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In the reply to point No-3 of EDS.the details of the
technical and geographical reason for not opting alternate
alignment have not been given.
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In the reply to point No-4 of EDS, it is mentioned that the
CD containing soft copy of the shape file (.shp file) for the
forest land proposed the diversion is sent to this office
through concerned Excutive Engineer. But, the CD has not
been received in this office so far.
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With referenced to the reply submitted against points No-6
and 7 of EDS. this is to be stated that the scheme for
planting of 940 seedling of Banj and Moru etc has been
submitted now. the estimated amount is calculated as Rs.
21,53.882/- only which appears to be very much on
projected affected trees is shown as 51 in the online part I1
and 36 trees above 10cm dia in enumeration list submitted
as additional documents, therefore, the number of projects
affected trees is required to be reconciled and correct
figures may be uploaded along with clarification on the
discrepancy in number of trees in different documents.
Accordingly, density may also be RE-Assessed and NPV
may also be calculated afresh.
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