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Compulsory REVISION comments   
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- would be useful a map with watersheds 

delineation, the location of existing and 
proposed hydraulic structures (dams, 
diverting channels etc.),  the location of 
consumers and points of possible water 
pollution; 

- The amounts required for the proposed 
investments (Table 1) include the cost of 
works for environmental protection, soil 
erosion control etc., according to the 
principles of integrated water resources 
management? 
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