prifer, T a1 GeEd /Aied ARIB, EN ued, [ |
wid— VO /11 S—FP/UP/Thermal/14236/2015, fa=1is, el ™%, s 2o /2016

aar #,
wg afad (9¥),
Jo%o A,
g9 UG aeid 3IRT-2,
T |

Py dera TSl godlo wofdio grT AR-SSd wd, devdie-wey, Rer—dikenyy # yeamfad 1320
(2 x 660) WrMarE T FAYAE B w@gEr vy ool aaa g aer aigd dEA o e
wrf fmior 3 83581 R0 SRR avmfE @ A% WFET W UG amie 206 T B IR Bl
aFAfa & s ¥

T qRA WNPR BT USTE—ed /08 /38 /2016 /WB L /79, fAFIH 13052016 GF AWM, 9OHO
R bl qa‘l"cﬁﬂﬂ_ﬂ;mz / 14—2-2016—800(4) / 2016, T&-TH 17.05.2016

eIy,

S v daffa oA B sadidT B B FA B | IR @R P S wafia o
& e § fwifeg yawer ¥ aifed Rvgar gaer/ s, e g9 6w, Ao am, felge T e
w125 / Frilyz /33, Reie-16.07.2016 §RT 36 wrafay o FuiRa wey (@ger wol) § fga fear 2
frerapt faaver foeaa &—

Ob;erv Observation of Gol Reply
0.

L The proposal has not been submitted TOlad] SIfNHYET g WEATda AT e
after analyzing other minimum three | 9IRY <zl G4 WD 1:ITTf fmfor &g 'cﬁ?{
facey we #g ywarg # "W fbar war 8

alternative having minimum forest T | L A 83[3[ w i e
&1 & g ey &

* alternatives and selection of the

area.
2. At various places seal of different | ywara ¥ faf=1 amigr gl WR
officials has not been affixed. AfRypIRAT Y v o & W F |

3. The user agency is a private entity and | U&Id& e gRT U gd-9gdl YHIT
most of the certification/undertakings | 99 Wﬂﬁg qATEre N grr fcrevaeia v
fear mar €

have not been counter signed by the
concerned district level authorities.

4. | The component wise break up of |uRdiemT & faf= weal ag omfém o+
forest land requirement at B-2.4 {part- qf b1 ATAR fAaRel GRAaE  HRem g
-1 & 3 24 & IAJEAR e AT
e I I Bg-58162 B0 Td WD
At fmier 5 25419 g0 € 3R aggan
wHed #v sifda fm T &)

1} is incorrect.

3. The project proponentsfuser agency | Y¥dldedh R ol s?lﬁﬁ ?}\Otﬁo urofio
have authorized three directors to sign ® IS AP SRTER Bl ‘}IT@IQZ?Y ufaffer &
on behalf of the company whereas the GO U el |
papers in hard copy has been signed
by the 4t person one of the Managers.

This needs clarification.

Lt. ST Page No.354




6 | The proposal is without relevant | Uedidd e Joredd gIoN godlo wiofeto
undertaking. regarding  conditions | 81T SYE HRAT AT IreefHT T A
imposed by Department of Irrigation, &' & |
UP Governmeni & Central Water
Commission. Ministry of Water
Resources. Government of India
regarding usage water from Ganga
River.

7. Form per the kml file enclosed ﬁ—c‘{w—j‘ﬂw KMI., File amelie frar wrar
regarding proposed forest land | ® | (Moo Herw)
diversion, location of approach road
cannot be deciphered.

8. The kml files for proposed forest land ﬁ%fs]rfﬁqw KMI. File smcre fdar war
diversion are in poly-line format rather | 8 | (&0l ¥er=i)
polygon format to be amenable for
GIC DSS analysis. It has been noticed
that only GPS coordinated of centre
line has been provided in the kml files.

The forest area has been masked
therefore the assessment of other
ground features cannot be done.

9. As per information provided at C (i) ﬁ%&zrrgmq KML File avysite fhuar m&r
(b} in part |, one segment of forest | 8 | (oo er)
patch has been mentioned whereas on
the map itself many forest segments
are visible,

10. | The justification note uploaded at D(i} | U<Tmad gl gRI SiRefbds e o
mentions requirement of forest area is | &5 %e] @I NI 83581 BICUNY
7.6308 ha whereas the proposal has been | aifdd ®v fam war & qen part-1 3 amee
submitted for 8.3581 ha of forest land | &< f&ar war &)
which is erroneous and misleading.

I | Forest land gazette notification | WRETd W Weld ol ATCRbOTT &
uploaded with the proposal has not | 9194 9% 7q WIgY @gT vF W anf 2q
been authenticated by the concerned | * Wi stmRrstt @t faffed qen W_
DEO. TSR g7 W ) fawy Ty ¥

12. | The site suitability certificate uploaded | Sugaerar SHI9T U= [EIRT HieT 5 Gope

mentions 7.6298 ha whereas proposal
is for diversion of forest land to the
extent of 8.3581 ha. Even mandatory
requirement of equivalent non forest
land to make good loss of forest has
been fulfilled. The format of site
suitability certificate is not as per
requisite format,

=l
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13,

14.

15.

fToposheet uploaded for location of
approach road is hazy and without
title, index & legend.

