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S. Observation Reply

no.

1| The short narrative of proposal submitted online does not provide relevant | The short narrative of proposal submitted online is with
information relevant information.

2 | The copy of documents in support of the competence/authority of the person | The copy of documents in support of the
making this application to make application on behalf of the User Agency is competence/authority of the person making this application
incorrect. to make application on behalf of the User Agency is

aftached.

3 | At B-1 information regarding previous approval shows that two approvals in | (A) NHAI informed that Inprinciple clearance had been
principle has been accorded in 2012 and 2013 but stage II/final approwval is still | accorded on 31.06.2016 for felling of 919 tress under NH-
pending. This issue requires clarification/factual position, 24 km 86.00 to 93.00 (LHS) Widening. NHAI also claimed

that they had submitted the compliance report to Nodal
Officer, U.P., Lucknow by their letter dated 02.05.2016 &
17.08.2016. In further communication, Nodal Officer, U.P.,
Lucknow also forwared the compliance report to MoEF by
their letter number 895/11C-Hapur dtd. 24.10.2016 for
releasing the Final approval against the project.

(B) NHAI informed that Inprinciple clearance had been
accorded on 04.06.2013 for felling of 630 tress under NH-
24 km 93.00 to 104.700 (LHS) Widening. NHAI claimed
that they made compliance to the conditionis provided in the
approval. In further communication, DFO Amroha has also
submiited the compliance report provided by NHAI to the
Nodal Officer, U.P. Lucknow by their letter no. 108/14-1
dtd 20.07.2016.

4 | The data provided for village wise breakup of non forest land at B-2.3 does not | Required ammendment has been made regarding village
tally with the data provided at A1 {ix), wise breakup of non forest land at B-2.3 of online Form A

part 1. It now tally with the data provided at A(ix).

5 | The employment generation data at E is incorrect. The employment generation details at E is now correctly

mentioned.

6 | The proposal has been submitted without providing kml foiles in CD for -kml foiles in CD for proposed forest land diversion and
proposed forest land diversion and proposed compensatory afforestation, proposed compensatory afforestation has been attached

with the proposal.

7 | The kml file for proposed forest land diversion (uploaded with online proposal)

is in poly line rather polygon format. This needs revision,

The .kml file for proposed forest land diversion (uploaded

|

with online proposal) is in poly line format.
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8 | As per GIS DSS analysis of proposed compensatory afforestation patches of | Not related to this division
Datiyana shows existence of Medium Dense Forest. This needs to be chan ged.

9 | The topo sheets uploaded for location of proposed forest land diversion do not | The topo sheets showing location of proposed forest land

show location of diversion and legend is also incorrect, diversion is now showing location of diversion and legend
has also been mentioned, The same has been uploaded
online,
10 | The geo referenced maps uploaded for proposed forest land diversion are | The geo referenced maps uploaded for proposed forest land
without geo coordinates of key points. diversion are now with geo coordinates of key points,

11 | The cost benefit analysis attached with the proposal is not correct and needs | Revised cost benefit analysis has been attached.
revision.

12 | Some pages of forest land gazette notification are not legible and are without | Forest land gazette notification is attched is now with
authentication, authentication and complete in all respects.

13 | The land schedule for various districts shows requirements of different width of | NHAI has informed that variation in width requirement at
PF on different chainages. The variation in width requirement at various | various chainages is justiified as road widening against this
chainages has not been explained. project involves bye passes, toll plazas etc at many places.

14 | The certificate regarding proposed diversion having minimum of 10 km distance Not related to this division
from protected area has not been uploaded for Social Forestry Division,

Bulandshahar,

15 | The crown density for proposed forest land diversion has been shown 1.457 | The crown density for proposed forest land diversion has
which is incorrect. The value varies from Oto I. been updated to 0.45,

16 | The compensatory afforestation scheme for Social Forestry Division, Aligarh is | The cost escalation due to inflation is incorporated in the
without incorporating cost escalation due to inflation. compensatory afforestation scheme.,

17 | NPV calculation of proposed forest area for Social Forestry Division, Al igarh is | Necessary correction has been made in NPV calculation of
incorrect. proposed forest land.

18 | In Social Forestry Division, Aligarh case additional compensatory afforestation | Additional Compensatory afforestation scheme has been
on blank patches near road side has been provided. The additional compensatory | removed from the proposal as per the directions made by
afforestation proposed is without specific recommendation of the State Divisional Director, Social Forestry Division, Moradabad
Government. by their letter number 1213/14-1 dated 23.11.2016

19 | As per the District mentioned at Sr. no. 14 of part I

a. The forest area of Social Forestry Division, Moradabad is less than the forest | Not related to this division
area divrted since 1980,
b. The forest area of Social Forestry Division, Sambhal is mentioned as zero, | Not related to this division
then why proposal for forest land diversion has been sent?
20 | The site inspection report of DFO Moradabad has not been uploaded. Not related to this division
21 | The site inspection report of CF (Aligarh) is not in prescribed format. Related to Aligarh Circle,
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