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[. Name of the User Agency is mentioned as PMGSY, Uttarkashi, instead of Rural
Development Department (Gramya Vikas Vibhag) in para-A-2(i) of Part-II. State Govt.
may submit/upload the correct information in para-A-2(i) of Part-II.

Complete muck disposal plan proposed in reserve forest and civil soyam land. State Govt.

may avoid muck disposal in reserve forest area and choose some area in nap land.

3. It appears from KML file that the earth cutting along proposed alignment from
Diwarikhol to Garath village has already been done. Further, it is seen that the road along
alternate alignment from another existing road also appears constructed. Hence, the
proposal doesn’t appear to be justiied. State Govt. may submit the
justification/clarification in this regard.

4. Employment details seems incorrect at para-E in Part-1. State Government may upload
the correct information at para-E in online Part-1.

5. Correction made in SDLC and VLC proceedings needs to be C/s by issuing authority.
State Govt. may submit the SDLC and VLC proceedings with duly C/s by DFO.
6. Document uploaded at para-L(iv) is found incorrect. State Government may upload the
correct information at para-L(iv) in online Part-L

7. Shape of digital map and KML file of CA area are not matching. State Govt. may upload
the correct KML file and digital map and also submit the digital map in original.

8. CA scheme for Rs.18,22,724/- has been uploaded in additional documents in Part-1 but
the CA scheme for Rs. 22,05.490/- found uploaded in additional documents in Part-II.
Further, two CA schemes for Rs.22,05490/- and Rs. 20,04,995/- found uploaded in the

hard copy. State Govt. may clarify the discrepancy and may submit/upload the correct
information.
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9. Area mentioned in the tree enumeration list is incorrect and date of counting of trees is
also not mentioned in the tree enumeration list. State Govt. may clarify the discrepancy
and may submit/upload the correct information.

10. As per tree enumeration list 73 trees falls in 0-10 category but the details of these trees is
not mentioned in para-4 online Part-Il. States Govt. submit/upload the aforesaid
information at para-4 of online Part-1I.

11. Area mentioned in land schedule of reserve forest area is incorrect. State Govt. may
submit the correct land schedule duly C/s by the DFO.

12. Muck disposal plan is not C/s by DFO. State Govt. may submit the correct document.

13. Comments made by DFO at para-6 in Part-Il are incorrect. State Govt. may
submit/upload the correct comments by DFO at para-6 in Part-II.

14. This is to be stated that the DFO has uploaded an estimate for Rs.31,62,000/- which is
mentioned as wild life conservation plan. But this is an estimate and not the wild life
conservation plan. The wild life conservation plan should have been prepared by an
expert taking into account the present scenario in the area, the scenario after the
construction of road, assessment of impact of the road on the wild life of the area and the
mitigative measures to minimize the impact on the wildlife and the cost of mitigative
measures. Therefore, it appears that the so called wild life conservation plan has been
prepared without application of mind. State Govt. may do the needful in this regard.

15. DFO has not given the details of rare/endangered/unique species of flora and fauna found
in the area in para-5.4 of the SIR. Further, no comments have been given against para-5.5
of SIR and the recommendation given is lacking in clarity. State Govt. may do the
needful in this regard.

16. Aerial distance certificate is not found submitted in hard copy. State Govt. may submit he
Aerial distance certificate in original copy.

17. DFO has raised 6 issues in his site inspection report uploaded at para 15 of Part-II. But

DFO should have taken measures to address the issues raised at his level and then
forwarded the proposal to the higher authorities in a complete manner. Further, none of
the higher authorities of the forest department/State Govt. have given comments on these
issues. State Govt. may do the needful in this regard.

18. State Government may remove the above shortcomings and submit the hard copy of the
above mentioned points.
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