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The proposad alignment is supposed to pass
through the river/nalla etc for which there must
have proposed bridges for which no details are
furnished. The State Govt is requested to submit
the details of all such components in component
wise breakup in online Para B2.4

UdIde [dUHT gRT 3IATd BT T & fb awrad gsurd
# @ 07 Bridges 8, 9@ @ B-2.4 # Juse = &
TS 2 | o faRer were 2 |

e HET—1

BN

This is mentioned in the justification of the project
that the proposed road is crossing several other
small roads/paths. The State Govt. is requested to
furnish the necessary details for these roads /paths
in view of the guideline Para 5.6 (if re-diversion is
needed).
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The administrative approval was taken for the
length 7.875 km while proposal is proposed for
the length of 10.0 km. Therefore, the State Govt.
is requested to submit the comments on revised
administrative approval.

UEAad [IRT §RT AAT BT -1 © b JwuTad qreurd
& IWREF D Wid aTs 7.875 (B0 TR ARA WRBR,
Tedh URIET Td IR #aATer, feell & "Gl & AR
e oA H9 W AR @1 S 9847 fdodio SR,
s R a9 i xR ywda w1feq fa o 2
(Svsad AY He)

T8 W YA HRT AT fF GHRUl Bl gadE H Ao
I RIRITAd §RT 1f3d Over site commiitte §RT @1 ST
I8 81 Over site commiitte §RT <R foar war 2 &
G Udh AR b W I BEORUT GRET SR,
foraa fafer f3Aie 26.09.2022 &1 @xdid &1 gal g1 a7 g
SRR @& 9ard Over site commiitte @ 1G9 TR Morth
gRT B @1 gemaie Ud faciia wWiafd SR & SR |
el GEI—-3

The tree enumeration details provided in online
portal and in hard copy of the proposal is different
In hard copy it is mentioned as 2346 while in
online portal it is 1975 trees. Therefore, the State
Govt. is requested to submit the clarification and
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do necessary corrections in this regard.

The muck disposal plan submitted by the State
Govt is scatchy as in view of the geology of the
area the possibility of generation of muck is many
more than calculated. Accordingly, correction and
justification is needed in this regard.
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The DSS analysis shows that against requirement
of 17.88 ha CA area the calculated area is shown
in DSS analysis is 42 ha out of which 8 ha is VDF
and 14 ha is MDF. The State Govt is requsted to
correct the KML and geo-referenced map of CA
area accordingly. Prior uploading the details, it is
advisable that DSS analysis should be done at
DFO level.
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The ROW is taken as 24 m. The State Govt is
requested to justify the requirement in view of the

latest rule & guideline in the context of the hills of
MoRTH.
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Earlier, the State Govt has not approvad the
proposal stating that the construction of the
Champawat bypass was not feasible due to
environmental issues. Therefore, the State Govt
should give a clear recommendation regarding its
feasibility and additional measures, if any, to be
undertaken to construct this bypass.
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