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For CA, As per DSS report, 1.90 hac. area found uploaded
in place of 3.70 ha.
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Area mentioned in justification is 0.275 hac. however
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proposed alignment. hence there does not appear to be any
justification for the road.
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Following document have not been found uploaded in web
format.
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d. Undertaking to bear CA cost.
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NPV is calculated for eco-class VI while it appears to fall

required to be submitted in original.
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14 | Entire proposal is submitted in photocopy instead of original.

P i N | o R R @) far Tar 2
(5 Part I & Il of the proposal as per the FCA guidelines is

AT B

wady,

W
~ T g,

fReiRTTe g9 g fadiky

Te

STafed 1 [ARTHROT PR ATTATSA HIETH
Proposalﬁf Digital Map d FRA G colc;r Lop\

TR aIERTY fRETE R 3 Y f‘ur

1
\
\
\



