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Observati Observation of GOI Reply /Modification (FeTTe/fARTaH3)
on .No
3 L The proposal has not been | ™ol d 3HIIE] P AT — ST XA DI

integrated into one. Actually the
proposal is a disjointed proposal
of two districts

R’Efﬁ'@ﬁ (integrated) PRB D A gl
TR HIRIATE! v Ut @ o W g

crown density , eco-class and
area has not been submitted

with the proposal.
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Reply /Modification (FZIE=/fARTEHR0N)

Social Forestry Division , Sambhal

The Cost benefits analysis
submitted with the proposal is
not in order.

R’ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ URId H Cost benefits annalysis T
faavor yRg R @ AYiRT urey 6 TanLHT
U eE—26 W 29 96 A & |

The forest land area calculation
sheet at page 20 & 21 has not
been
officials.

signed by the forest
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The site suitability certificate for
compensatory afforestation
submitted at page no 34 is not in
order.

el UTHT ¥ site suitability certificate @77 faar
T 2| U EEIT-59 UR ol T

The CA estimates are only 10 ha
whereas the same should have
been for double the forest land
proposed for diversion
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Yrahel TR PN US] W61 ¥ 63 dP
W B g8 4 wwfed 4 & g @
TER B |

The
requisite kml/shp file
been submitted in CD/pen drive
with the proposal.

Geo-referenced map in
has not
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3 WMo Tifsd &9 T BEdl & T UWT @I
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Enumeration list of total trees
standing on the forest land and
another list of trees required to
be felled has to be submitted.

URATd @ A1 US GXdi—69 9§ 73 dd Hol
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Social Forestry Division —Amroha

The Cost benefits analysis
submitted with the proposal is
notin order.

TSI U@ H Cost benefits annalysis T
RaRor YRd XN & giRd g9 6 T AT
U9 EEd—26 § 29 96 HAd & |

The forest land area calculation
sheet at page 27 & 28 has not
signed by the
officials.

been forest
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Reply /Modification (FITTEr/RRTHR)

The site suitability certificate for
compensatory afforestation
submitted at page no 39 is not in
order.

el UTRY H site suitability certificate ST f&=
T 2| US 59 UX el B |

The CA estimates are only 10 ha
patch whereas the same should
have been for double the forest
land proposed for diversion

Tl UITE H 86gR ¥oT 3§ 49.00 80 &1 &
afagfd geRiver 89 10 99 @ erRerT wled
UFhed GUR B Ul GEI-64 W 67 Tb
Here &1 gE 1 waifda 9 & g @
TR B |

The Geo-referenced map in
requisite kml/shp file has not
been submitted in CD/pen drive
with the proposal.
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3 HioSlo 91fod #9 T Bigall @ A1 Ufvq &)
ST & |

Enumeration list of total trees
standing on the forest land and
another list of trees required to
be felled has to be submitted.

YR § U9 W&—74 9 79 dF Gl T 2 |

A line diagram showing width of
proposed road (upto shoulder)
and is needed for proper
assessment of forest area
required for diversion.
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