 Distt Shimia, HE .

the }'uristﬁctinn of Rampur Forest Divisio |

1. The proposal folder folder has not been prepared properly. The check list with
proper index has not been placed in the proposal folder. Part-1V and V are also
required to be placed in the proposal folder, as in renewal cases also the
recommendations in Part-1V and V are required.

2. Against column 8(iil), ‘No’, has been mentioned. As per latest instructions of Gol,
the distance of the proposed projects from the WL sanctuary/ Eco-sensitive zones is
required to be uploaded as an additional document against additional information
details in online part-11 and if falling within the 10 Kms of protected areas, the
comments of Chief wild life warden of the State are required 1o be obtained for
uploading against additional information details.

Against column No.14. the district profile has not been mentioned.

Against column No.16 of online part-11, instead of uploading the recommendations

of DFO in the shape of hard copy of part-1l, a blank paper has been uploaded. Now

it can not be uploaded, as per web portal, if recommendations uploaded once it can
not be uploaded again.

5. At the time of submission of online part-l, the user agency had uploaded an
undertaking that the FRA will be submitted. Still FRA certificate has not been found
uploaded in online part-1 and also the hard copy of the FRA certificate has not been
found placed in the proposal folder.
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Divisional Eerest (;?ﬁé;r (FCA),

ofo CCE (EQA), HP Shimla

a

Endst. No. 5—? é’O Dated Rampur, the 2 L{V/‘i .d{ g

Copy is forwarded to DFO Ram i i

. Cor pur for information and fi

1r:Ie;:(ei:;%al(r))};factlon. He is directed to go thr.ough the above online observations r:irsled kl)l;t}tl;;
icer —cum- APCCF (FCA) Shimla and ensure to attend the observations under

intimation to this office.
Chief m\

Rampur Bushahr, H.P. 7L
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