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Signature of person making application on behalf | g Toi=dl ST Part | A-3 xvii BT GG P

of the User Agency has not been authenticated. 2 LRI
(Part | A-3 xvi) SwlR PR Q; T F

Three proposals FP/UP/ROAD/ 24596 /201, By WXEH, MOEF&CC, oi@ds & Y
gt FRleror fRSfe 20 w1 2018 BT PR fm

FP/UP/ ROAD/23288/2016 and
FP/UP/ROAD/22374/2016 appears to be part of
widening of National Highway 91 and total extent | 19T g |
of diversion is more than 100 ha which requires
site inspection from Regional Office, MOEF&CC
as per guidelines of FCA 1980.

As per GIS DSS analysis of proposed forest land
for diversion and propose compensatory
afforestation, following issues need rectification:

a- Some portion of propose forest land diversion | gITaIT Toi=dl ERT |G Kml & DGPS Map

overlaps, with existing road. SIS AT BY Ford Y foar & |
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5. | b- Overlay of kmi files of proposed TR Qerd, H0ai0 guET, [ReEE. gRT
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6. Benefit Cost analysis of the proposal is not as per | ygiqar voaT 5 9o § o3 T ﬁésﬂw Cost
latest guidelines of MOEF&CC. This needs Benefit analysis B GORT T i arTeTe
revision. .
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7. The requisite documents for FRA 2006 have not WA Tol=d1 §RT FRA 2006 g ure—| #
been uploaded with the proposal. It has been AT fear
mentioned that the same has been applied for. w T E |

8. | Forest Gazette notification uploaded with the JOIRT Uoi=dl ERT U § oy T IRERIGREI
proposal is without date of notification and Forest Gazette notification affemegd urd—| 3
notification on. — TR |

9. The land schedule showing chainage wise area YT Tl o 999 99 URdig @ el et q
calculation does not provide for balance of PF e m
available on both side and reasons for varying g o fo ; O MoEF&CC gRT Ef\n
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10. | NPV calculation of forest land proposed for fer T ﬁ—q‘snjqu THoWI0dq0 BT HINET B

diversion is based on incorrect rates.
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