HTATTT SU g Axeldh, R

E-mail-dcf.brn.forest@rajasthan.gov.in , Tel.No.. 97453&230244

w0 ¢ )/ Ve Saw. /202223 § Q95 AP
ferfere:-- :
NI RS g9 jAReTa,
carall
Ry — @l A arAmEer v o & o9 4 gearadd & 939 |
Proposal no.FP/RJ/ROAD/6979/2014 (13.558ha)

Jef— SRITE T A WRed, FCA rser e RIei0 SRIGR & T3 BHIB
4623—24 fSHTPH 24.01.2023 B HH H TG MUHI BT YA $HIR 3920
f&Ti® 26.07.2023 B FT T |

HBIGY,
IRIF Rl Sefifa U9 @ T T RAiE 18.4.2018 @1 RUIE IR
S.N | EDS  Raised in REC meeting dated REPLY of EDS
18 .4. 2018 '

a Details of Alternative Examined have | /el ¥ €xXATEal A1 1980 ¥ qd 1 &0
gan vafem AW & 1 99 1975 H Uael

not been given. ! ;
(i) | The Justif?cation has been submitted | "o Sl 5 ol i

_ , | prd19sa—8s ® fhar T om| TE AN
that there is no alternative and in SRATIET B BY FEINRY & ol gan @ G
case if other Alternatives are explored | @ 2y 2| 39 a1 W orfe Tav e |
more forest area will be required. |8 & SR MEAFHA 31fAF TEAT & qOH
H SR WSE gaH O &8F ¥ Todl ®

(document at 8-c/1)
FIT A & S s B dmRae
AT Suetel 8l § |
(ii) | The J_ujc,t_ificzfltion is without Eﬁ ;q?;g;% gﬁﬁ?jﬁﬁ iﬂa{gﬁmg
quanitification of area other ST E‘fl w af & A s o

alternatives.
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b Layout Plan and Cross Section RSN s
Showing the Forest Area Requirement aerdt AT B 18 AL e F fann
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(i)

(ii)

—_— 1

(i)

(ii)

as not

and area calculation
Provided.

Details are Provided in hard copy at
8/c-2 and 8¢/-3.

As per cross Section Attached At 8-c/3
the requirement is of 18 mts width
requirement varying from 7.13 mts
to 29 mts at different chainage of

| road.

Required no Objection certificate is
not_Provided.

& b Saa wed e ed EF B PR
IRC-73 @& @ minimum road land
withth 30 vﬂ.gﬁ’lmﬁla{azm
B T AR g gdqe @) TES S
IAR 30 fhe @ derE § TG TR
fF T 2| Fer1 IRC &) Ui

TdT YAV N T GNETI JTRIH 1980 B
Joolt{ g AT € |

Violation of FC Act has been

Reported & FIR has been lodged
against  Contractor/ driver by ROF.
How, area of violation has not been
specified.

-Extent violation (4.0ha ) has been
Provided at 8-¢/11. The document is a
both sides for 4 kms.

Issue of violation of FCA needs to be
dealt as per latest guidelines of
MOEF & CC issued on 29 january
2018 Provisions contained on page 2
at A(i) regarding cases” where the
proposal under FC Act has not been
submitted and forest land is diverted
without FC” shall be delat as per

_—

fee 1.062013 @I yexenfud  afEreraar
U9 IO WY RO @ gAr qen d%
AR & B VT Frgde ST B
gfa M sftemy e @ um @Hie
2244 ST 31052018 & BRI Hel™ &%
aT B @ TE B 4 R0 @9 & @
violation gam &

TH IR § R B 4 H1H a9 F 5-5
iﬂaﬁﬂ‘rm@azt%oﬁ@mﬁ@@
X B BRI & K A o gor @
St FIR NO 7-82 feH1% 27.92013 Ug
YT 70 43-28  fH1® 03102013 § <ol
fear SR 62000% R
T T T | R 9 sy o ey
W 029 §0 BT S Ury TRy oy

EuxgosF&cca% 29 january 2018 & YRy
FER R YA ARy

IR 2= @ <fdy 610383.66 /—
TE & RIS R v s

;@ TR TORA @) oy
|

:

Provisions contained in sub section

- f
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(iif)

(i) & (i) in this cases the violation is
of 2013 35 per part Il filled by DFO

and timeline shows submission of

Proposal by user agency on 8" may
2015,

Date of violation is the case is
confusing because few other dates
are mentioned in report at8/c-1 like
construction of gravel road in 1975
application bitumen / tar in 1984-85.

Therefore, the issue requires a self
contained note duly providind
chronology, details of officials, actual

extent  with dates,copy of work
related document etc.

IoR Torll & 9H BAih 433 foD
2707.2023 T self contained note @l
IR frar AT & T A, g
Zorfie SRR @1 faaror a@ 3iex
& PR TG PredX SIRET DI
gf Her = B

(ii)

Entire area falling under forest
Proposed for construction has been
included in diversion Proposal,
whereas the road is claimed to be
pre existing . It needs clarification”

Extent violation will vary as per this
reply which will require inclusion of
all constructed area.

