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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.

TREd (9T 319 UF W0 1621 /5 W0, feeid 22,
11.2022 ¥ IFaTd H¥Em T & e favwa A wnt
HT Pe GROR, ALY ASHN HRAFE 1956 T AR
WHR & 9T B faid 04 I 2011 H TS Bl
iy & oo 118 (R=D wAvawvr) &1 e fdar o
e 2 o gz quiar & fF uwfdg AR AW @0
wWifteg Tovl0 |@UE, alofiofdo, SR & o 2|

(Herr=d—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.

gywad faurT g1 black top area, carriageway
and RoW ¥ gwfua aifsd ifiera were & T
2| (eTe—2)

It is seen the existing RoW is not clearly recorded in
the proposal. State Government is requested to
provide information in this regard.

s aarT 2T ROW &1 feomss we 3 gian
7 8, e e Hord B | (Fer-3)

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.

TR 1 FRIGRY [ag, 63 UF 4 3 < w9 °
farar Tar 21

With reference to point no. 04, State Government is
requested to justify the proposed width as per norms
and order of MORTH.

TRaAd [OATT g1 3 &Nl T & (b fawgd
Arex wrt @ f¥omgs IRC 52 1@ SP 73 & 39N
5 T @ o %5 MORTH & wEs oEq &
IR 2| (HerTo—a)

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.

RO QAT ERNT SIaTd BREl Tl £ 6 gRnad
Arex ATt ARUM @ Ugd @ Ol e d@feus AN §
S & IRe—r=aEA ud A WA B Sl 81 39
gg TCS &1 oA strategic Vg & IER fFHar
T & R Ry Se—2 # dere faar T 2

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.

TEIE® [QHTT g1 Holdl AaRe RId & $HOTHOTHD |
B 3 orsd ue—| & 91 C & (b) H T |
fefsrest #y urd—| @ Additional information
details # sueirs ox faam T B |




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 VDF/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.

Wﬂwmam's‘ﬂ's‘zmmfﬁwﬁm
FE T & R AR # 4300 BFEW
44 MDF td 6.00 2xeax 4 VDF 2 e @9 #
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RS aTa g # &5 FuT BRI og R A
g o, f9® ®H ¥ 39 a9 WETT g AIREE 3|ed
a7 gy ¥ 32553 @ wTUE &fTUYE JEIRIUY B 65.106
20 @ TO9 oY UwEs faur & fomar war e
TGS a9 gRT 65.106 20 &5 &7 Wogo HY UG
POTHOTHO B SRR &R 0 AT B ¥ 1
2| (Gori—5)

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.

T 99 WA gNT ARG 99 A § 32553 @ WTUE
AfTRE AR 2g 65.106 B0 B UG B IRATAD
favmT o1 forar a1 o7 | YA fTT §RT 65.106 20
g5 %1 Woyo #Y U9 BOTHOYS0 WIEA UAR B
IR HrEaE &g UG @ B S fb Herw 5 @

3TN |

10

In KML file only 9 patches of CA area are uploaded
but in digital map 11 sites are found selected. State
Government may clarify.

fag o 10 @ o9 ¥ 3@Td S ¢ (b fawEa
ol H AR erema 99 4 # &foRe geRiae
g 9N @1 g9 @ 10 U A Rfed v w
HOYAOTA0 WIS 3T TS JTers v 4l T8 2 |

11

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.

fag w0 9 U9 10 & AR |

12

Digital map and Sol toposheet uploaded at para 13 in
part I are not signed by any authority. State
Government may upload these maps duly
countersigned by the concerned DFO.

famg W0 12 & B9 A A BRI © (b §H a9 TN
ERT ue— || @ 7 13 ¥ fIfred s=fa @R Sol
e § o & FWER X YR dAeR &
Aregd A ufdewaeRa oy IAfF T uars ax &Y
T E)

13

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.

fag W0 13 @& & H @I X 2 B
FERIIUT &5 FT faRor a7 argA ue— (| & U 13 A
?ﬁﬁomé‘maﬁaﬁﬂmmﬁmw
|

14

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 I.

fag wo 14 @ ®¥ # ywEe fawrT gR1 Additional
information detail & “Detail of Forest area and

Non-forest Area” & = ¥ 39 AEA JTAE HY
fer mar 2

15

Qut 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.

