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1051hSUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE MEETING OF THE 
.ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI 

25thPURPOSE PROJECTS, HELD ON JUNE, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILlT'{ OF PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

The 105111 meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno­
Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project 
proposa ls was held on 25.06.2010 at 1000 Hrs. in the Conference Room of 
Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram , New Delhi under the 
Chairmanship of Secretary (WR). List of participants is enclosed at Annexure-I. 

At the outset , Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee and 
other Officers present in the meeting . It was observed that the representatives 
trom the Ministry of Agriculture, Tribal Affairs and Environment & Forest were not 
present in the meeting. This was viewed seriously by the Chairman and 
accordingly it was advised to issue necessary directives to these Ministries to 
depute their representatives in the meetings of the Advisory Committee ill future . 

Thereafter the Chairman requested the Member-Secretary to take up the 
agenda for discussion. Proceedings of the meeting followed as under: 

I) CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 104TH MEETING: 

104th The Summary Record of Discussions of the Advisory Committee 
meeting was circulated vide Letter No.16/27/2010-PA (N)/960-993, dated 
21.05.2010. Member-Secretary informed the Committee that no comments on 
the same have since been received. The Committee confirmed the Summarv 
Record of discussions of the 104th Advisory Committee meeting. J 

il) 	 PROJECT PROPOSALS PUT UP FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE: 

1. 	 Restoration Works of Eastern Gandak Canal (Revised-Major), Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Restoration works of 
Eastern Gandak Canal, an ERM scheme was accorded investment clearance by 
the Planning Commission in May 2004 for Rs. 294 Cr at 2001 PL to restore CCA 
of 4.8 lakh ha and annual irrigation of 6.62 lakh ha. This will provide irrigation 
facilities to East Champaran , West Champaran , Vaishali and Muzaffarpur 
districts. 

The present proposal envisages restoration and replacement of 10 
components: 

a) 	 Restoration of designed section of canal by desilting (Eastern Tirhut 
Main canal having length of 240 .78 km, 11 branch/sub-~ranch canals 
having length 421 .08 km , 24 distributaries of 131 km length, 132 sub 
distributaries of 1052 km length, 424 minors and 1342 sub-minors). 

b) 	 Repairs to Gandak brarrage and its appurtenances . 
c) 	 Replacement of all the damaged structures with new ones. 



d) Renovation of all the pucca works like lining , etc, and structures to 
increase their longevity. 

e) Construction of few additional structures as per present site condition , 
in line with approval of the Govt. of Bihar. 

f) LOPE lining in selected reaches in high filling zones to avoid possibility 
of seepage. 

g) Brick tile lining in the selected canal reaches where earthwork has 
already been completed. 

h\
• • J Repa!r of damaged hydraulic gates in canal structures. 
i) Construction/repair of outlets at suitable locations. 
j) Installations of telecommunication system for operation of canal, 

procurement/documentation of technical records , Preparation of 
manual for canal operation and water management, PIM 
implementation for ascertaining assured irrigation to the beneficiaries 
and maintenance and operation of the canal through the beneficiaries. 

Apart from aboveworks, following emergent works are also included in the 
present p(oposal. 

a) Restoration of mechanical work of barrage appurtenants as suggested 
by CWC. 

b) Restoration and strengthening of Cross-Drainage (CD) work at RD 
293.00 of Triveni Branch canal across Koraina river which includes 
construction of all bank connections, construction of damaged canal 
trough and river training works for diversion of river streams. 

The present revised cost estimate, without change in scope has been 
finalized for Rs. 684.78 cr at 2009-PL with B.C. ratio as 2.96. State Finance 
Concurrence has been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-II) . 

The project was discussed in length. Member (WP&P) informed that the 
project is not included under AIBP. It was informed by Principal Secretary, Govt. 
of Bihar that the construction work has already been started and it will be 
completed by March 2013. It was further informed by Govt. of Bihar that during 
construction, the closure of the existing canal would be done during rabi season 
only. 

Planning Commission informed that CGWB has been carrying out studies 
of conjunctive use for addressing the problem of water logging in the ' Gandak 
canal command area falling between Gandak and Burhi Gandak rivers . 

Chairman desired that the submission of CGWB report may be expedited 
by the Govt. of Bihar and suggested to take remedial measures for water logged 
area based on recommendations of CGWB. It was also advised to explore the 
possibility of increasing CCA through conjunctive use of ground and surface 
water in the command . 

After discussion , the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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Kharung Project (Major ERM-New), Chhattisgarh: 

CE (PAO), CWC gave a brief account of project. Kharung Tank 
is an old completed med tank, constructed during year 1 1930 

across Kharung river, a tributary of Sheonath river in Mahanadi system in 
Bilaspur district of Chhattisgarh state. 

Kharung k project, is very old project and canal 
has been providing since the last years. During period, 

only minor maintenance has As a result, conditions of 
project components been over time, reby causing 
gradual in seepage. 

present proposal envisages only the provIsion of concrete 
lining in its distribution system remodeling of 
structures in order and provide irrigation for additional 
15 from water thus saved. 

project proposal envisages construction the following main works: 

i) 

ji) 

mm cement concrete lining along with low density poly 
film of 1 micron thickness the bed as well as on 

for a total length 110 km of main canal and 
respective distribution system. 
Re-modelling/repairing of District Road 

iii) 
IV) 

v) 
vi) 

Re-modelling/repairing Head Regulators, regulators, etc. 
Re-modelling/repairing of falls (16 Nos) in Main canals and its 
distributaries and Minors Nos.) 
Re-modelling/repairing of in Main (4 Nos.) 
Re-modelling/repairing of Drainage/Drainage 
Syphons/Acqueduct Nos. in Main canals & 21 in distributaries 
and Minors). 

price 
cost of 
with B.C. ratio as 

been finalized 
3.09. 

Rs. 101.04 crore2008-09 
Concurrence been 

obtained (copy as Annexure-III). 

After brief discussion, the Committee proposal. 

Maniyari Tank Project (Major ERM-New), Chhattisgarh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the proposal. The iyari 
Tank project is an old completed tank, constructed during the 1 
1930 across Maniyari river, a tributary of Sheonath river in Mahanadi system in 
Bilaspur district Chhattisgarh. 

present proposal is only for provIsion cement concrete lining in 
canal and its distribution and remodeling of existing structures to 
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save seepage water and thus to provide irrigation for additional 11,000 ha in 32 
villages without affecting any parameter of the reservoir. 

The cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 159.95 crore at 2008-09 
price level with B.C. ratio as 1.81. 

The Chairman enquired that while computing B.C. ratio of the project, why 
the old project cost has not been taken into consideration. The Project 
Authorities replied that being an old project, the depreciation of the project is too 
high to consider. As a result, the impact on B.C. ratio would be negligible. The 
Chairman suggested for conjunctive utilization of suriace and ground water in the 
command area so as to reduce the impact of water logging. 

Since the State Finance Concurrence has not been obtained, it was 
decided that the project may be deferred for reconsideration in the next meeting. 

4. Halon Irrigation Project (New Major), Madhya Pradesh: 

CE (PAO) , CWC gave a brief account of the project proposal. The Halon 
Irrigation Project envisages construction of a composite dam near village 
Karanjiya in the district of Mandia of Madhya Pradesh, across river Halon, a 
tributary of river Burne in Narmada basin. The Halon Irrigation Project 
contemplates to provide annual irrigation facilities to an area of 16,782 ha. (CCA 
- 13040 ha) in Mandla district a tribal district of Madhya Pradesh. The project 
will irrigate land on the left bank through gravity flow canal. 

84thThe project was earlier considered in the meeting of Advisory 
Committee held on 12.05.2005 and was deferred for want of final environmental 
clearance, clearance of R&R plan, clearance from CGWB and in the absence of 
site specific discharge data to review the yield. 

