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rest Divisionhaving area

0.3036 ha. This proposal was a combination of 0'1472 ha'

not"tt in Gautambud-dha nagar Forest Division & 0'1564 ha'

forest in Aligarh Division. After the field inspection of the

nfO, CautatiUuddhanagar vide his letter no' 1915/14-l dated

21.0i.2017 (Copy encloled) informed the user agency that the

;;p;; runo (b.r+zz ha.) is not a notified Reserve/Protected

irorest. Hence this area (0.1472 ha.) has been deducted from

ihe totul proposed forest area i.e. 0.3036 ha' Therefore' the

final area proposed for forest diversion is 0'1564 ha' pertaining

@slipissuedwiththe
proposal the proposed forest land diversion
uppii.o is o.:b:o ha. whereas the proposal

sufmitted is of 0'1564 ha. This issue needs

clarification.

area descriPtion

examined by user agency has been uploaded'tnfotrnatton uttdGd regarding copy of map

indicating location of alternatives examined at D

ii) (a) ofpart I is incorrect.
@de at information given at Sr.

No. S of part II regarding "Working plan prescription for the

forest land proposed for diversion"

@ S r . N o . 5  o f  P a r t I I
regarding "fuorking plan prescripti.gn for .the
foiest lind proposed for diversion" mentions
"that'forest 

[and proposed to be diverted will be

incoiporated in ihe existing working play afryr

prioi approval of projecf'- This implies that the

p.opos"O forest lantl is not part of working plan

whereas forest Gazette notification (attached at

page 50 to 53 ofnotification) is of 1Oth February

is6O. Ctarincation regarding this issue needs

information given at Sr'

No. 6 of Part II regarding 'Soil in the proposedforest area is@r. no. o6 regarding
brief note on vulnerability of the forest area to

erosion mentions 'Soil in the proposed forest

area is not exposed to erosion' which is beyond

ith the ProPosal'
@ploadingwiththe
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