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1. The proposal has not been submitted after analysing other minimum three alternatives and selection
of the alternative having minimum forest area.

2. At various places seal of different officials has not been affixed.

3. The user agency is a private entity and most of the certificates/undertakings have not been counter
signed by the concerned district level authorities.

4. The component wise break up of forest land requirement at B-2.4 (part-1) is incorrect.

5. The project proponents /user agency have authorised three directors to sign on behalf of the
company whereas the papers in hard copy has been signed by the 4™ person one of the Managers.
This needs clarification. '

6. The proposal is without relevant undertaking regarding conditions imposed by Department of
Irrigation, UP Government & Central Water Commission, Ministry of Water Resources,
Government of India regarding usage water from Ganga River.

7. Form per the .kml file enclosed regarding proposed forest land diversion, location of approach road

cannot be deciphered.
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The kml files for proposed forest land diversion are in poly-line format rather polygon format to be
amenable for GIS DSS analysis. It has been noticed that only GPS coordinates of centre line has
been provided in the kil files. The forest area has been masked therefore the assessment of other
ground features cannot be done.

As per information provided at C (ii) (b) in part I, one segment of forest patch has been mentioned
whereas on the map itself many forest segments are visible.

The justification note uploaded at D (i) mentions requirement of forest area is 7.6308 ha whereas
the proposal has been submitted for 8.3581 ha of forest land which is erroneous and misleading.
Forest land gazette notification uploaded with the proposal has not been authenticated by the
concerned DFO.

The site suitability certificate uploaded mentions 7.6298 ha whereas proposal is for diversion of
forest land to the extent of 8.3581 ha. Even mandatory requirement of equivalent non forest land to
make good loss of forest has not been fulfilled. The format of site suitability certificate 1s not as per
requisite format.

Topo sheet uploaded for location of approach road is hazy and without title, index & legend.
Uploaded forest land calculation sheet is without details and has not been signed by the concerned
DFO. .

In part I1, at St No.5 regarding working plan prescription it is mentioned as “No Data”. Reason for
not providing data may be explained.

In part I, at Sr No.6 regarding vulnerability of forest area for soil erosion, it has been mentioned
that ‘no soil erosion’ which appears to be incorrect assessment and reason for such incorrect
assessment needs to be submitted. |

In part II, at Sr No.11 (i) it has been mentioned that work has been carried out in violation of FCA
1980 but the details have not been provided in 11 (i) (a), (b) & (c).

The compensatory afforestation has been proposed on equivalent non forest land for which
uploaded site suitability certificate is not as per appropriate format.

The estimate for Compensatory Afforestation has been framed for 10 ha whereas the extent of CA
is only 8.3581 ha. Therefore, the same needs revision as per the proposal.

The site inspection report (uploaded one) is without seal of the concerned DCF.

The NPV calculatlon sheet is incorrect and needs revision.

Cert1ﬁcates & NOCs from Village level Committees under FRA 2006 nceds compilation and
submission of one abstract sheet showing relevant forest arca of each village.

As per the details provided, the progress of compensatory afforestation is very low (mere 75 ha out

of stipulated 360 ha). Reasons may be submitted for the same.




24. Pages from 120 to 194 are not relevant.
25. The proposal requires submission of detailed layout plan showing specific location of each major
‘ components of Thermal power plant. '
26. Two separate enumeration lists are required-
(a) Total trees standing on the proposed forest land.
(b) Trees required to be felled.
27. Joint inspection by DFO has been done with whom because other signature is of Regional Office
and if cannot be made out who is the third signatory.
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