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1 | In reply of this office EDS dated 5-2-2016 | uRde=T # WT—1 A @ fd=g 3, # Short
point 1 and 2 are.still not complied by the | narrative Td IRITSHT # 91T—1 A @ f&=g 10, #
State Govt. The necessary correction to be | U¥dld Eal el 3rafy Pt WX fear &y 2
made in online Part |

2 [In reply of this office EDS dated 5-2-2016 | RIS # Y —1 K & =g 2, §# FRA District
point 6 regarding uploading the district level | level @ |4 3IIFEIRAT & sweR &1 ¥ T &
committee (DLC) proceeding in the
designated place in Part | is not complied.

The State Govt may upioad the complete
FRA at the designated column in Part |
including DLC proceeding.

3 | As there are six numbers of villages are | GRS H 9RT—1 K fog 2, § FRA @ W
shown in village wise break up through | {®T dq Hﬁi Ued dcl 6 UTH YT & IR
which the proposed alignment is passing Jo6 B B IS UMAIREl gRT YEOT uF
therefore  village  level  committee uers @) f&ar W B
proceeding for remaining five villages is also '
required to be submit with the FRA
certificate.

4 | The State Govt may review the Eco Class, | & fd=g WX UH0Ul0d0 HHI G-l 10 UHO
density and NPV rate provided in Part Il and | 3fT0 RifdeT Td O\ dISI TR W W_T O € |
furnish correct detail/calculation in view of
the species and number of trees proposed
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to be felied in the proposal
5 | The reply furnished against the point 12 of f’glﬁ UR AT S0 THo 30 fifdel g
this office EDS dated 05-02-2016 is not | ATGH UISl TR I W=T O+ & |

correct. All points of site inspection report
(SIR) of DFO is not answered and the date of
site inspection is still different from the date
filled in online Part I1.

6 | As per Decision Support System (DSS) | Sarl T%ng X ﬁTf%I'q‘\?Eﬁ qain'\ﬁvw A %Tj 8.87 B0
analysis, out the total area of 8.87 ha |97 YA & WM B, Hﬁqm?"cﬁ qmw ‘\’@H

proposed for CA, 2 ha is on moderately :
dense forest. State Govt may replace this 2 Remark @ 53 H0 W GTC!FﬁE' Eﬁ? l%TIT TF’IIT %l
ha area with some other area suitable for CA
and provide/upload revised digital map, Sol

topohseet map and KML file of the complete
8.87 ha CA area again after making the
above change
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