The Chairman enquired about the status of statutory clearances of the 
project. The Project Authorities replied that all the requisite statutory clearances 
from Ministry of Tribal Affairs (MoTA), Ministry of Environment & Forest (MoEF) 
and clearance from CGWB have now been obtained. As regards forest 
clearance, it was informed by the Project officials that stage-1 clearance has 
been obtained and the work will be started after stage-2 clearance. 

The representative from CEA enquired regarding the provision of Hydro­
power generation in the project. The Project Authorities mentioned that provision 
of Hydro-power generation was not found viable as per the site conditions. The 
Chairman enquired about why the B.C. ratio of the project is very marginal i.e. 
1.55. The Project Authorities replied that the command area of the project falls in 
Mandla district, a tribal area in Madhya Pradesh. As such, the B.C. ratio is well 
within the permissible limits. The State Finance Concurrence has been received. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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5. Man Irrigation Project (Revised Major), Madhya Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The original 
proposal was approved by the Planning Commission in June 1992 for Rs. 44 .10 
cr at 1983 price level. The present proposal is a revised cost estimate without 
any change in its scope and the cost has been finalized for Rs. 246.03 crore at 
2009 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.79. The expenditure incurred till March 
2010 is 1.96 crore. The State Finance Concurrence has already been received . 

Chairman enquired about the construction status of the project. The 
Project Authorities replied that the dam and head works of the project had 
already been completed in 2006 and the canal system is already in operation 
since the last two years. Only some residual works are to be completed by 
March 2012. 

Chairman suggested for conjunctive utilization of surface and ground 
water in the command area to reduce the impact of water logging in consultation 
with CGWB. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal with the 
condition that the project should be completed by March, 2012 and no further 
cost/ time revision will be considered by the Committee. 

6. Upper Narmada Irrigation Project (New Major), Madhya Pradesh: 

CE (PAO) , CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The Upper 
Narmada Irrigation Project envisages construction of a composite dam of 
maximum height of 33.80 m and total length of 2.12 km near village Shobhapur 
(Rinatola) of Dindori district of Madhya Pradesh. The project contemplates to 
provide irrigation benefits to an area of 26,622 ha annually in Annupur and 
Dindori districts of Madhya Pradesh. Most of the beneficiaries from the project 
belong to Schedule Caste (SC) and Schedule Tribe (ST) categories . 

The project was considered in the 84 th meeting of Advisory Committee 
held on 12.05 .2005 and was deferred for want of environmental clearance and 
R&R clearance. 

The cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 683.93 crore at 2009 
price level with B.C. ratio as 1.57. The State Finance Concurrence has been 
received (copy enclosed as Annexure-IV). 

Chairman enquired about the status of statutory clearances of the project. 
The Project Authorities replied that all the requisite statutory clearances from 
Ministry of Tribal Affairs (lVIoTA) and Ministry of Environment & Forest (MoEF) 
have now been obtained. On query regarding the physical programme of the 
project , the Project Authorities replied that the project works would be awarded 
on turn-key basis and would be completed by March 2015. The Chairman asked 
why the B.C. ratio of the project is marginal (1.53). 
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f ' 
The Project Authorities replied that the command area of the project falls 

in Annupur & Dindori districts, a tribal area in Madhya Pradesh. As such, the 
B.C. ratio is well with in the permissible limits (1). 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal. 

7 . Shelgaon Barrage Project (New-Medium), Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The Shelgaon 
Barrage, a medium irrigation project envisages construction of 419.65 m long 
barrage across river Tapi in Tapi basin. The project is located near village 
Shelgaon in the Jalgaon district of Maharashtra. The project is planned to 
irrigate annually an area of 11,318 ha (CCA-9589 ha) benefiting 19 villages of 
Jalgaon district. 

The project envisages construction of the following main components: 

i) A 419 .65 m long barrage with 18 Nos. of radial gates of size 18.30 m x 
16.76m. 

ii) A 465 m long left side earthen embankment and 165 m long saddle 
earthen embankment with a top width of 7.5 m. 

iii) An intake well of size 3 m x 11 m and jack well of size 9 m x 24 m 
along with 5 Nos. of V.T. pumps of 1400 HP. 

The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 446.49 crore 
at 2008-09 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.86. State Finance Concurrence has 
already been obtained . 

Chairman asked why the irrigation cost per hectare is so high. The 
representative from the Govt. of Maharashtra replied that the project is basically 
a lift irrigation scheme. As such, the irrigation cost per hectare is high. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal with the 
condition that project should be completed by March 2014 and no further 
time/cost overrun would be considered by the Committee. 

8. Rengali Irrigation Sub-project LBC-II (Revised-Major), Orissa: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The Rengali 
Irrigation Sub-project LBC-II, Orissa was earlier considered and accepted by the 
Advisory Committee in its 65th meeting held on 14.6.96 for Rs. 705.15 at 1995 
price level. Planning Commission subsequently accorded investment clearance 
to this project in July 1997 for providing irrigation to CCA of 93,501 ha with 90% 
intensity of irrigation. 

The proposal envisages completion of all works of Left Bank Canal from 
30 km to 141 km with head discharge of 132.22 cumec to irrigate the CCA of 
93,501 ha. 

() 



The present proposal is a revised cost estimate and there is no change in 
the scope of the project. The revised cost has been finalized in CWC for Rs. 
1958.34 crore at 2009-10 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.986. State Finance 
concurrence has been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-V) 

Secretary (WR) obseNed that work programme is too lengthy. As such he 
desired that the work schedule should be revised in such a way that the project 
should be completed by March 2015. It was also decided that no further cost/time 
overrun shall be considered by the Committee. 

Subject to the aforesaid condition, the Committee accepted the proposal. 

9. 	 Kachnoda Dam project (Revised-Major), Uttar Pradesh: 

CE (P,Ll.O), cwe briefly introduced the project proposal. Kachnoda dam 
project was considered and accepted in the 87th TAC meeting held on 
17.11.2006. Planning Commission accorded investment clearance to the 
proposal in Jan. 2007 for ' Rs. 88.67 crore at 2004 price level for providing 
irrigation to 11 ,699 ha of CCA and annual irrigation to the tune of 10,850 ha. 

The project envisages construction of following main components : 

a) 	 4.1 km long and 16 m high earthen dam with a live storage of 54.64 
Million Cubic Metre. 

b) 	 An ogee shaped masonry spillway of 127 m length with 9 nos vertical 
gates of size 12 x 7.1 m each to pass maximum flood discharge of 
6038 cumec. 

c) 	 Left main canal of length 15.4 km with head discharge of 3 cumec and 
Right main canal of length 8.4 km with head discharge of 2.75 cumec 
with their distribution systems to provide irrigation to an area of 5173 
ha of CCA. 

d) 	 Apart from above, irrigation facilities to 6096 ha under existing Lalitpur 
canal system and 430 ha under existing Dilwara distributory of Jamni 
canal are also proposed to be brought under command of Kachnoda 
dam project. 

The present revised cost estimate is without change in scope and the 
revised cost has been finalized for Rs. 423.45 crore at 2009 price level with B.C. 
ratio as 1.09. State Finance Concurrence has been received (copy enclosed as 
Annexure-VI). Chairman observed that B.C. ratio of the project proposal is very 
marginal but keeping the chronic drought prone area of command, the proposal 
may be accepted subject to the condition that the project should be completed by 
March 2012 and no. further cost/time overrun shall be considered by the 
Committee . 

