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. The brief of the project given at page 1 does not serve the purpose.

N

. The proposal is for construction of cycle track but page 22 says footpath also. This
may be clarified.

3. The .kml file for proposed forest land diversion has not been provided with the hard
copy of the proposal.

4. The notification of forest land has not been authenticated by the competent
authority.

5. The area calculation sheet for proposed forest land has bot been authenticated by
the competent forest official.

6. The area calculation sheet is misleading and does not clarify existing width of PF at
different chainage and width required.

7. The information regarding villages to be benefitted provided in online version does
not match with document at page 23 of the proposal (hard copy).

8. The proposal contains an enumeration list of trees (42 in nos) at page 24&25
whereas the online part II mentions NIL. This discrepancy needs clarification.
Executive Engineer has given certificate that no trees will be felled. It may be
reconfirmed.
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9. The enumeration list is without botanical/scientific name of the species mentioned.
10. The proposal is without site suitability certificate for compensatory afforestation.

11. Justification given to locate this project in forest land is irrelevant.

12. The detail given against component wise details of forest land required is irrelevant.
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