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I Submission of revised enumeration list of trees
after incorporating 133 trees falling in dia class
of 10-20cm to be placed in the hard copy of the
proposal.

2. Submission of hard copy of the revised CA
estimate through proper channel and uploading
of same at designated places in online Part-1 and
online Part-11.

Submission of hard copy of the revised C/B

L e

analysis through proper channel and uploading
of same at designated place in online Part-1.

4, Uploading of working plan prescription at
designated place in online Part-II.

State Govt. to submit the original copies of all

n

revised documents.

Diversion of 6.4350 ha of forest
land for construction of Kandara
to Kedarkot Motor Road (10.0
Km) from Karnprayag-Nainisain
MR in favour of PWD within the
jurisdiction of Badrinath Forest
Division, District Chamoli,
Uttarakhand  (Online
No.- FP/UK/ROAD/12845/2015).

Proposal

Regional Empowered Committee discussed the proposal
seeking diversion of 6.450 ha of forest land for
construction of Kandara to Kedarkot Motor Road (10.0
Km) from Karnprayag-Nainisain MR. The committee
noted that the number of project affected trees is
mentioned as 1_49 trees in online Part-1l, 136 trees in
addl. document and 127 in hard copy of the proposal
which is confusing. The forest land proposed for
diversion is not a part of any Protected Area and no rare
and endangered species of flora and fauna have been
reported. The committee noted that 1.00 ha area out of
11.00 ha patch proposed for CA falls in Mocieratel)'
Dense Forest (MDF) which is not considered suitable
for CA. Further, it was also found that in the Annexure-
VI (b) for evaluation of loss of forests and Annexure-VI
(c) for evaluation of benefits notwithstanding loss of
forests in the C/B Analysis the parameters have not been

quantified and expressed in monetary terms. It was also
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noted that the density 1s mentioned as 0.2 in Eco-Class-

V in para-4 of online Part-11 but the same is taken as 0.4

in Eco«Class-Vl in the NPV calculation sheet which is

confusing. Moreover, the NPV rate has been charged for

very dense forest category which does not appear to be

correct.

After detailed discussion on various aspects of the

proposal, the REC decided to defer the proposal and

desired that the State Govt. may be requested to submit

the following documents/ information / clarifications:

1. Review the number of project affected trees and

submit /upload revised enumeration list of trees

alongwith clarification on the discrepancy in the

number of trees given in different documents.

Qubmit revised Cost Benefit Analysis after

2

quantifying all the parameters in monetary terms
in Annexure-VI (b) and Vi (c)-
3. Review density. Eco-Class and NPV rate and

mention correct information/data in the relevant

documents which may also be uploaded at

designated places.

4. State Govt. may change 1.00 ha MDF area

included in the Jand proposed for CA and submit

revised maps etc.

State Govt. may submit the original copies of

wn

the important documents s well as the

documents revised afterwards to be placed in

hard copy of the proposal.

6. REC also desired that the concerned DFO may

be asked 1O remain present in the next REC

meeting.

Diversion of 500.5996 ha (5 iscussed in the REC meeting held on

forest land 173.0313 ha and

urface | The proposal was d
16.05.2016 and 272.07.2016 in the past. After detailed
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