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SL Queries
No.

Compliance

1. | Clarifying on the confusion of existing width
and proposed widening, the user agency
submitted that existing road is an old road with
7 meter vehicle plying surface along with 2.5 +
2.5 meter flanks on both sides, which is in
dilapidated /broken condition. The proposal is
only to renovate the road , which shall remain
the same 12 meter wide as it was previously
( 7 meter surface with 2.5 + 2.5 flanks on both
side). Undertaking in this regard may be
submitted by User Agency.

The User Agency has submitted undertaking that the
Roadway width will be 12m (7.0m black top with
2.5m flanks on either side). However, the User
Agency has also mentioned that it may be more at
curves, culverts, drainage and protection work portion
(where required).

- Annexure-]

2. Accordingly, in the original proposal, 1716
numbers of trees is proposed for felling which
was counted existing in all 25 meter row, is now
clarified by the State Government that only 223
numbers of trees are proposed for felling, as per
the existing 12 meter road, which is being
renovated. Rest of trees beyond 12 meter shall
be retained. Undertaking in this regard may be
submitted by the User Agency.

The User Agency has submitted undertaking that the
number of trees to be felled in km 11.00 to km. 29.00
will not be more than 223.

- Annexure-I1
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| During the meeting, the user agency informed

that ROW of the other roads in Saranda Forest
Division are of 25 m as per pre-1980 revenue
records. The Committee desired the
documentary proof in this regards. The ROW
user agency should provide proper documents
related to their claims and specially on 25 m
ROW.

The User Agency has submitted - photocopies of

revenue maps of area acquired by Road Construction
Department in non-forest land.
- Annexure-III (A to F)

As per DSS, the map submitted by UA, which
shows that the proposed forest land is located in
two patches separated by a non-forest land
patch, where the road has been already
constructed. In this regard, the Committee
directed the User Agency to submit the land
revenue record of the non forest land portion.

The User Agency has submitted the same clarification
as mentioned in sl. no.-3. They have also attached
photographs of road constructed in non-forest portion.

-Annexure-1V (A to C)

Proper justification of the violation of Forest
(Conservation) Act, 1980 should be submitted
by the User Agency.

The User Agency has claimed that no violation of
Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 has taken place. They
have also submitted that work was executed exactly as
per order of Divisional Forest Officer, Saranda Forest
Division vide letter no. 497 dated 14.03.2015. The
User Agency has also referred to letter no. 2501 dated
12.06.2013 of the Dept. of Forest & Environment,
Govt. of Jharkhand in relation to having not received
any information of violation (Annexure-V).

However, the report of the User Agency is not true
and therefore unacceptable. The then DFO had given
permission for black topping of road to an extent of
7.00m with flanks as per requirement. Along with
other conditions, the major condition was that fresh
forest land will not be broken. However, the User
Agency was breaking forest land beyond permitted
limit. The work was stopped as soon as DFO Saranda
Forest Division received information in this regard
and information was given to the Executive Engineer,
Road Division, Manoharpur/ Deputy Commisssioner,
West Singhbhum, Chaibasa/Commissioner (Kolhan)
Chaibasa and Conservator of Forests, Territorial
Circle, Chaibasa vide Divisional letter No. 2512 and
2516 dated 30.11.2015 (Annexure-VI & VII
respectively). Two cases have been instituted against
the User Agency under the relevant provisions of
Indian  Forest Act, 1927, vide case no. C/3-
93/2015 dated 28/11/2015 (Annexure-VIII) and
complaint case no. 174/2016 dated 28/2/2016
(Annexure-IX) in the Hon’ble Court of Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Chaibasa. In accordance with the
directions given in State Government’s letter no.
03/77 9 (d5%) 12/2008-2501/7010 dated 12.06.2013
Deputy Commissioner, West Singhbhum, Chaibasa
was requested to take appropriate action for violation
of the Forest Conservation Act,1980 vide Division
letter no.266 dated 01/02/2016 and 1877 dated
23/8/2017. (Annexure- X & XI)
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6. The User Agency has to submit the information

regarding number of existing culverts proposed
along the proposed road and whether any
additional culverts can be constructed for easy
passage of wildlife of the area.

The User Agency has submitted requisite clarification.
-Annexure-XII

7. Suitability of the Proposed Penal CA land

should be reassessed after site visit by the
competent authority as the area appears to be
moderately dense forest, site need to be changed
for CA planting.

The proposed penal CA land has already been
inspected earlier by Competent Authority, Divisional
Forest Officer, Saranda Forest Division, Chaibasa and
after inspection the site has been found suitable for
RDF plantation of one thousand plants per hectare.
Accordingly, proposed scheme is for RDF plantation
which requires only 40% vacant land. Part of
proposed land is moderately dense but the area is
largely bushy and is therefore suitable for
reforestation under RDF Scheme. Photographs of the
proposed site attached as Annexure-XIII (A to H).
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