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Observations

Compliances

No details of existing approval under FCA of the existing
road are found available in the proposal. State

Government is requested to provide the same.

The forest land proposed for diversion is required
for widening of the existing road which existed
prior to 1980 therefore no Forest land diversion
proposal was submitted in the past. However, the
area of existing road overlapping on proposed road
has already been incorporated into total area of
forest land proposed for diversion in the current
proposal.
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No details of existing Black top area. carriage way and
RoW is found available. State Government is requested
to provide the same and also provide details for the
proposed existing Black top area, carriageway and
RoW.

The existing road has black top / carriageway of 7 m
and ROW of 11 m. For the proposed four lane
Black top will be 17m. In general. the proposed
ROW is 23m including median, shoulder. toe wall,
retaining wall etc. However, the average width of
proposed ROW is 21.6298m due to variable width
of forest land needed in different chainages.

(Segment & Compartment wise area calculation
sheet already included)

il.

As per land schedule, average width proposed in this
proposal is 21.6298 m. State Government is requested to
clarify whether this average width involves existing road
width. It i1s also requested to submit the details of
approved width in hilly area for four laning as per
norms and order of MoR TH

The average road width of 21.6298 m includes the
existing road width also.

The Project road is falling under the category of

plain and rolling terrain as per clause 2.2.1 of

IRC:SP:84-2019, manual for Four-Lanning of

highways. The recommended ROW for 4-lane

nighways as per IRC codal provisions is as below:

- Minimum 45 m (as per para 4.1, table 4.1
IRC:73-2023 copy attached as Annexure-1A)

- Minimum 60 m (as per Para 2.3 IRC:SP:84-

>




2019, copy attached as Annexure-1B)

With a view to minimizing the cutting of trees,
average road width of 21.6298m (maximum upto
23m in forest area) is proposed instead of
recommended minimum 45 m width of road as per
IRC:73-2023, and only 23 m ROW is proposed in

the forest area.

1V.

State Government is requested to clarify whether tree
counting of 4442 trees is done in RoW or in
carriageway.

Tree counting of 4442 trees are done in the

proposed ROW. As there will be requirement of
construction of shoulder, retaining walls, toe walls

also in addition to carriageway.

State Government is requested to submit the list of trees
which are actually required to be felled out of 4442

trees.

User agency has made the possible efforts to
minimize the area of forest land for diversion as
well as minimum number of trees to be felled out
and constructing the four-lane Road within 23m
width. Out of 4442 nos of trees, 1085 are samplings.
The user agency has already proposed four-lane
Road with 23m width and, will consumed entirely
In accommodating carriageway, Median,
toe/retaining/breast walls, crash barriers/fencing,
boundary walls and utility corridors. Hence. the
number of trees to be felled down would be 4442,

VI.

[t 1s seen that the shape of proposed road mentioned in

KML file and in digital map are not matching. Shifting
of road alignment is found at starting. ending and point
no.l12 & 17 as provided in digital map. State
Government is requested to clarify the same.

Revised Digital map are uploaded.

VIL.

Instead of administrative approval of the proposed
road, administrative approval of Paonta Sahib Ballupur

road is found uploaded in part | addl. document. It is
requested to upload the administrative approval of the

proposed road.

A copy of the Standing Finance Committee
approval of the Bhaniyawala-Rishikesh project
order no. RW/ NH-37011/ 102/ 2022- BP&SP dated
03.02.2023 is attached herewith.

VIii.

Cost benefit analysis not found uploaded which is
required to be uploaded at para G in Part-I.

As per policy circular/guideline No. 7-69/2011 FC
(Pt) dated 01.08.2017 Cost benefit analysis is not
applicable whereas forest land proposed for
diversion is less than 20 ha, Therefore, it was not
uploaded. (Copy attached)

1X.

It is seen that the form Il is not signed by CF at para 16
in part II. State Govt is requested to submit/upload the

signed copy of the recommendation of CF.

Related to Forest Department.

In the CA site suitability certificate, it 1s mentioned that
density of two sites 1.e. Khanan ii and Khanana 12 are
0.4. As per guidelines, CA area proposed in degraded
forest cannot be accepted for sites having density 0.4
and more. It is requested to change these two sites out
of three and select some other site suitahle for raising

CA.

DFO, Narendernagar vide letter no. 1392/12-1 dated
29.11.2023 has submitted that sijte Inspection was
conducted again regarding the density in the
proposed compensatory afforestation of total 39.669
ha area due to the presence of bushes and green
grass, the density appears to be high whereas as per
the actual condition of the area, the vegetation
density is less than 0.30 and the said site iIs
absolutely suitable for compensatory afforestation.
A certification has also been issued by DFO
Narendernagar in this regard. (Certificate
Attached)




[t appears that there is continuous movement of
wildlife across the proposed road. However, no
comments have been provided regarding the effect of
widening on the movement of elephants. Also, no
mitigation measures have been proposed. State
Government is requested to make comments in this
regard and provide a mitigation plan. if necessary

NOC has been received from the Chief Wildlife
Warden, Dehradun (Copy enclosed). In view of the
movement of wildlife, the user agency has already
oroposed 04 elephant passes with an aggregate
ength of 3060 m, 01 major bridge cum elephant
nass of 340 m, 02 minor bridges and 19 culverts in
forest area for crossing of all types of animals

including elephants.
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