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Sir,

With reference to the subject cited above, this is to inform you that the Minutes of REC
meeting held on 24" February, 2023 has been confirmed by the members of REC and enclosed
herewith for circulation. The Nodal Office is requested to take action on the decisions taken in
the REC meeting (Project wise) & ensure submission of compliance to this office for further
necessary action.

This is for your information and further necessary action please.

Encl: As above. Yours faithfully,

AIGF-cum-Member Secretary, REC
Distribution:
1. Dr. R. S. Bisht, Retd. I[FS (Member, REC), Green Street,-Uttaranchal colony, Gas Godam

Road, Kusum Kheda, Haldwani-263 139 (Uttarakhand)
2. Dr. S. D. Bhardwaj, (Member, REC), 33-Sai Niwas, Scientist Colony, Post Office Shanti,
Tehsil & Distt. Solan- 173 212 (Himachal Pradesh). Email: shrwander@yahoo.co.in

/
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AIGF-cum-Member Secretary, REC




MINUTES OF 75" MEETING OF THE REGIONAL EMPOWERED COMMITTEE OF
INTEGRATED REGIONAL OFFICE, DEHRADUN
HELD ON 24 FEBRUARY, 2023

The 75" meeting of the Regional Empowered Committee (REC) of the Integrated Regional
Office, Dehradun was held on 24" February, 2023 under the Chairmanship of Shri. Pankaj Agrawal,
IFS, Addl. PCCF, Integrated Regional Office, Dehradun to discuss the FCA proposals pertaining to
the State of Uttarakhand.

Following official/non-official members & the special invitees were present in the meeting

either in person or through video conferencing.

S.No. | Name Designation

01 | Shri Pankaj Agrawal, IFS, Addl. PCCF, Chairman
Integrated Regional Office, Dehradun.

02 | Dr. R. S. Bisht, Retd. IFS Non-official Member
(Through Video conferencing)

03 | Prof. S. D. Bhardwaj Non-official Member
(Through Video conferencing)

04 | Shri. Gajendra Prakash Narwane, IFS, AIGF, Member Secretary
Integrated Regional Office, Dehradun.

05 | Representatives of the User Agencies and State
Forest Department

At the outset, the Chairman of the Committee welcomed all the members present in the
meeting or connected through Video-Conference.
Following proposal pertaining to the state of Uttarakhand were discussed in detail and the

case wise decision taken by REC is as under:

Online No.: FP/UK/RAIL/151179/2022 Agenda item 75.1 (U. K.)

8B/UCP/07/42/2022/FC:

Diversion of 1.1206 ha of forest land for development of 126 Km Long New BG Rail Link
Between Rishikesh to Karnprayag - Additional Forest Land Requirement for Providing
connectivity to Portal P1 of Tunnel (T2) to Main Highway NH-56 at Shivpur in favour of
RVNL within the jurisdiction Narendranagar Forest Division, Munikireti, Dist. Tehri,
Garhwal, Uttarakhand.
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The details of the proposal are as under:

1. The proposal has been signed and recommended by the all concerned authorities in the part 1,
IL OL IV & V. In part II, III, IV and V of the proposal, no specific comments have been

recorded by the concernedauthorities.

2. As per site inspection report of the concerned DCF having territorial jurisdiction over the

proposed forest land, violation of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 is not reported.

3. As per part II of the proposal, the proposed forest patch is_not a part of any National Park,
Wildlife Sanctuary, Biosphere Reserve, Tiger Reserve, Elephant Reserve, Wildlife Migration

Corridor etc, the proposed area_does not fall within eco-sensitive zone of any protected area.
4. Rare/endangered/unique species of flora and fauna is not found in the area.

5. The requirement of forest land and justification for locating the project in forest area has been

provided .