WUAAD  HRNT gRI QUG aNE TS
aurele 9 W Title, Index & legend
dfpT ¥ qa F wurlw e gwr
BWERG B Hell ava g0 ali-as
Ueirs #x faar war &

Uploaded forest land calculation sheet
is without details and has not been
signed by the concerned DFO.

TEd W yarig qaiee gRT eediaig
AU ASYA e q aife-aEd R
s fabar war ¥

In part i, at Sr. No.5 regarding working
plan prescription it is mentioned as
“No Data”. Reason for providing no
data may be explained,

‘Eﬁa/wwwa%tﬁaﬁrrﬁrm

-2 & HH o5 S Ao a8
2014—15 W 2023-24 & EMT 1 B TR
Ho—1.23 ¥ Sfomfad ¥ B afraa) §
BT 97 9ft B W Al @l B A
BY 99 (W) orffm 190 KLU

2

16.

at Sr No.6
vulnerability of forest area for soil

In part 0, regarding
erosion, it has been mentioned that
‘no soil erosion’ which appears to be
incorrect assessment and reason for
such incorrect assessment needs to
submitted.

W%zzﬁwﬁo—eﬁam@m"@m

3UcIrE B & Ty ¥

17.

In part Il, at Sr No. 11(i) it has been
mentioned that work has been carried
out in violation of FCA 1980 but the
details have not been provided in 11{)
(a),(b)& (c).

-2 B B9 To-11(1) D G § aqaa
W%%WWWIW(WW)
ARTH 1980 BT SevierT w8 fbar o 3 |
ST @ qd ¥ ) sracite e R 2 e
1(1) 0)-(9) & el g o &

18.

The compensatory afforestation has
been proposed on equivalent non
forest land for which uploaded site
suitability certificate is not as per
appropriate format. |

Hfﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁwmwﬂvmﬁﬁaﬂ
;ﬂw WO 0 MenfRa ureeg F vjere
f

15

The estimate for
Afforestation has been framed for 10
ha whereas the extent of CA is only
8.3581 ha. Therefore, the same needs
revision as per the proposal.

compensatory

83581 80 H @y ey B Uhed
TR ¥ AT | gemaT 10,00 20 B wree
WY B AN W AR B R E T B 1o,
00 30 W FERIY BF(| 1000 o LB &
AISel B MR G 83581 g0 R g g
#YYD G BT T Maberd dAR TR e

20.

The site inspection report {uploaded)
is without seal of the concerned DCF.

I T T S ey S CED
feree—25) o Hew opm & Ay #

21

The NPV calculation sheet is incorrect
and needs revision.

UTALAY. @l SV 9d ¥ 8.87 @i 91T S0
ﬁwﬁﬁmwmﬁmﬁs‘aﬁma
siRaTel U B OAER YT 626 NG Gy
%&émaﬁavﬁmﬁmﬁfmfémwr%:
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22.

Certification & NOCs from Village level
Committees under FRA 2006 needs
compilation and submission of on
abstract sheet shoeing relevant forest
area of each village.

T v
e /ARG ymer 99 uidas G@Rel gy
TYSTE] BT AT G U § derT 8

23.

As per the details provided, the
progress of
forestation is very low {mere 75 ha out
of stipulated 360 ha). Reasons may be
submitted for the same.

compensatory a

gfdgxa g i@l oF Y @l e Refd
ywara ¥ affd ax 4w B

24.

Pages form 120 to 194 are not
relevant.

U § ol UGT ORI 120 O 194 URETd 9
N Y UG &) BH e Wit s 4l
ot £

25.

The proposal requires submission of
detailed laycut plan showing specific
location of each major components of
Thermal power plant.

YTaE ORI g T URANGHE &l o 38e WM
TUETET BT AT B o) Uwdid § et 8|

26.

Two separate enumeration lists are
required-
(a) Total trees standing on the
proposed forest land
{b) Trees required to be felled.

¥g b URdEd Gl gRI YiTd uigy s
o e ARt P F aee W 206 gE
BT U R ST 8 | da Ryl g i
fay S 9ol gat o A e B

217.

Joint inspection by DFO has been done
with whom because other signature is
of Regional Office and if cannot be
made out who is the third signatory.

YA S E@RT g yxaifda a1 9@ @1
Haa 80T, YEaRT ween @ werd Jiitwrd)
& |l A g wWyaa e @ W
R yri g & awer & a9 sl
AfeE™, ARATR v fagwwre ANg o A
g4 3Nl ARy ud 9i$8M &1 gEY el
e urdY o), fORY arg e fa war €

Gad ud @ Srufa afta W ool o uvarg B ud el afd & W Her aR g9
amerg W Ufya @Y o < R 1 e g B qemia B wiaRer 99 vd Serrg aied| Haletd, WRd

PR, AT IO (Fen &), TG-S O T B B Bl DN |
AT —adTad |

T —

( sRfa=<
& 9 WREH /
BOY0, TGS |

/ 11-C-FP/UP/Thermal/14236/2015, {=1ifhd |

ufafaft—  FefaRe sfeRar of geenel wd siawe eridad s aRa-

Lt. ST Page No.357

%ﬂaﬁwwfh@aré’r 3@25391%{%@ Jee= Ui, godlo Wiofeto, fﬂmfgﬂ

( T )
T 99 Ed /Aed AHRT
BOU0, oG |

o
S GEaR)




