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The proposed road’s beneficiary village are
not marked on the KML file uploaded on the
online portal. The State Government is
requested to mark the locations of the
beneficiary villages on the KML file.
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Correct employment details are necessary
to be filled out in Para E (ii) and (iii)
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Correct component-wise  break-up is
required to be provided in the Para B 2.4
Part | on the online portal.
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The CA of 3.42 ha is provided in two
patches. The State Government is
requested to provide separate KML files
and CA schemes for both the patches.
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Justification of the proposal needs to be
uploaded at part |, Para D1
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An existing road already connects up to the
proposed village. Therefore, the requirement
for an additional road is not justified. We
request the State Government to justify the
proposal according to the existing norms for
connecting village in hilly areas prevalent in
the state
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Details of the examined alternative route
and its comparison with the proposed route
are not provided. This information is
required to be provided.

IR WAV UG dehfoqdh TRV BT JelIcAd
faavor wxamg #§ gf @ € Worw 2 o @A uied
B AfRed a=r & e W) far w21 g
g B 5—5 URral # U & 1 B 2

On reviewing the KML file of the proposed
and alternative routes, it is observed that
both alignments interest at one point.
However the proposed route connects the
destination through a longer route passing
through dense forest and requiring a larger
forest land area. In contrast, the alternative
route connects the destination through a
shorter route requiring less forest land, The
state government is requested to provide
clarification regarding this matter.

TR @Y U4 dohfodd AXEYT &1 U Al AFT
fomfor @ faRredl & oy @ T 8| AP S
gy ¥ A@e B FA S 8, O R defeas
gl § A I gAIfT T8 g8 B |

The breadth of the proposed road for tree
enumeration is unclear. The State
Government is requested to restrict the tree
enumeration to the 7m width only.
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