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In response to Point No. 4 of previous EDS dated
06.12.2017 related to tree enumeration, it is found that the e T
1 | number of trees now uploaded online at SI No. 4, Part I1 is 3
116, while in the hard copy submitted , the number of trees

: affected is 230. Hence there is a discrepancy .

In response to SI No. § of this office EDS dated
06.12.2017 related to submission of original hard copy of

document the State Govt has mentioned that it was already IR & wd @ ) AP

sent earlier vide letter dated 05-09-2016, which is not o :
} - > ofdo TR B W 483,/ 1 o il
2 | correct. It is to inform that a photocopy of the whole 0]-(‘_:T fa /

proposal was submitted vide letter of 05-09-2016 while as 127032018 gNT W@ @ wE @
per the guidelines issued by the MOEF, original copy of (BTamIfy e )
the proposal of all the essential documents and /or attested
copy of all other documents are required to be submitted.
In the component break-up uploaded a Para 2.4 Part [ e T % Road com onent: Locatien =t
3 | online, it is seen that road component is not shown , g @y oy W%l

therefore, necessary corrections may be made.
In response to EDS Point No. 4, it is observed that the

4 | patches of CA are not marked on Survey of India | gi& T 3 Fenfde o ATAE T Ty g1
toposheet map uploaded online in Part —1I.
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Upon DSS analysis, it is found that CA areq marked as | 8 | e SITHR &R garRgor &g 4.46 %@'
8.715 ha comes to 4.829 ha instead. Therefore, as per the | 40460 0 4 (RRPIST ey Rt ) % 2
5 | software conclusions , the area is far shorter than the | 0020 “ﬁbf 4 WET ge BN B R 2.00 70
required area. It s, therefore, requested to submit correct Iffag '*j‘\f:ﬁ[ U9 FraT T H o Uﬁ = ?ﬂOE’O
KML file of CA having area of 8,715 ha. ?@ 2.0080 YIS TRAT dIer WX o TS E |
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Hard copy of the proposal has not been submitted so far,
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4. | nresposeto point No 4 of previous EDS dated 6-12-2017 | part || & Woee 997 W&l SR TG
related to tree enumeration, it is found that the number U VTR @ W% 9 {50 9
of tree now uploaded online at'SI No 4, part Il is 116,
while in the hard copy submitted, the number of trees
affected is 23, Hence there is discrepancy, i
5 In resposeto SI NO. 5 of this office EDS dated 06-12-2017 | SRITd &1 o1 HIGT woreT o DM @) W <81 ¢ |
related to submission of ariginal hard copy of document
the state Govt has mentioned that it was already sent HeT™— ORI @ e Uiy
earlier vide letter dated 5-9-2016, which is not correct. it is 1
‘toinform that a photocopy of the whole proposal was
submitted vide letter of 5-9-2016 while as per the
guidelines issue@by the MOEF, original copy of the
proposal of all the essential documents and for attested
_Lopy of all other documents are required to be submitted.
5 | Inthe component break-up uploaded a para 2.4, part | Road component # Location w1 wssid v
: online , it Is seen that road component is not shown, gy ar &
therefore, necessary corrections may be made.
% “In response to EDS point NO 4, it is abserved that the part || A A9y QUi W @y T
patches of CA are not marked on survey of india toposheet THTT NNEER @ W 9 R @
map uploaded in part Il
g | uponDSSanalysis. itis found that CA area marked as 8.715 | &7 (1 SNl @T &0 ol 2230 B0 &1 o
ha comes to 4,829 ha instead. Therafore, as per the IR &I RTS8 4460 B0 S=pe 3 4
software conclusions, the area is far shorter than the &l B muie sfiwe geRe BO 4.460
required area. it is, therefore, requested to submit correct | 2o 4 Bre) e feand) § o200 4§
KML file of CA having area of 8.715 ha |aq g9 B B BRI 200 iRy Y™ e
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