6. The detail of forest area and number of trees is as under:

SL | Administrativ Area proposed for diversion Details of tree proposed for felling
N e Unit
o
Forest Civil Reserve Total Crown No. of plants
Division/ Soyam | Forest Area density/ Eco required to be
District land area (ha.) Class of felled
(ha.) (ha.) forest land
(As per Part-
II)
1. Narendranagar 1.1206 1.206 04,V 20 saplings and 19
Forest Division trees
Total: 1.1206 1.206 20 saplings and
19 trees
7. The details of the NPV are given below:
Sl. Name of the Forest Area NPV Crown Eco- Total (Rs.)
No. Forest (in ha.) Rate (in Density Class
Division Rs per
ha)
1. | Narendranagar 1.1206 12,92,850/- 0.4 \Y 14,48,768/-
Forest Division
Total:- 14,48,768/-

Page 2 of 20



8. Details of Compensatory Afforestation are as under:

SL Details of CA CA proposed .. | Name of Forest Division . |. Total
No. area (in ha) Financial
Outlay  for
CA Scheme
(Rs.)
1. Munikireti, Comptt. No. 2.241 (RF) Narendranagar Forest 6,96,480/-
3, Range Shivpuri, Division
Narendranagar Forest
Division
Total: 2.241(RF) 6,96,480/-

7. The certificate of District Magistrate regarding Forest Right Act, 2006 is provided.

8. As per GIS-DSS analysis the area proposed for diversion is 1.1206 ha and the net suitable
area for CA is 2.241 ha.

9. Regular employment for 450 persons and temporary mandays 16352000 are projected to be

generated.
10. The cost benefit analysis is not required.

11. Clarification/  additional  information  sought vide this office letter = No.

8§B/UCP/07/42/2022/FC/1584, dated 16.02.2023 are as follows:

S1.No. Information sought Reply

1. The State Government is requested (o submit an undertaking Reply not submitled yel.
duly authenticated by the concerned DFO, mentioning that no
muck will be generated due to the construction of road.

2. Justification for construction of road having a width of 15 Reply not submitted yet.
m has not been submitted. State government is again
requested to re-asses the requirement of the road..

12. The Proposal was placed before the REC for discussion on the following points:

i. The State Government is requested to submit an undertaking duly authenticated by the
concerned DFO, mentioning that no muck will be generated due to the construction of
road.

ii. Justification for construction of road having a width of 15 m has not been submitted.

State government is again requested to re-asses the requirement of the road.
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Discussion:-

The proposal was discussed with the Project Proponent and the concerned DFO. It was informed by
the project proponent that no cutting work is involved in the construction of the proposed road hence

no additional muck will be generated. A certificate in this regard is already submitted.

The Project Proponent also informed that out of the proposed road of 15m, only 7.5 m of road
shall be black topped. Rest the width is required for the purpose of embankment. The road width of

15m is required for the movement of heavy machinery during the period of construction. In the future

Decision:-

After detailed discussion on the various aspects of the proposal it was decided to approve the
proposal with the condition that the kml file will be corrected and uploaded again in the online

portal.

the road would be used as an emergency exit in case of adverse situation.

Online No.: FP/UK/Others/400147/2022 Agenda item 75.2 (U. K.}

8B/UCP/09/10/2023/FC:

Diversion of 0.946 ha of forest land for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of 2-
Lane Bi- Directional Silkyara Bend Barkot Tunnel with escape passage including approaches
on Dharasu~Yamunotri section between Ch. 25.400 Km and Ch. 51.000 Km falling along NH-
134 (OLD NH-94) in the state of Uttarakhand Additional Dumping Yard (Barkot Portal)” in
Uttarkashi, within the jurisdiction of Upper Yamuna, Barkot Forest Division, in favour of
National Highways & infrastructure development Corporation Distt. Uttarkashi.

The details of the proposal are as under:

1. The proposal has been signed and recommended by the all concerned authorities in the part I,
ILIL IV & V. In part II, III, IV and V of the proposal, no specific comments have been

recorded by the concernedauthorities.
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As per site inspection report of the concerned DCF having territorial jurisdiction over the

proposed forest land, violation of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 is not reported.

3. As per part Il of the proposal, the proposed forest patch is_not a part of any National Park,

Wildlife Sanctuary, Biosphere Reserve, Tiger Reserve, Elephant Reserve, Wildlife Migration

Corridor etc, the proposed area_does not fall within eco-sensitive zone of any protected area.

protected archaeological/heritage monuments or site/defence establishments.

5. Rare/endangered/unique species of flora and fauna is not found in the area.

As per part II of the proposal, the proposed forest patches are not located in the area having

6. The requirement of forest land and justification for locating the project in forest area has been

provided .

