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1 Name of the user agengy is mentioned as

PMGSY uftarkashi instead ofRural Development
Department (Gramya Vikas Vhihag) In Para - A-
2-(i) of Part-II. State Golt. may Submit/Upload
the correct lnformation in Para- A-2(i) of Part-I.

kg {@r-oi d oq d rwqo f+qrq crqr
qql-al iF-{rqt ,rqr t fu Rural Development
Department (urra ft-om f{t{r,T) d sso ord
or wErrqq ffovqofrovsosr$o €ocI Fr{I fu-qr
wor tl srfr: g-q\ffiI \.ffi d q rR q
fu6rq funq d lem qr ffovqotftovwosr{0,
v<-rolsff liltsr .rqr tr

2 Complete Muck Disposal Plan proposed in
reserve Forest and civil soyam land. State Govt.
may avoid muck disposal in reserve forest area
and choose some area nap land.

ft-g *ieur-+z d oq i rwra-o frr{r.r ERn 3fifu
?F-cIqI mlr t fu rKrFfd qri d cr{P{ ft-g d
ons-qrff a.oo fr;fr0. A el-f,,fd crq ft ftra r€l
t fu-w ortq serq rFffi fr{ RoI erd 6l qfi
vq-oq elqq $ { frqT .rqr i gq-d 3rftftffi
cntq si rzs fio srnftsf, a< qfr roroni c<
qqrrr + irffld srrfr t fri-s$ {ftq ffi ro.R 01
t1fq sqs-q r-S t, d fu Online Upload d ,rS
Es-d KML File t fi q-&c d qa tr rra
swr< nwrBa qr.f w sn € crq Tft qc lrrffi
anr ftwnor rQrd tg qEqfr rS A rff t. fu€
6nor c-ffirfuf, qrf qq ffi sftfrr prta fuft-d frqq
tft rq G <) 3rrft-d 6{ Tfr c{ rwrfud t
fus6r et s-d rrr<ns i sfuFrd tl

3 It appears from KML File that the earth cutting
along proposed alignment from Diwarikhol to
Garath village has already been done. Further, it
is seen that the road along altemate alignment
from another existing road also appears
constructed. Hence, the Proposal dosen't appear
to be justified. State Govt. may submit the
justification/ clarification in this regard.

G-S frqF+s d er5vrc< rt r+frr qffi Ertr
3[rFrd ?Eirqrrqr t fu flq risrrd, orwon G
A-*q cftfiM o1 qi.r A qlglr Bim dfc{ qrf
o) ,req 'riq d 3rd,l-fl Rla ffi ata ffil zo
qR-d{ F-qTq':nrd t n 'M d qi.r d 'rfr trsffi dlo o) dogqowo m,f,a qt fi <ntqr.rqr
tr fsd eftftm +dFq-6 cqkslr d ftsi srmr
qr{ q6 t<a qrf t fus-6r fufq la-qrcr +wqn
fqcr d 3rfl4d 6YrqT mrr ert €rs qr€d q{ is
o{fu6 EYi ci, ffi dt6 d (fr 3rk6 rti d onq
{s cFf 61 rR<rE d sc t rqc r€l fo-qrrqr t r

tDog0 v$l



Trffi o'I qffi c'r affii +&d i qrj-i i
cGrr+d d-dc t 3tc+s foqrrql tt

Employment detail seems incorrect at para-E in
partJ. State Govemment may upload the correct
information at Para- E in online Part-I.

fo-t iiqi-oo + 3r-JqTffi { rwrro funr ilr
Online Part-I d para-E t Employment detail '
of dvilD( ?F{ fiqr rrqr t I

5 Correction made in SDLC and VLC proceedings
needs to to be C/s by issuing authority. State
Govt. may submit the SDLC and VLC
proceedings with duly C/s by DFO.

frB {i@Fos d or5vrm t c-Krr6 f4r{r.r dnr
SDLC Fi VLC d crsc.i gv frviw+ t vmr
atffi t chwrmfud oro ftqrrqr t si {d
3ffiq qd-II d Additional documents {
slqate 61 ftqr rrqr t r

6 Document uploaded at para-L(iv) is found
incorrect. State Government may upload the
correct information at para-L(iv) in online Part-I.

fa5 *iwr-oo d arlqrd-r { rwrao f{tn r iln
tr& Document para-L(iv) Part-I i online
Upload or ftqr .rat i t

I Shape of digital map and KML file of CA area

are not matching. State Govt. may upload the
correct KML file and digital map and also
submift the digital map in original.

