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(Email:- forestsecy-hp@nic.in)

fawg: Diversion of 0.02885 ha of forest land in favour of District Public Relation Officer District
Bilaspur HP for the Construction of Press Club Building at Changer Sector Bilaspur,
within the jurisdiction of Bilaspur Forest Division, Distt. Bilaspur HP (Online Proposal No.
FP/HP/Others/155916/2022).

JeH:  Online Proposal No. FP/HP/Others/155916/2022 uploaded by State Government on dated
01.10.2022
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1. State Govt. may upload the forwarding letter of proposal submitted to IRO, Shimla in
PARIVESH portal.

2. The proposal is a non-site specific project. Para 1.15 of FCA guidelines as well as recent
direction of the MoEF & CC date 24.01.2022 has categorically mentioned that non-site specific
activities cannot be considered on forest land as rule. Therefore, State Govt may explore non-
forest land (private land) for the project.

3. The State Govt. may scrutinize the alternatives in more details (total area and Number of trees)
and must give complete justification establishing its inescability for locating the project in the
forest area along with reason for justification of rejecting the alternate site.

4. The status of proposed DA site is mentioned as “Un-demarcated Protected Forest”, therefore it
may clarified whether it is a Govt. Waste land declared as PF under HP Govt. notification, 1952
or is notified as UPF/DPF under IFA, 1927 and is in possession of State Forest department or
not. The copy of relevant document may be provided.

5. In the KML file, components are marked with distinct colours. Therefore, User Agency may
mark all the components along with alternates explored in distinct colours with name and
uploaded the revised KML file on the PARIVESH portal.

6. Legible copy of Toposheet showing the diversion area needs to be uploaded on the desired
column of PARIVESH portal.

7. The polygon marked in the Digital land use map is not matching with the KML of diversion
area. Same may be reviewed accordingly.

8. Most of the documents (Undertakings, Components wise breakup, Details of Forest Area etc.)
are not duly authenticated by DFO concerned. Same may be reviewed and uploaded on the
PARIVESH portal.

9. Name of the proposal is not mentioned in beneficiary village certificate. Same may be reviewed
and rectified accordingly.

10. In the proposal, approach road from the main road to the proposed project is included. However,
NoC from HPPWD has not been included. Therefore, State Govt may submit the NoC from
HPPWD.

1o0f2


mailto:forestsecy-hp@nic.in

/11648/2023

12.
13.
14.
15.

16.

17.

File No.FC/HPB/09/158/2022

No Muck Management Plan has been submitted with the proposal. Therefore, the State
Government may clarify where the Muck produced as a result of extraction would be disposed
off. Also, User Agency may provide an undertaking that no muck will be dumped in the forest
land in the present or in the future.

In the component wise breakup “open area” has been mentioned, however it is not marked in the
Layout plan. Also, State Govt may justify the requirement of the “open area”.

State Govt may provide/upload the Abstract of trees, duly authenticated by DFO concerned.
Since the proposed project is located inside the Municipal Corporation. Therefore, NoC from
Municipal Corporation may be provided.

The details of purpose wise and component wise breakup of proposed area with dimensions
details showing Khasra number of Forest area is required to be uploaded on the PARIVESH
portal.

There are 4 parking space has been proposed. However, in component wise breakup only one
parking component is shown. Therefore, same may be reviewed and correction be carried out
accordingly.

04 number no. of ecologically important trees of Fig (Ficus racemosa) and Tuni (Toona ciliata )
are proposed for felling. Therefore, possibility of reducing the numbers of trees to be affected
may be explored or rationalisation to be done in the layout of the proposal to reduce green felling
of (Fig and Tuni trees). Further, a list of trees which are required to be felled and retained (not to
be felled may be provided.
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e JMABRI—FE—ANTRIT UeIH &4 IRVIUTS (VH.HLY.), fFAEe Uqe WReR, a9 fawmT,
Trefe, e (E-mail: nodalfcahp@yahoo.com).

g9 HAvSd BRI, AR a9 Aved, Nia—fdaR, f@arad uewr (E-mail: dfobil-
hp@nic.in).
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