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Online Proposal No. FP/RAJ/ROAD/32975/2018

fawar : Diversion of 7.534 ha. forest land in favour of NHAI PIU Jodhpur for the upgradation of
Jodhpur ring road section-I, Dangiyawas (0+000) to Nagour Road (74+619) of Jodhpur
district of Rajasthan.

wwed: yg@ wras wfua, a9 faum, e R &1 uA$-9.1(67)d / 2018, faATH—-29.10.2018.
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1- Due to non functional GIS DSS, analysis of kml files for proposed forest land for diversion and
proposed compensatory afforestation has not been carried out. Any shortcoming on account of GIS
DSS analysis pertaining to kml files for proposed forest diversion and proposed compensatory
afforestation will be communicated separately.

2- Following Obersavations are made on the basis of overlay of kml files (uploaded online) on Google
Earth and documents provided with hard copy-

a. Proposed Forest land diversion shows existence of permanent structures.
b. Original topo-sheets for proposed forest land for diversion and proposed compensatory
afforestation have not been submitted.

c. Geo referenced maps of different forest patches are not linked with the tables providing geo
coordinates. e

d. As per part | of the proposal, kml files of 11 forest patches have been uploaded whereas geo
referenced maps provided with hard copy shows less number of forest patches.

3- a. Information regarding already approved proposal “..... for the Project already submitted in the past”
at B1 has not been provided in part [ whereas there exists previous proposal whose approval details
should have been uploaded.

b. Information regarding sum of extent of non forest land village wise (provided at B2.3 in part | in
tabular form) does not tally with the data provided A-1(ix) in part-. This discrepancy needs
rectification.

c. Sum of segment wise proposed forest patch for diversion {at C-(ii) (b) of part 1} is 7-474001 ha.
whereas proposal is forwarded for 7.534 ha. The discrepancy in extent of forest land proposed for

diversion need to be removed and same value should be provided in all documents. Data regarding
extent of proposed forest land for diversion is inconsistent.
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4- Forest patches proposed for diversion are of irregular shape whose area calculation is carried out by
multiplication of length with width which is gross approximation and will lead to erroneous extent of
area proposed for diversion. This issue needs rectification and submission of details of calculation.

5- The issues raised by DFO in his site inspection report regarding plot no. 534 where additional land
requirement (1.33 ha.) is existing but ownership of that particular patch required is not

"clear/ambiguous. The plot no. 534 having area 109.22 ha. contains 101.22 ha. belonging to Department
of Forest. A clarification in this regard with undertaking from Land Revenue Authority is needed that
required 1.33 ha. for project is not a forest land.

6- lllegible copy of Gazette notification has been provided with the proposal and uploaded online as well
as. A legible copy of the same need submission.

7- Whether additional land is being acquired in this proposal for strip plantation along proposed widening
of road? If ves, what are location of such patches and how the user agency will carry out avenue
plantation work over it. A write up on this issue is need submission.

8- Undertakings provided in the proposal are without mentioning online proposal number.

9- Muck management plan provided at page 17 of the proposal shows inherent contradiction. Same
document mentions that ‘Muck will not be generated” as well as ‘proposed dumping site is located
away from river/stream/nala’, if muck is not generated then there is no need for dumping site. The
issue needs clarification.

10- Compensatory afforestation scheme is without cost estimates. Details regarding protection of
plantation and soil-moisture conservation works along with costing have not been included in the CA
scheme.

11-a. Site suitability certificate of proposed CA site shall be uploaded online also.

b. Vegetation density is mentioned as 0.01 in one document whereas 0.1 at other places.
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