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In the reply to point no.2, it is mentioned that
authority letter was already attached in the
proposal in the past. But it is seen from Para-
A-3 of online Part-1 that the authority letter is
issued in favour of shri Amit Kumar but the
online application is made by shri shakti
Prasad.

fd=g Wo—01 & AU H ywasd faumT
T 3a BT AT & e 9wy g
nfed fear mar s affa AR SfEemRh
Wﬁgﬁﬁﬂﬂmﬁﬁﬁm
yd SiFeed fhar T adwHa S9!
TIOR8 AT 7 SHd I WS
vfed yarg o faga e @ve 996
WE W T O SR ukdEd faHnT
BRI 9FT—1 # 3 3ffd HAR &l g
ueiTs H g AR fbar mar e feeg
3G YEIgd T gIRT Heea siiREl U
T —1 & IRT A3 ¥ agare ax fear

In reply to point no-4 it is mentioned that the
certificate about NPV calculation is attached as
additional documents in online Part-I. but
NPV calculation sheet showing ECO class &
density of the forest land proposed for
diversion and the NPV rate charged has not
been found uploaded in additional documents
in online Part-I.
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In reply to point no.6 of EDS it is mentioned
that the forest land has been selected for
substain because no other suitable land is
available neat the proposed site. But the details
note containing justification for location
projects in forest land is still not attached in
Para-D (i) of online Part-I Moreover, this is
non-site specific projects which can be
established anywhere in the area.

In reply to point no-7 of EDS it is mentioned
that necessary corrections has been made in
para-14 of online Part 2 and the information
about forest land diverted. CA stipulated and
progress of CA has also been provided in the
prescribed format given by the regional office.
But it is seen from the data given in Para-14 of
online Part-2 that forest land diverted, CA
stipulated and progress of CA is 652.467 ha
902.85ha and 902.85ha Respectively, whereas
these given as 652.467ha, For the forest land
diverted 1156.246 ha, for the CA stipulated
and 902.85ha. for the CA stipulated &
902.85ha fot the progress of CA in the format.
this, it is seen that the data given about CA
stipulated in Part-14 of online Part-2 and the
format do not tally. Moreover, the CA
stipulated is not commensurate to the forest
land diverted.
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In reply to point no-8 of EDS, it is mentioned
that the forest land proposed for diversion is
kept in the social and Economic management
working Circle but no such working circle is
proposed in the traft working Plan (2013-2014
to 2022-2023) of Narendra Nagar Forest
Divison.
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