fag W0 15 P9 7 UWES [P gRT Sooid fbal
T g 5 AR 9 B eueerar @M @ BRY
TR fIHRT BRT 7.92 20 Aol FRARYT 2g A @
o fbar mar 8, W 5 fRe &3 # dad @M,
fple, TGIANTS, AEH], Hlem Td Anmg # F| g
fad T wEr § "o MERT @ @e 16 WE ghT
fpd ) € e amew # g 3 ¥ 4 fHereR 2
Hoar fARaReT Ao @ gEaE @Ee grRr 9d— | @
Additional information detail # 3= @i amUee
forar Ty £

16

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.

fag Wo 16 & &9 ¥ wwEe faamm g™ Cost
benefit ration analysis @1 78 ¥y §.9e—| &
r G # 3 g9 smele @ fRar mar 2
(Ger=1e—6)

%

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-II approval.

fag do 17 & o9 o wE® NPT BRI faTa HUAl
T & emufd &1 fReRe ®Ra— || 9 @ & 59
e s |
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18

Name of many villages mentioned in the Village
Level committee (VLC) meeting proceedings are not
found provided at para B 2.3 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.

fag W@ 18 ¥ UwRIEd fPATT GIRT SIaA @A AT
efFgd-| > W B @ 23 % a8 9w quly W &
=i a1 % ofteor & @ 8| W & 3w W
He 8 f5 o1 wored AW 03 W 04 M P A
T W & o sRuwr Rr B 2.3 @em VLC #
=TT ang 21

VLC & wafyd 9o swaw e | @ T K &
(a) # @ Additinal Information details #
3if @ argers W R &

19

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.

feg W&I-19 & 9 A H9 A @I I & (B
Jafed & PR §9 99 99T 8RT Oé—| |
Additional information details # Details of
%aplingSEﬁﬂm?#a“ﬁaTs‘ﬁmWaWﬁmw
[

20

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.

favg Wo—20 & FH # @A XA 8 (B e B g
9. 39 g JUelle R §H a9 TATT §RT U ||
@ Additional information details # Tree details
B M W Iuells Py fear mar 2|

21

NPV is calculated at old rates. State Government is
requested to submit/ upload NPV calculation sheet as
per the new rates.

39 99 WUIT g1 UH0UI0d10 &1 bl A8 &% @

FFER 9ie— || & Additional information details
# 3 e Jueits #R fam B (Faa 7)

22

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.

URIADh 9T gRI 9R °1C¢ § qd ¥ 81 sweR &)
gé—| § Additional information detail § Bar
Chart © =9 9 i< o2+ 3iuelrs far Tar &

23

In place of administrative approval gazette
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.

AP QU ERT fawia ud yemete wig o
3HIeT @ ufy ué—| @& Additional information

detail # Financial Sanction & =9 ¥ &ifq ag=
SIS P L B |

24

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.

fag W24 & F9 4 aa & 2 & uwae
favmT gr1 q—aee e -dente gRT & (R
B T g R gwEe e ogmr - @
Additional information detail # Geologist
report @ A ¥ 3i1F 1S9 3uers frar T 2

25

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.

fig g2 @ T9 ¥ UWES 9T R S@id
TR AT 8 6 q-d=nfie @1 Rad # R m gz
& 399R slope stabilization and muck dumping
% AT wifee @ egaven Sofiosro § @ TS

26

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.

fg d=—26 @ &9 § uwOd QU NI A
BT T & B -dmfie # RuE & aER 900
fedlo @1 9 gaEe @ 9 @ g R
GgeIhR B H g wrm 2| @i 3w i #
HgH gl g e el & e R 39 49
BT &1 B gl T8 fvar ma )

27

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 Il para 14), CA stipulated not
commensurate to the forest land diverted. State
Government is requested to fill the correct data at
para 14. )

fawg o 27 BH A FATA AT & B gH aT WA
g1 District Profile &t 3its aEq wv—1| & 47
14 ¥ HORET o) A AEH Imes @ TE 2 aen
Additional Information details # i District |
Profile @& w1 & 0 3if o2+ amgairs far 7ar 2




28

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.

fag W0 28 @ B9 § AT BT § [ WA ERI
freiRa wRey § a7 gat @ W 199 A B TE
3 gor 1|1 ¥ A WREF HeRd Tedd Il &N
199 g8 a1 & W 01 ger APIGY e BT
gfwfera frar T @ RO® SR gall @ TV 200
J o <& 2| THP FfaRaa fAwawd wawer # Aqwd
§ o 05 g&r arw @ wifad & v@ § fE o g
qré— || & o T forRn T g

29

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.

fig w20 @ @4 § WCAP (AT ENN AT
g Tar & % 9ré— | % submit/ upload the map
showing location of all 16 selected muck
dumping sites their carrying capacity and area
detail aé—| @ Addtional information detail
Muck dispoal plan along with Toposheet Geo
Map and Google earth or Village map @ 9 |
3if @S aeire B far T 8|

30

Reclamation plan of 16 muck dumping sites proposed
in forest area is not found submitted, which is
required to be furnished.

