
No.Ft.48-5139/2020 (FCA)
H.P. Forest Department.

                      Dated Shimla-1, the

From: Nodal Officer-cum-APCCF (FCA),                    To:    CF Bilaspur
O/o Pr.CCF (HoFF) HP Shimla-1.

Subject:-     Diversion  of  3.3438  ha  of  forest  land  in  favour  of  HPPWD  for  the 
construction of link road Bassi to Ghawandal km. 0/0 to 6/0 within the 
jurisdiction  of  Bilaspur  Forest  Division,  Dist.  Bilaspur,  H.P  (Online 
Proposal No. FP/HP/ROAD/39140/2019).

Memo;

The following shortcomings have been noticed in the proposal, which may be 
completed in all respect:- 

  
1. The reply of observation No.1 cannot be accepted as Administrative Approval 

and approved DPR have not been obtained/ prepared after lapse of more than 

five years. 

2. The  revised  KML  file  stated  have  been  uploaded  but  same  is  neither  in 

Polygon shape nor the alternative explored marked in KML file. Further, the 

layout plan may be separately in Part-I.

3. As per the KML file the portion of road constructed during the year 2012 and 

afterward whereas  the detail  mentioned in  Part-II  shows the violation done 

2009 which may be rectified/ justified. Furthermore, the note of violation does 

not provide the complete detail of violation which may be revised and duly 

signed  by  DFO concerned  and reply  of  No.  12  of  GoI  may  be  submitted 

accordingly.

4. The enumeration list of the trees coming in the alignment of the proposed road 

is not authenticated by DFO concerned.

Nodal Officer-cum-APCCF (FCA),
 O/o Pr. CCF (HoFF), H.P.Shimla-1.
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