P AR Srf¥=ar
T v N fmfor v
ARoT

UTTARAKHAND

Phone N0/ Fax No: 01363.278533

TS )48 8 / 1LH

Jar #,
AR 99 HARETPH VT Aled BN
TRV SRR BRI Bl
ICRIEUS QBN |

fovg —

fRTAROT B T H |
<4 —FP/UK/ROAD/ 17042/2015, EDS dated 19 Dec 2017

Mail: eecdgairsain@rediffmail.com

feqid  20/12 /2017

URATAT WoRET | AT e —=r dex art % ormd T2 aufedi &

S favges T=ffa o3 & srgurer # e gIRT e TR Safnl b1 RRIART a7

Ufg far o <87 2

3mafy

fewqof

The area mentioned in component wise break up in online Part I is not correct.
The State Govt may provide correct detail in component wise break up in Part

Corrected and
uploaded in (B)-2

L.break up (iv)

The details provided in village wise break up shows that the road passing through

the forest land of four villages while the village level committee (VLCO)

proceeding is provided only for one village. The State Govt may provide VLC Uploaded in (K) (a)

proceeding for other village also and upload the same in online
part | at designated place.

The State Govt has provided/uploaded the scanned copy of GIS software
generated geo referenced digital map which is not clear and only few coordinates
are shown on the map. The State Govt may provide/upload the correct map
showing geo coordinates at 200 to 300 m interval along the alignment including
all turning points on exact to the scale and ensure the uploading of correct
revised map in online Part 1.

Uploaded in (C)- b
(ii1) and (iv)

The State Govt may provide/upload GIS software generated geo referenced
digital map of the area proposed for CA providing geo coordinates at all corner
points in shape (polygon/closed area) file. The Google earth map will not
accepted for the purpose.

Uploaded in (L) (v)
and (iv)

The KML file for the area proposed for CA is not uploaded in polygon (shape)
file and only two points are shown. The State Govt may upload the revised and
correct KML file for two patches. The State Govt may also ensure through
Decision Support System (DSS) analysis that no moderately or very dense forest
involved in the area proposed for CA before selecting the site for CA against the
project.

Uploaded in (L) iv
(c)

The justification for locating the project in forest land is not uploaded in Part I

Uploaded in
additional files

S.N.-05
The details furnished in online Part I regarding employment generation is seems Uploaded in
to be incorrect. The State Govt may provide correct details. additional files

S.N.-03
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The NPV calculation done for taking Eco class I while in Part II the Eco class is
mentioned as V. The State Govt may review the Eco class and provide correct
detail in Part I1

Related to DFO

The number of trees proposed to be felled including trees of dia 0-10 cm is 314, it
means 105 trees per hectare that does not account for 0.5 density. The State Govt
may review and correct the density accordingly.

Related to DFO

10

The CA stipulation against total forest land diverted in the district is not
commensurate. The State Govt may do the necessary correction and provide
clarification for poor CA in the district.

Related to DFO

11

The trees proposed to be felled as per details provided in hard copy of the
proposal is 171 while in online Part II entry made of only 169 trees need
necessary correction.

Related to DFO

12

The information pertaining to wildlife in online Part II is not correctly given.

Related to DFO

13

The information regarding working plan prescription of the area proposed for
diversion is not correctly filled.

Related to DFO
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