7. The detail of forest area and number of trees is as under:

SI. | Administrativ Area proposed for diversion Details of tree proposed for felling
N e Unit
0
Forest Civil Reserve Total Crown No. of plants
Division/ Soyam Forest Area density/ Eco required to be
District land area (ha.) Class of felled
(ha.) (ha.) forest land
(As per Part-
II)
1. | Upper Yamuna, 0.946 0.946 0.1,V 50 trees
Barkot Forest
Division
Total: 0.946 0.946 50 trees
8. The details of the NPV are given below:
SL Name of the Forest NPV Crown Eco- Total (Rs.)
No. Forest Area Rate (in Density Class
Division (in ha.) Rs per
ha)
I. | Upper Yamuna, Barkot 1.892 10,05,210/- 0.1 \Y 9,50,928/-
Forest Division
Total:- 9,50,928/-

9. Details of Compensatory Afforestation are as under:
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Sl Details of CA CA proposed Name of Forest Division Total
No. area (in ha) Financial
‘ ‘ o ‘ Outlay for
CA Scheme
Rs.)
1. 1892 trees plantation 1.892 Yet to be submitted as
scheme (@ CA rate per observation no. 2
for 0.946 ha area

10. The certificate of District Magistrate regarding Forest Right Act, 2006 is provided.

11. Regular employment for 10 persons and temporary 40000 mandays in construction phase and

15000 in operational phase are projected to be generated.
12. The cost benefit analysis is not required.

13. Clarification/additional information sought vide this office letter No.

8B/UCP/09/10/2023/FC/1584, dated 10.02.2023 are as follows:

SLNo. Information sought Reply
1. Muck Dumping Plan provided is in-accurate; the Reply not submitted
calculations provided do not match. It is requested to yet.

submit/ upload the complete muck disposal plan
including the details like quantity of muck likely to be
generated including swell factor, quantity of muck likely
to be utilized and the balance quantity to be disposed of
at identified muck disposal sites duly approved by the

DFO.
2. State Government is requested to submit the plantation Reply not submitted
scheme of 1892 tree along with digital map of the area yet.

proposed for plantation.

14. The Proposal was placed before the REC for discussion on the following points:
i. Muck Dumping Plan provided is in-accurate; the calculations provided do not match.
It is requested to submit/ upload the complete muck disposal plan including the details
like quantity of muck likely to be generated including swell factor, quantity of muck
likely to be utilized and the balance quantity to be disposed of at identified muck
disposal sites duly approved by the DFO.
ii. State Government is requested to submit the plantation scheme of 1892 tree along with

digital map of the area proposed for plantation.
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Discussion:-

The proposal was discussed with the Project Proponent and the concerned DFO. Although the muck
disposal plan was shown in the meeting the representatives of the Project Proponent were not able to
explain the utility of the site selected for muck disposal from the technical point of view. On the
analysis of the proposed muck disposal site it was found that the slopes of the proposed muck disposal

sites are too steep and it was not clear if the site could hold the proposed quantity of muck.

Decision:-

After detailed discussion on the various aspects of the proposal the Committee decided to
defer the proposal and asked for the submission of the clarification/ documents/ information
on the following points:
1. The DFO shall visit the site and provide a detailed report on technical feasibility of the site
selected for muck dumping.
2. Plantation scheme of 1892 trees along with digital map of the area proposed for plantation
is required to be submitted.
3. Muck stabilization plan is also required to be submitted. The plan must include the details

of engineering and bio-engineering measures proposed for the stabilization of the site.

Online No.: FP/UK/Road/151113/2022 Agenda item 75.3 (U. K.)

8B/UCP/06/73/2022/FC:

Diversion of 22.112 ha of forest land for upgradation of existing road to 2 lane configuration
of Rameswer-Gangolighat Berinag Chaukori Kanda Bageswer Takula Almora section of NH-
309A from km 133.00 to km 170.00 (Length 37.00KM) in favour of PWD Ranikhet, within
the jurisdiction of Bageshwar Forest Division, District Bageshwar, Uttarakhand (Online
Proposal No. FP/UK/Road/151113/2022)

The details of the proposal are as under:

1. The proposal has been signed and recommended by the all concerned authorities in the part I,

IL IIL IV & V. In part 11, 111, IV and V of the proposal, no specific comments have been
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recorded by the concerned authorities.

