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1. As per the Revised KML file area proposed Ior olverslon

is O.qO ha. Which is still not matched with the proposal

area. Accot'ding to the Geo-referenced map positional

error has been found. The shape of the KML file is also

not rnatched with the Geo-referenced map, for example,

KK Nagar. Geo-referenced map/KML file of the area

^-^^^^^,1 {^. ,{i.,orcion mqw need to he revised. -qr@ T++'(q tg s-wrrild qq

s!"Iii zh1 {icilHa d.\'q.gd qr{d
+*a.rq o{q-dts o-s fr Tfr tt

2. The revised kml file has been uploaded, but as per me

DSS, the proposed CA land partially falls under tlie

Forest land. This mav need to be rectified'
rroq t t

3 Geo-referenced cadastral of the proposed UA land may

need to be submitted ffi--ffiq TE tht dl+iltd gq:

qRaeT f&a qs dmdts 6-{ fr 'rS t I
4 The visibility of the SOI toposheet of the proposeo uA

Xand is poot. Thit rnay need to be re-uploaded with high

dei. ffi cer-d quTQfd-6 sq € s{fi
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5 As per part-ii of the proposal, zero tr€es are proposeq

wliiie as per krnl file some trees are visible on the area

proposed for diversion.
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