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1. | The requirement mentioned for construction of 42 mtr. | 3T4fed P FRTHRT ToR VoI gRT F° |
Long bridge in certain document like digital map and | fagy 27 2 ‘
top sheet in is mentioned as 48 mts long bridge ]

2. | Total period for which the forest land is proposed to be | 3Tufed @1 fARTHERTT o Tor=dl gRT =
diverted is shown as Nil. fear Tar &

| 3. | The authority latter for uploading the case on portal is | ATIfed BT FRTHOT IoR Tor R g #R |
in favour of one Sh R.S. Panwar while it is mentioned &y Ty 2
as Sh. Vijay Kumar Moghar at A3

4. | In village wise breakup the name of village is shown | 3Tafey @1 fPRTBRYT FoR Vo gRT AR
as Dhaula while in FRA it is mentioned as Sewa, Wari o Ty 2
and Hadwari

5. | Since area proposed for diversion is less than 1 ha. | ®1¢ M drdl gaﬁ P deal =IAdH 100
Hence CA may not be required but no plantaion qaﬁ P QHT@TIUT AT BT YTaRpoT |
scheme is submitted. TS Tq 3iThere U foar o wET

- =
6. | KML file does not show bridge. 3mafed &7 FPRIBROT ok TRl gR1 AR
| fear arar 2

7. Justification for locating the project is not uploaded | arufed &7 FPRTHERO oY T ERT N

N ,Om,in?jtvpiri[?ﬁ?i] instead authority uploaded. faar T 2

8. Google earth picture showing alternative examined | aafed @7 IRMEa| qu? YOI ERT AR

- does not show any alternative to the one proposed. faar a7 ¥
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My computer/F/Desktop/ Land trans new, land trans latter



Employment data at E shows temporary employment
as 16800 while in part [ of hard copy submitted by user

agency it is shown as 9568 which does not match

10.

In the component wise breakup at 2.4 name of area is
given which is incorrect

11.

Instead of digital map duly geo-reférenced google
earth map is uploaded at C (iv) Part ] which cannot be
used for DSS analysis.

12.

Legal status of the area is not clear as it is mentioned
as RF online in Para 4 Part Il and PF in SIR of DFO.

13,

14,

While as per document provided it appears that prior
approvalof NBWL has been obtained it is not clear
Wheather prior approval of Apex court has been
obtained.

The file folder 'p'ricf);/”iid‘efd by the state government is a
coloured photocopy which is not admissible as per
direction issued by the Ministry.

15.

Vulnerability of land from erosion
mentioned rather is is mentioned that as per geologist
report which defeats the purpose of making the case
online in public domain if details are not provided in
the relevant column.

poiﬁt of view is not |

Adminstrative approval and financial sanction from

the competent authority for the project is not available.
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