As per site inspection report of the concerned DCF having territorial jurisdiction over the

proposed forest land, violation of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 is not reported.

As per part II of the proposal, the proposed forest patch is_not a part of any National Park,

Wildlife Sanctuary, Biosphere Reserve, Tiger Reserve, Elephant Reserve, Wildlife Migration

Corridor etc, the proposed area_does not fall within eco-sensitive zone of any protected area.

As per part 11 of the proposal, the proposed forest patches are not located in the area having

protected archaeological/heritage monuments or site/defence establishments.

Rare/endangered/unique species of flora and fauna is not found in the area.

The requirement of forest land and justification for locating the project in forest area has been

provided .

The detail of forest area and number of trees is as under:

SL Administr Area proposed for diversion Details of tree proposed for
No ative Unit felling
Forest Civil Village | Reserve Total Crown No. of
Division/ Soyam Forest Forest Area density/ plants
District land area area (ha.) Eco Class required to
(ha.) (ha) (ha.) of be felled
forest land
(As per
Part-II)

1. Bageshwar 2.63 9.723 9.757 22.112 04,V 6596 trees
Forest 2 including 1201
Division saplings are

proposed to be

affected

(submitted at

pg. 122)
Total: 2.632 9.723 9.757 22.112
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8. The details of the NPV are given below:

Sl Name of the Forest NPV Crown Eco- Total (Rs.)
No. Forest Area Rate (in Density Class
Division (in ha.) Rs per
ha)
1. | Terai East, 22.112 12,92,850/- 0.4 \Y% 2,85,87,499/-
Haldwani
Forest Division
Total:- 2,85,87,499/-

9. Details of Compensatory Afforestation are as under:

SL Details of CA CA Name of Forest Division Total
No. proposed Financial
area (in ha) Outlay  for
CA  Scheme
(Rs.)
1. Haldwani 02, 10 Bageshwar Forest Division 1,64,02,770/-
Dharamgarh Range
2. Paisiya 01, Dharamgarh 6.224 Bageshwar Forest Division
Range
3. Palari 08, Bageshwar 13 Bageshwar Forest Division
Range
4. Pandarpali 01, 15 Bageshwar Forest Division
Bageshwar Range
Total: 44.224 1,64,02,770/-

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The certificate of District Magistrate regarding Forest Right Act, 2006 is provided.

As per GIS-DSS analysis the area proposed for diversion is 22.112 ha and the net suitable
area for CA is 44.45 ha.

Temporary mandays 16352000 are projected to be generated.

The cost benefit analysis is required.

Details of the clarification/additional information sought vide this office letter No.

8B/UCP/06/73/2022/FC/1014, dated 20.10.2022 and the reply received from the Nodal
Officer, Uttarakhand submitted vide letter dt. 31.01 2023 is given as under:
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SL.No.

Information sought

Reply from Nodal Officer

The State Govt. is requested to submit the
following documents/information:
a) Whether the approval for diversion

under the provision of FCA has been
taken for the existing road ?

The proposed road has been constructed prior
to the implementation of forest Clearance Act,
1980.

b) If the existing road 1s prior 1980 the
documentary proof shall be provided as
per thes guideline para 1.13 of the
handbook.

The Gazette of road side land control Act 1970
(Prior to 1980) of exiting road.

c¢) If the diversion or de-reservation was
not taken up of the existing road as per the
guideline para 1.13 prior 1980, then this
should also be incorporated with the
present area of diversion.

The proposed road has been constructed prior
to the implementation of forest Clearance Act,
1980. Road side land control act of 1970 is
provided. Existing road can be seen in Survey
of India toposheet released prior to year 1980.

d) Details shall be furnished mentioning
section wise requirement of existing
width and proposed width.

The existing road is a single lane road of width
6.00m (painted width is 3.75m to 4.00m). In
the widening proposed the width of proposed
2- lane road is 9.50m including existing road
width of 6.00m (proposed painted width is
7.00 m with drain & earthen shoulder.)

