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1. 3mufeadi— In reply to point No. 07 of REC query. it is mentioned that the land for CA has been

Selected in degraded RF land in tons Forest Division now. It is seen from DSS Analysis of 4 no of
proposed CA sites that 10.00 ha area falls in VDF and 25.00 HA Falls in MDF. State Government may
select suitable areas for raising CA ensuring that no VDF or MDF is falling in the area and submit
upload required documents maps. A copy of the DSS Analysisi report showing patch-wise VDF, MDF,
OF, NF, area is enclosed for ready reference. :
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2. Jufeadi- It is seen from the “ Summary of CAT plan Activities and Financial Outlay” given in
Chapter-7 of CAT plan provided with the hard copy that the tinancial outlay allocated for item no-1,2
and 4 comes to 30% of the total project cost but this cost should not have been more than 5% of the cost
of CAT plan as per para-9-2 (v) of the guidehines of the Ministry. Moreover, The Monitoring
Commuitiee as per Composition provided in pare 9-2 (vii) of the guidelines has not been proposed in the
CAT plan State Govetnment may review the matter and ensure necessary corrections.
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