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I | In reply of this office EDS dated 02-02-
2016 point 10, the digital map of area
proposed for CA uploaded does not serve
the purpose. The state Govt may
provide/upload GIS software generated
revised map in designated place in online
part |

EDS Dated 02-02-2016, Point No-10 ‘
& uaer GIS Software & g1 CA & fou |
Digital map IT d& 9 s7aeR e
upload &% fRar w 21 Point No-9 &
angl Geo-Reference map IT w& 9
a-areR upload FR & rar 2

2 | In reply of this office EDS dated 02-02-
2016 point 13, the total number of trees
proposed to be felled are mentioned as
266 while in the reply of state Govt is 296.
The discrepancy is still not corrected on
online part |l.

EDS Dated 02-02-2016, Point No-13
® AE gAY W drer gEl @) Eer
269 2| (WA ") s ¥ 0@ 10 @0
ST @ 27 987 BISH UX 242 &l BT UG
far s emawms 21 Part-11 3 DFO
HITAT GRT JATRITT AT ST |

3 In reply of this office EDS dated 02-02-
2016 point 14, and 16, the state govt
provided the information /clarification is
not correct. The state govt may review the
density of the area proposed for diversion
in view of the tree proposed to be felled
and the correct information regarding CA
stipulation in the district may provide

_ again in online part Il

EDS Dated 02-02-2016, Point No-14
& 16 & wrier gai @t Density 0.6 & o1 .
& wus g5 2| NPV =iy Density @ °
AR & ToEr 6w R (v U e
2) Point No-16 @ wm& District
Profile, DFO @srafery gnr 3veirs faar
R |
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District Profile of Uttarakashi District As On June 2017
Name of . . < i i |Total CA Done
District Geographical Area of |Forest Area of |Total Forest Area of CA Including penal Progress of CA (in (in h
i District District Diverted since 1980 |No. Of CA Stipulated (in ha) fha) o
>,.E=,=<an In Non- In Non-
: : . Cases In Forest In Forest
(in ha) (in ha) (in ha) Land Forest Yind Forest
Land Land i
1 Uttarakashi 801600 695783.3500 1525.79 515 2290.95 21317 1756.78 | 213.17 1967.954
(*) Total are= 04.833 ha in 307 cases less then 1 ha diversion. Exepmption of CA for 33.932 ha in 7 cases.
CA Stipulated in DFL is equivalent to land transferred 77.819 ha .
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Land ”aM” ”H_m | 5
. Penal CA |Penal CA equival
Div . ’
TAD Exepmpt iverted  |in . in NFL in DFL extt in Total CA Done
Less<1 equjvalent DFL
Land
1525.7946 33.9320 94.83 213.17 0.0000 1.354 1969.954
[st 1+(2+3+4+7) 1106.0406
1ind Ist *2 2212.0811
11lrd {Ind + 4+5+6+47 2504
Total CA Stipulated (in ha) 2504
Total CA Progress in % 99.9831
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