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Agginst column No.2 of online part-11, the Legal stutus ol furcstrﬁl'ﬂ"d proposed
for diversion, has not been specitied, only ‘other’ has been mentioned. The
necessury correction is required 1o be made against this columin.
There is difference in employment likely 1o be generated, mentioned agamst
column No.E in onfing pan-l and given in hard copy of purtel, placed s the
propasal folder. Against column No.E(iD), *5%and E(GH) , 8500, has been
mentioned whereas in hard copy uf part-l ngainst eolumn No, f(vi), ‘about
15000 mandays will be generated’, has been mentioned. The employment
details given in online part-} and placed In hard copy should mateh, Necessary
carrections are-required to be made in the smployment details in online part-1L.
Aguinst column B(iiD), "No', has been nentioned, As per latest instructions of
Gol, the distance of the proposed projects [ram the WL sanctuary’ Eeo-sensitive
zones is required 1o be uploaded as an additional document aguinst aelditional
information details in online part-11 with proper heading against remarks
column. Although this certificate has been placed at P.No.60 of the proposal
folder but has not been upluaded in online pari-ll as an additional document.
Further, the name of protected area has pot been mentioned in the certificute
placed at PNo.60 of the proposal folder.
There is vialation in the present proposal. But this roud is not appearing in the
list of 2183 road propusals supplied by HPPWD. As the case does nol pertain 1
the list of 2183 Roads, canstructed in vielition of FCA. Thus as per
requirement of FCA guidelines, the detailed report on violation w.r.t extent and
\asons of violation in the form of self contained hote supported by requisie
documents, us per para 1.9 of guidelines under FCA, Isto be submitied by DFO
concerned in the instant cuse for placing the same in the propesal folder.
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