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On perusal of the proposal it is found that
there is no detail of the existing approval
under FCA of the existing road. State
Government is requested to provide the
information in this regard in detail.

TRaTa® T & Al 9F 6o 1364 /5 |0, f3E 01,
102022 § oraTa wr T & R fawma Hex Anf
o5 aifp shew @ #mfas w af 1965 @ @@ &
2ifrg & Py T8 W= B 5 UER ad e
SRR 1980 ¥ GE BN & T TR T B TwIAS
JISTTS B Her far o <81 & o g eufar & &
e Hex A B w@ifE 39 @ee @ e Tl

(Her=a—1)

It is also seen that in the proposal no detail of
the existing width of black top area,
carriageway and RoW is provided. State
Government is requested to provide the detail
of the same.
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It is seen the existing RoW is not clearly
recorded in the proposal. State Government is
requested to provide information in this
regard.
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As per land schedule, additional RoW
proposed in this proposal is mentioned as 18
m. State Goverment is requested to submit the
drawing of the proposal showing existing,
additionally required and total black top width
of the road.
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With reference to point mno. 04, State
Government is requested to justify the
proposed width as per norms and order of
MORTH.
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State Government is requested to submit a
comparative chart of the width i.e. black top
area, carriageway and RoW taken in char
dham strategic road, char dham non strategic
road and of this proposal.
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The location of muck disposal sites (which is
entirely proposed in forest land) is not marked
in the KML file and digital map of the area
proposed for diversion. State Government

“may do the needful in this regard.
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As per DSS analysis, 6 ha area found in VDF
and 43 ha in MDF proposed in reserve forest
land and civil soyam land. State Government
is requested to change the CA area found
VDE/MDF in reserve forest area and as per
Ministry’s order dated 08.03.2017, a land
having less than 0.4 density is required to be
selected. Further, it is also requested to submit
plantation scheme in lieu of VDF/MDF found
in civil soyam land as per Ministry’s order
dated 08.03.2017.
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Name and Shape of area proposed for CA
given in KML file are different from that
given in digital map. State Government is
requested to provide the correct information in
this regard and submit/upload the correct

detail/maps/KML file.
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In KML fite only 9 patches of CA area are
uploaded but in digital map 11 sites are found
selected. State Government may clarify.
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The area of 65 ha for raising CA is found
selected in 9 or 11 patches is not acceptable
wich is also far away from each other. State
Government is requested to exploare big
patches for the purpose.
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Digital map and Sol toposheet uploaded at
para 13 in part II are not signed by any
authority. State Government may upload these
maps duly countersigned by the concerned
DFO.
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Some CA area selected in reserve forest land
and some in revenue land but the complete
detail of the CA area with names is not
mentioned at para 13 and in CA scheme,
which is required to be done.
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Details of non forest land not filled online in
Part I which is also required. State Goverment
is requested to upload the details of non forest
land as well in online part L.
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Out of 32.553 ha area, 7.92 ha area is selected
for muck dumping. State Government is
requested to explore non forest land for the
prupose as the proposal is for widening and
carry out muck is not a difficult task.
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Cost benefit ration analysis uploaded at para
G is not in the latest format. State Govenment
is requested to submit the Cost benefit ratio
analysis in the latest format quantifying each
parameter.
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Area mentioned in FRA of DM is 33 ha
instead of 32.553 ha. State Government is
requested to submit the FRA for the area
proposed for diversion i.e. 32.553 hectare.
However, the same may be submitted prior to
Stage-11 approval.

ﬁ%ﬂowa%wﬁawafﬁﬁvmgmmm
w2 fp emufid @1 PrraRer Wei- |1 W 9§ WX
fear S|

|




18

Name of many villages mentioned in the
Village Level committee (VLC) meeting
proceedings are not found provided at para B
93 also VLC meeting proceedings of many
villages names of which is mentioned in para
B. 2.3 are not found. State Government may
submit the clarification in this regard and
provide the correct information.
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Details of saplings are not included in the tree
enumeration list. State Government is required
to provide the tree enumeration list along with
the details of the saplings proposed to be
affected in the proposal.
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Tree enumeration list uploaded in additional
document is not in proper format and the same
is not opening. State Government is requested
to upload the tree enumeration list in the
proper format.
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NPV is calculated at old rates. State
Government is requested to submit/ upload
NPV calculation sheet as per the new rates.
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A copy of blank bar chart signed by Executive
Engineer, Assistant Engineer and RFO found
uploaded. State Government is required to
submit the clarification in this regard and
provide the complete and correct information.
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In place of administrative approval gazetie
notification of 2004 found uploaded. Further,
the name of the concerned proposal also not
mentioned in the document. A copy of the
administrative approval for this proposal is
required to be uploaded as additional
information document.
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It is seen that the Geologist report is submitted
by the consultant geologist. It is suggested that
the report be got prepared by some
professional institution since the submitted
report vaguely raises certain points which are
not completely answered.
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It has been mentioned in the geologist report
that slope in 8 km length is very steep. State
Government is requested to furnish detailed
plan in the area for slope stabilization and
muck dumping.
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A patch of 9 km was advised to be avoided in
Geologist report. State Government is
requested to clarify that whether the same is
proposed in proposal in spite of geologist
suggestion or has been change in form of
bypass.
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Total forest area diverted in Pauri division is
mentioned as 813 ha which seems incorrect.
Further, as per the information provided in the
District Profile (in online Part II para 14), CA
stipulated not commensurate 1o the forest land
diverted. State Government is requested to fill
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the correct data at para 14.
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Number of Banj trees mentioned in DFO's
recommendation are 199, in CF's SIR are 200
moreover in joint inspection report it is
mentioned as 206 trees. State Government is
required to clarify this discrepancy and
provide correct information/ document.
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Details of the 16 muck dumping area with
their location, area, carrying capacity not
enclosed with the muck disposal plan. State
Government may submit/ upload the map
showing location of all 16 selected muck
dumping sites their carrying capacity and area
detail.

ﬁgm—zga‘smﬁwﬁmmm
e AT & R aré— | # submit/ upload the map
showing location of all 16 selected muck
dumping sites their carrying capacity and area
detail ué—| & Addtional information detail #
Muck dispoal plan along with Toposheet Geo

Map and Google earth or Village map @ = ¥
it ae Iuds By R T 2|

30

Reclamation plan of 16 muck dumping sites
proposed in forest area is not found submitted,
which is required to be furnished.
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A detailed plan on muck dumping is also
required to be submitted as the same is
highlighted again and again in the geologist
report. State Government may submit/ upload
the complete muck disposal plan including the
details like quantity of muck likely to be
generated including swell factor, quantity of
muck likely to be utilized and the balance
quantity to be disposed of at identified muck
disposal sites duly approved by the DFO.
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