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1. As per details in Part I at A-1 (ix), requirement of non-forest land for the proposal is
mentioned as NIL which is incorrect.

2. As per details in Part I at A-1 (%), total period for diversion is also incorrect for retail
outlet purposes.

3. As per part II Sr no. 5 details about working plan prescription has been mentioned
as ‘No Prescription” which needs clarification.

4. On another part I (in Hindi) at page 1, of the proposal details of employment
generation is mentioned as Not Applicable which contradicts information given
online.

S. On another part II submitted with the proposal (at page 2) the forest area proposed

for diversion and vegetation density details does not match with part II submitted

online.

The certificate from DM on page 9 regarding FRA 2006 is without affixing seal.

7. The site suitability certificate appended on page 11 is not as per format and is
incomplete.

8. The forest area details mentioned in joint inspection report does not match with the
forest area calculation sheet given at page 12.

9. The estimate for compensatory afforestation where no felling is required has been
kept as Rs 2.7130 lakhs which is on higher side and needs justification /revision.

10.  The geo referenced map at page 118 is without having details of GPS coordinates
required for forming the polygon of proposed forest land diversion.
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11. The topo sheet attached at page 120 is without title and index.

12. The proposal has been submitted without NPV calculation.

13. The .kml files for compensatory afforestation site submitted with the CD are in
poly-line format rather than polygon format. Similarly .kml files of proposed forest
land diversion site shows additional lines which will not be amenable to GIS DSS

analysis.
14. The .kml files uploaded with online proposal for proposed compensatory

afforestation are not opening.
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