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Performa for comparison between identified alignments
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MAP OF RESERVE FOREST AREA IN NAUDU- 13 SHIVPURI RANGE NARENDRA NAGAR FOREST DIVISION - ))
PROPOSED TO BE TRANSFERED IN FAVOUR OF RAIL VIKAS NIGAM LTD. /
FOR CONSTRUCTING APPROACH ROAD FROM NH-58 TO T2P1

REQUIRED LAND EOR APPROACH ROAD
LENGTH =747 MEfgri's AND WIDTH = 455

Ertarf/N‘All..
RE (Nignmert 30 foniorng)

i

T4 Fariel Site

| W5
LEGEND: —
S OPTION-1
= OPTION-2 L % s N RS e 1 e
E==——= OPTON-3 PHOTO-1:- APPROACH ROAD AND NEAR VICINITY PHOTO-2- SLIDING ZONE CLOSE TO APPROACH ROAD  PHOTO-3:- APPROACH ROADAND NEAR VICINITY
BB FROPSED NALLA DIVERSION OPTION-1. APPROACH ROAD IS FEASIBLE AS IT WILL NOT EFFECT THE ACTIVE SLIDE ZONES AND IT INVOLVE MINIMUM CUTTING OF TREES.
—— —— RVWNL ROW OPTION-2.IT REQUIRES CUTTING OF TOE OF THE HILL AND WILL CREATE THE SLIDE ZONE EVEN WORSE WHICH IS NOT SUGGESTED BY THE EXPERTS AND ALEO THE LENGTH OF THE
ROAD IS MORE AND MAY REQUIRE TREE CUTTING, HENCE THIS OPTION IS NOT FEASIBLE.
o ELECTRICAL POLE :

OPTION:3, THE LAND UNDER THE PROPOSED OPTION IS ALREADY UNDER THE OWNERSHIP OF FOREST AND THE LAND IS BEING UTILIZED FOR THEIR PROJECT OF ECO PARK, HENCE,
BN OO APPROACH ROAD THIS OPTION IS NOT FEASIBLE. ors

CONCLUSION :- BASED ON COMPARITIVE STUDIES ONLY FEASIBLE OPTION IS OPTION NO.1 c_—_‘_'b_.l::_,,-"" ’TN‘WJQ u:nﬁ?.ﬁ\fl
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