T30 ® A H UedEe [qEr gRT 3EId
T T & e oae a9 ¥ ukdd 16 A ST

# o aé— | & Additional informati detail #

Reclamation plan Query no 30 & =/ & 3i
TS avelrs Y R T B |

31

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.

fig @031 @ @4 ¥ s@Ta &xl © (P IREED
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1

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.

Ruaa AreR Arl @1 dwid Gen, TG SR
afafm, 1956 @ ARG B WOUT B GG 04 FHA
2011 ¥ wepTer E WRY F o Wo 118 (B wEHE) T
e e o Y& & o U8 eutn & {5 weAmeq Hie%
At @1 @ 36 @Us @ wdE & | (Herme—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.

7w @vs g1 of black top area, carriageway and
RoW ¥ wwfd aifd aifera e f&d o % 81
(Here—2)

It is seen the existing RoW is not clearly
recorded in the proposal. State Government
is requested to provide information in this
regard.

= @ve g% ROW & " @@= § Iui 741 8
foraer i "od ¢ | (Her-3) r

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.

IR @1 PRIERY A §ed-3 ¥ W ®9 9§ (64
T R

With reference to point no. 04, State
Government is requested to justify the
proposed width as per norms and order of
MORTH.

fagara e Ant o Rowds IRC 52 w@ SP 73 &
IR f T @ St 5 MORTH &t wids omdw @
FUR R | (WerTm—4)

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.

yRaifag Wi APl aRUTH @) UEh B (ol (@ dedd
wi%@ﬁsﬁqaﬂmqﬁ?@mm?@wg,
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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.

favg wiwar-7 W @l Ny W 6 I g wvs gr
wergl Fwenea wie w dognovelo wida ud e

nFtfera A ol endst wid—) @ f C @ (b) W wefia
o] R @)

As per DSS analysis, 6 ha area found In VDF | §%1 WU g1 aifyzds gemiuvr §Q e 68.458 80 A
and 43 ha in MDF proposed in reserve forest W el 52458 £o Rrenfm, %3 &R T 16.00
land and civil soyam land. State Government Bo s wrferm gr1 v AR R woen| W
is requested to change the CA area found | IRR®I ot @l +ff Sl T 81 R TR e
VDF/MDF in reserve forest area and as per | W & s i1y Ruam ol 1 3 ¥R W 5=
Ministry’s order dated 08.03.2017, a land W w i @ @ e W

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.

9 | Name and Shape of area proposed for CA | ¥9 WU &Rl mﬁw UV & @ A gd (Red
given in KML file are different from that wrfer 3 RA A &7 @1 M qu DOTAOYHAO T A
given in digital map. State Government s | ¥ e TR R A
requested to provide the correct information 1
in this regard and submit/upload the correct
detail/maps/KML file.

10 | In KML file only 9 patches of CA area are | SUle @1 (ARI@RY AT GiObNl Gaterd 8 faar
uploaded but in digital map 11 sites are | ST 3nféwa 2|
found selected. State Government may
clarify.

11 | The area of 65 ha for raising CA is found | % @8 BRI 68548 BacIX &4 Bl 11 Ual ¥ TR
selected in 9 or 11 patches is not acceptable o T @ @i st ER H &F
wich is also far away from each other. State | JET—3eT Yo RwT & gufRieel & iRy 8
Government is requested to exploare big o Rorenfrd), Tearer BT o AHIRRO/ FRIRRY B
patches for the purpose. sy frfa ov R ™ ¥ W s e @

Wy &3 B @ BN 68548 B0 Y& W MRS
gaRw @ Y fan e wwE @ 2y

12 | Digital map and Sol toposheet uploaded at Tt @1 PRIV AT G Braed | redl
para 13 in part Il are not signed by any | STl anfe &1
authority. State Government may upload
these maps duly countersigned by the
concerned DFO.

33 [ Some CA area selected in reserve forest land | 3dfe &1 PRIV sEmir Ty draferd @ fama
and some in revenue land but the complete | S anféra ® 1
detail of the CA area with names is not
mentioned at para 13 and in CA scheme,
which is required to be done.

14 | Details of non forest land not filled online in

part | which is also required. State
Goverment is requested to upload the
details of non forest land as well in online
partl.

