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Regarding point no 3. KML file for proposed road | gve grr kml BISol AT TS BR
uploaded at para L and KML of CA uploded at para | &fy it 8|

C.

In response of point 3. working plan preseriptions | Part II HeNfod @ faar Tar &
are still not given for the reserve forest involed in
the area proposed for diversion in online part Il

Regarding point no 4 detail wildlife is still not | Part II Jenferd &) foar Tar @
mentioned in online part II

In reply to point 7. original hard copy of complete | Hel? = X ufed &
proposal is required.

From the KML file of the proposed road it is seen | T& ART gd H 9 Ugdl K BT ATSIHRI
that connectivity through dense RF of high value | fsar &7 <81 & @1 39 TG R AR
forest is unecessary as the villages are given | famfor gg Tior ff Hewd g1 o Hel
connectivity from both ends of existing roads. FRET Jbfeqsd TG H Af¥F Sugad
gl

In the recommendation of DFO. name of project is | e HR AUtre B o 1T g
shown as hospital rather than road.

The number of trees affected by the proposed road | Jfeuds FHREH # 466 JeT US <& & ford
is 412. which is quite high. Also alternation route | &/RUT YeH WHRWS & AN AT &g

has also not been analysed properly. SERER] =4
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