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1. In the village wise breakup the area of bothe the village uroli and Ijra is not mentioned
separately in online part-I.

2. The village level committee proceeding for village Ijra is not provided with the FRA
certificate. The State Govt may provide/upload the VLC proceeding for village Ijra

3. From the componenets wise breakup in online part I and the muck disposal plan
provided in hard copy, it is not clear that the area marked for muck dumping included in
the area proposed for diversion on the private land. the State Govt may clarify whether
the area marked for dumping is included in the area proposed for diversion, if not revise
the proposal after including the area in diversion area accordingly.

4. The area mentioned for CA is 2.1ha in online part I para-L and para 13 of online part I
which is incorrect. through the CA scheme and suitability certificate provided for 4.2ha
area in hard & soft copy the State Govt do necessary correction in online portal and the
revenue papers and Khasra details uploaded at para L (iv) (A-h)



