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In the village wise breakup the area of both the village
Uroli and Ijra is not mentioned separately in online
Part-1.

Village Ijra is only being benefited by project.
Area under proposal is solely of village Uroli.
Area of village Ijra is not required to be
diverted for the proposal. €~ it is not
mentioned in village wise breakup. Area of
village Uroli is required to be diverted. So it is
mentioned is village wise breakup (At B-2.3
of Part I)

The village Level Committee proceeding for village
ljra is not provided with the FRA certificate. The State
Govt. may rovide/upload the VLC proceeding for
village Ijra.

VLC proceeding for village Ijra is not
required as no area of village is being
dirverted for proposal. Ijra village is
mentioned only under “benefited village”
category.

From the component wise breakup in online Part-I and
the muck disposal plan provided in hard copy, it is not
clear that the area marked for muck dumping included
in the area proposed for diversion or the private land.
The State Govt. may clarify whether the area marked
for dumping is included in the area proposed for
diversion, if not revise the proposal after including the
area in diversion area accordingly.

Area marked for muck dumping is private
land which is other than the private land
proposed for diversion. Noc of private land
owners is uploaded at other wucument as

NOC for muck dumping site.

The area mentioned for CA is 2.1 ha in online Part-I
para L and para 13 of online Part-I1, which is incorrect.
Though, the CA scheme and suitability certificate
provided for 4.2 ha area in hard & soft copy the State
Govt. do necessary correction in online portal and the
revenue papers and Khasra details uploaded at para L
(iv) (A-H).

Area mentioned for CA is corrected in on line
Part-I Para-L and Part-II para-13. Revenue
papers and khasra details had been uploaded
at para L (iv) (A-H) which needs no
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In the village wise breakup the area of both the village
Uroli and Ijra is not mentioned separately in online
Part-1.

Village Ijra is only being benefited by project.
Area under proposal is solely of village Uroli.
Arga of village ljra is ;13)_1 required to be

for the sal. So it is not
mentioned in village wise breakup. Area of
village Uroli is required to be diverted. So it is
mentioned is village wise breakup (At B-2.3
of Part I)

The village Level Committee proceeding for village
ljra is not provided with the FRA certificate. The State
Govt. may rovide/upload the VLC proceeding for
village [jra.

VLC proceeding for village ljra is not
required as no area of village is being
dirverted for proposal. ljra village is
mentioned only under “benefited village”

category.

From the component wise breakup in online Part-l and
the muck disposal plan provided in hard copy. it is not
clear that the area marked for muck dumping included
in the area proposed for diversion or the private land.
The State Govt. may clarify whether the area marked
for dumping is included in the area proposed for
diversion, if not revise the proposal after including the
area in diversion area_accordingly.

Area marked for muck dumping is private
land which is other than the private land
proposed for diversion. Noc of private land
owners is ded

NOC for muck dumping site.

The area mentioned for CA is 2.1 ha in online Part-1
para L and para 13 of online Part-11, which is incorrect.
Though, the CA scheme and suitability certificate
provided for 4.2 ha area in hard & soft copy the State
Govt. do necessary correction in online portal and the
revenue papers and Khasra details uploaded at para L
(iv) (A-H).

Area mentioned for CA is corrected in on line

Part-1 Para-L and Part-1l para-13. Revenue
papers and khasra details had been uploaded

at_para L _(iv) (A-H) which needs no

correction.
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