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The detail of alternate examined has not been
provided at para D properly and map uploaded at
para D (i) (a) does not indicate details of
alternateive examined. State Govt. may provide the
information regarding alternative explored at para
D and also upload the map showing the alternative
at para D (ii) (a) Part | online.

The map showing alternate alignment has
been uploaded at para D (ii).

In the component wise break up at para B 2.4, the
whole area of 0.32 ha is shown to be taken in
forest area while in the hard copy of the proposal
out of 3 sites. 2 sites are shown in Naap Land.
State government may submit the justification in
this regard.
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It is seen that the proposal involved private land.
Therefore, State government may explore other
than forest land for the purpose of muck dumping
and if it is not possible, may provide the reasons for
the same duly authenticated by DFO.
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A separate tree enumeration list for the area
proposed for muck dumpint (ie. 0.32 ha) is required
to be submitted by the State Govt.
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The density shown in para 4(i) is 0.8 which seems
to be incorrect in view of the enumeration list of
trees, therefore the state Govt, may review the
same and change the NPV calculation accordingly.
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The enumeration provided for 9m width of the said
road while as per PMGSY norms the requirement
can be fulfilled for hills road with ROW 5.2 m on

align_ment and 6.1 m on curves/ turns. State Govt is
required to submit a separate enumeration list of
trees for 6.1 m width on turns and 5.2 m for rest of
the alignment. Whereas ROW may be kept as 9m
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as per Indian Road Congress 52-2019.
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it appears thath in the hard copy of the proposal as
well as on online portal, as additional documents, &
lot of unnecessary papers are submitted/ uploaded. T
Therefore the State Government may file up the | gusor #fy
requisite/ essential information or document only Y B : 7
which s roqulr:a under the provision of FCA, 1980 wftreta & nfsa
and submit to this office. % it e
i the KML file It appears fhat other population/ | weaTfae A1 #) ere 350
villages are also seems to be unconnected in the | ums  gaTel B e
area around the proposed road. State government | 74 / || |(2) / 06310210 / 07
may provide Information, if there any planning of | zry ey wrf fmfor #1 3
the government to provide connectivity to these | pvufyr s AT H1eX
areas or any other ongoing progress for the same. s e o B e
If yes, it should be proposed in the consolidation. fro o
The detailed note in this regard by be submitted.
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