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Three proposals FP/UP/ROAD/24596/2015 , FP/UP/ROAD/23288/2015
and * FP/UP/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.
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There exists a rounding off error in totalling extent of village wise
forest area at B 2.3 in part L.
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As per GIS DSS analysis of proposed forest land for diversion,

following issues need rectification :

c) The area of proposed forest diversion is 56.52 ha whereas the
proposalis submitted for 65.495 ha. Either kml file are erroneous
or calculation of area is incorrect ‘

d) Overlay of kml files of proposed forest land diversion on Google
Earth image shows lateral shift.
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Benefit Cost analysis of the proposal is not as per latest guidelines of
MoEF&CC. This needs revision.
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In land schedule prepared for forest land calculation, one additional
column for balance available width of PF after deducting for proposed

width for diversion shall be provided.
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As per GIS DSS analysis ofgproposed compensatory afforestation,

folloeing 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 proposed suitable for plantation is 128 ha only.

One 4 ha patch is a water body. An additional patch of extent more

than 3 ha is needed to meet the shortfall.
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Site Inspection Report of DFO mentions translocation of 201 number

of Ficus trees.

a) A detailed estimate along with suitable location for translocation
shall be submitted by the concerned division.

b) Undertaking from user agency is needed to fund the proposal.

¢) State Government shall specifically recommend thi additional

proposal.
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