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1 In reply to point no-3 component wise breakup is still not Componenet wise breakup uploaded at

correct. section B-2.4 in form A part I by user
L agency,
2 In reply to point No-4 geo coordinates are shown at only 4 | Geo refrenced digital map uploaded at

points however, mecuk disposal shown at 20 points. which seems section C-(iv) in Form A part [ by user
in correct at para C (iv) in partl. agency.

villages submitted now are after DM certificate which is not | with date and DM certificate also
acceptable. J uploaded at section K in form A part I by

| 3 In reply to point No-7, VLC proceedings date of other two ‘ VL C proceeding meeting of two villages
|
L user agency.

In reply to point No-12, as per information regarding tree ( Tree list details uploaded in form A part
enumeration in hard copy of the proposal out of 964 trees 737 | 1] by DFO.

trees are below diameter 0-10 ¢cm therefore the trees proposed to l
l‘ be felled are 230 but the entry of 255 trees are made in online
‘ part I1,I which may be corrected accordingly,

5 State govt is also requreste d to submit the original hard copy of
the revised documents.

Original hard copy of the proposal h as
been sent by lette no 791 dated 05-09-
2016
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