" | S IR oS T T e X K, B P
7- S 1 b VT A \ R A~ a \ \
Site Name Im- Nature of Impact Description of Impact Impact Mitigation Measure Residual Supporting Scientific Evidence z X O ) 4 g\ \ \J 2 "\ ) ’
portance Rating Impact ; ‘ ’ U ; ' o\ )\ N~ > ’ o
Polecat GWS High Construction e > ) f N
Ch 17+750 — A s
32+750 Restriction and interception of The proposed road and its construction site area is located inside Slightto | The implementation of the CESCP will Slight The supporting scientific evidence includes the impact and mitigation POLECAT : ;
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