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Proposed forest land diversion of protected forest for
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strengthening and widening of NH 91 (Aligarh to Kanpur

section) from chainage 186.000 km to 229.000 km having extent 65.495 ha with removal of 4,940 trees & 858

plants total 5,798 numbers —reg
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Three proposals FP/UP/ROAD/24596/2015 » FP/UP/ROAD/23288/2015
and FP/UP/ROAD/22374/2016 appears to be part of widening of National
Highway 91 and total extent of diversion is more than 100 ha which
requires site inspection from Regional Office, MoEF&CC as per
guidelines of FCA 1980.
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There exists a rounding off error in totalling extent of village wise forest
areaat B 2.3 in part L.
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As per GIS DSS analysis of proposed forest land for diversion, a) R PdogHoTeo & DGPS Map Hel™] & S ers
following issues need rectification - ) e BT S TRy ]
a) The area of proposed forest diversion is 56.52 ha whereas the ) o )
proposal is submi%tcd for 65.495 ha. Either kml files are erroneous b)  kml files HoR S X T
or calculation of area is incorrect gl
b) Overlay of kml files of proposed forest land diversion on Google
Earth image shows lateral shift.
Benefit Cost analysis of the proposal is not as per latest guidelines of | Yo Torel g1 94 Foe fYe<e & SR Cost Benefit
MoEF&CC. This needs revision. analysis TR fy 1 &
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In land schedule prepared for forest land calculation, one additional
column for balance available width of PF after deducting for proposed

width for diversion shall be provided.
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As per GIS DSS analysis of proposed compensatory afforestation,
folloeing issues need rectification:

a) Uploaded kml files for CA at 13(i)-3&4 are not accessible and
showing error.

The extent of CA proposed suitable for Plantation is 128 ha only.
One 4 ha patch is a water body. An additional patch of extent more
than 3 ha is needed to meet the shortfall,
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Site Inspection Report of DFQ mentions translocation of 201 number of
Ficus trees.

a) A detailed estimate along with suitable location for translocation
shall be submitted by the concerned division.

Undertaking from user agency is needed to fund the proposal.

State Government shall specifically recommend thi additional
proposal.

b)
€)

a) wEfad aREoT waTe & we e 2|

b) TR T T s awid T sisRfT @ g
it et 21
C) SrEaTEl Somo WRBR FRT R ST &

Wﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwwmwaﬁmmﬁwﬁﬁmw

/141 iR |

IR

(ﬂ'ﬁﬂaww)’
TR e
Wr;g‘fﬁzmﬁaﬁwwr

1718 JMAPRY /4 a1 e, THORTIOTIE 1980 Sodo TG 1 Tt Ud e wrad g

Ui |

(¥rofla A )
YR feers
IS T g9, wer |

l Draftman Branch, PC-2



YR e KUl RIS S 96t Sea— 91)

TS {16 01.06.2017 & 9 fO9NT & &k 1 8 vHodoaaT, Wi s,
WIS aTfaT g, Ter, o R 9, a9 99 SfRen, ver dur s geer s,
SU &A1 99 PN, HoGouINT Tel N 8 fidiRis, SU wews, ARy Uiy
RIS UTRER0T, SfelliTe & O/ NS IMOEF ¥0—91 0wl 186 W 229 @
T.UA.TSNE. ERT UK 4 ofF FISIPR0 & a= el RIS m—1980 & ardvid Ueg
& XeH H g et FRlaror fRa AT | vt Tomi R uRgd TR (@1d—1) @
A& FRIeor § qrr e {6 Sad uRanfad Anf B 195 W 196 @ ey vH.UE—91 ¥
TCHY T A% el T T8R v S W gor &7 i wearfeg & Rne W o=
I wxfer a9 9 wfae 8RS TR Tl SN aISu Ue—denTe Ant fh A 2
W 3 Ud Yer-afelist AN W fEA. 3 W 4 B Hey [oR <@ 2, 39 AFT W R
TS SflaN & o gd e Amt F R 9 9 v 9w Red ger uiia B @
2 | 39T TRad | |ftaferd 8 far o 2

ST B BH H YAIRT Tl §RT UK IRATd (q1é—1) S 31 ofig olls & gt
g, Pl AT TR F URAd AR R A e AT ST BN |

kY
% @o/\\ob\\,) o\ ob‘}m}
I TR

u %O
GeIeT AR IR TR AT
SY & 99 JEN) e 99 Siteny 9U JaIdh TR fFeeTe
HTOATOUIRT, Ul veT UH.UF.U3TTS. HHITHR Tl YT

3TCATE | T