Correction has been done in form A, part I

8 CA scheme for Rs. 18,22,724l- has been
uploaded in additional document in Fartl but the
CA scheme for RS. 22,05,490/- found uploaded
in additional document in Part-II. Further, two
CA scheme for Rs. 22,05,490/- and Rs

20,04,995/- found uploaded in the hard copy.
State Govt. may clarif, the discrepancany and

may submit/upload the correct information.

ft-S €qr-os A orJqrdq { q,{r,ftq c<tffi.
Bffiro]lt tt=I qqrrr, gffiarct EItr 3rr.rd 6{rql
rrqr t fu W n crFdys-6 prtuor fu ro
18.22.724 / - 6T qr?ffidl ffiq qrd-r t
3rqdls f6qr rrqr t. d fd q{ zore-rs d ftg
fufR( et i sflsn c{ tqR fuqr rrqr tt G
qrC-z t .5o 22,os,4so / - 6T qrffi-tr;I slq-dls f6-ql
arqr t, d ft s{ zore-zo d fds fuRd d A
3 ErR rR tqR ffiqr .rur t t oro: aftgro
gffi-tFrqig fio 22.os.4so / - d uflrRr afl
gliEEiliT Onlinc Patt -I and Panll d additional
document i[ upload tF-t ftqr :nII t t

I Area mentioned in the tree enumeration list is
incorrect and date of counting of trees is also not
mentioned in the tree enumeration list. State
Govt. may clarifr the discrepancy and may
submit/upload the correct information.

10 As per tree enumeration list 73 trees falls in 0-10
category but the details of these trees is not
mentioned in para-A online part-Il. States Govt.
Submit/upload the aforesaid information at Para-4
online Part-II.

11 Area mentioned in land scheduel of reserve forest
area is incorrect. State Govt. may submit the
correct land scheduel duly C/s by the DFO.

12 Muck disposal plan is not C/s by DFO. State

Govt. may submit the correct document.

13 Comments made by DFO at para-6 in part-ll are

incorret. State Govt. may submit/upload the
correct comments by DFO at para-6 in part-Il.

g{4tT-03 3rJqr-fir
vcrorfi ir;I gqrr gRr 3rFrr 6-{rgr ?rqr i fr
qr.f d !flqkc"r { er € gd fr qsr{r frrt6-1s.
r1.20is 6) den sftiq qrd n q,Trtrd d € geif o1
qvr{r frii6-oa.er.zors 6i d 'r& t t td ol
rruHr qfr { Tivilfuif e}aqra e rrvrfl d f,rts
oifu-d d 're t, o\ fu online Part -I and Part-II +
additional document t r-d€ti6' 6-q frqr trql t t

sqr-10 3,r-5Crd-{ trRfltrfi gRr

crJ-II t o-10 @rrs s.f d zs Eert of fur
Para-4 i .rq frqr rqr t G {fi-d srar E sfrrrr
fi { s.{rft-d d € orhftff 42 gd 6} ff
ffii ttc frqr rqr t cs Edf d Tg ri*fuil
q.S crC- I \,ti cd- II + Additional documents {
slq-dte 6-r frqr rrqr t t

sgII-11 3EqTilr qKI]tI6 ERT

Online Part -l d q-{ frqrq d Reserve Forest
land scheduel o) q6 6-t-d qrrntq s-{ oIffi
6Rr EWrefiT C{r frqFrrII tt

