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Question

Answer

1.Short narrative of the project does not give adequate information
in Part I.
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2.Village wise break up is not provided in correct form in Part I.
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3.Total period for which forest land to be diverted is not mentioned
in Part I.
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4.In the component wise break up in Part I, mentioned

“TWO”’which is not clear.
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5.GPS coordinate marked digitally on GIS software generated
georefrenced 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 .
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6.In the Sol toposheet uploaded in Part I, the starting point and end
point is not marked.
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7.GPS coordinate marked digitally on georefrenced map for every
corner of land proposed for CA is not provided.It should be
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uploaded in the designated place in Part 1.
8.CA stipulation is not commensurate with the total forest land
diverted in the district in Part II need justification and correcticn.
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9.The 77 trees per hectare do not account for 0.4 density and the
NPV calculation is also done for densc forest which needs review.
The State Govt may review the density and NPV and furnish
revised density and NPV

calculation.
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10.In the SIR report of the DFO, coments on all points arenot done. —
SIR report,covering reply onall pointsmay be rovided.
1.Part I, II, III, IV and V which is provided in online web portal —

r the proposal may also be enclosed with the hard copy for
further necessary action.

Hard Copy Provided by nodal office.
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Question

Answer

1 Short narrative of the project does not give adequate information
in Part L.
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"2.Village wise break up is not provided in correct form in Part |.
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_3.Total period for which forest land to be diverted is not mentioned
in Part L
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_41In the component wise break up in Part [, mentioned

CTWO which is not clear.
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LA.GPS coordinate marked digitally on GIS software generated

georefrenced 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 .
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_6.In the Sol toposheet uploaded in Part I, the starting point and end
point is not marked.
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17.GPS coordinate marked digitally on georefrenced map for every
comner of land proposed for CA is not provided.It should be
uploaded in the designated place in Part 1.
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A stipulation is not commensurate with the total forest land

“"diverted in the district in Part 1l need justification and correction.
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| 9.The 77 trees per hectare do not account for 0.4 density and the

NPV calculation is also done for dense forest which needs review.
The State Govt may review the density and NPV and furnish
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1.Part I, I1, ITI, IV and V which is provided in online web portal
r the proposal may also be enclosed with the hard copy for

T necessary action.
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calculation. w7 oy w2

10.In the SIR report of the DFOQ, coments on all points arenot done. has
SIR report,covering reply onall pointsmay be rovided. s

Hard Copy Provided by nodal office.
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