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The document is uploaded after making suitahlcl

1 | It is Seem that the proposal is for diversion of 3.275 ha. and
rest of muck dumping but in many documents area of forest | correction.
land submited for diversion is mentioned as 2.7ha.

2 | Land Schedule Submitted is not counter signed by DFO Land schedule is uploaded after getting counter signed

by DFO.

3 | Area mentioned in CA Scheme is 5.40ha instead of 6.55ha. The document is uploaded after making suitable

correction.

4 | CA site name and area is not mentioned in CA suitability | The document is uploaded after making suitable
certificate . correction.

5. | As per tree enumeration list 190 trees are of banj out of 223. | A joint visit of the site was done with forest department
State govt. may explore some other alignment to reduce the | on dated 21.01.2020. were is was observed that the
number of trees. It is also not mentioned whether the tree | tree, to be cut is minimum in the above porposed
culcation is done on 7m. to 9m and what is the actual number | alignment of the motor road. Joint Site Visit report is
of trees to be cut futher, the number of tree in 0-10 dia class is | attached.
not submitted. the tree culculation is done in 7m. and the actual of tree

to be cut is 223nos. out of 190nos are banj trees. there
is no any tree in 0-10 dia class. relevant documents are
uploaded after making suitble correction.

6. | Name of CA area mentioned online is kundi but in CA | The document is uploaded after making suitable
scheme and CA site suitability is in mokha malla . correction. ‘

7. | Comments of DFO are incomplete against para 6 in part II. | comment has been made by dfo in para 6. ]
State Govt. may provide comments of DFO agaist 'brief note
on vulnerability of the forest area to erosion.’ i.e. para 6 Part
11. |

8. | State govt. may submit original copy of the revised | The hard copy of above points are submitted in !
documents in view of above points. original. :
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