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i Column I (i) of Part-I of the online
application says the project or is part is
not located in any Wildlife Sanctuary or
its ESZ, whereas Part-1I, Column 8 (iii)
states is opposite. The ambiguity may be
explained.

Division Forest Officer has reported that the
Project partly falls under ESZ but no part of the
project is located in any Wildlife Sanctuary. The
same has been corrected in Part-I by the user
agency.

ii District Profile as mentioned in Column
14 of Part-II appears erroneous as both
the total geographical area as well as total
forest area of the district is given exactly
equal.

District profile has been corrected as mentioned in
Column 14 of online Part-II by Divisional Forest
Officer.

iii Clear and high-resolution toposheet map
of the proposed CA area as the one
uploaded is least legible.

Attached as Annexure -II and the same has been
uploaded in the parivesh portal Sl. No. 13 (iv) of
Part-I1

iv | Undertakings for the payment of
compensatory levies such as CA, NPV,
Addl. NPV, Wildlife Management plan
etc. by the User Agency.

All undertaking attached as Annexure-III. Also
uploaded by user agency in parivesh portal
additional information details of Part-1.

v Detail of the trees proposed for felling
and proposed for translocation out of
total no. of trees (260) enumerated in the
forest land proposed for diversion.

Division Forest Officer has reported that the Nos.
of tree proposed for felling is 260 nos.
Nos. of trees proposed for translocation is Nil.
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vi

Undertaking of abidance by user agency
in respect of CWLW recommendations
for the proposal.

Undertaking by user agency is attached as
Annexure-IV. Also uploaded by user agency in
parivesh portal additional information details of
Part-1.

vii

The proposed CA DFL appears to have
already considerably good vegetation.
Therefore, the land suitability certificate
issued by the DFO should dwell upon the
possibility of planting required amount of
saplings in the identified CA area. The
same should clearly depict that the
identified CA area is free from all the
encumbrances.

For the CA land the mauza- Nagar Barsot, PS-
Barhi 139, Dist-Hazaribagh Plot No — 2188, 2189,
2191, 2192 has been selected Gross Area 29.00
Ha. and net area 20.21 Ha.

The land suitability certificate issued by the
Division Forest Officer is attached. Division
Forest Officer has reported that the gross area
29.00 ha. is sufficient for planting 20210 plants
i.e. 1000 plant/ha. and the identified CA area is
free from all the encumbrances.

Geo-reference map has been uploaded in Parivesh
portal in Part-I1.

KML file is also attached.
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