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! The justification for locating the project in forest land is not uploaded in Part | Uploaded in additional
files S.N-06

2 The NPV calculation done for taking Eco class | while in Part 1l the Eco class is
mentioned as V. The State Govt may review the Eco class and provide correct detail Related to DFO
in Part 11

3 The number of trees proposed to be felled including trees of dia 0-10 cm is 314, it
means |05 trees per hectare that does not account for 0.5 density. The State Govt | Related to DFO
may review and correct the density accordingl

i The CA stipulation against total forest land diverted in the 'district is not
commensurate. The State Govt may do the necessary correction and provide Related to DFO
clarification for poor CA in the district

5 The trees proposed to be felled as per details provided in hard copy of the proposal
is 171 while in online Part Il entry made of only 169 trees need necessary Related to DFO
correction

6 The information pertaining to wildlife in online Part II is not correctly give Related to DFO

The information regarding working plan prescription of the area proposed for
2 g g plan p p p

diversion is not correctly filled Related to DFO
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