Subject tothe aforesaid condition, the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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10. 	 Flood protection works to Brahmani-Kelua-Birupa Doab of Brahmani 
system (Flood Control), Orissa: 

(PAD), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The proposal is a 
flood protection to provide protection to 17,100 area in Jaipur district 
of Orissa. The proposal 

a) 	 Raising and strengthening of existing embankments -86.49km 

b) 	 Construction of new embankment at - 15.83 km 

c) 	 Construction of spurs - 24 Nos. 

d) 	 Renovation of drains - 37.50 km. 

e) 	 Construction of sluices 10 Nos. 

f) 	 Construction of launching aprons - 2000 m 

g) 	 Construction service roads 56 km 

The cost of the scheme has been finalized by CWC for Rs. 62.32 crore at 
price level with B.C. ratio as 1 The State Finance Concurrence has 

been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-VII). On query related to provision 
of launching aprons, it was clarified by Project officials that there would 
provision of the aprons where are considered essential. It was further 
informed by the project authority that project was formulated on the of 
model study carried out by 1.1 Chennai. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal with the 
condition that project should completed by March 2013 positively and no 
further cost/time revision would be considered by the Committee. 

11. 	 Revised Project Estimate for construction of Right Marginal Bund on 
river Ganga from Bhogpur to Balawali (Flood Control), Dist. 
Haridwar, Uttarakhand: 

CE (PAD), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. proposal is a 
flood control scheme, to benefit population of 40,460 persons and provide 
protection to 9000 ha land in 10 villages of Uttarakhand from the fury of flood. 

scheme was originally sanctioned for Rs. 11 crore for providing 
protection along river Ganga in a length of 20.5 km. Due to cost escalation, only 
10.5 m of embankment is being constructed by the Gov!. with 11. 
crore as earlier approved. The scheme is an ongoing under 
Management Programme MoWR. The Empowered Committee in July, 2009 
decided that the cost of the scheme may allowed to revise the price level of 
March, 2008. 

The present proposal envisages Construction of embankment of 
remaining 10 km length in a stretch of the river from 10.5 km 20.5 
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, .. 

The present revised estimate of flood control scheme has been examined 
in GFCC and finalized for Rs. 20.69 crore with B.C. ratio as 5.09. The State 
Finance Concurrence has been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-VIII) . 
Commissioner (Ganga) advised the Govt. of Uttarakhand to send scheme-wise 
budget allocation for project in question. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal with the 
condition that the project should be completed by March 2012 positively and no 
further cost/time revision would be considered by the Committee. 

12. 	 Scheme for Desilting of river Ichamati along the common Border 
portion for better drainage and flood management (Flood Control), 
West Bengal: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The proposal is a 
flood control scheme, to benefit population of 9.84 lakhs and to provide 
protection of 225 sq. km area. The proposal envisages: 

a) 	 Desilting of river Ichamati by means of suitable floating type excavator 
mounted on pontoon (Total quantity of excavated material is estimated 
to be 15, 28,000 cum). 

b) 	 Desilting of river Ichamati by manual labour within cl'mr land and 
depositing the excavated earth at suitable distance. (Total quantity of 
excavated material is estimated to be 1,39,000 cum) 

c) 	 Total length of excavation/desilting is 20,415 km . 

GFCC has finalized the cost of the project for Rs. 38.23 crore with B.C. 
ratio as 6.37. The State Finance Concurrence has been received (copy 
enclosed as Annexure-IX) . 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal. 

The meeting ended with Vote of thanks to the Chair. 
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Annexure-l 
10sth Meeting of Advisory Committee .

• 
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 


fV!embers of the Committee: 


SI Shri/Mrs 
1. U.N. Panjiar, Secretary (WR), Ministry of Water Resources In the Chair 

2, Allanya Ray, Financial Advisor, Ministry of Water Resources . Member 

3. 	 Avinash Misbra, Dy Advisor (WR) (Representing Advisor, Planning Member 


Commission) 

4. 	 Saidul Haq, Hydrologist ( Representing Chairh1an, CGWB) Member 
5. . J.S.Bawa, Director (HP&I), CEA (Representing Centra! Electricity Member 

Authority) 
() ' . S. K. Srivastava, Chief Engineer, PAO, cwe, New D~lhi Member- Secretary 

Special Invitees 
a} Ministry of water Resources 

7. 	 S. P. Kakran , Commissioner (Ganga), MoWR 
b) Central vVater Commission 

~. 	 R. C. lha, Member (RM), CWC, New Delhi. 
<y . 	 Jndra Raj, Member (WP&P), 
10. 	 ~. K. lYOlhi , Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi . 
II. 	 S. K. Chaudhary, Chief Engineer (FM), ewc, New Delhi. 
12. T. S. Patil , Chid Engineer (MCO), CWC, Nagpur 


°1 3. M. K. Sinha, Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Delhi. 

14. 	 B.G. Kaushik, Chief Engineer (PPO) , CWC, New Delhi. 
15 . 	 V. K. Chawla, Chief Engineer (lMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
10. 	 Y. K. Sharma, Chief Engineer (IBO) , cwe, Chandigarh 
17. 	 .K.N. Keslui; Chief Engineer (LGBO) , CWC, Patna 
1.~ . 	 G. S. Tyagi, Director, UT&SS, CWC, New Delhi 
19. 	 Gorakh Thakur, Director CA-l, CWC, New Delhi 
20. Ajay Kumar,Director PA (N), cwe, New Delhi 

2L D. M. Raipure, Dixector, Appraisal , CWC, Nagpur 
 -. ".' 

22 . P. C. ]ha, Director PA-C, CWC, New Delhi · 	 -<!\ 

4-;.·M ·. ~ " 
23. 	 R. K. Kanodia, Director PA-S, CWC, New Delhi . ..... 

24 . 	 M W Paunikar, DD, PA-N, CWC, New Delhi 
25. B Rai, DD, PA-C, CWC, New Delhi 


c) GFCC 

26. 	 A.K. Ganju,Chairman, GFCC, Patna 
27. 	 S. Masood Husain , Member (Planning), GFCC, Patna 

d) State Governmen!officers 

.Bihar 


28 ; . Ajay Nayak, PriRcipal Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Bihar, Patna 

29 . 	 SiJsil Kumar Singh, SE, WRD, Govt. of Bihar, Patna 
30. 	 P. K. lha, Resident Engineer, Govt. of Bihar 

Chattisgarh 
31 	 B. K. Rai ; Chief Engineer. Hasdeo Basin, Bilaspur. 
32. 	 Alok Agarwal, EE, Kharung W. R. Divn., Bilaspur. 

·33 . 	 S.K. Saraf, SDO, Kh. W.R. Divn., Bilaspur. 

34, B.K. Pndey , A.E, Bilaspur. 




Chattisgarh 

3~~~ 	 B.K.Rai, Chief Engineer. Hasdeo Basin, Bilaspur. 

32. 	 Alok Agarwal, EE, Kharung W. R. Divn., Bilaspur. 

33. 	 S.K. Saraf, SDO, Kh . W.R. Divn , Bilaspur. 

34. 	 B. K. Pndey, A E, Bilaspur. 

Madhya Pradesh 
F 

35. K.N . Agarwal, Member Engineering, NVDA, Bhopal. 
~ . K.C. Chauhan, Chief Engineer, Lower Narmada Projects, Indore. 
37. 	 O.P.Jadhau, Chief Engineer, Rani Awauli Baisugar Project Bayi Hills, 

Jabalpur. . 
38. 	 P.N. Sharma, Executive Engineer, Man Project Division. 

Maharashtra 

. 39. H.K. Tonpe, Chief Engineer, Tapi Irrigation Dev. Corporation, Jalgaon . 
40. 	 V.R. Bhure, SE, Jalgaon Irrigation Project, Jalgaon. 
41. 	 C.S. Modak, E.D. Tapi Irrigation Dev. Corporation, Jalgaon. 
42. 	 S.N. Patil, Executive Engineer, Jalgaon. .. 

