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Observation

Observation of GOI Reply/Modification

No.

L

As per the details provided at Al(ix), the
information regarding of non forest land which
is mentioned as zero is incorrect.

g B U w@—4 B T 1(ix) W
sifeer 1

The kml file of the proposed forest land for
diversion is not in order (online version). The
kml file has also not been submitted in CD form
for GIS DSS analysis.

UKIT @ U9 §AT—38 X ol § |

The SOI topo sheet uploaded is without title and
index.

The SOI topo sheet uploaded with title
and index Farm —A (C) map page no.6
el e A B 0 §EAT—20 R Herd
gl

The map of proposed forest land diversion
(online) does not match with layout plan
provided with the proposal.

Ui Gus | fmir R MR @
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The user agency has not provided undertaking
for abiding with condition imposed by SPWD.
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Most of the undertaking/ certificates have not
been certified by the concerned DCF/DFO.
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The proposal is without submission of
calculation for NPV leveis.

FHIAd a9 4 B Y& I God Y O
UG B U W51 el 2 |

At several places seal of concerned officiasls
have not been affixed.
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The compensatory afforestation scheme has
been taken on equilent forest land i.e.0.05
ha(RF) which is incorrect (as mentioned in part
II sr.no.13)
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10.

The kml file of proposed compensatory
afforestation (online) shows existing vegetation
which needs re-verification of site. The kml file
for proposed CA needs submission in CD for
GIS DSS anylysis.
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The online uploaded location map on topo sheet
is without signature.
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12.

The site suitability certificate for compensatory
afforestion is not as per approved formate.
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13 The certificate regarding FRA 2006 has not | @ 3f¥eR Afaffd 2006 @1 AT U
been uploaded in online version. oIl § omde @R fear T 21 o
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14. Site inspection report of DCF is incomplete. DFO Site Inspection Report @1 gof &%
fer T ¥ O TNI9 @ U9 HE43 W
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B CF has inspected the site but inspection note is | ¥ T3 T&@ # W X fd T 2l
note available with proposal. (weema @ Yot we—L7 W e 2)

Her g (e a1 3 wfri 7@ # ) |

W’

(emRotho )
T WeH W ey e,
\) &, TG |

/e 14—1 gFITIDT
TRRR—  TTNa FIeee |HIT® QT TR, IR BT S T G- 537/ 14—1RA1 16,05,

2017 & H¥ # 39 e @ 9y 9T & vge uxam (39 ey | W &) dabrd
T I ReTP /s B, o0 GG b Hrated § Iure HIET YAEd ww |

(ot i)
CEIGTGE RGP DRE GG
IRIETETE &, PEEIE |




