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Obs;r;aﬁon Observation of GOI

Reply/Modification

1- The Information provided in part I at A-I(vii)
regarding estimated cost of Proposal is incorrect.

o 13 &1 A-I(vii) # e @ ard e aR
TR 2 S U B U W= 01 R Hel T B

2- ‘Various document of the proposal are without AT § e BN B SWIER BRN gU STD AR
name, date & seal of the signing authorities. =, faf, vd e o & = 2
3- Geo coordinates all points (especially area AT Il BT (ARGl A9 W) 9 difete sifebd

defining curved boundaries) of proposed forest
land for diversion has not been provided and
needs submission.

BRI U UG B U G 56 W Her T ¢ |

4- NPV calculation for proposed forest land has been | G.91dl. @1 WeNfS o1 JRald & U6 HEAT 43 W
done with incorrect rates. el T | :
5- As per land schedule for calculation of propsed O P QIR PR QAT TAT B, Wi YRGB USl

forest land for diversion, the calculation is based
on 19.61mts width of stip as per layout plan the
same strip with is shown as 19.35mts.this issue
needs clarification.

[T 52 TR Fel T 2 |

6- Information regarding working plan priscription at | af®eT @ @ ¥R o1 Sifbd PR & T &, WS
Sr.5 of part II is incorrect. WG B U | 07 W Al 2

7- Estimate of crown density is incorrect and needs | BRaTCN T e 3R Ud fewl # wenfed o fear
conformilty in Hindi and English version of part | a1 &, S w=ama & Ut e 07 T 10 W Her & |
11 of the proposal.

8- Compensatory afforestation scheme attached with | 00 RIHe TES oIz~ B AR HeMfT TIR &R

the proposal is not as per guidelines contained in
chapter 3 of Hand book of FCA 2004.

YT B UG T 44 W 47 TP Ao T

9- Site Inspection report of DFO does not provided U Qe @ |t Rl g & USl 6RAT 37
legal status proposed forest land for diversion. W HAH B

10- Site Suitability Certificate of compensatory e I A ® Yol WA 41 TR e ¢ |
afforestation is not proper and needs revision.

11- Certificate issued by DM under FRA is witout RIS @ THh.aR.Y, FHAV-UA HNRd B Jg B

seal and it needs revision to incorporate issues
regarding right of others forest dewelling
communities etc.

ol HEAT 38 W Her | B

12- The online proposal contains two compensatory
afforestation estimates and both are not as per
chapter 3 of Handbook of FCA 2004 and it does
not account for cost escalation due to inflation.
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13- Correct part ITI, IV and V has not been uploaded » e
with the proposal. 3 PRU WG U 3 Juae & fHar o w@Hd 2| W
e 3 3T F e o e w2
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