Orissa 

43. 	 D.K. Das, Additional Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Orissa, Bhubaneswar. 

M. 	 Harish Ch.Behera, Engineer-in-Chief, Water Resources, Bhubaneswar. 

45. Chakradhar Mohnta, CE&BM, Brahmani Lfet Basin, Angul 

~. Basudev Mohapatra, SE , Eastern Circle, Cuttak 

47. 	 Gopal Krishna Behera, EE, OECF Divn. VI,Bhuban. 

~. 	 Subrat Das, EE, Jaraka Irrigation Divn. Jaraka 

Uttar Pradesh 

49. 	 S. Ahmad, Engineer-in- Chief, Irrigation Deptt 

50. 	 S.P. Singh, SE, Irrigation Deptt. 

51. 	 Avinash Misra , AE, I.C.D-I,Lalipur 

52. 	 AK.Niranjan, AE, I.C.D-III,Lalipur 

Uattarkhand 

53. Rajeev Gupta, Principal Secretary, Govt. of Uttarakhand, Dehradun. 

~. AK. Dinker, SE, Irrigation Works Circle, Dehradun. 

55. 	 D.D. Dalal, EE, Dehradun . 

West Bengal 

~. T.K. Ghosh, Chief Engineer, I&W Deptt. Kolkata, West Bengal 

57. S. Konar, Se, Greater Kolkata Drainage Circle, West Bengal 
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BY F.4.:·:. 
~.1§.IJLr&E.r;I 

GOVERNMENT OF O;USSA 
TJF.PARTMENT OF WA"fltn t1.F...~(J::JRCF:S 

No. IUrlO/lO \!:""9'l1 IWR., Ol1foo ??-.~.\ 0 

From 

Shri D.K. Das, 

Additionnl Seer~tary to Ooverr.mcnt 


To 
Tht DIrector, E.A. 

GOVemmanl of :ndia, 
Cenlr,,\ W~p Commission. 
Extemal ASlIisUmce Dte, Room No. 803(S), 
SeWQ BhQwtm; l\.K.?uraffi, New Dclhi·(i6. I~ 

. . G . i~~,. 

~~Sub:- Rt:n,,,!1 Left Bn'11( CHonl of J«:o&all lrri~ut'cp Pr,,~~ctt Oric:sa .~ 

(Estimated cos~ &,1304.09 Crore). ~ ~!~ 
Sir, 

I 11m directcd to invite reference to your letter No. G/19/9?-EA! I 04 

, 011 l}le Wove lIubjcc\ l1nU lilly lhl1t Fimmco D. r.;,pl1rtmcrll. OOVCrrlll1Cmt of Ori~ hn~], I:~ll:urrcd in 

the <:.051 estimnte of RengaliLefi .Bank Canal (RD 29.1"17 Km t:> IlD 147.0 m) al ~~.145;U~ 
Crorc A$ per 2009.\ Cprice vide their UOR No. 3409 PSF dJ\;e<J. 21.6.2\} Io. .\ . 

This is for kind informlltion auJ necesSAry ~ction. .. I 
I 

.J 

BYFo\~ . . 
Me·rna N~o. \ ~~"7 ~; //WR,. Dated. '2. .,.. • b . I 0 . 

Copy (('/'Warded to the Director CA(l) vover;uner1t or ~ 
Co~m.~ss:on. Cos~Apprn~snl(~rrigatio~) Directornte, Room. No. 406 A(S>. S 
Poram. New Delhl-l1 0066 for mformatlon and necessary action, 

.. 
~ 

c q 1 ~ .. A~,Jltionai Sla1 ct G::·prt..M.,mo'No. \ \ J . . . IIWR., Doted. :l ") · ·h . I () 

Co,JY forwo,rdcd to' the Finance Department for infonnAtioll:"" 


C) A«cHti\)n i'll S«1' 

Memo No. \ ~ 9 ~ ;, IIWR., Dated. l?-. G . I cJ 


Copy forwarded to the E.f.C •• Wat.,r Res(\ur~s for infoF'Jn:1.ior: 

~ 

A,lditiOlaql secretn'\ '~\f~~'\ll"'lmgnt
'> -~ r~'" 

.- -J.~r::-rv-r~·f 

--_. 

I, . 

"j~ 
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F/\XLURGtNT ' 
-'.'-~"'" 

, 
GOVERNrv1ENT OF ORISSA 

DEPARTMEI'lT OF \iVATER RESOURCES 
>I:~ ' .. 

/NO.~ t: C~·-U ~r_jWR, Dated, BhubaneswiJr, tHe , ~" '. l. ' () c 
FC-J -45/10 


From 

Shri Dhiren Kumar Oas, 

Additional Secretary lo Governm('r.~ 


To 
~ Director (LJT & 55), 

Central Water Comrllission, 803 (N), 
Sew.a Bhawan, R.K Puram, New Delhi - 110 606 

Subject: . Regarding State Finaf1ce Concurrenc.e of Fio0d P·'otection work of 

Brahmani-K€lua-Birupa Doab of Brahmdni Sys(em. 


Sir, 


I am directed Lo invite a reference to the LettE:r NO.8307 dated 
19.06.2010 of the Engineer-in-Chief, P~annin~ u Design on the above,subject and 
to say that Finance Departrr.ent have concurred in the cost EstirYlate 'of Rs.62 ,32 
aores in respect of Finance Depnrtmcnt vide l·tleir U.O.R /I'JO.l3410rrJ SF duted 

21.06.2010. 	 \. 

Yours \t3itllf\JIIY. 

t.· 

-
i (\ I'c" f 

k olo~ 
.p ~J \ .' ,o! oJ : Add~~s~cretaryci,l~p~r~<;\r . 
G'A- Memo No. '-. '.' ~~vi__-.JWR · Dated: L 2.' .0J.--{rJ, ~ 

. ~ 
~ ~~\ \t;) COPYl . forNarded to the Director, Region~, lE\ntrcJl ,Water 	 l ~ 
J I. 

j ~ , ,Commission, .Mahe,nadiBhaw:;}n, Bhoi Nagar, .Bhubaneswar or irfqmetion and 	 " 1 ~ 

~necessary action. . 	 , \ I \ • L, 

~ 
~ 

I' ~; 

( 

. 
\\ / '--"} ~ . 	 ~ 

~ . 

. Ii, v . \ 	
~ 

b . 	 Addl. Secretory y.i<je){<tn[l1<'f(; !;.
C

,. 
' 

\ 

Memo No. \ f: c::; .:~\ . /WR Dated :' L 2 -' (; F-i r)') 
(I

Copy .forwarded to the Enqinee.-i'l-Chicf, wd\er\1 R i 	
~. 

JI 
Engineer-in-Chief, . ~ ~Dfor ir.FOi'mq:!tioon ~.nd re~e.ssary action, . ~\ i 

I" 

~dc:?\'":>-~~ ~~""1-l\...) \~<t . ~~Y \G \ lo ' : \ I; 	
;, 
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~~---~~~~o>..~~ Add\. 5r.CI etary to ~.eJ~~~1i ,; " II 
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~~ l? 0fL _L 1J::-!=~1O-o~f'M)/~ii.Qi 
~, 

. ~ 3ffi'O~O c;r~, 
~ .~ ,~. 

\3ffi':I~ mffi I. 
~, 


f.1~~ICf> (~.~.- II) 
 ,...:-- ­

~mcnR, 

\1R1 ~ ri&j=;:j:::nI=61T1~, 

Tfln·~ f.'t~;:;;ij°l ~,
fftimf ~, cfRr-it ~, 
~-3000151 

f#mt 3fTWT~~: fc;.:r,Cl): 24. ~.,. 2010 
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From: Shri D. Sengupta Ii 


Deputy Secretary to the 

Government of WC'6t Bengal 


\I The Chairman 
Ganga Flood Control Commission 

Government of India 

Ministry of Water Resources 

Sinchal Bhavan, 1st Floor 

Patna - 80CO 15 


\J -)" I;' i' . 

