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State Govt. may submit the reason for delay of four year to
submit the hard copy ofthe proposal.
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State Go\t. may mention the details of road and muck disposal
separalely at para-B (2.4) h part-I eirqfu or f{rqri"T ofrdr{i qpqq * cq ftqr .rqr t r

4
Digital map ofproposed road not found uploaded instead
some ofother map found uploaded. State Govt. may do the
needful in this re

Digital map T.l 'rfuo znq 3ffir 3TrdG or e qfu
oT f+*r6vur uq ftqr .rqr t r
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On perusal ofthe KML file, alignment ofthe proposed road is
going beyond beneficiary village. State Go\,,l. may also iocate
the beneficiary village in KML File.

KML Er{a g<: .rfuc or fuq ciqcilg oq 3{rqfu mr
fttr*"r o-* frqr .rqr * r
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In Justification ofthe proposal it has been mentioned that
1020 population ofvillage Sausa and Jaikot are not connected
from any motor road and villagers have to travel l0 to 12 Km.
However, it is seen that I village is aheady connected and
other to the ist road S G larifo

uired

s very near ex lng tate o\t mav c
and subm t ed J fi d C/I Iev 1 s usti cat Ion u S FDO If Re
AI temate alignment seems sketchy. State Govt. may explore
possibilities to connect possibilities to connect the village
thr non forest land as len of NFL. Seems available.

Alternate alignment ol KML tnrf,e gq,
3:Mr orqdfs or sncifi or Fqro*q o-s Eqr

qfuo o<
ir{Ir tt
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State Go!t. may fill the employment details at para-E seems
available. erqfu or ffir6{sr ofrdr-fi qwq * or ftqrrqr t r
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As per DSS analysis of CA area, only 0.36 Ha KML file
found uploaded instead of 4.23 ha. State Go!.t may uploaded
the KML file of 4.23 ha area.

CA Fd-KML qr{a fc rrtrd 6{ onTmgr 3{qd}s or
enqfu ot ft*roq or fuqrrqr ir
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Google earth map found upioade d IN the p Iace of d igital map
of C State Go\1. may Ioaded the ferenced d talup geo-re I

m ofC In onlIne I 3 Part II

sTMfu oT Iitrfiur qqrftq ccrEroft q{ qlTlrr jqef{Frd
S wq or fiqr .rqr t r

ll State Golt. may upload the related documents at para-L(ivxg)
and in Part-I 3Trcfu sT fi{rr{"T sf-q iTrfi qrErq r} ot ft-qi.Ilqr B t
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CA schem e is not c/s by DFO. Name ofthe CA are is also not
mentioned. Area mentioned found same instead ofdouble.
State Govt. may uploaded and submit and uploaded revised
CA scheme

{tdT tt,
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vfi rfiIlil {-
H,zsqofr irffitd

It is seen that the authorization letter is ofyear 2014. State
Govt. may clariS, whether the same person is dealing the
proposal online.
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CA scheme double land ig olqfh +r ftqroqq .l.r
rfildr5{ 3rq-dts oq ftqr rrqr i r
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cum debris willbe used out of84000 cum debris. However,
muck disposal plan ofonly 25000 cum debris submitted

State Gow. may submit and
sal.

It has been mentioned in the muck disposal plane that 44462

instead of39538 cum debris.
loaded revised muck di

Muck disposal plan
3nqfr oT fttrowr oq

rrfud w ofii-drft srqds or
.Iqr tr

5r:
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distance is mentioned is 0.5 from national park_/wildlife

sanctuary. State Go!,t. may submit comments of Chief wildlife
warden.

Aerial NOC gq qq Ss qfrqrmfi, Bd{rErrs,
FEql fi$ / 12-1 tC<q+ Ii+io t+.to

Aerial distance
t6{r{i d cai6
2020 grtT qrq oc ar-{cil{c errdts 6T fiqFrur tr

15
olt. may mention village wise breakup of forest land

non-forest land separate at para 82.3, Pan I online.

State G
SE breaku at B. 32 iage Area 3trqfuqff EIp

ft-rT-f,i"r tqt4qsrFrdr$q ft-qr6{ IgT
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296 trees at para 4, Part II
d as 226 trees, 296 trees

and 316 trees in the documents submitted with the hard copy.
State Gol.t. may removed this discrepancy and submit/upload
conect details of trees.

The number of
but the number

tree is mentioned as
of trees is mentione

Although, the distance from projected area is mentioned as 0.5
Km but'No" is mention is para 8 (iii) and 8 (iv) ofparr lt.

submit clarification in this reState Govt. ma

sTrcfr or Fllfisr cqFftq q;].lD-orfi q{ FTr.r fr?it{rqBdrmtatftqr.rqrdr

t8
para 3 Part II, Nil is mentioned.In the district wise details in

districtState Go\t. RI the lsdetai ln lemay atprofi para
srMfu oT ft{Fiur ql{rftq Tcrfuorfi T{ qryq f}efupp6
d mr t or ft-qrrqr i I
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Eco-Class is mentioned as
keeping in view the specie

Eco-Class V in Para(i) ofpart iI but
s offlora, it is likely to be eco-

class-Vl. State Govt. may submitted the clarification and
revised information of uired.

erqft qr ftrE {rr q,ffiq c4ffi Tr qqrq ftei..$rrd
d ..r* t aq R-qr .rqr ir
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Two different NPV calculation s
hard copy. State Gow. may clari

heets are provided with the
ry as to which NPV

calculation sheet is correct.

NPV calculation rn (d d 6{ Girdr{q errs}s 6r
sTrqfu 6r ffirfi{q 6{ ftqFrqr t r

2t
0m width only. State Gow. may submit

er calculated taking the RoW as 9.00m But
tree counting is done in 7.00 m. ln such ase the land should
have been taken in 7.0
the clarification in this

The land has be

t-* *,1 d f{qf,r tg Tfr sT orr6dq e.oo fi-r a-srg e'
t}qr rrqr B. Ud uq Fr{fl *i s.oo fi-sr M q +1 rrs
tr
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0.4907 h(5number ofsites) in the land schedule but it is seen
lrom a document submitted with the hard copy that the area of
muck disposal sites in civil land comes to 0.4592 ha onlv.
State Govt. may submit the clarification in this regard and
subpit the correct information.

required for muck dumping is mentioned asThe lorest land

M^uck disposal plan n' qQ' or g?ER lFr 1E+e,rcro
oifu-o d ,rqr e-n. fta-S gr:'rrBo o{ 3firirTf,{"3Tq-m}s 6i
eirqfu 6I ftqroqq oc f{qFrqr t r

oned that 0.855 ha land falls in
the Revenue Record. State Govt. may confirm if it is not a

In the land schedule it is menti

forest land as Ser definition ven Court

Effi rirs{ qrd il o.ess to
reil,z"t-eTffii if erfuo r& B r

qfi tra +ffi
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