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It is seen that 0.28 ha area selected for muck 3T T Bg ga 1.72 do t i ATGPT EI| 
disposal in foresr area. State Government is dg af7a4 T IuT V 
requested to avoid forest area for muck disposal 1.440 do t TeT T 0.28 8o ET aTTA 
and select some non forest land for this purpose 

On persusal of KML file of the proposed area. It a HT ~act i Br ufT, ATV uu 
has been noticed that village Dewal is already 
connected with the road. State Government is HT: 1434, 249, 123, 27 81 I Te T 
requested to submit the details of remaining 3rf TYT Exsiting er Hf d 7 UTHt 
habitation, theirpopulation and path distance fromt 4.00 fo, 4.00 fto, 6.00 fato, 7.| 
the nearest existing road 00 feto7 10.00 f4to I 
Details of 631 trees to be enumerated found HTt Ei TUT 6.00 T &, ga qTHA 
uploaded at para 4 in part II and in tree emueration| AFETT HER Ti h} aET 9.00 to T 

list. However it has been mentioned in theI 3tTyuj faaru GREfGyTA zeqT 9.00 

3 

justification that tree counting done in 9m width. to sfr t TaT eT fa fra TT 
State Government is requested to submit the tree 

enumeration list in 5.2 mtr width and at curve 6.1 

mts. Width as the area is very dense and 

population is less in the area. 
Details of alternate not found uploaded at para DabTCY5 ¥RE D gTH fAaNU 347s 7 

ii) (a). may submit at least three alternate in this faT Ta diI 

regard to minimize the number of trees. 

State Government is requested to upload submit | qIOYIOFiTO fAtTT y7 us Y 

the village level committee meeting proceedings 

of each village separately 
Letter number and date is not found mentioned in | oo3TRoYo 4 YT5 HN i5 HfoT 2VI 34Ts 

4 

5 

FRA certificate of district Magistrate State Y AT TTI 

Government may do the needful in this regard 

Date of meeting of District Level Committee is TTÀ TYT qA aTer ER 3 

mentioned as 21-08-2018 and 26-12-2017 im rwo HTOT 26.12.2017 HGT fYT T4T eT 

different document. State Government may clary I IOT TNI ¥H YHTUT qa q 

this. 
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GTA TYU T: Ai 21.08.20218 ToT 

AS per LDSS analysis of CA area proposed in civil | ya 3ucts r fe T EI 
8 

soyam land 6 ha. Area found in VDF and 2 ha. n MDF State Government may submit the list of trees standing in the CA area and submit the site inspection report of the concerned DF0. State Government is requested to check the rate | 8fy q4TRTYUT f i Ta 

mentioned in the CA scheme which does not 37iTs Y GI I b' appear to correct 
10 Documents uploaded at L (iv) g & h are not 7 9 * IGaI ia C' 

correct. State Government may upload the correct documents at L( iv) g & h in part-I 11 A SCheme uploaded online in part II not properly HT qHTfe7TNT FR T GII 6 
scanned State Government may upload a clear 

Copy of the CA scheme. 
Aerial distance of the proposed area from the CWLW certificate 37YATS HY TYI I 6| 

nearest wildlife sanctuary is mentioned as 470 mtr.. State Government may submit the comments 
of CWLW in thes regard. 
In view of the above point no. xii details filled at wHTA qAfecorNi TR H fT GAT 8| 

para 8 seems not correct. State Government may 
direct the DFO to verify and fill the correct details 

at para 8 in Part II 

12 

13 

Density is mentioned as 0.3 for 631 trees in 4.915 HTty zmfrert vY T-T T 14 

ha. Area which does not appear to be correct and 

may be corrected 
15 Tree enumeration list uploaded online in part II is yHT aerenrt vTr fr T T 

not properly scanned. . State Government may 
uploaded the clear and complete copy of the tree 

enumeration list online. 
Details of trees mentioned at para 4 in Part II are | HT qAePTt TR fT GT-T 
not matching with details mentioned in the tree 
enumeration list 
documents. State Government may provide 
claricication in this regard and remove this 

16 

uploaded in additional 

discrepancy 
Administrative approval and CA site suitbility is RTH7 V faiy qfd Fe 
not found uploaded. Which may be uploaded. 

17 

Following short coming are noticed in the muck 

disposal plan. State Government is required to 
18 

make the necessary correction accordingly. 
(a) State Government is required to mark the muck H `TT HIE OYAOgHO qR si 3Y 

disposal site in KML File TI 
(b)State Government may clarify whether 0,28 ha. | 0.28 To HfeT $ 3fafat 144 o IHf 

Area selected for muck disposal is enough for the T H foutua fT UAT HRIT 

purpose 
(c) Swell factor is not found calculated in the muck | TE fa T 

disposal plan 
(d) It is seen that 6 sites of non- forest area mentioned 3TTI ARTVT 7Y fZT TAT 

in muck disposal plan are not included in 

component wise breakup at para B 2.4 in part I 

which may be done 
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(e) Total debris is mentioned as 1,26,000 cum out ofT F5 GH HE Y 39T3 DY TGYI T 5|| 
which 83.792 cum mentioned to be consumed but balance calculated is 26.460 cum which is incorrect and seems not verified by DFO also. However muck disposal plan of only 34.425 cum 
is submitted 
Government may submit clarification and submit the correct muck disposal plan 

()| State Government is also requested to submit the | 349TG IG a 

reclamation plan 

instead of 39.208 cum. State 

AHfUT aHofMofao 

TAT /13 Tito 
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