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I. In the villages wise breakup the name of the village mentioned Palari RF for which
the village level committee proceeding is not provided with FRA certificate. It is
also not clear that when only four village are connected with this road then when the
VLC proceeding provided for 6 villages with the FRA certificate. The necessary
correction to be made accordingly.

2. As per Decision Support System (DSS) Analysis the area of CA shown in KML file
of CA in Part II shown the extent of area as 0.15 ha instead of 13.995ha area
proposed for CA. May upload KML file again showing the correct extent of area
proposd for Ca.

3. The State Govt ha provided/upload the scanned copy for GIS software generated
geo-refernced digitals map showing few geo-coordinates which is not acceptable.
The State Govt may provide/upload the correct and clear map showing geo-
coordinates at 200 to 300m interval along the alignment including all turning points
on exact to the scale and ensure the uploading of correct revised map in online Part I.

4. The State Govt may provide/uploaded GIS software generated Geo-coordinates at all
corner points in shape (Polygon/closed area) file. The Google earth map will not
accepted for the purpose.

3. In the Cost Benefit Analysis upload in the Part I in both Performa VI b ansd VI ¢
needs to be quantified in monetary terms. Cost over Benefits ratio may worked out.

6. Copy of note containing justification locating the project in forest land is not
uploaded in Part 1.

7. Working plan prescription is not provided for reserved forest area in online Part-II.