Sub: Concurrence oj the State Finnnce .I)c;pariment tOUiards execution oj 
the Scheme "Desilting oj liver IcharllCi.ti alonf] the coT/tliwn border portion Jor 
better drainage and flood managemelLt ill the ~"ench froln Humo/>cria, P. S. 
Guighata at 120.00 K.M. (Kulkhali, P.S. 3arsa, Dist. J~SS()/'t! Bal1g[uuesfl) 
to the BSF bridge at Kalanchi, P.S. Gaighatu at 140.4 .15 k.m. (Challclvria, 

. P. S. Sarsa, Dist. Jessore, Bangladesh) - approximate length '20 OU :c.1Il 
(Estimated Cost Rs. 38.2.1 crare)" 

..Sir., . " , . 
Inviting a reference to' the'subject referred Rhove, IaJ"H dire:(;tcd to"st8tf': ' thafthe 

Stat~ Finance Department has since concurred to the p.xecuti<'11 of the a!Jove lllellliolled 
scheme, on consideration of incl1lsion of the SC:lrw under Ccp tr'"l.l Sector Scheme ltu be 
executed under 100% Central Assistance) by way of making bUGgetalY provisions under 
Plan Budget in Demand No. 32 as shown bela·...." : 

Ruclgetcu)" prevision 

Head of Account Year n.ade for thE SChellle 


4711-01-1Q3-CN-001-53-V 2010-11 24.00 ClUre 

4711-0 1-103-CN-OO 1-53-V 2011-12 14.23 core 

Total 38.23 crore 


This is for fa'vour ')[ your kind infonn8lion. 


YOurR faithfully,
'y P./rC.N) ~ 

0r-1"l­. ~ y \ O~:q"t) 
( D. Sengupta l 

Deputy Secretary. 

No. 13 -IB/l(l) DRteu, lhe 17 th June, 2010 
Copy forwarded tor informa'.ion to : 

The Director & E.O. Chief Engineer 

I&W Directorate, Gbvt. of West Bengal 
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No. 16/27/2010-PA (N)/ i 935' - ~ y 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 

CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION 


PROJECT APPRAISAL ORGANIZATION 

407, SEWA BHAWAN, R. K. PURAM, NEW DELHI-110 066 

Date: 04.10.2010 

Sub: 	 106th meeting ·of the Advis~ry Committee for consideration of techno­
economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Project 
proposals held on 16.09.2010. 

Enclosed please find herewith a copy of the summary record of discussions of the . 
I 

above 	meeting held at New Delhi on 16th September, 2010 . at Sew a Bhawan, R. K. Puram, ,. I 

New-Belhi for information and necessary action. 

\ 
Encl.: 	As above ~.	~ 

(S.K. Srivastava) 0'-\ \ \\\ \, 
Chief Engineer (PAO) cum 

Member Secretary of the 
Advisory Committee 

To , , 1 

f C "'" , • ~ Members 0 ommlee:'tt ~ . . \cAf ;;.';~: 

. 1. Chairman, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R. '~jl~i@,ra:m, New Delhi. .. 

2. 	 Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Fihance, nS~~FI6or) ,Nor,th Block,New Delhi. \ 
3. 	 Secretary, Departmeht of Power, 5.5. Bhawan,'-:t;lhd Flg'or,New Delhi. 
4. 	 Secretary, Ministry· of Environment & Forftsts, 4th FlooJ~ R6om No- 404/05 


Paryavaran Bhawan,CGQ Co.mplex, New Delhi. ' . 

5. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Tribal .Affairs, Room No. 7.38, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, 


New Delhi. ' ... ., . 

6. 	 Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Room No 126, Krishi 

Bhawan, New Delhi. 

. 7. Director General, ICAR, Room No-lOS, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 


S. 	 Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi. 
9. 	 Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man 


Singh Road, New Delhi. 

10. 	 Principal Adviser (WR), Planning Commission, Room No-255, Yojana Bhawan, 


New belhi. 

11. 	 Principal Adviser (Power), Planning CommisSion, Room No-107 Yojana Bhawan, 


New Delhi. 

12. 	 Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, Room No-401 5.5. Bhawan, New 

Delhi. 

Special Invitees: 


13. 	 Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 
14. 	 Member (D&R), cwe, New Delhi. 
15. 	 Member (RM),CWC, New Delhi. 
16. 	 Cbairman, GFCC, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna - SOO 015, Bihar. 
17. 	 Commissioner (Projects), Room No-411, 5.5. Bhawan, MoWR, New Delhi. 



,18. 	 lCommissioner ), Ministry Resources, CGO Complex, New Delhi. 
19. 	 Chief Advisor (Cost), Department of Expenditu Ministry Finance, Lok 


Bhawan j Delhi 

20. 	 Prinei I Secretary, Irrigation Department, ment of Punjab, Secretariat, 

Chandigarh-160 001 
2l. Principal ry, Irrigation rtment, Government of Uttar Pradesh, 

lay Lueknow-226 001 (U.P.). 

Secretary, Irrigation Department, 
 of Maharashtra, Mantralaya, 
Mumbai-400 032 

23. 	 Princi I ry, Irrigation rtment, Government of Rajasthan, Secretariat, 
Jaipur-302 005. 

24. 	 Principal Irrigation & CAD Government of Andhra Pradesh, 
Room No.7 floor, J-Block, Secretariat Building, Hyderabad-SOO 022 
Secretary, Water Resources & Energy rtment, Governm of Jharkhand, 
Nepal H Ranchi.;.834 001 (Jharkhand) 

ment of Bihar, Sinchai Bhawan, 
Patna-800 015. 

29. 	 Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New DeihL 
30. 	 Chief Engineer (FMO),,.eWcr New Delhi. 
31. 	 Chief Engi Low~f Ganga Basinj WC, 1 napuri, Patna-800 001 

(Bihar) 
Engineer, 

Basin Or ' 
neer Gan 

Nagar, Lucknow- (Uttar 

.. 
CWC, Chandigpr:h 

33. 	 Chief Engineer, CWC, Hyderqbad (Andhra Prades'h) 

Ch Engi ipn, ewe, Kalin;dr Bhawan, New Delhi 


CWCI Janhavi Bhawan 212/496, Indira35. 	 Chief 

28. 

ry, Irrigation & Public Health, Government of Himachal Pradesh, 
, la-171 002. 

ry, Departm of Irrigation & Flood Control, Government of Assam,. 
Guwahati-781 006 

Secretary, Water P,C;;;)VU 

"Copy information to: 
to SecretarYI MioistrY,of Water Room t\Jo-407 New Delhi 36. 
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SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 10sth MEETING OF THE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD· CONTROL AND MULTI PURPOSE 
PROJECTS, HELD ON 1sth SEPTEMBER,. 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO­
ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

The 106th meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno­
Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project proposals vyas 
held on 16.09.2010 at 1000 Hrs. in the Conference Room of Central Water Commission, 
Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the Chairmanship of Secretary (WR). List 
of participants is enclosed at Annexure-I . 

