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CA area inspected by D.F.O Champawat, the
area proposed for CA suitable for CA
(Ce(ificate given by D.F.O anached)
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I toposheet map ofthe area
proposed for CA is not found uploaded.

Digital map and SO for CA is degraded forest
ara L should be 'NO,,, In

case of degraded land availability para L of
online portal neither ask for Digiial Map and
SOI toposheet map nor provide any space to
upload the same, Hence it is not posiible to
upload those files of degraded land by user
agency. files uploaded on Additional

The land proposed
land. Thus online P

information at online Part L
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e proposal has been submitted
for a length 4.00 Km. On the other hand the
length of the road is mentioned as 10.00 Km. in
the administrative approval and 13.30 Km. in
the report of the geologist. Hence State
Government may clarify the difference in the
length ofroad in different documents.

It is seen that th ve approval for this road is
10.00 Km. and the initial survey done for
.13.30 Km. upto last Tok of Nadian village
but due to migration currently no populatiJn
atlast-Tok. for that the survey taken ior only
4.00 Km. upto main village.

In administrati
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1,169.20 but the amount is mentioned
14,10,042.66 at the end, which is

g. State Go!t. may clarifo and submit
CA estimate prepared as per latest cost
duly approved by the competent

Cost o
Rs. I 1,1

as Rs.
confusin
detailed
norns
autho

fC A has been worked out to
per flat rate provided by CCF, Dehradun
vide letter no. d-972/3-5-2, dared 2l_l l_
2017, The cost come out Rs. 14,10,042.66.
Hence CA amount is Rs. 14,10,042.66 which
rs apprcved by comptent authority.

The estimated cost is Rs. 1 1,1 1,169.20 but as
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It is seen form the enumeration list of trees
provided with the hard copy that 30 trees are
present in Village Panchayat land but at the end
of enumeration list of trees total of' nap land is
mentioned, which needs clarificatiot.r. Further,
State Covt. may also confirm it'tliere are no
trees irr Civil and Soyam land and the land
identified fbr rluck disposal lancl.

Due to typing mistake in the place of Van
Panchayat typed Nap land, necessary
correction made by user agency the 33 trees
are in Nap land, no trees in Civil Soyam land
and land identified for muck disposal.
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In Para-4 (i) of Part II, density is rnentioned as
0.3 but i3 trees/ha may not account fbr 0.3
density. State Govt. rnay do the needl'ul in this
regard.

In Para-4 (i) of Part II objection rectified by
D.F.O"
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It is seen that 0"48 ha of Village Par.rchayat atrcl
Civil soyam land is earmarl<ed fbr mucl<
disposal. State Govt. may examine t-easibility of
non-forest land for muck disposal.

The road alignment maximum part comes
under Van Panchayat for that no option to
mal<e muck disposal place in other land. The
area coffres uder Nup land is highly
agricultural and residential area by which
muck dumping zone provided at Van
Panchayat area.

flg'qd srs, (doftofro)aq-qfl IqTq .--..................,/os fr_owofroywoqr{o ft{/6'..... ..... )bulriroefrfuft..- q?Tr{fi-q eil|ffi, q'qma qc sqrrT, 
"-FqrcTd 

o) qa"lr$ iB.o r

gTffi oTfuq-<T,

ftqr{ qq-s.(doftofro)aq-661


