Frfd 3TUR YT 99 GRed Td At fErBRI, a7 HEw,
SRR BREE BT, STRIETS, TENIgH |

fesi® —07.06.2017

Jar #,
CRIRRGED
PIRATT TIoNT THIT,
MUY, SERRITS |

fAvg—are—gare § R Rkl dex 77 @ W& #| FP/UK/ROAD/12951/2015

HBIgY,

JERTT YT UR WIRA TRBR GRT & T fgalt W @ Anft mE off | wReg Snue W W
mﬁﬁﬁmﬁwwwmﬁwmwmﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁlwwa
¥ gfm @< @ 6 warflE aferd g o ||\ e aele FR fa € wed @l
AR far off T&T | e e ¥ Sad Yo B 39 Sraierd gRT g f w9 9 &b S
%@mmmmmmmwgﬁ%ﬂwﬁﬂﬂﬂqﬁmﬂ@ﬁﬂ/m
TR T oS ERT 39 AR SO | I3} AT U uarReat R g3 a1 §9 Srted a1
IR @ o ¥ 2| 39 T # Ug A o B]ET ¥, P ARG WRER E¥ U4 FAROn Bl
Wcﬁwﬁmqmﬁrﬁﬁmmaﬁmaﬁwwm%l

mznﬁmﬁ%gﬁﬁmﬁmmaﬁmﬁm/wmmmﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁ
aﬁwﬁwwwﬁaﬁmzﬁwﬁwmmﬁﬁmmwﬁlw
PR ERT afed qa g Fer @l off & 8|

1. The village level committee (VLC) proceeding provide for only onevillage while as per village wise
breakup the proposed alignment passing through the boundary of three villages. The VLC for other two
villages may upload along the FRA certificate in designated place in Part 1.

2. the data furnished in the district profile is appear to be incorrect as the total diverted land does nto tally
with the CA stipulation. The State Govt may review the information furnished and if required may clarify
the differences.

3. The density appear to be incorrect in online Part II and the NPV calculation is also not correct the
State Govt may review the same and provide correct density and NPV calculation in view of the
tree felling involved.

4. Details of wildlife in online Part II are not provided.
5. Details of wildlife in online part II are not provided.

6. As per the information regarding tree enumeration in hard copy of the proposal out of 964 trees
734 trees are below diameter 0-10cm therefore the trees proposed to be felled are 230 but the
entry of 233 trees are made in online part II, which may be corrected accordingly.

7. As per DSS analysis. out the total area of 4.46ha proposed for CA 2ha is moderately dense forest.
State Govt may replace this 2ha area with some other area suitable for CA and provide /upload
revised digital map SOI toposheet map and KMLfile of the complete 4.46ha CA area again after
making the above change.

s The area 0.130 ha is marked for muck dumping in the civil land which is not clear that is it
included in the area proposed for diversion. If the area marked for muck dumping attract FCA ,
1980 it should be a part of area proposed for diversion.The State Govt may purpose the muck
dumping in private land with provided NOCS of land owners to this office.



