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EDS Details

EDS Removed as follows

It is seen from the KML file that this proposed road does rot
appear to benefit the Gaithana & Sirwari villages because these
villages already appear to be located near the existing roads.
However, one human habitation located towards southern half
of the proposed road appears to be benefited by this road. But,
this habitation is close to one existing road near Sirwari & the
construction of road from Sirwari end will involve less forest
land. State Govt. may explore this feasibility.

There is a need to connect
Bhelunta from both ends i.e. from
Gaithana and Sirwari end.
Justification for this double
connectivity has been uploaded at
other documents as Justification.

It is also seen from KML file of the road that approx. 126 m
length of proposed road is passing through the area selected for
CA involving approx. 0.09 ha land. This situation is bound to
reduce the net arez available for CA. State Govt. may either
increase the CA area proportionately or change the CA site and
submit necessary revised documents.

CA site has been changed. GEO
reference map, Topographic map
and KML fiie of new CA location
has been uploaded Form A Part I
at L (iv) ©, (v) and (vi)

Density is mentionec as 0.3 in para-4 of online Part-II and 0.001
in the old format of Part-II attached in hard copy of the proposal
but NPV rate is charged for dense forest category in Eco-class-
V. This mismatch in density in different documents and NPV
rate is required to be reviewed

This EDS is related to DFO

~

It is mentioned in the FRA certificate that the forest land
proposed for diversion falls within the jurisdiction of Gaithana,
Sirwari and Bhelunta villages but the proceedings of VLC
meeting has been provided for Gaithana village only. Hence, the
proceedings of VLC meeting of Sirwari and Bhelunta is also
required to be submitted.

VLC proceeding for Gaithana,
Sirwadi and Bhelunta have been
uploaded at other document and
FRA certificate at K (i) (a)

Note- Bhelunta is not a revenue
village. It comes under revenue
village Badhani. Hence for
Bhelunta, “VLC proceeding of
Badhani” has been uploaded in
FRA certificate.
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