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Tio; :
CCF /Nodal Officer,
U.P. Lucknow.
Sub: Development of Dasna — Meerut Greenfield Alignment of Delhi — Meerut Expressway in the State
of Uttar Pradesh Reg.: Submission of Forest Compliance
Ref: 1) MoEF & CC Office Letter no.8B/06/2/2017/F.C./479 dated 11-01-2017
2) NHAI letter no NHAI/PIU-GHZ/DME-IV/12012/FRST/2017/3585 Dated 29-03-2017
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Meerut

In compliance to above cited letters regarding diversion of 15.053 hectare of forest land in which
14.018 hectare “reserved forest” and 1.035 hectare “protected forest” land for Development of Dasna —

Greenfield alignment of Delhi —

Meerut Expressway in the State of Uttar Pradesh, the Point-wise

compliance received from D.F.O. Ghaziabad letter no 2466/14-1 Dated 31-03-2017 above is given as

under:-

S.NO

Information Sought

Reply

The KML file of proposed forest land diversion is
in Poly-line format rather polygon format.
Therefore ,GIS DSS analysis of the proposed
forest land diversion is not possible.

The KML file of proposed forest land diversion
in polygon format is enclosed here with
enclosed CD

The Proposal is without copy of documents in
support of the competence/authority of the person
making this application to make application on
behalf of the user Agency.

A copy of documents in support of the
competence/authority of the person making
this application to make application on behalf
of the user Agency is enclosed in annexure of
page no 16-17

The details of 10 patches of forest land proposed
for diversion has not been provided in hard copy
as well as not as not uploaded online.

The details of forest patches of forest land
proposed for diversion is being provided in
hard copy as well as has been uploaded
online. annexure 2.of page no 51-54

The proposal has been submitted with analysis of
minimum three alternative alignment but selection
of proposed alignment is not based on the basis
on the basis of minimum forest area .The KML
files of three alternatives with details of forest area
calculation have also not been submitted with the
proposal.

The selection of proposed alignment out of
three alternatives was based on Techno-
economic  considerations in all three
alternatives The MOEF & CC has already
accorded the Environmental Clearance (a copy
enclosed ) for the proposed alignment duly
considering merits and demerits of the
alternative alignment discussed in the project
proposal in annexure no-iV of page no 22-
24., KML files of three alternatives with details
of forest area calculation and Digital Map have
been submitted with the proposal and
enclosed here with. enclosed CD —Annexure-
V of page-n0-25-26-E.

Topo-sheet attached for alternative alignment
does not provide forest area values of each
alternative.

Topo-sheets indicating the forest area values
of each alternative is enclosed as annexure V
of page-n0-26D-26-E

Though the proposal is less than 20ha in plains
and does not require cost benefit analysis but the
copy uploaded with the proposal is not as per
MOEF & CC guidelines.

Since the proposal is less than 20ha in plains,
cost benefit analysis is not required and online
copy uploaded earlier with the proposal has
been deleted.
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The Proposal is without copy of application
required for Environment clearance.

Environment Clearance has already been
accorded by MOEF & CC on 16-06 -2016 and
a copy is enclosed as annexure no Xiii of
page 43-50.

The forest area calculation as per land schedule
uploaded with the proposal shows different value
of forest area for diversion .This is a major flaw
and needs rectification.

The rectified forest area calculations as per
land schedule has been uploaded with the
proposal as well as hard copy is enclosed.as
annexure 2.of page no 51-54

The forest gazette notification uploaded and copy
provided with the proposal area different.

The forest gazette notifications provided in the
hard copy has been uploaded in annexure —
Vii of page no 29-30

10

The certificate of DM under FRA 2006 (Page 216)
does not mention all the gazette notifications. This
is needs revision. The correct certificate needs
uploading also.

In the certificate of DM under FRA 2006 (Page
216) all the gazette notifications has been
mentioned and the certificate is enclosed as
annexure 21 page no 212-213

131

A copy of Strip plan uploaded with the proposal
needs submission along with hard copy.

A copy of Strip plan uploaded with the
proposal has been submitted along with hard
copy. Annexure -Viii - page no 34-37

12

The compensatory afforestation has been
proposed on double degraded forest land which is
without inclusion of cost escalation due to inflation.

The compensatory afforestation has been
proposed on double degraded forest land and
accounts for cost escalation due to inflation
and is enclosed with hard copy in annexure -
10 page no 177-176 ,

The above point wise compliance is submitted for further necessary action.

358D,

Letter no: / dated.

CCto:1) D.F.O. Ghaziabad,Ghaziabad for your kind Information.
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Conse or of Forest,

%Mferut Circle, Meerut.
804

Conservator of Forest,

Wﬁiircle, Meerut.