sgII-'12 3rfcrm{ lrklFtrD gRr

Muck disposal plan o) nrnfta ac arffi iln
ERITTR-d o{r ftqr .rql tt

wgII-13 3qqTa-r dRr

Online PartJL { g-q< erqfu 6r frttorvr f6.qr
UT tr



11 This is to be stated that the DFO has upload an

estimate for Rs.31,62,000/- which is mentioned as

wildlife conservation plan. But this is an estimate

and not the wild life conservation plan. The wild
life conservation plan should have been prepared

by an expert taking into account the present

scenarioa in the area the scenarioa after the
construction of road assessment of impact the

road on the wild life of the area and the mitigative
measures to minimize the impact on the wildlife
and the cost of mitigative measures. Therfore it
apperers that the so called wild life conservation
plan has been prepared without application of
mind. State Govt. may do the needful in this
regard.

Fg dwr 14 A ?Fq ilqqfu acrffi dM
Grtr.rd 6-t611 r1-q1 t fo sffi qftqls-{r i q-qdfs
q-firr qtsn iFI rkFI ir;r etdrDol0 E{rq fi {fu
d oteffir t 'rfdd Aq dr*r rt t frtn ri er*q
ft0sq q ${e{rr d ErwFf+dI d ernm qq tqR
fl,rFdd ftqr rrqr t fus6r gi: orio'ftfl Til so
24ssooo.oo iFr ;trlT *irifud tqR 6{ Tq
frs,/ g€q s=q-$-s cfrcrd-+ r<t<q avr 3rj+{r
orqm{ qrd I I d additional information il
qq-dc o-r frqr rrql tt

15 DFO has not given the deatail of
rarelendangered/unique species of flora and fauna

found in the area in Para-5.4 of the SIR. Further
no comments have been given against Para-5.5 of
SIR and the recommendation given is lacking in
clarity. State Govt. may do the neeedful in this
regard.

16 Aerial distance certificate is not found submiited
in hard copy. State Goyt. may submitt the aerial
distance certificate in coPY

17 DFO has raised 6 issues in his site inspection
report uploaded at para 15 of part-Il . But DFO
should have taken measure to address the issues

raised at his level and then forwarded the
proposal to the higher authorities in complete

manner. Further, none ofthe higher authorities of
the forest depatment/state Govt have given
comments on these issues. State govt. may do the
needful in this regard

18 State govt. may remove the above the
shortcomings and submit the hard copy of the
abiove mentioned points.

19 ffi-ff d orhftdq d ft-6fl q.mrlild fuql
rrql t ss qqksq q{ qT.f {d t sq-oei rffo
dor * srd, vs qqfuq o1 5w rwro d cv
t rtgo fuor qr lrof,r str t qler it qR T{ t
q6 qrrf Voilation t frffio fr-ql.rqI t dt vs
o1 qm6rt go otoi-oo t itro ott

Site Inspection Report Part II additional
document il upload Ft ftqr .rqr t I

*iqt-ro 3{5qTili it Aerial Distance

Certificate, Hard Copy if q6rq 6{ iR-d } 1

d;t II}rrI.

ggII 16 3i-gcldr (TRI
oI fflro-rq 6t Hard Copy i ifte fuqr un {6r
tr

tr@tl-'19 3Eqr-d{ rkfltrf
era.rc ovrqr rrqr t ft ffis6 qte r 6)

6Rr
TTII

6pr eru-fi Site inspection report t frt ,rt oo

R-93il A 3TETIIEI=I olrsr rqtfrI \'ffi gnr {s
oTqfaq il tRd qn .T{ td fu qrJ- I \ti crC- rr

S Additional documenrs gtrdg 6{ frqI rqr t I

qqrqf, d s{rqfu A onq. T-ffio si ilrffi,
Rrqrfuo G cqiwofq Ee * \s qfuqccr d
6nur E-fld ft'qr rrqr t fusdr {ut fa-a*q rten i
gd-{rffir fr-{r'r q qFctdd t, 'il fu qrC-I d
Additional doouments d 3rq-+s 6-{ frqr rrqr t
?16 rfi affi.rf, otrtr t fr gd { w m,t voilation i
frfi-d rS ft-ql,Iqr tt
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