State Govt. is requested to submit the cost
benefit analysis in the prescribed format.

Cost benefit analysis is uploaded online on
section G of the portal.

(O8]

State Govt. is requested to submit the
copy of the administrative approval for
the project.

The sanction letter is uploaded online in
additional information section of portal.

The proposal involved felling of 6596
trees in forest land for the widening of the
existing road. Therefore, State Govt. is
requested to submit a detailed technical
note in order to justify the requirement of
widening and its inescapability.

The project road, NH 309- A starts from Ghat
in Pithoragarh/Champawat district from NH-9
and culminates at Almora after traversing a
distance of 206.6 km. this road mainly passes
through hilly terrain and through the towns of
Takula, Bageshwar, Chowkori, Berinag and
Gangolihat.
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SL.No.

Information sought

Reply from Nodal Officer

The project will certainly bring better
transportation in terms of fast and congestion
free movement of traffic and will also ensure
improvement in infrastructure in nearby towns
and villages along the project road by
providing easier access to business centers,
livestock marketing and Commercial vehicles,
industries. tourism, cultural and excess
tourist's places. In addition the improved
project road is expected to bring positive
benefits for the road users and act as a
development stimulant for the state in terms of
overall socio-economic development.

Main Benefits of the projects are as under:

1. This road being a feeder route to a strategic
route (NH-09) connecting to China Border,
development of this stretch will enhance Army
troop movement.

2. The Kumaon Regiment of the Indian Army
is one of the Oldest infantry Regiment whose
HQ is situated at Ranikhet will have enhanced
Connectivity to China Border via this route.

3. This road is an alternate route for Chardham
yatra. Especially being a feeder route for
Kailash Mansarovar yatra, development of this
stretch will be equally beneficial for religious
tourism as well.

4. Connectivity to Gairsen the summer capital
of Uttarakhand will significantly improved.

5. Major religious as well as Eco-tourist
Destination such as Patal Bhuwaneswar.
Chakouri, Almora etc will be receiving
additional influx of tourist traffic.

State Govt. is requested to submit the
CWLW  comments regarding the
requirement of an animal passage plan for
the wildlife as the area falls in the Eco-
Sensitive  of  the wildlife
sanctuary.

nearest

IFT A & TESSY H GHUT 9F Golded
X IRT far arar &
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SL.No.

Information sought

Reply from Nodal Officer

The concerned DFO has mentioned that
the proposed area is rich in faunal
population. It has been specifically
that  the

recommended subject to the fulfillment of

mentioned project  is
the following conditions:

a) Soil and moisture conservation works
are undertaken in nearby forest so as to
villages not

ensure downstream arc

adversely affected.

IFT T F GEECY H YHOT 9 ol
&Y 9T forar a=ar § |

b) All the water sources/storages along
the routes are identified, repaired: and
maintained to ensure availability of water.

IFd U9 F FFEEEY H YHUT UF Holded
T AT T T g

c¢) Bageshwar Forest Division be provided
of implementation of
imposed by the Central
and wildlife patrolling
during and after project implementation.

a monitoring
conditions
Government

foeg @&ar 5 & %A & A Fa" &
3TAR |

d) A wildlife mitigation plan for the entire
road stretch be made.

faeg dEar 05/ delesT TEdTd F&AT 01
g A giFafaa g

e) The muck disposal sites stabilized by
planting grasses, shrubs and other local
species so as to avoid damage to water
sources.

State Govt. is requested to incorporate the
above suggestion in the proposal and submit
the Soil and Moisture Conservation Plan;
Monitoring plan for the project; Wildlife
mitigation disposal  plan
accordingly.

plan  and

UEdTd Toloel ¥ UiNa fopar a/ar § |

After the DSS analysis of the CA area, 19 ha
area found MDF out of total 44.45 ha.
Regarding MDF in CA areas, the certificate
does not indicate that the area has been
inspected by the concerned DFO. Therefore,
the concerned DFO shall inspect all the CA
areas and report whether the proposed CA
areas are suitable for planting 1000 plants per
ha dor not.

