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I- In the reply to point No-3 of EDS, the details of the technical and geo"mphrcdl reason for not -
opting alternate alignment. have not: been given,

2. In the reply to point No-4 of EDS, it is mentioned that the CID containing soft copy of the shape
file (.shp file) for the forest land proposed the diversion is sent to this office through concerned
Exceutive Bngineer. but, the CD has not been revised in this office so far.

3 With the referenced to the reply submitted against point NO-6 &7 of EDS, this is to be stated
that the scheme for planting of 940 Aseedlinu‘bf Banj & Moru etc. has been submitted now. The
estimated amount is caleulated as Rs 21.53.882/~ only which appears to be very miuck on
higher side hanu may be reviewed. In addition, the total number of projected affected trees is
shown as 51 in the online Part IT and 36 trees-abovt 10 cm dia in enumeration list submitted as
addlmnmt douumnt.s. Therefore, the number of projects affected trees is required to be
reconciled and correct figure may be uploaded along with clarifieation on the discrepangy in
number of wees in different documents. Accordingly, density may also be re-assessed and NPV
may also be caleulated afresh. '

Hor=—gengfl |

s 242/ A9 BJoerF
'*5@7%91"\ =zg S K*;c%jg c}lknpzj 5 e\ Aoy ~
EI Sl S A‘\%ﬁm’r*‘:‘—““%”t"“}’fr R HC

YRR G, ‘*‘Mw -
s TG Ry AT 78

~ey b

"W weA. ~ o



Grafera R VT O WREd Od A SR, TR,
PERFIR BRee B, TRRTEUS, Y808 |

- Re§ / FPUKROAD/I28402013 R 1R o A 1§, 2017

ey 1,
s /7 ¥, ( T )
Frered arfmuR Rerd,
ey (zrren) |

P s TR @ ol A -wrd-oe ey it @ Pt 8y 017 B0 @ qf
FETERYT @ ' '
(Ontine file no-FPAUK/ROAD/1284072015)

e,
SEERTH YR UY IRE e gy @ ) el R g Wl g o) R e
R W e g el @ W W ap i & el arends wu wrfey @1 e ar w
¥ 7w ama i gR© @ & wmiy e gy @ ) W e yustE o
R & ey @) sraiRe fsar o ver &) RS wa N @ TR @1 gW wam ER
o ot w0 A Rl W g e e gRi A AN WO @ g ¥ oaw W
oW o e voredl s wariTy g W o g gw ot eur | 4w T -
shoefiae BTy g0 gA 3w @ oirena @ @ &) gw wwry Hoag @
ST g GO B8 AR W eemR @R e rd Prefue sl @ P gy
e o3 o o gw &) e R o e g el @ B e R 8
ware @ g wE iR Rend gy ew wwiemd @ awwRa e g oo f
TS e L1 Ad ORI g O vl o) e gt w9 9 guee 4 S0l WH
AT 5 o wdl & mn wewell @) A wliern o <@ & g riae #
STo AT AR,/ S0 BREE g A fargall o1 ot fawgEe e

(24

ae R
sudta sfean @ orrar § 59 wnie B sl wE o e B

A RE R g R e Rrgelt ) RsgEr e oned g urd @ fen
e @ By v A agele @ vE & @ e e siverds svere e gh e uf

@ ;

#of) g wralers @Y susE eOd W W @l IfE WY W SR gl @y on W |
HRE CRER G I SRR g He @) o oE ¥

1. Lo 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. ‘

2. 1In the reply 1o point No-4 of EDS, it is mentioned that the CD cantaining soft copy of the
shape file (.shp fil€) for the forest land proposed the diversion is sent 1o this office through
concerned Bxecutive Engineer. but, the CD has not been revised in this office so far.

3. With the referenced to the reply submiited against point NO«6 &7 of EDS, this is te be
stated that the scheme for planting ol 940 seedling of Banj & Moru etc. has been submitted
now. The estimated amount is calculated as R 21 .53.382/- only which appears (o be very
muck on higher side hence may be reviewed. In addition, the total number of projected



affected ees is shown as 51 in the online Part |) I'and 36 trees abovt 10 cm dia in
cnumeration lst submitied as- additional documents. Therefore, the number of projects
affected trees is Tequired to be re cited and correct tigure may be upload@d alo
clarification on the dlige epam} i sumber of trees in different documants AL
density may also be- xuasswwianc NPV may also be caleulated afresh| | /
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