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Online Proposal No. FP/RAJ/ROAD/20893/2016

Diversion of 4.1 ha. of forest land in favour of PWD PMGSY-WB division Shahhpura (Bhilwara, Rajasthan)
for construction of Bijoliyan Khurd to Chhatri Khera via Mangarh road under Rajasthan Road Sector
Modernization Project.
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As per GIS DSS Analysis:

(a) Hard Copy of kml files have not been submitted in form of CD with the proposal.

(b) Geo coordinates of proposed forest land for diversion on page 26 are not legible.

(¢) The kml file of proposed forest land for diversion and geo referenced map are not matching.

(d) Original topo-sheets for proposed forest land for diversion and compensatory afforestation
have not been submitted with the proposal.

(e) The map of proposed compensatory afforestation provided on page 59 of project proposal is
without Geo grid.

(a) The proposal for new road has not been justified on the basis of minimum forest land
requirement. Justification note mentions that alignment of exiting cart road has been
followed which is incorrect and needs justification on the basis of minimum forest land
requirement. Minimum three alignments are to be analysed prior to finalization of alignment.

(b) Copy of map showing alternative examined (uploaded at D (a) part I) is without details.

Certificate/documents provided under FRA 2006, uploaded online as well as in hard copy have

following shortcomings:

a) All documents for four villages have not been submitted.

b) As per submitted documents of village level 9.0 ha. forest land is proposed whereas proposal is
for 4.1 ha.

¢) The certificate issued by the DM is without name of all four villages. extent of diversion 1S
mentioned as 5.5 ha. and without seal.

d) Most of the papers are Xerox copies.




4- a) Land schedule is based on requirement of ROW width 10 mts whereas cross section uploaded
mentions varying requirement of width from 9 to 10 mts.
b) Requirement of forest land shall be calculated chainage wise which will depend on height of
embankment.

5- Unauthenticated revenue maps have been uploaded with the proposal which do not serve any
purpose.

6- a) Assessment of crown density as 0.1 is significantly less as 299 nos of tree exist in patch of 4.1
ha. of forest land. Uploaded part Il mentions crown density 0.1 -0.4.
b) Online enumeration list contains re values in 0-30 cms girth class which is absurd.
C) The proposal is without enumeration of pole crop.

7. Working Plan prescription for proposed forest land for diversion at Sr. No. 5 part II is mentioned
as NIL. The relevant information needs submission.

8. Site suitability certificate of CA patch has not been uploaded with the proposal.

9. Site inspection report of concerned DCF is without mentioning legal status of proposed forest land
for diversion.

10. NPV estimation will change and will be based on revised crown density.

11. Most of the documents provided with the proposal are without seal of signing authority.
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