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4| Rand odpy of Part] bag not been subited
Jdeng with the propassl, Further, Pad.il ¢ i gm
;,_;;;;%wz;; sed online snd baed sopy fumished ;ng %s ? - % gﬁ%ﬁg A
wong with the proposel varles substandally | " 7
B el content, CA detalls have been | BV LI
privide anling while Pall subrslitisd along | Asnszure- 4 11
with the propesa]l msstioned that thew
- requimment will be neorpasited ot the tne
cof mining  plan and  proeesming  af
rmramugsion  lne  whigh  folies et
undgrlying  dosunsas  bave  not haen
sraiinized by the DUFs sonsermed.
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[Dates o which
uederlaken by the DCFs concerned has nol

reporis. Moreover, instead  of  upivading
mspection report  online,  the DUy

L concemned have uploaded a scanned copy of

Part-II of Form-A. Further, site inspections
reports of the DCF/CF pertaining to the area
identified  for CA

submitted by the State Government.

ralsing may also be

mspection of the srea was

sadicated in thelr respective nspection
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Annexure- 111

3 | Certificates regarding location of area g9 qusafearN uSan SISEIIEIR
proposed for diversion beyond the eco- PN PR %—gr UETdd &9 F AT
sensitive zone of PAs have not been | . N SR

. B AT ey @ Tee F verer e
submitted by the DCFs concerned. P fTﬂ e A Qq\_\
]Cez‘tiﬁcates from the DCF, West|'™ ¢ guF—3 W AR feam ar 21 ¥ 5'73
. Bhanupratappur,  certifying  information | Tl 2 T MrT—2 ¥ andees SR A
furnished in respect of Part-11 have not been TS g9 G @7 Rarmr udeTT %—‘j o
submified. ST SITereT o e T 2 Ud UTE—I1
AT e U BT T B
Annexure- [11 {22

4 | Exact distance of the proposed alignment O g5 Faad PEIER]
i from. the boundaty of forest land has not Haeeer &9 2 & e Ay § BT
| been proposed by the User Agency. . g]\:f . '
| ° arell BISIEAT BT A ¥ vaHe o & H
| g iyt fhar war €1 ge @

WW’ 17 9 27 dd F I W 99 8=
DT i @l TS B
5 | Examination of the Kml/shape files on DSS, Jptoad EC[WT:(UT %’g Ty @ ﬂi&—[

Lit 1s revealed that out of four patches

wdentitied for CA, 3
category of moderately dense forest having

patches falls in the

density above 40% and may not be suitable
for raising CA. The State Government is
therefore required to identify alternate sites
for raising CA.
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Annexure- 1V
7 _, \ ! abstract details of CA arcu (whether - HH--2 *T qm%ﬂ’; CY%MU‘T —'_") _f;%l_
deeracled Torest or non-forest fand) have J “ifere e T TaT B Toltuw q&,ﬂ_{.\ng
been provided by the DFO in Part-1i Tt 1s ; N
noticed imf'afizﬁly that inadequate ﬁ@ ERNIERI R ]%mj a q{ﬁ Ble98 519
information is submitted by the concerned @ STl HE @ (L@ g foramr e bq’]%
- DCFEs in Part-[l. Instead ol referring the H e WY J@J\j\dﬁl &g g 2
cannexuie in o the  proposal, the DCFs, | w7 Ut frar 747 2| Browle o 2
concerned may be directed to Oll at least | 4 o0 0 v
abstract of information in the Part-II and
detailed information may be referred in the
| Annexure  submitted  along  with  the
proposal. The State Government may take
zetion as appropriate to ensure compliance
in this regard.
_;— As per the certificate of Brstrict Collector, AT h ERIF gl KBNQ(% uﬂrtcblﬁn
Kanker towards the settlement of rights &) uly ¥or= &
1ssued  for individual wvillage indicating Anpexure. Vi
itlage wise forest and revenue forest area
total foz-est area involved in the proposal is
40 874 ha, comprising of 38.34 ha. PF/RF
arca and 2.334 ha. of revenue forest area.
i The discrepancy in the area proposed for
diversion and reported by the District
Collector may be re-visited by the State
Government exact legal status of the land
pronossd for diversion may be ascertained.
Further, a  detail of action taken on
settiement of righfs in respect of 10 rights
holders, as reported by the District Collector
may -also be submitted by the State
Government.
g8 | Copies of record of consultations meeting e el alNT TN B 11?2(
of the Sub-Divisional Level Committee, as ST Tor T B
; required under the provision of clause (a) of Annexure. VII
Form-1 annexed to MoEF&CC's advisory
dated 3.07.2013 has not been submitted
along with the compliance of Scheduled
| Tribes  and  Other Traditional Forest
%Dwelleys (Recognition of Forest Rights)
- Act, 20006.
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attribiles exmnined for various alternatives & T,|q'-1,' ~~1;'g14“3, =8
iz fopest arcn, number of trees, fengthl |\ ppesure Vi
Cieasthility ete. and comments of DCF's
C b eonerned thereot, it appears that alignment
i has beeh finalized  based  on single
| parameter Le. fenoth in forest arca. A report
on the same may be submitted by the State
Government .
10 | As per Cost benefit analysis, the CB ratio Cost Benifit Analysis EIRRSIGEAN
has been worked out to be 1:2.39 lakhs, | Fgve =4 |

which 15 exorbitantly high. Parameters 1o )
. SoE : Annexure- Viil
| evaiuate cost of the project have not been

| taken into consideration appropreately. CB
anaiysis needs to be re-worked by applying
appropriate  technoeconomic  focls to
suitably  assess  the  parameters  for
assessment of losses and benefits of the

! project
{ 11 | Details of employment potential in terms of Aded G 2797 T GG
man days of skilled, semiskilled and a5l Her= &

! unskilled persons on permanent (direct and

o ) oo Annexure- V]
indirect) and temporary (direct and indirect)

basis. Also employment potential of the
projlect. during post construction phase, has
alsc not been provided.
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