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Short narrative of the project does not give adequate information about
the project/scheme [Online para-A-1 (iii)].

Adequate information in Short narrative of the
project is filled as per A 1(iii) of form A

The period for which forest land is proposed to be diverted is
mentioned as NIL [Online para A-1(x)].

Total period of the proposed land to be diverted is
filled as per A1(x) in form A

Authorization letter for making online application is not attached in
para-A-3(xviii).

Authority letter is uploaded in A3 (xvii) of form A

Component wise breakup of total land required for the project is not
given (online para B-2.4).

Component wise breakup of total land required for
the project already uploaded in B-2.4 in form A

Soft copy of the map showing the land proposed for construction of

' road is submitted in Google Earth Map (Kml file) is not opening.

However, the soft copy of the map is not required to be submitted in
Google earth map (Kml file). Therefore, State Govt. may submit the
soft copy of the geo-referenced map in shape file. (.shp file) showing
gec-coordinates at an interval of 200 m to 300 m including all turning
points along the alignment of road.

Soft copy of the geo referenced map with Shape
File (.shp file) submitted in CD showing geo-
coordinates at an interval of 200 m to 300 m

" including all turning points along the alignment

and geo-coordinates all turning points along the
alignment also shown in map .

The copy of Survey of India toposheet indicating boundary of forest
land proposed to be diverted is not clear.

The copy of Survey of India toposheet indicating
boundary of forest land proposed is clear now

Geo-coordinate are not shown in attached scanned copy of geo-
referenced map prepared by using GPS. State Govt. may re-submit

| the geo-referenced map showing geo coordinate at an interval of 200

m to 300 m including all turning points along the aligment of road.

and uploaded again in L(vi) in form A

The geo-referenced map showing geo-coordinates
at an interval of 200 m to 300 m including all
turning points along the alignment is uploaded
again in L(vi) in form A

Justification for locating the project in the forest land is not satisfactory
(Online para-D)

Justification for locating the project in the forest
land is uploaded with all informationin D(i) in
form A ;

in para-G of online part-1] Annexure- VI (b) of cost Benefit analysis is
not filled up and Annexure - VI (c) is not properly filled up. Further, it is
required to be ensured that the monetory figures given in the Cost

| Benefit Ratio calculation sheet tally with the monetory figures given in

Annexure = VI (b) & VI (c).

Benefit Analysis with all annexure VI (b) and Vl(c)
is uploaded in G(i)(a) in form A and cost benefit
ratio calculation sheet also filled.

10

FRA documents are not attached in para — k of online part I. Further
FRA certificate as per prescribed format is not submitted with the hara
copy of the proposal and the area of forest land is mentioned as
8 5505 hactare instead of 5.868 hactare in the proceedings of DLC
meeting, Gram shabha Meeting and SLC meeting. Morever,
oroceedings SLC meeting is not signed by the SDM.

FRA certificate with all annexure in prescribed
format is uploaded in K(i)(a) in form A.

The area of forest land is corrected and countersigned
in the proceedings of DLC meeting, Gram shabha
Meeting and SLC meeting and proceedings SLC
meeting is signed by the SDM .

Contd. Pg. 2..




5 F

11 | Although, the soft copy of the geo-referenced map for the proposal CA area | Soft copy of the geo-referenced map of the

submitted in Google earth map in KML file but the Google earth map will does | areas proposed for CA in shape file (.shp

' not serve the useful purpose. State govt. may re-submit the soft copy of the | file) showing geo-referenced of all the coner
geo-referenced map of the areas proposed for CA in shape file (.shp fle) | points along the periphe the polvaon

showing geo-referenced of all the coner points along the periphery of the zubmittedr;ﬁ CDD phERY T o pOIYE

polygon.

12 | In the hard copy of the geo-referenced map submitted for CA area, geo- | The map showing geo-coordinates of all the
coordinates are not shown . Revised map showing geo-coordinates of all | corner points along the periphery of the

corner points along the periphery of the polygon may be submitted. polygon is uploaded in L(vi) in form A

13 | Additional documents attached in online part-l is not opening.

14 | In online part - |1, the number of trees is mentioned as 62 but the number of | Is to be corrected by your side (DFO).
| trees is shown as 147 in hard copy.

15 | In para-7 of the online part-Il, approximate distance of the proposed site of | Is to be corrected by your side (DFO).
diversion from boundary of the forest is mentioned as NIL. Does not mean that
the area proposed for division is situated at the boundary of the forest.

16 | The CA scheme and the suitability certificate attached in para-13 of online s to be corrected by your side (DFQ).
part-Il are not opening. Hence, the documents may be attached as additional
documents.

17 It is seen from the data given in part-14 of part-ll that the CA stipulated | Is to be corrected by your side (DFO).
(842649 ha) is not commensurate 1o the forest land diverted (518.99 ha.).
Further the progress of CA is mentioned as 112.44 ha in forest land ana
730.209 ha. In non forest land which does not appear to be correct.

18 | As per details given in the land schedule attached in the hard copy of the | Land schedule for forest land proposed for
proposal. The forest land proposed for diversion comes 0 8.8695 ha but the | diversion is now corrected in hard copy
forest land proposed for diversion is mentioned as 5.868 ha in online part - | | and uploaded in additional documents .
and online part - 1.

L

19 | The photocopy of the Muck Dumping plan submitted in the hard copy of the | The muck disposal plan is submitted in clear
proposal is not clear and the same has not been authenticated/approved by | copy authenticated/approved by the DFO

the DFO. and upload in additional documents .

20 | Keeping in view the numbers of trees per hectare, the forest land proposed for | Is to be corrected by your side (DFO).
diversion appears to be open forest but the NPV rate has been changed for
dense forest category.

21 | Part | & Il provided in the hard copy is in different format compared to online | Copy of part| & part Il signed by the

oroforma for part | & part Il. May provided hard copy of part | & part li signed | concerned officers exactly similar to what
by the concerned officers exactly similar to what has been uploaded online. has been uploaded online in additional

documents now provided .

22 | Signed copies of part-IIl,IV and part V are not attached in the hard copy. Signed copies of part-lll,IV and part \/ are
attached in the hard copy.
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