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Copy of document in support of the
-competence/authority of the person to
make application on behalf of the User
Agency uploaded with the proposal does
no! contain verified/attested signature of
authorised signatory. [at A-3(xvii) part I]
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(a) CD containing kml files for proposed
forest land diversion and proposed
compensatory afforestation has not been
submitted with the proposal.

(b) The kml files uploaded with the the part
| for proposed forestland diversion are in
poly line format which is incorrect and
renders kml files not amenable to GIS DSS
analysis.
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| Copy of cost benefit analysis uploaded at
G(1) (a) in part | is not as per guidelines of
MoEF&CC.
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(a) The land schedule showing calculations
for forest land (uploaded as additional
document in part 1) does not provide details
of PF, RoW etc on both side of the roads.
(b) The land schedule for kasganj Division
.« is incorrect.

| (c) Reasons for variable width requirement
have not been provided with land schedule.
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5 | The land scheduls uploaded in- part Il

shows negative value of balance width

available for plantation along road strip|

| which is erroneous.

6 | (a) in the CA estimate for social forestry

| Division, Kashiram Nagar it is mentioned
| that additional 10% of estimate will be

| charged from the user agency in future
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| which is incorrect. The CA estimate should ‘ faar 47 2

| include all cost escalation estimated to be

| pad by user agency once.

I (b) CA estimates for social Forestry

‘ Division, Kasganj is without incorporating
___ | Cost escalation due to inflation. oy
7 Topo sheets attached showing CA

| locations for Social Forestry Division Etah

shows six locations whereas five patches
i have been taken up for CA.
|
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paiches only 64 ha is appropriate for
| plantation whereas minimum 93.616 ha of
| degraded forest land is required for
‘ compensatory afforestation. Additional CA
| palches with kml files, site suitability
‘ceatiﬁcate and site specific CA needs
| submission.
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g . The proposal is with estimate for additional

| compensatory afforestation on vacant land
on both sides of the road without being
specifically recommended by the
competent  authority of the state
government.
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10 | On many documents of the proposal name

| & ate of the signing authority has not been
| mentioned and  the  same needs
| rectification.

11 ‘Thé_prcﬁds?is_mﬁt_h_ﬁv calculation for

' proposed forest land falling under Social
| Forestry Division, Etah
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