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SITE INSPECTION REPORT- NOT BELOW THE RANK OF DC

(for the forest land to be diverted under FCA)

A proposal has been received by this office from E.E. P.W.D Kirtinagar (for diversion lfn‘di} IL:d
1980) UI; 1.1375 ha. Of forest l;_m;i for non-forestry purpose. The project CNVISALES thiusc L.)f t‘mf.bt ‘?lm
lor construction of Sl NERNRINE E?\l AT YIarel MeN ARl &f A4 fAHIOT The site inspectic
Ol the land involved in the proposal has been done by me on dated QS—K--QL/EOW,

4 ' g NEl A AY (Y T </] 4![[[]_
On inspection of the site, it is found that the land required by the user agency is a R;;FFH
- . . " | 1Y bl WA Al A r—— " 1 o D :l-
Classed/Other Forest measuring:- 0.9275 Ha. Civil + 0.2100 Ha. Reserve Forest = Total 1.1

= . .. s aoaeey I Cal 2 part-1 ie unavoi > and 18
l'he requirement of forest land as proposed by the user agency m Col.2 part | 1s unavoidable a
base minimum required for the project. : - Yes

Whether any rare /endangered /unique species of flora and fauna found in the area. If. so the details
there of: - No

Whether any protected archeological /heritage site/defence establishment or any other important

monument is located in the area, if, so the details thereof with NOC from--:competent authoritv. it
required.- No

a) The user agency nas not violated the provisions of forest (Conservation). Act 1980 and no work has
been started without proper sanction. :- Yes

b) It has been found that the user agency has violated (Conserv

details report as per para 1.9 of chapter 1, P
attached. :-No

ation), Act, and 1980 provisions. A

ara C of Hand book of forest (Conservation) Act. 1980

Specific recommendation for acceptance or otherw

Kecomm e/n:dae/

1se of the proposal.
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