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1 ln reply to point no 2, some other documents

uploaded in place of justification at para D in
Part I. Name of the CA area not mentioned in
the documents uploaded at paru L (iv-h) State
Govt may submit/upload the relevant documents
against each para.

rdrffir rffi ET{r cA;rea Adetailsd&J
(iv) ft) t gl: ertrots oq frqFnn i t

2 In reply to point No 07 Name of the CA area has

been correct in CA scheme bul the same is not
legible State Gort may submit/upload the
relevant documents against each para clear copy
CA scheme.

fd-Sfwrtdergrnr

3 In reply to point NO 08, Name of the CA arca
still not mentioned in the CA site suitability
certificate State golt may submit the CA site
suitability certificate mentioning the name of
CA area.

fro\o t}i or nrq oifu-d o-t CA sitJ suitability
certificate qrdte oq Rqr .rqr t t

4 ln reply to point no l0 bar chart uploaded online
is incorrect. State Govt may upload the clear and
correct copy of the bar chart online as additional
information.

Bar chart vrd t it gt olq-ds 6-{ Fqrrqr t t

5 In reply to point no I I aerial distance certificate
still not uploaded. In the name of aerial distance
certificate.Some other documents showing the
road distance uploaded State Govt may review
the same and uploade/submit the correct
information in this regard.

Aerial distance certificate crd I \s qrd tt d
qqals 6r ftqr .rqr t r

6 In para D (ii) (a) google earth map showing
proposed alignment and the altemative
alignment has been uploaded but the altemate
alignment is different from the altemate
alignment shown the KML file uploaded at para

C and the comparative chart of two alignment
also doesn't appear to be relevant in this
situation-

Correction has been done in Form A, Part I.
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7 It is the mentioned in the muck disposal plan
that 4.00 to 6.00 mtr width road already exists in
the area hence, hill side cufting is required only
for improvement of curved so the muck
generated to very less. State Govt may intimate
tho ownership over the existing road and the
approval obtained under FCA if any.
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