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In reply to point no. 2 is found submitted that the village is
not connected from any road. The State Government is
requested to submit the path distance to the village from the
nearest existing road.
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In reply to point no. 3, existing road network and path road
are still not marked in the KML file which is required to be
done.
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In reply to point no. 4, the detailed analysis of comparison
of the proposed alignment and the alternative alignment is
not provided and the alternative alignment has also not been
marked on the KML. The main reasons provided for the
rejection of the alternative alignment are :

i.  Villagers are not agreeing to provide private land.

ii.  Villagers desire that the proposed road connects the
temple.

iii. ~Alternative alignment involves more forest land.

Alternative alignment P KML R TP
g U B AT T | Alternative
alignment M 81 @ = R Ffa

(0} g, UTHar alternative alignment %@
ot AT A 18 < =y f

(1) B, IHAIRRN & gRT AT 3BT o7 W& 2
& AR Art 91 wfer @ Ssd g3 e
B ST T |

@ SR AR HE B BTHIA H
proposed  alignment Cal ara B S B1)
alternative alignment F Aol T W 9 IR

T: s FR A el

PN

arfereT At
ot wre, A, RS,