At the outset, Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee and other 
Officers present in the meeting. Thereafter, the Chairman requested the Member­
Secretary to take up the agenda for discussion. Proceedings of the meeting followed as 
under: 

I) 	 CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 10STH MEETING: 

The Summary Record of Dis.cussions of the 105ih Advisory Committee meeting 
was circulated vide Letter No.16/27/2010-PA(N)/1240-i6, dated 21.05.2010. Member­
S'ecretary informed the Cornrpittee that no comments on the same have since been 
received. The Committee coJ1firmed the Summary Record of discussions of the 105th 

Advisory Committee meeting. . .:,;:",~:::~i~i 	 . 
II) 	 PRO..JECT .PROPOSAlS PUT' tj'P' ~F6R CONSIDERATION OF THE ADVISORY 

COMMITTE,E: 

1. 	 J. CHOKKA RAO GODAVARI LIS, ANDHRA PRADESH (REVISED- MAJOR): 

CE (PAO), cwe briefly introduced the project. The project proposal was · earlier 

considered by the Advisory committee in its 88th meeting held on 02.03.2007 and was 

accepted for Rs. 6,016 Crore. Planning Commission subsequently accorded investment 

clearance to the proposal on 23.03.2007. The State Govt. has now submitted Revised 

Cost Estimate at price level 2009-10 without change in scope. The cost estimate for the 

project has been finalized as Rs. 9427.73 crore (P.L.-2009-10) with BC Ratio as 1.37. An 

expenditure of Rs. 3783.02 crore has been incurred up to March, 2010. State Finance 

Concurrence has been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-II) . 

Advisor (Cost) enquired about the original time frame for completion of the project 

and reasons for delay. Secretary, Irrigation, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh intimated that 

, 
. 1 

. originally the project was to be completed by 2008-09 but due to land acquisition problem 

and want of forest clearance, the project could not be completed as per original schedule. 
) 



11e also informed that now land acquisition has completed the project for 

execution purpose, has been divided into 3 phases out of which most of the works under 

phase-I & II has been completed while the works under Phase-III is yet to started. 

However, contract has already been awarded. As such, the project would be completed 

as per revised time schedule. Chairman of the committee Secretary (WR) suggested to 

optimize use of water by using micro irrigation system in the command to tlie 

maximum possible extent as the project is basically lift irrigation scheme. Project 

Authority informed that there is already a provision of drip irrigation in some of 

command. 

On a query raised by (WR) , Secretary (Irrigation), Govt. of Andhra 

Pradesh stated that State Govt. would adequate provision for the maintenance of 

the project. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal with the condition that 

project should be completed by March 2013 and no ,further cost/time overrun will be 

considered by this Committee~ 

2. DURGAWATI RESERVOIR P •.. ",~',!t!!-' !(REVISEDMA;JOR), BIHAR: 

(PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Durgawati Project 

envisages construction of. an earthen dam of length 1830 hl with spillway across the rivet 

Durgawati in Bihar. The Dam is located near village Karamchat in KaimurDistrict of Bihar 

to irrigate an area of 42,900 ha annually in drought prone districts of Bhabhua and Rohtas 

in Bihar. 

The Scheme was originally approved by the Planning Commission in May, 1975 for 

25.30 crore. State Govt. subsequently modi'fled the cost estimate which was 

) examined in CWC and cost of the project was finalized for Rs. 234.4 crore at 1998 

price level. same was accepted by Advisory Committee of MOWR in its 72nd 

meeting on 18.01.2000 subject to theforest clearance from MoEF. As such, the project 

) was not accorded investment clearance from Planning Commission. 

Now the State Govt. has submitted the forest clearance of MoEF along with the 

at 2009-10 Price Level. same has been finalized as Rs.983.10 Cr. 

(2009 -10 PL) with BC Ratio as 1.13. The State Concurrence has also been 

obtained for the finalized cost. 
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) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Advisor (Cost) enquired about reason for ovr,on iture of 15 cr against 

the approved cost of 25.30 cr. State representative replied that State Govt. has 

incurred such expenditure due advance deposit to Forest Department for undertaking 

compensatory afforestation. 

Dy. Advisor, Planning Commission advised State Govt. to provide sprinkler 

irrigation system in some of its command for efficient use of water instead of Flood 

irrigation. 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted proposal with the condition that 

the project should be completed by March 2012 and no further cost/time overrun will be 

considered by the Committee. 

3. 	 BALH VALLEY (LEFT. BANK) IRRIGATION PROJECT (REVISED. MEDIUM), 
HIMACHALPRADESH: 

(PAO), CWC introduced the project. The Balh Valley Medium IrrIgation 

Project envisages· of irrigation facilities to villages located in the valley 

covering a culturablecommand area hectare. The irrigation is to be provided by 

tapping water from BBMS Hydel ... ",1·.'''''",·,... Suketi Khad, 

project was earlier approved by Planning CommissIon in June, for Rs 

41.64 Cr. . L 1999~2000). Later on. cost estimate the project was 

accepted by Technical AdviSOry Committee of MqWR in its 8ih Meeting held on 

17.11.2006 for Rs.62.25 Gr. Planning Commission subsequently accorded investment· 

clearance to the proposal in March, 2007. 

The State Govt now submitted 2nd Revised Cost Estimate without change in 

The cost estimate for project has been finalized as 103.78 .(2010 PL) 

with BC ratio of 1 Finance Concurrence also been obtained for the finalized 

cost. Advisor (Cost) enquired about reason for delay in execution and substantial 

of the cost due to change in design. Project authorities informed that distribution 

system had changed from open channel to H pressurized· pipes in a stretch of 

18.48 km in order to reduce conveyance loss thus, resulting in increase in cost apart from 

price escalation. On a query from Secretary (WR), Project Authorities further informed that 

100% irrigation would be provided through sprinkler system and project would 

completed by March, 2012. 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal. 
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GUMANI 

! 

- MAJOR). JHARKHAND: 

(PAD). CWC briefly introduced the project. The Gumani Barrage project 

construction of a across Gumani River, tributary of Ganga in 

Jharkhand. The Barrage is located near the village Petkhasa in Sahibganj District of 

Jharkhand. Main canal of 33.60 km length with a network of distribution system provides 

annual irrigation of 16,194 ha to benefit drought prone districts of Sahibganj and Pakur. 

The Project was originally approved by the Planning Commission in January, 1976 

for Rs. 3.84 crore. Subsequently, the Advisory Committee of MoWR accepted the project 

for revised cost amounting Rs. croreat 1996 price level in in its 70th meeting held 

on 27.01.1999 subject to certain observations. However, the project was not accorded 

investment clearance by Planning Commission for want of forest clearance from MoEF. 

Now the State Govt. has submitted Forest qf the project along with the Revised 

Cost Estimate at 2008-09 price level without change in cost estimate for the 

project has finalized 185.76 crore (P.L.-2008-Q9) with ratio of 1.69. 

Advisor (Cost) enquired about 9Jiginal and schedule of the project. 

Project Authorities r~plied that as '. original sched;ule, the project was to be 

completed in 2001 but for want of the forest clearance the project could not be completed. 

As per the revised schedu the project is to be completed by March 201 

Secretary (WR). aske,d about non-submission of St~te Finance Concurrence. The 

project authority informed .that Govt. of Jharkhand has already accorded its administrative 

approval to this project for Rs. -162..59 cr at 2004 price level. Now, the project has 

finalized for Rs. 185.76 cr. at 2008-09 price level. Since, the increase in cost is less than 

20% , fresh administrative approval/State Finance Concurrence is not required as per the 

Govt. of Jharkhand Gazette notification dated 18.12.2001, a copy enclosed at Annex- III 

(A) & (B). 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal. 

SUBERNAREKHA MULTIPURPOSE PROJECT (REVISED-MAJOR), 
JHARKHAND: 

(PAD), CWC briefly introduced the project. Subernarekha Multipurpose project 

envisages construction of two dams namely Chandil and Ichha and two Barrages namely' 

Galudih and Kharkai across Subernarekha and Kharkai respectively,' with an 
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extensive ' network of canal system off taking from the headworks of Ichha, Chandil , 
, 
I' 
I 

Galudih and Kharakai. The project will provide irrigation to 1, 54,802 ha (CCA) with annLtal I. 

irrigation of 2, 36,846 ha. This will provide irrigation facilitates to East Singhbhum, West I 
Singhbhum and Sarai Kela- Khansawa Districts of Jharkahnd. 

