; ' ““"“H aaﬂamr& W Errr

dfo chakrata uta@yahoo co.in .
éaﬁ u“ﬁra 30-01360—275078

q'am‘ﬂibﬂ?ﬂ

certificate still not found uploaded.
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In reply to point no. 4, justification
submitted by the State Govt. seems not
satisifactory. State Govt. requested to
submit revised .proposal upto pomt no. 22
(as per digital map)
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In reply to point no. 5, location of village
Dirnad still not marked in the KML file.
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-In reply to point no. 6, no correction made
by the State Govt. Shape of digital map and
KML file of CA area are still not matching,
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In reply to point no. 7, neither revised CA
scheme nor any justification submitted by
the State Govt.
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In reply to point no. 9, details of muck

dumping area still not added in non forest

VAT TORA GRT 91— | B Muck dumping area has

been added in non forest land column at para B-2.3 kil
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' land column at pafa-B-2.3 of part-L -
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In reply to point no. 10, it is seen that area

of muck dumping sites comes to.0.86 hac
instead of 0.597 hac proposed in non forest

| land.
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In reply to p:oint no.11, still benefits of road
mentioned instead of reason for locating the

“|.project in forest land in the justification

uploaded at para D in part-1.

Justification for locating pro_|ect in forest land . uploaded at
para-D (i) of Part-I satisfactory by user agency.

In reply to point no. 11, it is also mentioned
in justification that one jeep road is already
constructed. State Govt. may clarify, if any
approval under FCA has already been
obtained for construction of jeep road?
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In reply to point no.12, no correction made
by the State Govt.

In para-4(i) of Part-II, Eco class is mentioned as
Eco class-V -is correct and same uploaded at
designate place. NPV calculation is uploaded at at
st no 2 in additional information as Part-II.

In reply to point no.13, no correction made
By the State Govt.

In para-14 of Part-Il, CA stipulated s |
commensurate to forest land diverted and correct

information is uploaded at para-14 in dlstrlct
profile as Part-II.
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