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For CA, As per DSS report, 1.90 hac. area found
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| S Arex AR # ge arel 9+ A 1.850
ha @1 A1 CA & fifder % 3.70 ha

1 uploaded in place of 3.70 ha. e RIGEARN N CARGHET G TG a—@q
A A UST HY AT TAT B |
Iqd AR AN H g arelt a9 A 1.850
5 | Area mentioned in justification is 0.275 hac. however | ha 8q Justification H Tafea @1 fARTaHROT
proposal submitted for 1.85 hac. area. | Y AT TS AR § 3[UST Y T
T R | ]
3 Blank VLC found uploaded . Date is not mentioned is | 34 T T ARTAROT 371 Fllg:i & HEIH W
SDLC and VLC | @R oar mar 2
Sh f KML fil d digital f CA not CA?@ L Fil il bk
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5 | Administrative approval uploaded online is not clear. Z?E_Iﬂmitlj:egp;rsgi aichar%ﬁ;ﬁ
6 Aerial distance of diversion are mentioned is 0.5 km. | 3TAfcT T [FIRTAROT B AT TS d
from National Park/sanctuary HIETH U agee H feur Tar él
7 Blank NPV calculation sheet uploaded which is | NPV calculation sheet # 2T gUf ¥ A9
signed by DFO. | TS B HEUH W I0Se BN o T B
Following document have not been found uploaded in
web format.
a. CAscheme. e ﬁlﬁ : IERRCL SIS ,
8 b. Joint inspection report. A gaﬁ @1 Ui A Ea
c. ' CA site suitability. l
d. Undertaking to bear CA cost.
e. Alternative examined. - o
S| ; I J5aha (AR &l " Digital mapﬁ proposal road, CA 3R
igital map of proposal road an and alternative ) I -
o examined not submitted in hard copy. alternative @1 hard wagy " ¥ w
T R
10 | Bar chart is not C/s by DFO. ;aﬁ;;gzomfﬁ Wgﬂi ﬁm Eﬁ%gﬂgl SER
11 | Employment detail seems incorrect. Empéloy;zntﬁdeta:lhﬁ A:\'ﬂl?{ : 3
From the KML file of the area proposed for diversion. '
It is seen that not even a single household is | KML file H existing roads &l Iad HIEY q7f
12 benefitted, beside there are already two existing & T oyl B TS B 3

roads running paralled to the proposed alignment.
hence there does not appear to be any justification
for the road.
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NPV is calculated for eco-class VI while it appears to
fall under class V as per the enumeration list.
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Entire proposal is submitted in photocopy instead of
original.
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Part | & Il of the proposal as per the FCA guidelines is
required to be submitted in original.
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