T~e scheme was originally accepted by TAC during 1982 for an estimated cost of 

Rs. 480.90 Cr. which has also been accorded investment clearance from the Planning 

Commission. Its 1st revised estimate was also accepted by the Advisory committee in its 

53rd meeting held on 08.12.1992 for Rs.1428.82 crore subject to certain observations. 

However, the project was not accorded investment clearance by Planning Commission for 

want of forest clearance from MoEF and clearance from Ministry of Welfare. 

2ndThe Govt. of Jharkahnd has now submitted revised cost estimate without 

change in scope along with Forest clearance for 1655.55 ha against requirement of 

1800.81 ha and the Ministry of Welfare clearance. It has been stated in the letter of the 

Forest Department of Jharkhand that the diversion of 145 .. 26 ha of forest land falling in 

Dalma wildlife sanctuary wflJbe consid~red after receipt of compliance of various 

conditions stipulated by the Standing G,~Qi'rriiltee of Natio~al Board of Wildlife (NBWL) and 
• < 	 ';';\;~1,;.t.t1;;:. ' .... . . 

as directed by the Hon'ble Supremec.o'tf.ft~. The cost estim'ate for the project has been 

finalized as Rs. 6613.74 Cr. at 2010 price level with BC ratio of 1.76. State Finance 

Concurrence is also yet to be submitted by .the p'roject Authorities. 

Secretary (WR) observed that out of total forest land of 1800.82 ha, clearance for 

diversion of 145.26 ha of reserve forest land falling under Dalma Wildlife Sanctuary is 

essential for consideration of the project by the Advisory Committee. Accordingly, he 

directed the Principal Secretary (WR), Govt. of Jharkhand to expedite the clearance of 

NBWL and concurrence of the State Finance Department. 

After brief discussion, Committee deferred the proposal on account of non­

submission of following documents: 

(i) 	 Clearance for diversion of 145.26 ha of reserve forest land falling under 

Dalma Wildlife Sanctuary and 

(ii) 	 State Finance Concurrence. 

oj 

The representatives of the State Government were asked to submit the same 

within a month so that the proposal can be considered in the next meeting: 
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6. 	 LOWER WARDHA IRRIGATION PROJECT, MAHARASHTRA (REVISED ­

.MAJOR) 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Lower Wardha Irrigation 

Project envisages construction of a 9,464 m long earthen dam across River Wardha, a 

tributary of Pranhita river in Godavari basin . The proposed project is located near Village 

Dhanodi, Taluka Arvi in district Wardha of Maharashtra is planned to irrigate annually an 

area of. 63,333 ha. in Wardha district. .The project is included in the Hon'ble Prime 

Minister Package for agrarian distressed district of Maharashtra. 

The project was earlier considered by the Advisory committee in its 88th meeting 

held on 02.03.2007 and was accepted for Rs. 857.70 Crore at P.L.2005-2006 and 

accordingly Planning Commi~sr6n accorded investment clearance to the. proposal in 

February, 2008. 

Now the project aut~r;Wes have submitted revised proposal by including lift 

irrigation components upstream of the .~1t~.~JQg reservoir and two barrages downstream of 
. 	 ~ ~:~~ ~~-,<,:/... '". \.) . ~ . ~,:", .... . 

the existing reservoir namely Pulgaon ' ~m~.;:Kharda to irrigate .additional annual irrigation of 
I 

11,678 ha. 

The Revised project proposal has been examined in CWC/other Central Agencies 
. 	 . 

and the cost of the project h,as been finalized forRs. 2Z32.4·1crore at 2008-09 price level 

with B.C. ratio as 1.55. State Fi'nange Conc~r~enceha~ also been obtained. 

The Chairman enquired'that why the revised 'cost of the project (Rs. 2232.41 Cr.) is 

. so high with respect to its originally approved cost (857.70 Cr.) in February, 2008. The 

Project Authorities replied that the main reasons for increase in cost are due to new 

provision of Lift component and other two barrages namely Pulgaon and Kharda in 

.downstream of the dam. In addition, price escalation of certain items has also resulted in 

higher cost of the project. Representative from Ministry of Finance enquired that why lift 

component and other barrages have been proposed in the revised project. The project 
\, 

authorities replied that by provision of lift and other barrages an additional area of 11,678 

ha would be brought under irrigation. In addition, 10.80 MCM of drinking water has also 

been contemplated for supply from Kharda Barrage. Secretary (WR) questioned that 

instead of proposing for other additional components in the original Lower Wardha 
. 	 . 

Project, why not the originally approved project could be completed first and separate 
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) 

proJect would framed up for the proposed additional irrigation components? The project 

authorities replied that the present revised Lower Wardha Project is meant for 

augmentation of the original project to provide irrigation benefits to adjacent command 

area and to supply water for drinking purpose and Lanco Power Plant. The project 

authorities also mentioned that the integrated Lower Wardha Project is under Hon'ble 

PM's package for distressed districts of Maharashtra. The . Ratio for the revised 

Lower Wardha Project has been worked out to 1. considering the above additional 

components. Secretary (WR) asked project authorities to submit proper justification 

regarding the benefits accrued by the present revised proposal of Lower Wardha Project 

against the originally approved project. 

After detailed discussions, the committee deferred the proposal and the project 
authorities were advised to submit proper justification of increasing the scope of the 
proJect.· . 

7.. KANDI CANAL STAGE-II (REViSED-MAJOR),PU'N,JAB: 

(PAO), cwe briefly introduced the project. original proposal of Kandi 

Canal I was earlier considered Advisory in its 71 51 Meeting held 

on 03.08.1999 and was accepted for 12 crore . Accor¢ingly, Planning Commission 

accorded investment cl~arance to the proposal on 05.04.20Q2. 

Subsequently, 151 revised Cost Estimate of the project was accepted by the Advisory 

Committee in its 95th meeting held in January, 2009 for Rs, 346.62 crore and Investment 

Clearance was accorded by the Planning Commission to the revised project on 

12.04.2010. 

The Govt. has now submitted Revised Cost Estimate at November, 2009 

price level without change in SCCtoe. The same been examined in CWC. Revision in 

cost has been necessary mainly due to price escalation and inadequate provision in 

the earlier estimate. 

The cost estimate for the project has been finalized as Rs. 540.24 crore at 

November, 2009 price level with BC ratio of 1 State Finance Concurrence has been 

submitted by the project authorities. 

The committee enquired about the reasons behind so much increase in the cost in 

a of just. 2 years. The project authority informed that the cost has been increased 

due modifications in thickness of lining in distributaries from 4" to for its safety point 
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of view in accordance with the decision of Govt of Punjab at a later date and also due to 

price escalation . 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal subject to the condition 

that the project would be completed by March, 2012 and no further time and cost overrun 

would be accepted by the committee. 

8. 	 MODERNISATION OF GANG CANAL SYSTEM, RAJASTHAN (REVISED 
MAJOR): 

. CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The original proposal bf 

modernization of Gang Canal System was earlier considered by the Advisory committee 

73rdin its meeting held on 31.052000 and was accepted for Rs. 445.73 Crore. 

Accordingly, Planning Comrnissionaccorded investment clearance to the proposal on 

23.09.2000. 

The State Goyt. n-a's now submitted Revised Cost Estimate at price level 2008­

2009 without chang'e in' scoPr} The cost of the project has peen finalized for Rs., 621.42 

Crore at 2008-09 PL with B.C. ratio a~ t1~?,' Q;, State Finance' Concurrence has also been · 
· r'"; ... ,' , • . 

submitted by the projeCt authorities . . 

