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I The reply of this office offline EDS dated 05-07-2016 copy attached has not been.
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2. The component wise brakup has not been given in para B-2.4 of online part I, here the
breakup of land required for construction of road and the land required for muck
dumping and any other component of the road is required to be given which has not be
done.

3. Invillage wise breakup, the forest land has been shown against 3 villages namely
jahopara, Kasnaula and basti but the name of one village i.e Jahopara only has been
mentioned in para -2 of the proceedings of village level committee meeting under FRA.

4. GIS software generated geo referenced digital map of the propsaed CA area has not
been found uploaded at L (v) of online part I instead the maphas been uploaded as
additional documents at SR.No-1

5. The reply of points no 10 EDS regarding presence of MDF over 3.00ha area identified
for CA has not found satisfactory Nodal office has not given any comment on the issue



Moreover nothing have been mentioned about no of trees and the density of vegetation
in the area identified for CA in the certificated issued by DFO.

The state wise legal status of land including dimension identified for disposal of muck
has not been given in the muck disposal plan further, nothing has been mentioned
about the query made in point 0 12 of EDS 12-06-2016.

The original copy of the FRA certificate and geo referenced dgitial map for the forest
land proposed for diversion and the land proposed for CA habe not been submitted

The no of trees is mentioned as 324 in the online part IT but the no of trees is mentioned
as 358 in the enumeration lit provided in the hard copy of the proposal. Revised
enumeration list showing species wise ad dia/girth class wise no of trees is required to
be submitted.