IoT GY&TH & CaN AT FAT IAT §

f& aifduges gemivor &5 & fEderor
HTEAT % 3 forar B
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15. The Proposal was placed before the REC for discussion on the following points:

1. The verification of the project cost by the State Govt./User Agency.

il.  Necessity of the Wildlife Management Plan and the Soil Moisture Conservation Plan and its
submission in accordance to the recent guidelines issued by the Ministry in this regard.

1ii.  Necessary documentation in view of the requirement of the proposed road for defence purpose
and for ‘Chardham Pariyojna’.

Discussion:-

The proposal was discussed with the Project Proponent and the concerned SDO, representing the
DFO. It was informed by the Project Proponent that the proposed road is important from the point of
view of its strategic importance for defence purposes and its utility as a bye-pass for the 'Chardham
Pariyojna’. The Project Proponent however, was not able to produce any document from the
appropriate authority validating the above claim. The committee felt that it would be appropriate to

defer the proposal due to absence of the concerned DFO and the Project Authorities.

Decision:-

Due to the absence of the concerned DFO and the Project Authorities it was decided that the
proposal shall be deferred to a later date and the clarifications documents/ information shall
be sought on the following points:
1. The project cost may be verified by the State Govt. /User Agency.
2. The DFO is required to submit the clarification/document regarding the requirement of
Wildlife Management Plan and Soil Moisture Conservation Plan. The concerned plan
should be as per the prevailing guideline.

3. Ifthe project is a bypass of ‘Chardham Pariyojna’ and of strategic importance then sufficient

documentary proof in this regard is required to submitted.

Online No.: FP/UK/Road/29571/2017 Agenda item 75.4 (U. K.)

8§B/UCP/06/105/2020/FC:

Diversion of 12.33 ha of forest land for Road Construction Work in Haldwani Bypass Road
To Halduchor Indian Oil Depot in Lalkuan Constituency Distt Nainital Under C.M.
Announcement No. 310/2013 in favour of PWD Haldwani, within the jurisdiction of Tarai
East, Haldwani Forest Division, District Nainital, Uttarakhand.
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The details of the proposal are as under:
The proposal has been signed and recommended by the all concerned authorities in the part I,
IL L IV & V. In part 11, 111, IV and V of the proposal, no specific comments have been

recorded by the concernedauthorities.

As per site inspection report of the concerned DCF having territorial jurisdiction over the

proposed forest land, violation of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 is not reported.

As per part II of the proposal, the proposed forest patch is.a part of Shivalik Elephant Reserve
and falls with the Gaula Elephant Corridor .

As per part I of the proposal, the proposed forest patches are not located in the area having

protected archaeological/heritage monuments or site/defence establishments.
Rare/endangered/unique species of flora and fauna is not found in the area.

The requirement of forest land and justification for locating the project in forest area has been

provided .

The detail of forest area and number of trees is as under:

SI. | Administrative | Area proposed for diversion Details of tree proposed for felling
No | Unit
Forest Division/ | Civil Reserve Total Crown No. of plants
District Soyam Forest Area density/ Eco required to be
land area (ha.) Class of felled
(ha.) (ha.) forest land
(As per Part-
I
1. | Terai East, 12.33 12.33 ~ 0-0.10, II 446 (including 61
Haldwani saplings and 29
Forest Eucalyptus trees
Division (submitted at pg.
201/c)
Total: 0.946 0.946 446
. The details of the NPV are given below:
Sl. Name of the Forest NPV Rate | Crown Eco- Total (Rs.)
No. Forest Area (in Rs per | Density Class
Division (in ha.) ha)
1 Terai East, Haldwani 12.33 6,26,000/- | 0-0.10 111 77,18,580/-
Forest Division
Total:- - 77,18,580/-
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9. Details of Compensatory Afforestation are as under:

SL Details of CA CA proposed Name of Forest-Division Total -
No. area (in ha) Financial
Outlay for
CA  Scheme
(Rs.)
1. Babiyad Civil & 24.66 ha Tarai East, Haldwani 81,14,957/-
Soyam Land Khasra Forest Division
no. 3007, 4061, 4062
Nainital Forest
Division
Total 24.66 ha 81,14,957/-

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The certificate of District Magistrate regarding Forest Right Act, 2006 is provided.

As per GIS-DSS analysis the area proposed for diversion is 12.33 ha and the net suitable area
for CA is 24.66 ha.

