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Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change
Regional Office (Central Region)

DI a9, Ug9 dd, ae3—Ud, Ao, dga%—226024

Kendriya Bhawan, 5 Floor, Sector-H, Aliganj, Lucknow- 226024, Telefax: 2326696, 2324340, 2324047, 2324025
Email: (Env.) m_env@rediffmail.com, (Forest} goimoefrolko@gmail.com
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1. As per the details provided at Al (ix) the information regarding requirement of non forest land
is incorrect.

2. As per part II Sr no. 5 detail regarding working plan prescription for the forest land proposed
for diversion is mentioned as “No Data” which is incorrect.

3. The .kml file uploaded with the proposal includes non forest land also which is incorrect.
Correct .kml files in CD also needs submission with GPS coordinates of the key points

defining the polygon/polygons of forest land proposed for diversion.

4. Most of the undertakings/certificates have not been certified by the concerned DCF.

5 . The proposal is without submission of calculation for NPV levies.

6. At several places seal of concerned officials have not been affixed.

7. The user agency has not provided undertaking for abiding with conditions imposed by SPWD.
8. The forest land notification has not been vetted/authenticated by the concerned DCF.

9. The site suitability certificate for compensatory afforestation is not as per approved format.

10. The certificate regarding FRA 2006 is incorrect.

11. The compensatory afforestation scheme has been taken for 0.5 ha of plantation whereas

diversion is of 0.0465 ha only which is more than 10 times of the proposed forest land

diversion. Reasons for this may be communicated.

12, The site inspection report is without seal of the concerned DCF and is also in complete which

shows that he has signed the paper without reading it.



13. The kml/.shp file of proposed compensatory afforestation needs submission in CD for GIS

DSS analysis.

14. The digital map (hard copy) submitted with the proposal is of no use as it does not show the

coordinates of the proposed land in divérsion.
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