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Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change
Regional Office (Central Region)
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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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fdwg: Construction of four lane Jalaun to Orai (Bilrayan)- Panwari Road SH21 from Km. 352.00 to
370.450, Bypass No. 1&2 and remaining part of NH(25) District- Jalaun, Uttar Pradesh

I75H: Online Proposal No. FP/UP/Road/17575/2016
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1. The hard copy of the proposal has not been received. If required, further observation will
also be conveyed after receipt of hard copy of the proposal.

2. Atvarious places seal of different officials has not been affixed.

3. The information regarding period of forest land required is mentioned NIL in A- 1(x} (part I
of the proposal) which makes submission of proposal irrelevant & futile.

4. In part I B-2.3 details are incorrect where village wise breakup was required.

5. Copy of SOI topo sheets uploaded with proposal at C-1 (iii) & (iv) have not been signed by
the forest official.

6. The .kml file attached for proposed forest land diversion appears to be in poly-line format
rather required polygon format.

7. The .kml files for proposed forest land diversion and compensatory afforestation need
submission in CD also for GIS DSS analysis.

8. Information regarding employment generation at E () part I is incorrect and needs
revision.

9. The cost benefit analysis at G (i) (a) is not as per prescribed format and analysis is also
erroneous.

10.The FRA 2006 certificate at K (i) {a) is not as per approved format. The certificate is
without affixing seal of DM. The certificate does not bear dispatch number and date also.
The list of villages attached as additional information has not been vetted by the DFO.

11.The area calculation sheet attached as additional information in part I is not supported
with bar/line diagram chainage wise.

12.The muck disposal plan has not been vetted by the concerned DFO.




13.The additional information mentioned as “standards & conditions” has not been
uploaded.

14.The land ownership certificate mentions that the land does not belong to Railways but to
whom does it belong has not been provided.

15.In part II Sr no. 5, the working plan prescription is mentioned as NIL which does not
appear to be correct.

16.The .kml file uploaded with part II for compensatory afforestation is in poly-line format.

17.The compensatory afforestation has been proposed as linear plantation with brick guard.
The scheme does not provide details regarding location, no. of plants and other relevant
information. The scheme uploaded provides only cost estimates without much needed
details. CA has to be done in compact block of land.

18.The SOI top sheets attached with CA scheme does not provide many details and arc
without signature of the concerned DFO.

19.The site inspection report submitted by the concerned DFO is incorrect.

20.The proposal is without site suitability certificate of proposed compensatory afforestation
site
21.The proposal has been submitted without NPV calculation.

22 . Why different widths in different sections have been proposed, the issue needs
explanation.

23.The proposal is for Km. 352 to 370.45 but the calculation of area has heen done taking
the road upto 380.95 km. This needs to explained/rectified.
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