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construction of 42 mts long bridge. In
certain document, like digital map and
toposheet, it is mentioned as 48 mts. Long
bridge.
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6I dRI 6{The requtrement is mentioned for

2 period for which the forest land is
proposed to be diverted is shown as NIL
l'otal

3 ority letter for uploading the cise
on portal is in favour of one Sh.
R.S.Panwar (refers sl no. A 3 xvii online

it is mentioned as Sh. Vijay
aatA3.
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4 age-wise breakup, the name of
village is shown as Dhaula, while in FRA
it is mentioned as Sewa, Wari and
Hadwari
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than 01.0 ha
required but
submitted

hence CA may not be
no. plantation scheme is

Sincc area proposed lor diversion is less
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7 Justification for I

uploaded online
ocating the project is not
at para D Part I instead

loaded.authorit letter is u
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ed does not show any alternative to
lo sed.
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Employment
employment

data at E shows temporary
as 16800 while in Part I of

hard copy submitted by user agency it is
shown as 9568 which does not match.
In the component-wise break up at 2.4,
name of arca is given which is incorrect.
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't1 Instead of digital map duly geo-
referenced, google earth map is uploaded
at C (iv) Part I which cannot be used for
DSS anal IS
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12 Legal status of the area is not clear as it is
mentioned as RF online in para 4 Part II
and PF in SIR of DFO
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13 While as per documents provided it
appears that prior approval of NBWL has
been obtained, it is not clear whether prior

val ofA court has been obtained
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14 The file folder provided by the state
government is a coloured photocopy
which is not admissible as per directions
issued b the Ministr
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sfr=rdrgn fuqr .rqr t t

15 Vulnerability of land from erosion point
of view is not mentioned rather it is
mentioned that as per geologist report
which defeats the purpose of making the
case online in public domain if details are
not ided in the relevant column.
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16 Administrative approval and financial
sanction from the competent authority for
the ec1 is not available
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