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1. As per the details provided on page 6A (part II online) at Sr no. 5 regarding working
plan prescription mentioned is ‘No Data’ why no data has been provided?

2. As per the details provided on page 6A (part II online) at Sr no 6 regarding note on
vulnerability of forest area to erosion ‘No’ what does it mean?

3. The proposal is without affixing seal of various officials & authorized signatory on
behalf of user agency.

4. The forest area details mentioned on certificate at page 12 is incorrect.

5. The site suitability certificate is not as per GOI format.

6. The certificates/undertakings on behalf of user agency needs counter signature of
the concerned DFO.

7. The forest land notification on page 27 & 28 are signed by the Range Officer which
needs signature of DFO rather of Range Officer.

8. Most of the papers have been counter signed by the Range Officer rather DFO. DFO
is expected to know that Range Officer is not competent to sign any papers FCA
Proposal.

9. The forest area calculation shown on page 40 and approved lay out plan ( Xerox
copy) at page 64 does not match.

10.  The approved layout plan with all the conditions imposed by NHAI/SPWD needs
submission with the proposal.



11. The topo sheet at page 46 is without title.

12. The geo referenced map for compensatory afforestation is without GPS
coordinates of key points.

13. The estimate of compensatory afforestation scheme is signed by the Range
Officer, who is not competent to sign.

14. The Google map at page 11 is showing proposed forest land for diversion shows
existence of trees at the proposed diversion site which further gets reinforced with
photographs attached. The .kml file for proposed forest land diversion site also
shows existence of trees. This needs to be clarified.

15. The geo referenced map shows proposed forest area in polyline format rather than
required polygon format.

16. The topo sheet at page 62 is without tltle

17. The proposal is without NPV calculation sheet.

18. The .kml file uploaded for proposed compensatory afforestation shows location of
CA patch in flood plains of river. The site suitability of the CA location needs to be
checked.
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