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State Govt. may ensure that the muck disposal
sites are not in forest land.
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2| In reply to point no. I, revised muck disposal
plan forwarded by State Govt. However, it is
noteced that in the carlier muck disposal plan,
total material received from hill side cutting
was mentioned as 1,77,730 cum which has
now been revised to 42,000 cum in the new
muck disposal plan uploaded online. It
appears that only sketchy information related
to muck disposal forwarded to this office
which has not been prepared as per ground
situation. Further 1.7549 ha area in NFL
| | rearlier selected for disposal of 96,530 cum
muck and now 1.925 in NFL selected now for
disposal of 33,840 cum. Further, the
calculation of 4 muck dumping sites selected
now comes to 2.309 ha but mentioned 1.925
in reply. Muck disposal is very sensitive issue
in the hilly area and therefore state
government is requested to provide a detailed
justification for adoptig such casual approach
while calculating  muck disposal. The State
Govt. is also repuired to submit the revised
muck disposal plan based on scientific study
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3| In reply to point no. 3 (b), still road distance Yt @Q’f] BRI qfeor oId 2T TSITen
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ilin reply to point no 4, Jetails of trees | @A wie®, frafea ga, FETe g aTd
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mentioned in 0-30 cm column in part I1. |
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