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1 For CA As per DSS report 1.90 ha area found | Ia HIexX #HIT § U= aroll dd ﬁlﬁ'f 1.850
uploaded in place of 3.70ha. 80 BT AT CA gq fafde 9f 370 2o
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2 Area mentioned in justification is 0.27 ha however | Iad |AIeY A7t § UysH dron a”'l"{f}-f 1.850 B0
proposal submitted for 1.85 ha area. %_Q,' Justification & 3mufed &1 FRTERTT ov
TS AT U 3(UsSe Y faar Tar 2
3 Blank VLC found 1 uploe wded date is nnt nu.mlonul amufed &1 AR 31!7‘15125‘3 ATd 9 o
is DFLC and VLC ferar a1 2
4 Shape of KML file and digital map of CA not | CA %@ KML file @1 aifdl g UARYAH
matching. 3uetls @ Hor ufa # off uflg & o1 &
2 | :
5 Administrative approval uploaded online is not | Adminsitrative approval @I  3ffFere+
clear. AR 3vells X Aol ufa F +fF 9T o
ST 8 B |
6 Aerial distance of, diversion area mentioned is 0.5 | g9 ISR gRT CWLW &) arared
km from National Park/Sanctuary. o B fov g @1 Chief wildlife warden
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7 Blank NPV calculation sheet uploaded which is | NPV calculation letter @7 3iral S‘-‘-I_ BRIEIE
signed by RO. | omeie @ el ufy N 9 A o W@
=
8 Following Documents have not been found ﬁgi—_aa&dﬁf&ﬁ gfa) G{Hoﬂs‘; AUells PN
uploaded in web portal e T B
a-CA scheme




b- Joint inspection report.
¢-CA site suitability
d-Undertaking to bear CA cost.
6-Altemative examined.

9 Digital map of proposal road and CA and | Digital map # proposal road, CA 3R
alternative examined not submitted in hard copy. Alternative examined @1 g ufar TS P
§ o @y Ui @ S W@ R
10 | Bar chart is not C/S by DFO. Bar chart § DFO @ &WER IR ATelIs
JyReIT el B e T B |
11 | Employment details seems incorrect. Employment detail DI IMAART el DN
_ : fem a8 |
12 | From the KML file of the area proposed for KML file # existing road Pl Sl ACR
diversion it is seen that not even a single household | gpf & R4 ot R AFSH Wal Y
is benefitted, beside there are already two existing | sryae o fear 747 & |
roads running parallel to the proposed alignment,
hence there does not appear to be any justification
for the road. _
13 NPV is calculated for eco-class VI while it appears | NPV~ Calculation  detail P IATAATRA
to Fall under class V as per enumeration list. TR UATS BR HeA gfad & ufda ot
ST V8l B |
14 Entire proposal is submitted in photocopy instead | T¥dTd H fofoled HY 9 UWOINROYO DI
of original. Heafdd @fer Bdl @I Her\ d U
farar o1 XE1 8|
15 Part I and 1l of the proposal as per the FCA guild qe | g ure || &l gaifdd dY Hel'\ BY

lines is required to be submitted in original.
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