest that if the
road is constructed at the outer boundary of
forest block in eastern side and linded with
the road connecting Rajas is 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 be amended
accordingly.

As the road is being constructed for the benefit
of the habitation of Rajas village (for shortest
route to Laxmangarh Salasar road). lt is not
possible to construct the road along the forest
boundary as the curvature of forest boundary
is not as per guideline of IRC and to avoid
encroachment on the left side of forest
boundary of proposed alignment chain link
fencing is proposed (Undertaking for the same
is enclosed) So the alignment proposed as per
guideline of IRC and for the benefit of villagers
to go to laxmangarh Salasar road (State
Highway). lf the proposed road is aligned along
the forest boundary on the one hand the
length of the road increases as a result of
which more forest land is required for
diversion and on the other hand there are
many sharp blind corners which are contrary
to the IRC guidelines. Secondly the proposed
road will provide connectivity to most of the
habitations of vill R

3 It seems that the user agency has not
seriously examined the alternatives for the
proposal. This is contrary to the spirit of the
FCA and its guidelines.

lf the proposed road is aligned along the forest
boundary on the one hand the length of the
road increases as a result of which more forest
land is required for diversion and on the other
hand there are many sharp blind corners which
are contrary to the IRC guidelines. Secondly
the proposed road will provide connectivity to
most of the habitations of villa Rajas.

4 Forest boundary given in KML of the proposal
differs from the KML uploaded b

Revised KML
corrections as

has been uploaded and
r forest bounda has been
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l'J*rr land strorvn in the
prr:p*ral f*r villagr fiai*x wems ts, be the
part rf {u*st l;rnd, Tfue exa{t fsrest land
hOuntl;rry e5 pe{ thr fr:resr records necdS tg
be rcflectrei in tire l{f.,41 *f the propoeill and
verified bv th* {.lCF. Tlrr lancl rrquir*d far
diversion lhoulcl he given on notified foresl
land anri Kfi*l, $igital rnap anr! Tapo sheet
should br c*r*cre rl acr,rtrdingly, OCF lras to
vert it.
Tlrt c*nditiurrr [*r app;rsval m*nticned by
the DCF in irii sir* inspection repCIfi ne*ds to
be included in lri: rrcolnrnendatisns in part-
t|.

mads" Kfvll file, Digital r*ap, and topo sh*et
rnap hac be,en rorrcsted and verifi*d.

5 This point is not related to this office,

s

tnrlosed). A Part ofths proposed road on non
furest land has been csnstructed to provide
connectivty to lhese hasitations. So there uras
no intension af voilation of FCA Xules,

The propos*d road connects various
habitatirns i.e. rhouhano ki Ohani. Gouru ka

Sas, Khijrio ki dhani, Miyan ki dhani upto Raj*s

t* laxma:rgprh-Safasar raad (Sife pla* 
i

user agen(y has already
constructcd tlis ro*d in non fcrrst land. lt
may be notcd thtl workirls $n fton faresl
land ;:;lrt cf th* pr*pCIsal rvithout securing
per;rrissiun unt|er FCA or tlrc Ior*st lanrl part
of the proposal e rextcs * fait arcrmply
situation rvhirh is better avoidsd as prr the
guidelinrs of FCA. rt d*tailcd factual note in

r*gard to invslvfifit*ni *l "Oeerfled forest
area in lie propos;l if lny "deested forest",
area falf* the propusal, the sarne should be
included irr thr: proposal oth*rwlse iln
undefiak;n6 thnt rhe pr*posal has b*en
exanrhed fc'r' involvernent of' deemrd forests
a*d thar it i: rertified that no deemed fsrest
Iand falls in are* of the complele pr*1ar:i"

nBBd ts be sui:nritred hy thr ACf
countersig*rd by CCf . W,th r*gar<) to
identificatia n a{ land falling ilnder the
categ*ry *{ "A*erned Ffrf esl", SCFICCF area

advised tr refrr to thr .elevant orclers of
Hon'bla Supr*rn* Cru* mfid thri direction
issueci the 0cp;rrl ffi*frt in tbis regard for tirne
to tirn*.

firil1r s.ql111ine the proposal vrith

It iernls that

rtrr:dx, t* be :ubrlrilicd AA
DffrrggP

this

This point is not related to this office 
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