Temporary employment of 62470 mandays are projected to be generated.

The cost benefit analysis is required.

The proposal was discussed in the REC meeting held on 21.09.2021, wherein the committee

decided to defer the proposal on three points and reply to the same was submitted by the State

Government vide letter dt. 28.07.2022, details of which are given as under:

S1.No.

Information sought

Reply

The DFO has mentioned that g e, ufdel g9, 3avEvs, geadrd)
’ (AR ’ N
the area  proposed for (i) & .

diversion is ‘prone to erosion’
therefore, the State
Government will provide the

structures  and  detailed

86/12-1 feams

15.07.2022 &aRT HGITd &A1 AT § TR
grafad #rET & g arel 'prone to erosion'
& U | §d EISAHIAR  FEATSd

budgetary provisions in the Brotlo3io H Structures and Budgetary

project to mitigate the erosion provision &Y forar S|

in the area.
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S1.No.

Information sought

Reply

The State Government may
submit the enumeration list of
tree counted in the 7 meter
width of the proposed

alignment.

geT W&T&w‘ afes g9, 3UEUs, Foedr!
(F=ITTeT) & 3Fd 99 7 3fodf@d § % aRa
WHER Zany e o fdut & sreurelT |
qd H gEATad 09 #HeX & AT W adART
7 07 Hex A8 & eastd & Ush & 10T
& = g, o FRor genfad gt arer geil
6T HEAT 446 &1 09 HITX & ¥UHA W 07
ey @lers A gall A0 F W80
gell &1 HEdr &A g I 1 g usenhy
gAY & 99 & 1Y oloeT ¢

The widening work of NH-84
is going on at present which
should solve the problem of
traffic congestion on this
route. In such a situation,
proposing a bypass after
felling 562 trees does not
seem to be justified. A proper
technical justification of the
proposed bypass road is
required to be provided with

facts.

g WYETH, UiRTHl gd, 3TRIEUs, geadldl
Frare) & 3¢ 9 H 3feaf@a § &
EATSA AT Gl HISIET U HY STged &
& FHT F IERAT §, T TR SFeAdr /
FYhl UG Fpel Sedl  gdRT 3T
IMEIFHARTHR 437y 40 ast & Fed AR &
Y H IUAET H T S T §1 TAEAT et
Td Tl godi ganT (TH0TH0-87) &I 39NN
H T ST §FAd ST81 §, Fifer Tell oral
& a9 H 3ceT UG TUeel g AIS-AIS ecrel
H Sl HT Tehell glaT 8, S G&T Ud Fiaen
&r e ¥ sfaa wdia &0 gar §1 I8 I8
i Iool@g § fh 3od 7 e F& F
Ay Fua & aur & #§ A2-U8 Aedid H
T HIR AT &1 3T a9 ¥ @iAel 39 A=
Td o Sl g gfdfesT e 500 @ 700
AIEAl I AR §idT gl 3Fd o Fiecdd
grafad ARt 3ngegs &) 3Fd Al AR &
Ao @ TsaEnT § yaw wa 9 Fe :9
arel dlgsll AT AT # WY wAT 3l
S8 Road Safety de3f|
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15. Clarification/additional
8B/UCP/06/105/2020/FC/665, dated 08.08.2022 and the reply from the APCCF-cum-Nodal

information  were

sought vide this office letter

Officer, Uttarakhand is submitted vide letter dt. 10.02.2023, details given as under:

SLNo.

Information sought

Reply

oo FEAT-01 & Fegdt H Tod AHR
CaRT IE 3IaETT AT AT § TF

JUCFAR G Srodlode H
Structures and Budgetary provision @Y

ferar S fhed UeT WER gaRl
foeg dEmol & weest A wEol
faEga St 39 wrtey # 9
STET @l I B
37d: Derailed Structures T Cost W
fareqer SiTeten iy U AT f AT 8 S
TISERROT OR AT g FEATE i AT
REC &Y §&& # T@T S|

g HIEH F IWFI U gdRT
AT HUAT AT § T g
JITAFIOT & 3TAR Fogamll dSurd
H gecdls sy 3iiael 3o d=
gEATdd Al FAPT A el JAGT &
dc JTCIET-376lT TUET W FYAAH
392 #0 § aur 3fRaA 1497 Ao,
3 gasT 755 H0 9T § 37 AT ey
g AT #AFT F IWeA / Ferd /
3IETROT T HIS HHAGAT ET §

