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! 1. | In reply to point No. 04, still four Reply of user agency is enclosed.

KML files for area proposed for
diversion found uploaded. State
Government may upload single
KML file of whole area proposed
for diversion.

In reply to point No. 06 density | in 22.067 ha land proposed for diversion
now mentioned as 0.1 in Govind | total number of tress is 1530 which
Pashu Vihar Division, which still | comes approximate 69 trees per hact,
seems incorrect. State | Hence on this ground density of forest is
Government may do the needful | 0.1.

in this regard.

In reply to point No. 08, density | Since no tree is found on forest land
is now mentioned as 0 in Tons | which is proposed for diversion so
Division, which still seems | density is mentioned as 0,

incorrect. State Government may
do the needful in this regard.

In reply to point No. 09, DFOs of | Site inspection report with comments of
both divisions have not made any | both divisions are enclosed.

comments against point No. 5.5
in Site Inspection Report. State
Government may upload and
submit the SIR of both divisions
after providing comments against
all paras.
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| In reply to point No.10 & 11, it is
submitted that initially the
proposal was for 33 MW. now
requested for 44 MW and
approval ~ from  the  State
Government of Uttarakhand is
under process. State Government
may submit  proposal after
granting approval for 44 MW,

Reply of user agency is enclosed.

In reply to point No.12, it is
mentioned that all important
document have been submitted
and rest will be submitted. If
required. State Government may
submit all document in original.

Reply of user agency is enclosed.

7. |%@ ¥ 3@ umr omwm e % Reply of user agency is enclosed. Photo
Dumping Yard wd Contractor copy of list of trees is enclosed.
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SITE INSPECTION REPROT NOT BELOW THE RANK OF DCF
(For the forest land to be diverted under FCA)

A proposal has been reviewed by this office from SJVN Ltd. For diversion under FCA-
1980 of 22.067 hac. of forest land non-forestry. The Project envisages use of forest land
for construction of Jakhol Sankri Hydro Electric Project the site inspection of the land
involved in the proposal has done by me dated 21.06.2018

On inspection of the site, it is found that land required by the user agency is a RE/PF un-
classed/Protect forest measuring 22.067 hac.

The requirement of forest land as proposed by the user agency in Col. 2 Part-l is
unavoidable and is barest minimum required for the project: Yes.

Whether any rate/endangered/unique species of flora and fauna found in the area. If, so the
details there of: No.

Whether any protected archaeological/ heritage site/ defence establishment of any other
important monument is located in the area, if, so the details there of with NOC from
competent authority, if required:  No.

The user agency has not violated the provisions of forest (Conservation), Act 1980
and no work has been started without proper sanction. Yes

Y\b) It has been found that the user agency has violated the forest (Conservation), Act

1980 provisions. A details report as per para 1.9 of chapter 1, para Handbook of
forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 is attached. No

Specific recommendation for acceptances or otherwise of the proposal.
Recommended for sanction.

(Signature)

" RP Misiyg

esignation;
Place: Purola 3g f;‘ﬁm
Date:7/g/wu/7 ‘ﬁﬁ?wmﬁmmomo

NB: X state the purpose for which the forest land is proposed to be diverted xx out of (a)
and (b) tick the option which is applicable and crose the option which is not applicable.

As per letter No from Ministry of Environment & Forest,
Government of India for proposal involving less than 40 hectares of forest land, the site
inspection report from DCG is required and for proposal involving more than 40 hac. Of
forest land site inspection report the conservation of forest is required.
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1. | In reply to point No. 04, still
four KML files for area
proposed for diversion found
uploaded. State Government
may upload single KML file of
whole area proposed for
diversion.

Proposal for diversion of forest land for
construction of Jakhol Sankri Hydro
Electric Project is of hybrid nature, Area
are in patches & segments and involves
two Divisions. Accordingly, for a
division, a minimum of 2 KML files (one
each for patch and segment) is required to
be uploaded.

Therefore Four KML files have been
uploaded.

2. |In reply to point No. 06 density
now mentioned as 0.1 in Govind
Pashu Vihar Division, which still
seems incorrect. State
Government may do the needful
in this regard.

Pertains to Dy. Director Govind Wild
Life Sanctuary/ National Park, Purola.

3. | In reply to point No. 08, density
is now mentioned as 0 in Tons
Division, which still seems
incorrect. State Government may
do the needful in this regard.

Pertains to Dy. Conservator Forest, Tons
Forest Division, Purola.

4. |In reply to point No. 09, DFOs
of both divisions have not made
any comments against point No.
5.5 in Site Inspection Report.

Pertains to Dy. Director Govind Wild
Life Sanctuary/ National Park, Purola.
And Dy. Conservator Forest, Tons Forest
Division, Purola.




State Government may upload
and submit the SIR of both
divisions after providing
comments against all paras.

In reply to point No.10 & 11, it
is submitted that initially the
proposal was for 33 MW. now
requested for 44 MW and
approval from the State
Government of Uttarakhand is
under process. State Government
may submit proposal after
granting approval for 44 MW,

Proposal /TEC have been approved by
Government of Uttarakhand for 44 MW
and the same has already been submit in
the office of Nodal Officer Dehradun on
dated 17.06.2019 through CF and

Directory Raja Tiger Reserve,
Dehradun.

ji

Receipt of the
same is
enclosed.
However copy
of the TEC is

again enclosed.

6. |In reply to point No.12, it is
mentioned that all important
document have been submitted
and rest will be submitted. If
required. State Government may
submit all document in original.

Most of the documents as required in part
- [ to V like CA plan, NOC under FRA-
2006, certificate of suitability for CA,
estimate of NPV amount & bill |
dumping plan etc. in original along with
proposal are enclosed for kind
consideration please.
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Dumping Yard and contractor facility
please are planned partially in Civil
Soyam land and partially in private land
due to non-availability of other private
land in nearby area and also proposed due
to its requirement near the project
component. However, after completion
of the construction of the project, the
land used for dumping yard and
contractor facility area shall be handed
over back to forest department .
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