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Online Proposal No. FP/RAJ/ROAD/20888/2016

fasa: Diversion of 2.76 ha. of forest land in favour of PWD PMGSY-WB Division Shahpur
(Bhilwara, Rajasthan) for construction of SH-29 km. 139/500 to Lorda Road under Rajasthan
Road Sector Modernization Project.

g<d: I i, oA ImEE &1 9ATH— 901(4)dd / 2018, f&ATH— 20.04.2018

AEIeY,
IRIFT AT uR Aefid U= BT M YEU PR BT e By | s gRT o ORGR A faugifed uwda o a4
(Giveror) SrfSfrT™, 1980 H1 ORT (2) & I RA TRPBR &I Wi A 7 |

TR0 H fIORIORT J31 MUPT I8 Giad d b1 (R g 2 b oy WReR e fagafl ur sfawdsd A
e B P ST B BraTs GrTRed @ o W |
1. As per GIS DSS analysis:
a. Kml files in CD along with hard copy have not been submitted.
b. Survey of India topo sheets in original for proposed forest land for diversion as well as
proposed compensatory afforestation has not been provided.
Geo coordinates provided on geo referenced maps are not legible.
d. Kml files for alternative alignments regarding proposed diversion has not been submitted.
2. The proposal has been submitted without considering alternative alignments to justify minimum
use of forest land, though the proposal is of new road and entirely located in forestland. (section
D of part I)
3. Data regarding employment generation (temporary) in man-days at E-(iii) is only 30 man-days
which is incorrect for a proposal having financial outlay of Rs 1.83 crore.
4. Documents and certificates uploaded with respect to FRA 2006 have following issues:
a. The extent of area shown in DM certificate is 3.28 ha whereas the proposal is for 2.76 ha.

b. FRA documents for both the villages have not been uploaded.

c. Documents are Xerox copies and need authentication.
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5. Forest land area calculation (uploaded as additional document at Sr no. 4 in part I) is based on
10 mts width requirement whereas X section (uploaded as additional document at Sr no. S in
part I) of the proposal shows varying RoW requirement having extent 9 to 10 mts. Area
calculation shall based on actual requirement and it should calculated chainage wise. This issue
needs clarification.

Muck management and disposal plan is without details and need revision.
Enumeration list in part II online shows negative value in 0-30cm girth column which is absurd
and needs correction.

8. In part II at Sr no. 5 working plan prescription provides that the proposed forest land falls in Soil
conservation and Rehabilitation working circle whereas at Sr no. 6 regarding brief vulnerability
to erosion it is mentioned “Not vulnerable to erosion”. This is contradictory and needs
explanation as well as revision as per the field conditions.

9. At Sr no. 11 of part II, regarding FCA violation issues DFO has provided that no violation has
occurred whereas in document uploaded in part I D (i) user agency has submitted that there
exists a cart road. The issue of existence of road and its implications as FCA violation issue need
clarification. A higher authority may visit the area and submit a site inspection report.

10. A) Compensatory Afforestation scheme has not been uploaded with the proposal.

B) CA scheme shows same rate of maintenance per ha after 3td year which signifies that inflation
has not been accounted for while framing estimate and therefore the same needs revision.

11. Online part Il shows density of vegetation as 0.1 whereas additional document uploaded in part
I shows density of vegetation ranging from 0.1-0.4. These discrepancy needs revision of
proposal.

12. Site Inspection Report by DCF submitted in prescribed format does not mention legal status of
the forest land.

13. At several documents seal of signing authority has not been provided.

14. The proposal has been submitted without index and page numbers. Page numbers on proposal
has been incorporated in this office for ease in referencing.

15. Forwarding letter of hard copy of the proposal mentions online proposal no.
FP/RJ/Trans/20888/2016 which is incorrect.

16. The details of forestland requirement component wise at B-2.4 in part I does not provide breakup
for forest land requirement like requirement for carriageway, shoulders etc.
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