No.Ft.48-4082/2020 (FCA
H P Forest Departn*t*'

Dated Shimla-1, U')v[’ 5 L anz

From: i Pr. Ch1ef Conservalor iof Foresta{ Ac'E a1 To 'CCF Rampu1 A
: & WL (S) Shimla.
Hlmachal Pradesh

Subject: Dlversnon of 256 ha of forest land in favour of HPPWD for the
construction of Bhaba Mud Sagnam Attregoo road Kms. 0/0 to 44/400,
~within the jurisdiction of DFO Kinnaur and WL Sarahan Division
Distt. Kmnaur and Shimla HP. (ouline No. FP/HP/Road/44357/2020)

Memo: HIE e
Please refer to your ofiise wie:, « ilu. 2150 dated 2/7/2022 & M-1/1165
dated 15-06-2-2022 on the subject cited above.
¢ The folzipwi‘ng‘:short001ﬁi11gs"'i“r‘d‘.'vc""‘gtill not been attended which may be
attended in all respect |

Kinnaur Division;-

1% The detail of district wise area has been mentioned same which seems
incorrect and: required to be reviewed / corrected.

A Against the column No. 1 (ix)'of hard copy ‘the proposed project is located in
the forest land’ has been memon}eu whereas online Part-1I, 1 KM has still been
mentloned nbcessany corr cctson L ks regard is required to be made.

3 The cost estimate for plantatlon pottion for reclaiming the dumping area is still
not been placed in proposal folders.

4. The scientific name of species is rzquired to be mentioned in online, in case
scientific name is not available in, drop box, than, same is required to be
mentioned in the column of local names in brackets.

5. Now CA scheme has been prepared for amounting of Rs. 4597432/- whereas
amount of CA has been mentioned Rs. 3287019/- against the column No. 13
(I) (i) in online Part-II. Iurthu d g.tal map has been uploaded in online Part-
Il insead of CA Scheme and &OpO‘“hCC[ and nothing has been uploaded agasint
the column No. 13 (v) of online Part-1I.

6. The v1llages to be benefitted are still not been mentioned in KML file.

r

WL Division Sarahan:- -

i The working plan prescription has still not been mentioned by DFO against the
column 5 of online part-II. If there is no working plan the same may be
mentioned against the column.

o In reply to point No.3 nccessﬁry correction stated to have been made but
against the column No. 1 (ix) * the proposed project is located in the forest
Jland” has still been mentioned whereas online 0.2 KM has been mentioned.

PT.o-



o, P

A

EThe CA area ls strll over a{;l. - Wit

h the area of CA proposed by DFO

>

Kmnaur in the instai: proposa:. ‘Though different areas for CA has been
;5 proposed hence KML llle is also rcqu1red to be marked accordmgly

In reply of pomt No 6, rev1sed brll of NPV stated to have been prepared but
densrty of vegetation as mentloned in online part-11 is still incorrect as 43
: itrees ; are mvolved in the allgnment 0 density is not correct. Further, NPV
ibill as placed at page No. 23 is not correct as rates of very dense forest has
been apphed ] - ‘ !

| lt has been notrced tlmt r“ost cit reenanings as placed in proposal folders’ B
‘the area of 20 7963 ha. has, beeq m cntxoned whereas, 20.8 ha. area has been | ‘:": i
mentloned in onlme Part- -1 for WL DlVlSlOﬂ Sarahan due to which, actual area s

can not be ascertamed hence exact area may ‘be shown m online Part-1 &II
and all concerned documents as placed in proposal folders be prepared
accordmgly As per the area ‘mentioried in documents as placed at page No. 22
total area for diversion is 25.5963 has beén mentioned. Hence, Vproposed are is
required to be reviewed. | ik

The documents’ as placed at pafc No. 85 to 95 are photocopy, attested/
authentlcated COpleS may be pizccd rstead

) T :
The area of CA has been shown 41.6 in d|g1tal Map whereas CA has been
proposed over 42.0 ha. area. Further the digital map of the CA is not
matachmg wrth the shape of KML ﬁle

~In reply to pint No. 7 needful stated to have been done whereas ‘No” has still

mentloned in the column No. 8 (11) of online Part-II.
The cost ! estlmate for plantatlon portion for reclalmmg the dumpmg area is
still not been placed in proposal folders ‘ ‘

YOu are,_ther_efore, requested 1o ke proper scrutiny of the proposal

folders and submit the requisite documents either in original or authenticated copies in it.
However, the proposal folders.as received with the memo are returned herewith for doing

the needful.

Enéls. As above. il

Endst. No.Ft. 48-4082/2020 FCA),

Ly

O/o Pr.CCF, H.P, Shimla;1.
Dated Shlmlal thi.’ f} J
/’1 7072

Copy is forwarded to Executive Englmc ki l o 5 r(archham, Distt. Kmnaur for
information and necessary action. j

‘Nodal OfﬁceMl/CF (FCA

O/o Pr.CCF, H.P, Shimla-1 (»‘



