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Duly signed copy of compliance letter has been uploaded.
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Observation 3: The land schedule provide from page 38 to 39 does
not provide for balance of RoW at various chainage. Why varying
width has been adopted at various chainages has not been explained
in the proposal.

Compliance: Existing ROW varies from 12-30 m & proposed COI
varies from 12 m (settlement area) to 20 m (open/rural area).
Existing ROW is limited to 12 m at some of the locations; also, the
road formation at these locations has been kept to 12 m. Therefore,
no balance land is being remaining at these stretches.

Observation 4: The map uploaded of proposed forest land
diversions is not a geo referenced map providing key points geo co
ordinates.

Compliance: Revised Geo-referenced Map has been uploaded on
portal and signed Hard Copy submitted along with forest proposal.
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kml file as uploaded on MoEFCC portal reaches to Ministry of
Environment, Forests & Climatic Changes, Regional Office
(Central Region) after recommendation of Divisional Forest
Officer, Conservator of Forests, Nodal Officer, State Government.
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1 | As per the GIS DSS analysis, the .km! files (online
uploaded ones )of proposed forest land diversion
_arein line format instead of polygon format . —~
he proposal is without submission .kml files for
proposed forest land diversion and proposed
Ccompensatory  afforestation have not heen
submitted in form of CD with hard copy of the
proposal.
The land schedule provide from page 38 to 39 does
not provide for balance of Row at various chainage.
Why varying width has been adopted at various
chainages has not been explained in the proposal.

Observation

The map uploaded of proposed forest land
diversions is not a geo referenced map providing
key points geo co ordinates.

Revised .kml file uploaded on MoEF & CC portal
and the same has been enclosed in CD with this
Ietter._

Revised .kml file of proposed diversion and
tompensatory afforestation in CD have been
submitted with this letter.

Existing ROW varies from 12-30 m & proposed
COl varies from 12 m (settlement area) to 20 m
(open/rural area).

Existing ROW is limited to 12 m at some of the
locations; also, the road formation at these
locations has been kept to 12 m. Therefore, no
balance land is being remaining at these
stretches.

Revised Geo-reference Map in Hard Copy and
-kml file in CD is attached with this letter.

The data employment generation shows 1500 nos

as permanent employment which appears to be
incorrect.

The certificate under FRA 2006 from DM Aligarh is
not as per format and needs revision.
The discrepancies need rectification:

C.F. Office/Draftman/Land Transfer/com-ii

This is a typographical error. The permanent
employment to be provided will be about 150
nos.

The Certificate under FRA 2006 from DM Aligarh
as per prescribed format is enclosed.




The enumeration list provided with the proposal
mentions 1,434 nos whearas online uploaded list
sums up to 1,435 nos.

The enumeration list provided with the proposal
mentions correct number of trees affected i.e.
1,434. In the online uploaded list due to double
entry of a single specie, that discrepancy arised,
which has been rectified.

(b) | Details of poles (gbh < 30cms ) and plants in | Details of poles (gbh<30 cms) and plants has
proposed forest land has not been provided. been enclosed with the revised proposal.

8 | The kml files for compensatory afforestation needs | .kml files of compensatory afforestation is
submission for GIS DSS analysis. attached with the revised proposal..

9 | The proposal is without following documents

uploaded online:

Site Inspection Report of DFO in GOl approved
format.

Site Inspection Report of DFO in GOI approved
format enclosed.

Site suitability certificate for

afforestation.

compensatory

Site suitability certificate for compensatory
afforestation has been uploaded online.
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