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Short narrative of the project does not give adequate
information in Part I.

ITah Q9T gIRT 3elie fhar 4T © |

Total Period for which forest land to be diverted is not
mentioned in Part [.
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The authority letter is not uploaded in favour of applicant in
Part .
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GPS coordinate marked digitally on GIS softwar generated
georeferenced map for the area proposed for diversion in
200-300m distance and each turn of the proposed road and
be uploaded in the designated place in Part I.
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GPS coordinate marked digitally on Geo-referenced map
for every corner of land proposed for CA is not provided. It
should be uploaded in the designated place in Part I.

AT [T ERT JTelrs T AT 2 |

CA stipulation is not comensurate with the total forest land
diverted in the district in Part I need justification and
correction.
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The 61 trees per hectare do not account for 0.5 density and
the NPV calculation is also done for every dense forest
which needs review. The State Govt. may review the
density and NPV and furnish revised density and NPV
calculation.
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Working plan prescription provided is not clear in Part II.
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The area proposed for diversion is prone to soil erosion and
land slide but not mtitgative measures to be taken during
construction of road is provided in the proposal.
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The Comments of DFO on impacts of construction of road
on rare/endangered wildlife species in the area and
mitigative measures to be taken may be furnished.
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11.

Part I, I1, I1I, IV and V which is provided in online web
portal for the proposal is not enclosed with the hard copy.
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correction.
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forest which needs review . The State Govt may review
the density and NPV and furnish revised density and NPV
calculation
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and land slide but not mitigative measures to be taken e ar 2 |
during construction of road is provided in the proposal.
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of road on rare/endangered wildlife species in the area
and mitigative measures to be taken may be furnished.
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