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In reply to Point No 2 of EDS, the certificate issued by
DC has been uploaded in para D (i) of online Part-1. But,
the note countaining full justification for locating the
project in forest land has not been uploaded.
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In reply to Point No 3 of EDS, it is mentioned that the
alternate aligiment was found passing through the NAP
land and van panchayat land of other villages also which
are not benefited by the road hence the villagers raised
objection on the altednate aliginment.further it is also
mentioned that the geologist also did not find the
alternate aligiment proper and the number of HP bands
are started to be more in the alternate alignment and
hence, the alternate alignment was not considered. On
perusal of document containing comparison between
identified alignment at page 40-43 of hard copy, it is
seen that the number of HP bands are equal in both the
alignments, further the number of trees proposed to be
felled mentioned at s.no-20 of the document do not tally
with the number of trees given elsewhere in the proposal.
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In reply to Point No 4 of EDS, it is mentioned that 463
trees including 112 banj trees are affected in the alternate
alignment and no other alternate alignment is feasible
except the proposed alignment.But it is seen from the
details of trees given at serial no 20 of the document
containing comparision between identified alignment
attached at page no 40-43 of the hard copy that 570 trees
are present in the alternate alignment 2 instead of 463
trees mentioned above.moreover 112 banj trees
including 13 in the dia meter class 0 to 10 cm. are
present in the proposed alignment and not in the alternate
alignment.
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In reply to point no. 5 of EDS, it is mentioned that
the revised geo-referenced digital map showing geo
coordinates at 200 m to 300 m interval along the
alignment of the proposed road including all turning
points  (Curves) is uploaded at para-C(iv). But, geo
coordinate have been shown at six points only in the
scanned copy of geo-referenced map uploaded in para-C
(iv) instead of showing geo-coordinates at 200 m to
300 m interval along the alignment of the proposed
road including all turning points (Curves).
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5 | Inreply to the point NO.-6 of EDS. it is mentioned that the ﬁé—gﬂw Part-1
software generated scaned copy of geo-referenced  digital e
map of CA area showing geo-coordinates at all corner (V&Vl) ﬁf I’ P upload Wﬁ«mw
Points along the periphery (polygon) is uploaded in para-L él
of online Part I but. on perusal of the map uploaded at para-
I.. it is seen that the map attached shows the alignment of
the road and muck dumping sites instead of the area proposed
for CA.
6 | State  Govt. has not uploaded the soft copy of the geo- Shape file ﬁ?m P ¥ Q;Fu—ﬁa J} THid 320,
referenced digital map showing geo-coordinates at all corner . i
points along the periphery (polygon) for the area proposed for AIH-05.07.2016 T Region()l Office @!
CA in Shape File (.shp file). Qﬁ'ﬂ a}ﬁ Tl—s( % '
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required for muck duming has been shown in the component
wise breakup in para B 2.4 of online part-1.but the total comes
to 3.3745 ha instead of 3.376 ha mentioned elsewhere in online
Part-I1 and online Part-I1.
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