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1.

NPV rates are not taken as per crop
J dencsity.

It is pertain to the DCF Baran.

2.

' As per part II, rare and endangered
' flora and fauna found in the area but
inot mention in site inspection report.
' Although mitigate measure for the
species have not been taken.

[t is pertain to the DCF Baran.

CA scheme is provided for
3261550.00 but estimate provided for
1742281 (without sign).Kindly
rectified it. 32.19 ha nonforest land
'has been alloted under different road
proposals in different patches. It
would be better to make scheme patch
wise and charge accordingly.

[t is pertain to the DCF Baran.

DCF has not been mention legal
status of proposed forest land and
justification for recommendation.

It is pertain to the DCF Baran.

As per available KML files, the area
falls within two forest blocks
(Bhaisaghat A and Kundakotda A) is
non forest area but in the proposal it
shows forest area. Kindly confirm and
rectified accordingly.

As per revenue map road ch- 0 to 1872
mtr. Continue passing in forest land .
( khasara detail given )




6. | Alternative routes are not taken
properly. Some encroachment is
shown in the forest area which should
be removed and road will have
proposed directly (not saving the
encroachment)

Proper alternate route has been upload.
Road proposed in existing cart track. In
this track minimum tree cutting . so
directly not possible.

A DC—Innp();ed special condition for
construction of 6 feet wall along the
road both side but it is not mention
neither is site inspection report nor in
recommendation. Construction of 6
feet wall along the road is not as per
wildlife management. CCF must

comment accordingly.

6 feet wall is not justified and cost of
project will be so much high. So please
wall cost is remove from it project.

8. | Project cost is 180 lacs but as per
| imposed levies by DCF is more than
i 180 lacs. How the project is feasible?
Project cost should be revised.

The sanction amount of the project is 180
lacs and DCF proposed in 6 feet hight
wall & 3-4 under passed but these are not
necessary in the project, so requested
please minimize the levies cost.

9 | As per available KML files, partial
area of NFL comes under notified

forest area.
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KML File Prepare is per Geo reference of
revenue map and checked by DCF Office
surveyor . available KML files is not

correct.
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