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In respose to point no 4 of previous EDS dated 6-12-2017
related to tree enumeration it is found that the number of
tree now uploaded online at sl No 4 part Il is 116 while in the
hard copy submitted the number of trees affected is 23
hance there is discrepancy..
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In respose to point no 5 on this office EDS dated 06-12-2017 |

related to submission of original hard copy of document the
state Govt. has mentioned that is was alredy send earlier
vide latter no 05-09-2016 which is not correct, it is to inform
that a photo copy of the whole proposal was submitted vide
latterc of 05-09-2016while as per the guidline issued by the
MOEF , original copy of the proposal of all the essential
documents and/or attested copy of all other documents are
required to be submitted .

been
office
colony

original hard copy has
submitted at Nodal
Indiranagar fotest
Deharadun on 12-03-2018
Attached -Receving copy

In the component brackup uploaded a para 2.4 part | online,
it is seen that road component is not shown, therefore,
necessary correction may by made.

Road component has been

corrected.

In respose to point no 4 it is observed that the patches of CA
area not marked on survey of India toposheet map uploaded in
part i

uré T % additional information.
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Upon DSSanalysis it is found that CA area marked as 8.715 ha
comes to 4.829 ha instead therefor as per the softwere
conclusions, the area fer shorter then the required area. It is

therefore , requested to sumbit correct KML file of CA having
area of 8.715 ha.

Total forest lamd in proposal in
2.230ha formerly CA land (Jirkoti
lagga Sindrwani )4.460 ha was
selected. B ut the objection from
R.O come that 2.00 ha land is
dense forest. Witch is not suitable
for CA for this extra 2.00 ha land
for CA is selected at Balua Shera
Due to this two place is selected
for CA which in shown on KML.
Thus KML is correct.

Hard copy of proposal has not been submitted so fer.

original hard copy  has been
submitted at  Nodal office
Indiranagar fotest colony
Deharadun on 12-03-2018
Attached -Receving copy
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. “In ré‘ngse"ta'p.oint No 4 of previous EDS dated 6-12-2017 part Il W U RS BaNAl iy
related to tree enumeration, it is found that the number | wupy idver & R 4 [ S0 2
- oftree now uploaded online at Sl No 4, part Il is 116, '
while in the hard copy submitted, the number of trees
affected is 23, Hence there is discrepancy. !

i In respose to Sl NO. 5 of this office EDS dated 06-12-2017 | WK @1 T ®IUT WoA™ @< AT @I Ol T8 & |
related to submission of original hard copy of document
the state Govt has mentioned that it was already sent HeT - Ui @l gel Ui |
earliervide letter dated 5-9-2016, which is not correct. It is
to inform that a photocopy of the whole proposal was
submitted vide letter of 5-9-2016 while as per the
guidelines issuecfby the MOEF, original copy of the
proposal of all the essential documents and /or attested
copy of all other documents are required to be submitted. )

4 In'the component break-up uploaded a para 2.4, part | Road component kil Loéa.tio_n' T ey WY
onling , itis seen that road component is not shown, Ty T 2 i
therefore, necessary corrections may be made.

2 In response to EDS point NO 4, it is observed that the part |l H T WU EHNE oo odd

: patches of CA are not marked on survey of india toposheet | e «\[isey & wv W fepar o= )
map uploaded in part [l

5 upon DSS analysis. it is found that CA area marked as 8.715 | @7 W[H Wecid & &0 @el 2230 80 & [ods®
ha comes to 4.829 ha instead. Therafore, as per the HTOR &Y JERITS B 4.460 B0 S5gel A 9fd
software conclusions, the area is far shorter than the @ M ¥ g Aala afiqye gemiue 3y 4460
required area. it is, therefore, requested to submit correct | £ qn (Brerd e famard) # 200 A #
KML file of CA having area of 8.715 ha WA o BF B PR 200 2. dffREw qf um
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g | Hard copy of the proposal has not been submitted so far. | W=aTa @1 & @IN HereT &Y UNT @ o 8] 6 |

HeT~1— UWa P g B 1 Ho

THIH

.

f\
(-

2~ ST BT 2 Whir|
/1510 (&) CEAGsIca
T = S FREP DAY TSI THIT T B I IR B\ 5 G
HYA @ g TN | {




gmitied s




