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Mark the benefited village in the KML file GTTHT H fRyt.OYHOYIO 

National park certificate attached in part I is not signed by 7 HTt qfeapri ETIET 
the competent authority i.e DFO. 

As clear from the aerial distance certificate (given by the IT iosOAOSOo fefooe sucs 
Cell) the concerned proposal is within 10 km. distance from coY T TYT E| 
the protected area. Kindly upload the annexure 26 with 

comments and signed by CWLW. 
In CA scheme area is shown as 2.975*2=7.750, kindly claify 4 

RT 2.975 ifb B TAT 2T GT 3.875 

In tree list and other documents, other area (0.9 ha) is T T77 À 0.9 t 3714KTISE 
mentioned as nap land but in the legal status the 0.9 ha. Land | qfa eta a.T 

is mentioned as unclassed kindly clarify._ 
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