T @ve g1 3 @1 FrR@ERY Additional information

detall % “Detail of Forest area and Non-forest Area”
B M WA I T TS R far my R

%
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15

O‘Jt 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.

farg 3i0 15 @ A srgma wem § 6 fron gm @
JFUEarl WA @ BRY | §W WIS GRT 792 20 Hedl
freamm &g 9ff @1 wws fea o &) o 5 RiRfy
&m N Fardl, S frete, TeUTTE RIS, B, T
Wﬁﬁmmmﬁmﬁmmzﬁmm
o g fed ™ g | R amrw g 3 R 4

frelrfier &1 werr Prems oo @ o § & tné |
@ Additional Iinformation detail # 37 @dw

aee faran war

16

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.

famg vo 16 @ @ ¥ wama wEn & 6 W AUS EW
Cost benefit ration analysis @ =12 wr&y # 9e—|

@ 0 G A st ardw auets Wy fm om@m B
(Rierrra-a)

17

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-ll approval.

fawg «owmm#am"rm?ﬁr:ﬂaf*amfam
f’ﬁmwm—llﬂr{éé‘rwﬁmml

18

Name of many villages mentioned in the
Village Level committee (VLC) meeting
proceedings are not found provided at para
B 2.3 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.

ﬁﬁﬁmwzﬁmﬁmmé%ﬁwmé
- | @ T B B 2.3 ¥ 98 7 T9id 73 g RamE 9 |

Rt A @RI T d mEe s e B o1
Wmosémmaﬁﬁaﬁmmgﬁrah

FRY 41 B 2.3 @ VLC & e 318 21

VLC & wrafRa a9 Swamasl uie 1%&?1!(&"5(3);’
# @ Additinal Information details & & & a3% |
s A e T #) |

19

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.

fog W&a—19 omufed @1 FRISRST FREG SATSen |
Fratda | frar o e 2

20

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.

|
fdg Wo—20 @ W ¥ WA IRA! 8 [ g BT T |
A T 3 A auele IR T WIS FWT G- D |
Additional information details ¥ Tree list &%w%
A ImEre @ famy &)

21

NPV is calculated at old rates. State
Government is requested to submit/ upload
NPV calculation sheet as per the new rates.

il &1 MR N gaeN] saee § e
W anfda &)

22

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.

0 YYY gl AR Ui N g N @ eRRR oY qe— | =Tl
Additional Iinformation detail ¥ Bar Chart @ = |
R aift sda saes R g @) ’
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23 |

In place of administrative approval gazette

24

notification of 2004 found uploaded
Further, the name of the concerned proposai
also not mentioned in the document. A copy
of the administrative approval for this

proposal is required to be uploaded as
additional information document.

| 5% @8 En P W@

g o A
o1 ufr ué-| & Additional information detail 3

Financial Sanction @& =™ )
aoen A T v o &

25

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.

g TE—24 © T A AT B & (6 -

EaCLlNED
aren R q-dwnfe g & dor @ w2 Rm
@ug g 9ié— | @ Additional information detail

Geologist report @ AW @ i @EA IUAS BN
e mar B

26

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.

Ty w25 @ &4 A AT I § (@ godsd
A R 4 RI M ygm & IgER  slope

stabilization and muck dumping @ Wi wifaar
) aazen Qodiodo # A T T

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.

ﬁﬁ#@f—zaﬁwﬁwm%%aﬁm
'ﬁﬁqﬁéaﬁmg.ooﬁr@omﬂagam%ﬁ@\
W%W%Wﬂmmmmétm
= 49 § woe T g o Al § R dRe
=g tm F wfeT & o wfa @ e

27

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 Il para 14),
CA stipulated not commensurate to the
forest land diverted. State Government is
requested to fill the correct data at para 14.

|
MWWWWW%WR

I anafEE 81

28

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.

mmﬁwmmﬁmmam
T e 2

29

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.

ﬁﬁm—zgﬁwﬁmmgﬁnwmm
gré— | # submit/ upload the map showing location of
all 16 selected muck dumping sites their carrying
capacity and area detail qe-| @ Addtional
information detail # Muck dispoal plan along with

Toposheet Geo Map and Google earth or Village map
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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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31 | A detailed plan on muck dumping is also | v Wo-31 @& @ N a@Ta BT & e | v
required to be submitted as the same is | ¢ worar F=aRY P T§ o TR A
highlighted again and again in the geologist | ymfig TG & TEER FETH A AT
report. State Government may submit/ avee @ Ry T ¥
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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