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1 Detailed muck calculation and muck
disposal scheme as approved by
concerned DFO shall be submitted.
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2 | Justification for location of the project
in forest land (counter signed by DFO)
shall be submitted/uploaded.
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3 | No objection certificates of concerned
department (Railway, WRD, TL, etc.)
shall be submitted.
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4 | Cost-Benefit analysis as per revised
NPYV rates shall be submitted.
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5 | The proposal is not recommended | IU HATeTd, U~T S Ulh, U~T
clearly by DFO in his Site Inspection WS Site  Inspecti
. . pection Report (SIR)
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9 | As per DSS analysis, the proposed CA | IU HTceld, T TR ﬁvrq‘ U= |
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the User Agency is PWD, NH Division,
it seems that it is a State agency. So as
per the FCA guidelines, non-forest land
shall be submitted for CA.

Copy of minutes of meeting issued by GOI
MoEF&CC on 6™ july 2020 is attached here
with in the meeting deted 24-06-2020
chaired DGF&SS with MoRTH & NHAL It
has been agreed that MoRTH will be entered
as a "user agency" in the online application
in PARIVESH, in such cases where work
that is of Central Sector Project and is
owned, developed and maintained by Central
Government but the execution is carried out
by a state government agency. As the user
agency is MoRTH (Central Government) or
a Central PSU, the dispensation of
Compensatory Afforestation over double the
degraded forest land, instead of equivalent
non-forest land will be available in such
cases. As such in the instant case the
condition of equivalent Non-forest Land &
Ten years CA is dispensed.
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The proposed road is part of Panna TR,
regarding NBWL/NTCA clearance shall
be submitted.
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12 | The proposed road is part of Panna TR JMATH FYAT o 37T RET § B

and there is movement of tiger and other .
| P h
wild animals. Para 12.14 (¢ & d) of| ¢ Roads Passing through Protected

FCA Handbook 2019 are applicable in | A¢as: The Standing Committee of NBWL
this project. has clarified regarding consideration of
proposals for roads within PA as follows.

a) The principles provided in the report of
the  sub-committee (Refer F.No 6-
62/2013WL dated 22 December 2014) have
been adopted as generic principle.

b) New roads shall not be proposed inside
National Park& Wildlife Sanctuary.

¢) The cases of resurfacing and strengthening
of existing roads, not involving widening
within  protected area will be possible
without reference to Standing Committee of
National Board for Wildlife.

d) The Cases of widening of existing roads,
if unavoidable due to reasons of purpose and
alignment, could be placed before the
Standing Committee, which shall consider
such cases keeping in view the feasibility of
mitigation measures irrespective of cost.

12.14 (d) is applicable for thls Project.)
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