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The user agency has not| QECL, gRT 9d feei 30 /08 /2022 3 o fpar T

submitted  the  status  of .
compliance ~ of  conditions G ARR Td RIod ATT ENT ¢ Mg g wwel

stipulated in earlier approval P e AAGD HAGH W & g fHar S &
issued vide letter no. dated 8- | 1 X WRPR &RT SIS Tl b1 eI dlef
196/1984 Fry (Cons) dated | URFRIC—1 O el WX 2|

15.12.1986. The same needs
submission.

The Cost Benefit analysis | graqes wvem W¥da  Cost Benefit analysis Ruare

required to be revised as per the - ,
guidelines of the Ministry and aRfc—2 WX el =

keeping in view the revised rates
of the NPV.

As per DSS analysis it is | gy T NI GRIEIES Hﬁ'ﬂﬁ e uRATSTT ®

reported that the calculated area el S e BT IR forar a7 faarer TR g -

of KML file of Mining lease in S T
the instant project is 488.0391 Tzﬁ ’ gﬁ% \ fa ENEl

il
Ha, whereas in Part-I of the - \ 315.347 \ 9 (STRTE) ‘ @gafad -
application form on PARIVESH ' 38302 ‘ T (3rRfErd) l uafdd

portal, 57.166 ha area is A
mentioned as Mining lease. This J6:053 ‘ T ¢ )

needs clarification
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As per DSS analysis it is
reported that the Achanakmar-
Bandhavgarh Tiger corridor is
located at a distance of 9.26 Km
from the proposed area under
diversion and 8.85 Km from the
mine lease boundary. Hence the
comments of CWLW are
required to be submitted.
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High resolution satellite imagery
shows  the  presence  of
Agriculture land, Coal
processing plant etc. within the
Mine lease boundary which is
also a Forest land. This needs
clarification.
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The user agency has not
uploaded the KML file of 20.432
Ha non-forest Revenue land
involved in the instant proposal
on PARIVESH. The same is
required for complete
understanding of the present
proposal.
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The KML file of diverted forest
land, Mine lease Boundary &
CA stipulated in the earlier
approval needs submission.
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[viii [ Copy of approved modified [ griees wiRem weqe i @ Aot @1 gfer qem

subsurface Mining Plan ™ _
excluding the Kachhian Nallah HIST FASR AT gRfdre—4 TR Hel™ 2 |

area under the diversion of the
mining along with progressive
Mine Closure plan needs
submission.

ix | The Copy of the detailed land | Jug ol ) ufy NS Brsel 3-8 ENT ufg
use plan in  1:4,000 scale = o & R
prepared by using GPS or Total

Station survey is not legible. The
legible copy of same shall be
uploaded on PARIVESH.
X | The extant project though E1sl
proposes mining by Under | gy goerg 3 geRufy ofiR STeifdse ARl TR St
Ground methods, has significant &
impacts on surface. Maximum
subsidence up to 5.68 m has qJ& EREIN
been reported in the report which ITICH AT ITTIE © |
may have adverse impact on the
above ground vegetation and
hydrological regimes of the area.
However, no studies to predict
the impact of subsidence on
vegetation  and hydrological
regimes are available in the
proposal. This issues needs
clarification.
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