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No.Ft.48-5632/2022 (FCA)
H.P. Forest Department.

Dated Shimla-1, the

omn 2. LG 2078 |
From: Pr. Chief Conservator o orééts(HoFF) - To: CCF Shimla.
Himachal Pradesh

Subject: Diversion of 11.7936 ha of forest land in favour of NHAI for four laining
of proposed Shimla bypass from Kaithlighat to Shakral Section (Package-
I) of NH-22 (Chainge from Kms 128.835 to Kms 146.300), within the
jurisdiction of Shimla Forest Division, Distt. Shimla, H.P. (online no.
FP/HP/Road/151117/2022).

Memo,
Please refer to your office memorandum No. C-28-b-1600/FCA Shimla/ 3451
dated 23-7-2022 on the subject cited above.

The following shortcomings are still noticed which may be attended in all

respect:-

1. The cost of project as mentioned in column No. 1(iii) of hard copy is 1721.52
crore whereas amount of 175940 lacs has been mentioned in online Part-1.

2 As the area of forest is involved 11.7936 ha. in this proposal but against the
column of cost benefit analysis not applicable has been mentioned whereas,
cost benefit analysis is required to be given in proposal where forest land is
more than 5 ha.

3. Against the column No. 1 (vi) detail of the employment is required to be give
as per the detail mentioned in online Part-I,

4. As per the Column No. 2 purpose wise breakup of land to be diverted has not
been mentioned instead of this detail of forest and non forest land has been
mentioned.

2 As per the check list 7 the statement showing the details of forest area involved
has been placed in proposal folders but item wise breakup of the land has not
been found mentioned in the statement. Further the same has not been signed
by user agency.

0. The documents as placed in proposal folders at page No. 119-169 are
photocopies, authenticated/ original documents be placed instead.

& The density of vegetation has mentioned is 0.2725 whereas, 0.2625 has been
mentioned in online Part-I.

8. In case scientific name of species does not appear in the drop down online

portal , the same are to be mentioned in the column of local names in brackets.
Further a separate list of trees coming in the dumping sites may be placed in
proposal folders.
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9. Nothiﬁg has been mentioned against the column No. 6 of online Part-I the brief
not on vulnerability of the forest area to erosion is required to be mentioned.

10. Against the column No. 13 (.I) (1) patch No has not been mentioned and area of
CA patch is not mentioned correct. Further, same kml file has been uploaded
for patch No. 1 and 3.

11. The certificate of population to be benefited is not found placed in the proposal
folders.
12 The cost estimate for reciamation plan of engineering structures and plantation

portion has not been placed in proposal folder.

13. The observation regarding dumping site as mentioned in site inspection and
detail of muck given by user agency at page No. 199 are contradictory, and it
is not understood why site is spread over an area of 2.41 79 and trees involve in
it, necessary clarification / detail report may be given in this regard. Further, if
such site may impact the water ecology of the area then the dumping site may
be changed another suitable place.

14. All uploaded and related documents in original/ authenticated copies
(complete folder) are required to be uploaded in one PDF file against
additional information detail of online Part-I.

You are, therefore, requested to make proper scrutiny of the proposal folders in
all respect and submit the same after placing all 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,

Nodal Officer-cum-XPCCF (FCA
O/o Pr.CCF, H.P, Shimla-1.
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Encls. As above.

Endst. No.Ft.48-5632/2022 (FCA), Dated Shimla-1, the
Copy is forwarded to Project Director, NHAIL House No. 1 Rishikesh Sadan, Shanti kutia,
Chakker, Simla, HP. for information and necessary action.
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Nodal Officer-cum*APCCF (FCA
O/o Pr.CCF, H.P, Shimla-1,



