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EDS Details

EDS Removed as follows

In reply to point No.l the correct component wise breakup has
been provided with the reply and it is mentioned that the same has
also been corrected online at B 2.4 Part-I online. However, as_per
the component wise breakup provided with the reply the area
proposed for diversion is totalling to 0.1705 ha compared to 0.1925
ha area in the correcied component wise breakup uploaded online
at B 2.4 Part-]. Staie Govt. may correct this mismatch in the
component wise breakup as well as in the area proposed for
diversion. The State Govt. should also ensure that the correct
extent of area proposed for diversion may be filled in all the
columns online as well as in the reply to the EDS.

" Component wise break up has been
corrected at B-2.4 Para I.

In reply to point No.2, it is mentioned that Tinsi is a Tok of |

Revenue Village Bhushal and proceedings of VLC meeting for
Revenue Village Bhushal was conducted which has been corrected
and filled up at para B 2.3 of online Part-I and documents uploaded
at para-K (i) (a). Though, in para -B 2.3, the name of village has
now been changed as Bhushal (Tinsi Tok) now, but in the
proceedings of VLC meeting uploaded at para-K (i) (a) the name
of the village is mentioned as Bhushal (Chond) in para-2 of the
proceedings. Thus, the name of Bhushal (Tinsi Tok) is still not
mentioned in the proceedings of the VLC meeting.

Mismatch regarding the name of
village Bhaushal (Chaund) has been
corrected.

In reply to point No.4, though the hard copy of the proposal has |

been submitted but all the documents available in the hard copy are

photocopies and not the original documents or attested |
photocopies. State Govt. may provide hard copy of the proposal |

folder containing all original or attested copies of the documents.
However, the FRA certificate and the geo-referenced digital maps
of proposed road and CA should be in original.

Hard copy containing all original
documents has been sent letter No.
2359/16C dated 25-10-2017 letter
attached.
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