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1 | The requirement is mentioned for | 3Tl @1 FRIHROT IeR YOIl gRT &
construction of 42 mts long bridge. In sifeTe R Tar 2

certain document, like digital map and
toposheet, it is mentioned as 48 mts. Long

bridge.
2 | Total period for which the forest land is | aafed @7 feRrEHwor POk Qoill ERT oW
proposed to be diverted is shown as NII, et R T 2|

3 | The authority letter for uploading the case | aTufed &1 FIRISHOT ok Qoil gNT &%
on portal is in favour of one Sh.| _ ?

R.S.Panwar (refers sl no. A 3 xvii online fer mar & |

part I) while it is mentioned as Sh. Vijay
Kumar Mogha at A 3.

4 | Invillage-wise breakup, the name of AT BT FRTERT goR GOl gNT o
village is shown as Dhaula, while in FRA Jiegq fear mar

it is mentioned as Sewa, Wari and
Hadwari

5 | Since area proposed for diversion is less | &I I arg 91l @ I T 100 GET AN
than 01.0 ha, hence CA may not be AR QT BT YTgherT ST 1q
required but no. plantation scheme is I TCIED] g fdar o var @

[ submitted

, 6 | KML file does not show bridge. Amafcd &1 FRIGRT goR gorll g e
3iTemrg e mar &

, 7 | Justification for locating the project is not | 3mgfcd &1 fARTHROT LR Tl R &%

‘ uploaded online at para D Part | instead JiergA fear war &

authority letter is uploaded.
8 | Google carth picture showing alterative | amafed @7 foRTHYoT IO Goill g1 &%
)




examined does not show any alternative to Hetre fear mar g |
the one proposed.

9 | Employment data at E shows temporary | aafod &1 faRTepRoT gk Yol §RT

employment as 16800 while in Part I of | affemgs faar mar 2
hard copy submitted by user agency it is

shown as 9568 which does not match.

10 [ In the component-wise break up at 2.4, | 3iufed &1 f-RrHR0 goR ol gRT
name of area is given which is incorrect. | aifqarET faar war |

11 |Instead of digital map duly geo- [amufed @1 FRIERY FoR o gwr

referenced, google earth map is uploaded | aifengs fear mar 2
at C (iv) Part | which cannot be used for
DSS analysis.

12 | Legal status of the area is not clear as it is | 34fed @7 f~RTHw0 Yok Uol=il  gRT

mentioned as RF online in para 4 Part Il | aifqess far ar €
and PF in SIR of DFO

13 | While as per documents provided it |3mdfed &1 RN YR ol gRT
appears that prior approval of NBWL has | aifqarrgs f2ar war £

been obtained, it is not clear whether prior
approval of Apex court has been obtained.

14 | The file folder provided by the state | amufcad &1 fR@exY qoRk ol g1
government is a coloured photocopy | aifFarss faar Tar
which is not admissible as per directions
issued by the Ministry.

3

15 | Vulnerability of land from erosion point | 9Tty a=S®R gRT 31aTq Beral 747 &
of view is not mentioned rather it is | gfyg &= # e 9 $1g A afg 89
mentioned that as per geologist report | wmger 98} =4

which defeats the purpose of making the
case online in public domain if details are
not provided in the relevant column.

16 | Administrative approval and financial | 3mafed &1 fARTHRUT YoR ol gRT @

sanction from the competent authority for | 3ifergs fear Tar & |
the project is not available.
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