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fawg— Proposed forest land diversion of protected forest for 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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T 2574 / UST—UA0UE0—91) / 22374 /2017 fa-id 06.03.2018

SWIed fdvgs TRa@ # 9Rd AR gRI SR sufeadl &1 oifdarsd Ud
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1 Three proposals FP/ UP/ROAD/24596/2017, |3 Ww®, (dw=1d), a<, WAARY TG Sy
FP/UP/ROAD/23288/2016 and FP/UP/ | uRade wamerd, &d srafdd a@ e gwm

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.

feFi®% 20 9 21.03.2018 & YxIfed AFT bl
fieror &1 gof v forar am 2

2 There exists a rounding off error in totaling extent of | JoR YOIl §RT UIC—1 & &1 2.3 P FMfRIT
village wise forest area at B 2.3 in Part-| PR e T 7 )
3 As per GIS DSS analysis of proposed forest land for a) | PHogHoTSo & DGPS Maps i
diversion, following issues need rectification: 2 g 3z W sudrs & < T 2
a) The area of proposed forest Diversion in 56.52 ha. i O] S IRGIFR R o
) Whereas th_ep pr%posal is submitted for 65.495ha. %;Mqihfgﬁs e
Either Kml files are erroneous or calculation of area
Is incorrect. v -
b) Overlay of kml files of proposed Forest land diversion
on Google Earth image shows lateral shift.
4 Benefit Cost analysis of the proposal is not as per latest | goik ToiRll gRT 79 faen Fdel & orgaR
guidelines of MOEF&CC. This needs revision. Cost Benefit analysis JIR &% &3 T &
Sl TG H IS W7 24 W 46 TP Hel e § |
5 in land schedule prepared for forest land calculation, | JoR TOI=Al &1 9T U WA B AT Golis
one additional column for balance available width of | & S f& @9, wfwRw @ weay oRads
PF after deducting for propsed width for diversion shall | #3erd, &3y srfed grT Feal & R
be provided. B 9 B
6 As per GIS DSS Analysis of proposed Compensatory | a) eafdgwes JIRIUTT BF DOYAOYSAO Igel

afforestation following issues need rectification
a. Uploaded Kml files for CA at 13 (i) -3&4 are not
accessible and showing error.
b. The Extent of CA proposal suitable for
plantation is 128 ha only. One 4 ha patch is a
water body An Attentional patch of extent

AT PR vl B & T B

b) wrfim fRee, amifse @iffa g,
fRIsaTe gRT aga Ruid wware # g |
20/T ¥ 20/ A Gl 2| '
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more than 3 ha. is needed to meet the short
fall.

7 Site Inspection Report of DFO Mentions translocation a) TR aRAIST Wk B AT e & |
of 201 number of Ficus Trees.

a) A detailed estimate along with suitable location for T 0y il

; Y ISUCIBT B o1 Uit Her
translocation shall be submited by the concerned § 5

division. C) PIYATET S0%0 TSR ERT AT ST 2
b) Undertaking from user agency is needed to fund the

proposal . i

c) State Government shall specifically recommend this
additional proposal.
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