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1 It is seen that the CA site suitability

certificate and muck disposal plan not found

uploaded. State Govt may uploaded these

documents as additional documents in Form

A, Part L

$ilfu q{rffi dnr orr,kr o-rrfl.rqr t fu
eTFdTt-6 ge{Ttcq tg qs'fud rercr irr
sq-dFrar jFilq-qe qen ricilfud o.ri gl
strr-de{ qrrr t I d additional information t
qqds fu-ql rrqT t t

a6-q1 fusrg'r qn d wEil+r t qq)ffir

vffi am vds fuqr t fu vm qRqtttrl
t{f,d q)qrT o1 dri d 6Tiur qrgq dr{q tg
tq gclc o-r eirf,c REri d v.m-T gc:
sflrkd roi t lr<rq ft-qr qrcr t oen 3rq
MuT otqt or ssrko {f,qr Ewrfl{
fiqrdt n rrn i Fr<rfto ftrqr qr}{rt srd
foqa ra-+r F-ffR"r qn o1 emq{oil Tfr
tr $qo (fliq ot qfi c d qrJ r d
additional information t cttrdg os frqr .Irrr
tr

2 Aerial distance is mentioned as 1700 m from

Musoorie wildlife Sanctuary. State Golt may
submit the comments of CWLW in this
regard.

DFO has been mention that the Aerial distance
is mentioned as 17.00 mtr from Mussoorie
wildlife Sanctuary. Regarding this CWLW
recommendation has been uploaded in Form
A, part II as additional Information.

3 Hard copy of the proposal has not been

submitted yet. State Govt may submit the

hard copy ofthe proposal conatining original

documents.

Original hard copy of the proposal submitted
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4 q-Kr{6 friilrr drtl GFIITtI oqrqr rrqr t fu
flFdtrrdr R{rtrqur tg qqfud wrcr ir'r
sqqlFrdr rrrlur-qz vo geiltqq d-sfl t
qqF-d qrq rarrr 6r crq €dlfud orfr gs
qrr-dric qr.r t t il qqNeTH e{Td}s fu-qr .rqr'

tr
5 In para 4 (ii) density is mentioned as 0.4

which does not appear to be correct.

Moreover density is mentioned as 0.3 in the

NPV calculation sheet uploaded in part I &
Part IL State Gou may clariff this
discrepancy in information .

gtTFfrq tr{fffi Eftt 3i?frff, ovrqr .rqf E,
fu q-Frfud t{sd qtcrfl + ffq tg sib-d
nE or u+e 6) *ittfud 6-r ot.rdfs fouT
.rqr t t

It is seen lorm the data given in para 14 of
online part II. i.e. District profile that the CA
stipulated is not commensuate to the forest

land diverted and progress of CA is very
poor. Logically, The CA stipulated should be

double the area of forest land diverted and

the disparity. If any, is required to be

clarified suitably.

rrrFfrq s-{rffi gRr oFr.rf, ovrqr rrqr B.

fu online part ll d District profile details t rd
r.qrsffid 266.7su to a< .1fr a) gd
or+</frfto TE it rffrFdd 42r.s78 to or
sria srz.oao to eftgo Emrtcur $ sq+1
d orqq-d orm B fo s{q-(-twr5 A
crm"fd ftftq fuom cffis{Bii d Fdq +
orffoiyr trf,{"ti ii y-ersffi-d fi Tfr r.oo to
t 6-q *i d 6r{q qr{d tr{tnrt
,zrrq s{frn drr trc ffidt d
rdqrsffid 4-{ TE d gri rf, t eTPdTi-6,

gsTrtcq or srfurr{ i-fr fuqr qror tt
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Name of CA sites is mentioned as Khairgad

Civil & Soyam as well as RF land instead of
Goankhet Civil & Soyam in the CA estimate

upload in additional information in Form
A,part L


