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10. Site tayout plan is 1
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< required and component

‘wise arez ca’fcuiaﬁo
11. Original SO toposhe
12. Land suitability certific
13. NPV calcuiation not sut
14. Certificate reg. propo 0 ,
15. Certificate reg. Propose d arza nOLhave any archascicgical monument —not

submitted
16. Certificate reg. bindin
17. Undertaking to bear tm, cost of M
18. Undertaking to bear the cost 0f
19. Muck disposal scheme approvet ’ 8;‘ - not ol
20. Geo referenced maps of pr”“f)se” project si
21. FRA certificate- nct sut 2
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fawa: Diversion of 1.81 ha. %a&f for construction »f Fly over underpass between
Mahipalpur by pass road and Airport road near Hanuman Mandir.
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The proposal was examined and is found to have following discrepancies-
1. Proposal is without index and proper pag num’“ sring
2. In Part-1 User agency has stated that forest land is pm'po edAo be diverted for § years.
However, since this prgposa! is for construction of a flyover and underpass , the area would
be utilised for a farger pe
3. In Part-2, DFO has mentioncs
4. Inthe CEC xepo"* i is ment

v}
€3]
;_..‘

0, which appears to be wrong.
or CA shall be transferred to forest

department {fora perict of 573

witich revert back to DDA, This is against
the spirit of FCA. We mav write 1o DG, MoEr& CU informing about the Hon’ble Courts
order, for further follow-up in this regerd

5. Site Inspection Report of é_)f“i is not'in prescribed format and it does not contain any
information on status o7 viclation of FCA . :
Joint inspection Report i3 not atiathed
Approval of the proiect by

6

7 B

8. NOC of voncem d 193@!"«:?*@ is
9

attached
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