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1 | Name of the project is not mentioned at designated place VeI Uatelt GRT 3T9fdr &1 e e
in online Part-1. ird fa-q-[ T ?I
2 Short narrative of the project does not give any vater vt grT e @ HiTemg Frresor
information except the purpose. o far mey &
3 | Village wise breakup of land is not given at designated VAT tStelt gRT amER T T HAS
place in online Part-1. o & e R
4 | Component wise breakup is not given. ‘0’ is mentioned in W veiet gRT Fa qT S BT &
component column. T
5 Geo-referenced map is provided in google earth image and | yeeer volelt gRT AR 3T & Bar mar
only 4 geo-coordinates are given which is not sufficient. 3
DSS Analysis of the forest land proposed for diversion TeaTaa %@ yEIed &3 o qvita o
shows the area as 104.46 ha instead of 23.75 ha. TR vers @ R mar 3
Area shown in map appears to be surrounded by agriculture | waifiry T Jets aR & 7 R
land and human habitations but, no village wise breakup of
: given. Moreover, it is stated to be the RF Land.
fication for locating the project in forest land is not v vt 3 wnifa o Joars &y &
’ 4]
alysis uploaded in online Part-1 is not opening. In At vt o S qen swets o &
y also the parameters have not been quantified 4
essed in monetary terms.
ificate issued by DC name of 4 villages are uftator &3 ¥ ot nfe 2o, TR
ram Sabha proceedings of 2 villages only mmmmg‘mm
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1 Estimated reserve of RBM is mentioned as 2,16,00 W TeT Utedt qifeser T 3elts
g % /i 2 ? 0
million tones in online Part-I but mining plan says that UER 4k -
2,16,000 metric tones will be extracted annually for 5

years. Moreover, estimated reserve is mentioned as

21,60,000 million tones in online Part-I. &
12 Proposed use of minerals is not mentioned in para- M- WGl AT % weie I HUATE ~
7.1(x) of online Part-1. 3 i w4 L
: #
13 | No transplantation plan is submitted in para-M-7(ii) of AT vt gRT SRy & Hala gl ! '
online Part-I. AT e e & 7 B ?
14 | District wise area is not given in online Part-IL. TR T TR 3eAls e & 31 :‘
15 | WP prescription is not given in online Part-II. e ot T JUTRIT 3eAts BT & g
el ;
16 | Approximate distance is mentioned as 0.00 km in online WA RIel 3efér 9 T o 8, et | '
e kiR
17 | Details of WL is not given in online Part-II. T Sffal & Hefa g au AvatE &
&2

18 | Geo referenced map for CA is submitted in google earth eI FET TR 3ens & & 2
image with 4 geo- coordinates only which does not
appears to be sufficient. DSS Analysis shows the area as
87.69 ha instead of 48.00 ha. Further, 27 ha area falls in
Moderately Dense Forest (MDF) category.

19 In para-14 of online Part-II (District profile), CA 33!1@ T T & Al o yeImafid a1
stipulated is not commensurate to the forest land diverted. W 9366.00 80 B TG T gRT 2355.56
80 & ¥ 2o b ST @ v Rl A
YT GRT ST 1074.73 30 &7 & 2wy fvan
T ¢ 9 et @ ufet &g st fiefter o
Hraeas widar & ™ g, fo wrafie @
3T 92 Ut e Sl

Patch wise details of CA area is not filled up in para-13(i) | S¥NEd J@TT FTeI 3ves &2 & 81
| of online Part-II.

Consent of Gram Sabha is not submitted. VT Uoleelt ERT ST umaTiaal @ geafa

0 Y& ¥ 99 Afier affm & O S
o &
s of Safety Zone as per para-4.7 of the guidelines TR vatt greT ARt o | wafa
nistry’s letter No.- 11- 125/2014-FC dated BOTTOTAO PIgel U9 clrciqt! AT TR
16 has not been submitted with the proposal. ses v fr T 2
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