T A I AT 9 g T
graifad Hex AT & W@ A
gaAT H IS ff FRREar) A ar
STol YaTE STET &1 STt S e
#F o 3 ResT AT 3 A e
a8 Y o & ARt me@or &
Ussl did @leld & AT g
feheadi &9 # gRatcHs 3
PO H fFar sr & geafad
e ART & Srff 3R g7 Shat &t
AEE &1 H A F Tt & oy
goT TasTeT €@t 70% ¥ 80% STFETS
H @ Wy =l § gur e

Page 17 of 20

No.




SLNo.

Information sought

Reply

U W AR %o 1 s@my oy
&l Tty € I AT 9T §
yrarad @l AP R TEIT H
gad e & #15 fy Ryl Arer ar
ST YaTE el ¢ sfaretaar v smear
A ol 3 Res =T g Hig g
8 2 7 &1 =t @@t # gz
gt Fietd F1 fAATT T Heeads aF
A FefeAs 33U &g S gl
foraesT wifaene 3meTvTer & fosar aram
¥l urarfda Aex #@eT & SR 3R
g Sfiat & e 847 7 A 4
Uhad & fo g faemeT ganry 70%
T 80% FIFars H WS @ier =T §
T ATHRT FTIEAT W HoR ey
o STRY Iy &1 WeTIeT garT Ig &
T FAT AT § R adAeT A
HTITUTS 3o 1 HRETET ITAHT &,
i @ i |"E AR AW F
3G / herd / 3TIEROT § d97d &
AR H et AG g&aiad g

1. 50 HEX gy & 1.50
Ay 3 dER YdE
fRoFTe H]
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SI.No.

Information sought

Reply

2. U gW STl AEN il FATT
W vgldaE FA9-TH g 33
TEH H arR F F FY
weafdd § @y & sEread
T & TR AW GA@OT #
S diel &ield & fAATUT g
fAhcadi & A grefcHs 391
gEaTfad gl

3. 3799 TYUEAT H g Slidah &
g3 FI Akt & folF 3 HIER BIdr
g & Hed ¥ A g &aR
&1 faATor off granfad g

16. The Proposal was placed before the REC for discussion on the following points:

@

(ii)
(iii)

Susceptibility of the area proposed for diversion and the structures and detailed

budgetary provisions proposed in the project to mitigate the erosion in the area.
Enumeration list of tree counted in the 7 meter width of the proposed alignment.

The widening work of NH-98 is going on at present which should solve the problem
of traffic congestion on this route. In such a situation, proposing a bypass after felling
562 trees does not seem to be justified. A proper technical justification of the proposed

bypass road is required to be provided with facts.
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Discussion:-

The proposal was discussed with the Project Proponent and the concerned DFO. The DFO
informed the Committee that the proposed road lies adjoining to the Gaula River within a varying
distance of 300-400m. The area was said to be prone to soil erosion, however the area has a lesser
slope and the possibility of erosion exists only in the form of sheet erosion and along the natural
waterways along the road. To this the Project Proponent replied that provisions of causeway, trenches
and wall of 1.5m has been proposed at every kilometre of the proposed road in order to check the

erosion and ensure the safety of wildlife.

Further, it was informed that the proposed road will be very useful to check the traffic
congestion in the city and movement of commercial vehicles. The number of trees affected by the
proposal were informed to be 446 (inclusive of trees, saplings and eucalyptus trees).

The REC pointed out that the NPV must be deposited as per the new rates and revised
calculation sheet is needed to be provided to the IRO Dehradun.

Decision:-

After detailed discussion on the various aspects of the proposal REC decided to seek necessary

clarifications / documents on the following points:-

1. The revised list of tree enumeration (446 trees) shall be provided and necessary changes

be made at suitable places on the online portal.

2. The revised sheet of NPV calculation shall be submitted.

The meeting ended with thanks to the members and other participants.

AIGF-cum Member Secretary (REC)
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