S AR 1980 W YA HT G gIT vl
A ® S ST AT 1975 ¥ U SP
g ) R W 1ew wes g off
AR BT AT 1984 —85  § fapar
T oo g 2013 Q99 wed @l
GEIPYT U9 ASEHT b R
| TH & WSP B R CRAT SRIas 3
EESICR G RTRIE

Fedl 1 AT HEB BT 1988 F foan
g 2013 % wom wew @

MgT &A1
GESIDT VA ASEHY B oy ol
A T TG WP B [ qRar SraeH

D/ Kota to Dharanawada Road
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t

s per DSS Analysis 1 ha only out of | DSS e @ :si-;gm‘{ 1356 20 4 0 1y
13.56ha Proposed for CA is not found 56 2o & & NFL @ 3Fjadd wrar g 7
suitable. This may be re. examined” Gl aE[IR 1256 70 @1 NFLanT gz
S RUE T R0 4 S g
Lulet b weer MOEF & CC & ufuys
AR sl offt 1 B0 WY @ W

L@ 00 we ufonfra @ yfn ey 2o
EIMDEIDEN L5%

<W%\:m

U a9 HREE

WHIEH0 T ‘ o
0 e () /Qjﬁ.@n. /BAN. /202223 / '

wafel- By @ s s ¥ U

RRCH FE IR R 190 N S

R
DI L TIURLG O© TPV iy Y ey
. e 4 Gl Xy RS | C.‘P\ 'H\%(% "?L‘nl-}i}ii"& \ff\gig ?ﬂa(\g\z g
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Divisional Forest Ofticer District Baran.

e
3 - -

132 300 1e 137 200

Croposal No. :- FP/RIVROAD 6979 2014

Dear Sir.

Diversion of 13.558 ha. of forest land for upgradation Kota-Dharanawada Road Km.

With Due respect in reference of above mention subject. We Submitting the Reply for the
DS Raised by forest Department for the Proposal as follows.

Reply of EDS

| 1 Details of alternative examined have not
{ been given
|

S.No. i EDS Raised'Shortcomings in the proposal
|

SICT €RATGGT AN AT 1980 | Yd &1 a1 g3l
vaferd AR 81 S ST |9 | 1975 H 9l Hed a1
o1 foraT SIARIGNTT BT BT 1984—85 | fam 1T
o7 | TZ A ERATGET B g A U AT ¥ ST
TF € T < B1Zd 8| 39 A W U Wie g B
1RO ST SIAMHA G €| 9T SE A adq
‘ﬁﬂmﬁrolmmqmmamumm
mmmﬂﬁ | ifd T8 aeH 1975 4
doi HeH § S Jad /nt A uge aeh gt e oy
WU B TG & | §F AR @ @ig SR
quﬁmmmwwmvm
= et g1 1 36 AT B <l IR wag @
maramm:ﬁ%%?mqrcﬁ . BioR Bres B
3 ERAEET GEG S W x*w*f%iﬁa»—\ﬁaﬂﬁv‘
.q 3'%@&3’@3?137\’??]4\3‘11 AT T8 < BiEg
’T“mWH‘s’Strenﬁtth"TEﬁmP‘mG{rr
?ﬁ"“?'ﬂﬁsﬂ'kﬂﬁrﬁaaﬁ‘?qwfwy&r:
d"iﬁaﬂfﬁmwmrﬁlammﬁmmaa
A8 B I - goem B

(3

has not been provided.

|

i ) ST X
:Layout plan and cross section showine the i
i o a1 84 ﬁ"ﬂ"'lf "Té 1 ¢

iforest area requirement and area calculation 8 . i A faray Tar ?I

(T4 ST W 2EL BF D Ry IRC-73 3 3R
Minimum road land width 20 . g5 KGR
2| 3 9faw oy AT, R o

[VF]

Reguired no objection certificate js not
provided

4 IRC & e
qgwmomsow‘?am.mﬁnm U
fd T g g 9a™ IRC-73 =5 yry
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Violation of FCA Act has been reported &
FIR has been lodged against contractor
driver by ROF . However arca of viloation
has not been specified

fasties 1.06.2013 B waverfi afyeifRa Td qaa
YERATY B e qU1 495 ik ) o) wd Biae
Siapre @ ofd N sfremd) aiftvamr @ aEie 2244
fas® 31.05.2018 B ERT Wer v AR FR A T 2
IS SU a7 WRetd ARt gwT Site Inspection
Report 7 @ 400 aex a1 4fy # a7 wRew
SRRuT 1980 @1 Soeiud war qar ¥ |

Entire arca falling under forest proposed for
construction has been included in diversion
proposal, whereas the road is claimed to be
pre-existing. It nees clarification

a2 @rer exATael Anf e 1980 | qd BT 1§
vafer Ant &) W ST || 1975 § Yad D &
of R W 1 oF Ted SRR &1 (AT 198485
A faran ma on R 2013 A Io WD BT GIETPRT
vd drsraRer orl far S o | §9 §Y WSd B
ul oRar gryast dq R wRga B3 1l |

l

As per DSS Analysis 1 ha. Only out of
13.56 ha. Proposed for CA is not found
suitable. This may be recxamined

DSS Analysis & @R IFsuya 4 s
st WFReE @1 B T BN §B R 3
AdrAFRIR a1 9 A e erl #R far S

o™ = SRR

@imk‘/

3t g
et o faum, @ve s
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