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The following shortcomings are found in the proposal:-

1.
2.

Details of working plan prescription given by DCF in PART Il is incorrect.

Approximate distance given fr{:m forest is 0.5 ha., then why diversion is proposed

and recommended? DCF has given the details in part Il of the proposal. Please clarify
%
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3. CA scheme should be given for 1000 plants per ha. as per FCA guidelines.
4. CCF has to 8ttach and upload his site inspection report.
5. NFL is not required in the proposal. So remove all the documents and letters for NFL

in the proposal.

User agency has not uploaded and attached undertakings regarding CA, NPV, other
conditions, additional NPV,No other use of diverted land etc. are not given by user
agency.

Emmployment generation report is not given.

DCF has not given the number of trees to be cut and and trees to be pruned in tree
enumeration report.
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