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| In reply to point no.6 of EDS, it is mentioned that the
revised cost benefit analysis has been uploaded at
para-G (a) but it is seen from the documents uploaded
that the monetary figures given in annexure-V1 (b) i.e.
parameters for evaluation of loss of forests and
annexure-VI (c) ie. parameters for evaluation of
benefits notwithstanding loss of forests do not tally
with the monetary figures given in the cost benefit
ratio calculation sheet. This discrepancy in the
monetary figures is required to be removed by the state

Government.

Annexure-VI  (b) foﬂ
evaluation of loss of  forests and
annexure-VI  (c)  parameters  for
evaluation of benefits notwithstanding
loss of forests has been corrected and

uploaded at para -G (a).

parameters

In reply to point no.7 of EDS, it is mentioned that the
justification for locating the project in the forest land
has been uploaded in part-I but the document has not
been found uploaded at para-D(i) instead a google
earth map showing the proposed road has been
uploaded at para —D-(i) justification has been found
uploaded as additional document in part-1. state Govt.
is requested to upload the justification at desiganated
place in part-I online.

\

Justification for locating the project in the
forest land has been uploaded in part-I at
para-D(i).




In reply to point no.7 of EDS it is mentioned that the
CA scheme for 13.995 ha has been uploaded but the
CA scheme has not been found uploaded at para -13
(vii) of online part-II. However the CA scheme for
13.995 ha has been found uploaded at s.no. 17 of
additional documents in part-I moreover the Geo
referenced digital map and the map in suruey of india
toposheet showing CA area uploaded at para -13 (ii) &
(iii) of part-III are different from the maps uploaded at
para-L of online part-1. state Govt may upload the CA
scheme and the correct maps at designated places in
online part-II.

been revised

The CA scheme has
according the directions.

The forest land proposed for diversion comes to
6.9975 ha but the area of forest land is mentioned as
6.9915 ha by the DC in the FRA certificate. State Govt
may submit the FRA certificate after mentioning the
correct area.

New FRA certificate after mentioning the
correct area has been uploaded for
6.9975ha. instead of 6.9915 ha.

It is seen from the' muck dumping plan that the muck is
proposed to be disposed of at 5 sites in RF land and 3
sites in state land but this land has not been included in
the forest land proposed for diversion. State Govt. may
clarify this discrepancy and submit revised proposal
after including the forest land required for muck
disposal, if necessary.

In the proposal 9 mtr width is taken in
land schedule, the road will be
constructed approx. within the width of 6
mt, the muck will be disposed within 3
mtr width after construction of RR Dry
wall which land is included in land
schedule.

It is seen from DSS analysis of the proposed ca area
that this land overlaps with the CA land proposed
against proposal no. FP/UK/ROAD/10143/2015.
FP/UK/ROAD/12464/2015 &
FP/UK/ROAD/11032/2015. The State Govt. may
review the position and change the CA area and submit
all necessary documents for the new area to be
proposed for CA.

New CA map has been prepared &
uploaded in part-I.

The no. of trees per hectare comes to 42 trees and the
density is mentioned as 0.3 which does not appear to
be correct. Moreover, NPV rate has been charged for
the dense forest category(@ of 8.45 lakh per hectare in
Eco class-v which is not correct rate keeping in view
the density of 0.3 (open forest) state Govt may
reviewed the density and the NPV rate to be ch@rged

According to the density of area NPV
rates are charged and a copy of NPV
rates has been revised the directions.




and submit revised NPV calculation mentioning |
density, eco class & rate etc.

-

It is seen from the data given in para-14.i.e. the district
profile that the progress of CA (1315.278 ha) is
equivalent to the CA stipulated (1315.278 ha) State
Govt may confirm the data.

The district profile that the progress of
CA(1315.278 ha) has been counted at the
time of preparing the proposal which is
correct according the office record of
bageshwar forest division.

State Govt. may submit original copies of the geo-
referenced digital map of the proposal road as well as
the land proposed for CA for placing in the hard copy
of the proposal.

Original copies of the geo-referenced
digital map of the proposed road has been
submitted at Nodel officer Deharadun
vide this office letter no. 3081/2 g0@0Yo
a1 21.12.2017.
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1- Eco class- |V /
2- Density of vegetation- O "l

3- NPV rate per herctare- & 51(1%}

(NPV rates with the compliance to the Supreme Cout’s mandate)

4- Total forest land- &+ A94+5 Hq
5. Total payable amount-Z{ 5'(1}3 b+ [ L«a)
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