Secretary (WR) asked why the provision for land co~t in the original estimate was 

kept as ·11.04 crore wher~as in the present revised estimafe, the cos aginst this item has 

been shown as 1.336 ·Iakh. The project authorities replied that in the earlier estimate the 

higher provision was kept with the anticipation of additional land acquisition for canals, 

whereas during the execution, the additional land was not required. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal with the conditi9n that 

the project should be completed by March, 2013 and no further cost and time overrun 

would 	be considered by the Committee. 
) 

9. 	 BADAUN IRRIGATION PROJECT (NEW- MAJOR), UTTAR PRADESH: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Badaun Irrigation Project envisages 

construction of a 490 m long barrage across river Ramganga (a tributary of Ganga river) 

to utilize monsoon discharge by diverting 56 cumec through canal on right side of the. 

barrage. The project is located on Bareilly-Mathura state highway and about 10 km south 

of Bareilly city, The project would provide irrigation benefits to an area of 37,453 ha 

annually (CCA-53,504 ha) in Badaun and Bareilly districts of Uttar Pradesh. 
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The Cost Estimate for the project has been finalized as: Rs.332.12 Crore 2008­

Level with BC ratio of 1.69. Finance Concurrence has been submitted by 

the Project Authorities (Annexure- IV). 

It was stated by the Member Secretary that Ganga Wing, MoWR has suggested for 

monitoring of barrage operation for ensuring no withdrawal during the lean period from 1 st 

January to 31 st May in view of the Indo Bangia Desh agreement The projet Authorites 

rplied that due to storage in existing Kalagarh reservoir in upstream of the proposed 

barrage, there would not be sufficient water in the pondage of the barrage. 

After discussion, committee accepted the proposal. 

10. BANSAGAR CANAL PROJECT, UTTAR PRADESH (MAJOR-REVISED): 

(PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Bansagar Canal Project envisages 

construction of a lined cC;lhaltaking off from common feeder which in turn takes off from 

Bansagar Dam. Bansagar is situated in Madhya Pradesh across river Sone. in 

Shahdol District and is a joint of Madhya Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh and 

Bihar under the inter-state agreement a:Jj';jiQI1I.~;t 

1stThe revised estimate of Bansagar Canal Project was considered and 

accepted by the Advi:sory Committee in its 90th meeting held on 26.09.2007 for Rs. 

2053.35 crore (including share cost of the dam) at 2006 level and investment 
. . 

clearance to the same was accOrded by the Planning Commission in April, 2008. 

The Government of Uttar Pradesh has noW submitted 2nd Revised Cost 

without change in scope. The same been examined in CWC and the cost has been 

finalized for Rs. 3148.91 crore at 2008-09 price level including share cost of Rs. 458.03 

crore to be borne by the Govt. of Uttar Pradesh towards construction of common 

components of Bansagar Dam Project. 

ratio of the proposal has been worked out to be 1.11. State Finance 

Concurrence has been submitted by the Project Authorities. 

The committee observed that the cost has been finalized at 2008-09 PL and how 

the project will be completed on this finalized cost. The project authority informed that 

most of the work has been awarded. So the project will be completed at this finalized 

and no further cost escalation would be allowed. 
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After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal subject to the condition 

that the project would be completed by March, 2013 at the finalized cost and further time 

and cost overrun would not be considered by the committee. 

11. 	 KANHAR IRRIGATION PROJECT (NEW -MAJOR), UTTAR PRADESH: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Kanhar Irrigation Project 

envisages construction of a 3.003 km long earthen dam across river Kanhar, a tributary of 

river Sone. The project is proposed to provide irrigation benefits to an area of 27,898 ha 

(CCA-26,075 ha) annualiy to the Dudhi and Robertsganj Tehsils bf Sonebhadra District 

which falls in the drought prone area ()fUJt~r Pradesh. 

The Cost Estimate for the project has been finalized as: Rs . 652.59 crore at 2008­

09Price Level with BC ratio of 1.17. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by 

the Project Authorities (Annexure':V). . ...... 

Ganga Wing, MoWR h~,s'informed vide their letter No. 7J17J2008-GangaJ 5511-13 

dated 15th September, 2010 that TAC ~ " ' 9,f ,Kanhar Irrigation Project does not have any 
' . . " J: .~) ~.~, : " , . 't · 

information about international aspecr"~ . . ,~·' prbject. The prqJect authorities informed that 
. 	 . 

Kanhar Project ha~ been taken up for utilizing 0.15 MAFof Kanhar water out of total 

16thallocation of 0.25 MAF to Uttar Pradesh as per Bansag~r Agreement (reached on 

September, 1973 prior to Ineto-Bangladesh tre'atyon sharing of Gaga water). 

After brief discussion, thecoO)rnittee accepted the proposal. 
, . . ' ~..,~ 

12. 	 RESTORING CAPACITY OF WESTERN GANDAK CANAL SYSTEM, UTTAR 
PRADESH (NEW-ERM -MAJOR-): 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Western Gandak Canal project 

(UP portion) was originally approved by Planning Commission in the year 1960 for an 

estimated cost of Rs. 50.39 crore. The. work on this project was started in the year 1961 

and completed in the year 1994. Later on, the revised estimate of the project was 

considered in the 5yth meeting of TAC held on 27.01.1994 for Rs. 154.38 crore. However 

Planning Commission did not accord investment clearance to revised cost of the project. 

The Govt. of Uttar Pradesh has now submitted the ERM proposal of the existing 

project to restore the designed discharge of the main canal, branch canal as well as 
I .I. distributaries which is reduced substantially due to accumulation of silt. The present 
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proposal will restore the irrigation potential of 1.78 lakh ha in order to utilize full designed 

irrigation potential of lakh ha which would nefit Gorakhpur, Maharajganj, 

Kushinagar and Deoria Districts of Uttar Pradesh. 

The cost estimate for the project has been finalized as 217.12 Cr at 2009 -10 price 

with BC ratio of 4.04. Finance Concurrence has also been submitted by the 

state government. 


After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal. 


13. 	 RAISING AND STRENGTHENING OF TRIBUTARY DYKE ALONG BOTH 
BANKS OF KOPILLI RIVER FROM CHARAIHAGI .TO TUKLAIUP (LIB), 
BASUNDHARI TO KILLING KOPILLI JUNCTION (LIB) AND CHAPARMUKH TO 
AHOTGURI AMSOI PWD ROAD (RiB) INCLUDING ANTI EROSION MEASURES 
AT DIFFERENT REACHES. 

(PAO), CWC bri~fly introduced the project. proposed scheme envisages 

raising and strengthening of embankments, dyke and cohptruction of launching apron to 

prevent floods and. erosiohboth Nagaon and Morigaoh districts of Assam wiIJ 

benefit around 26,000 ha of h,omesteaq land including thickly populated 

villages, other public and private a population 3,50,000. 

The project been examined in eWC/other Central Agencies and the cost 

estimate for the Scheme has been finalized Rs. 11 at 2009-10 price level 

with BC ratio of 2.18. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the project 

authorities (Annexure-VI). 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal. 

14. ASSAM INTEGRATED FLOOD RIVER BANK EROSION RISK MANAGEMENT· 
; PROJECT - DIBRUGARH SUB PROJECT: 

(PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. proposed sub project 

envisages raising and strengthening of Dibrugarh Town Protection (DTP) dyke and 

construction of launching apron to prevent floods and erosion in affected the 

Dibrugarh District will benefit around 4 ha of' cultivated homestead land 

) 	 including thickly populated villages, other public and private properties and a population of 

1,50,000. 

The project has been examined in CWC/other Central and the 

11 



estimate for the Scheme has been finalized at 61.33 Crore at 2009-10 with BC 

ratio of 2.27. Finance Concurrence has submitted by the project authorities 

(Annexure-VII). 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted proposal. 

15. 	 ASSAM INTEGRATED FLOOD RIVERBANK EROSION RISK MANAGEMENT 
PROJECT - PALASBARI SUB PROJECT 

(PAO). CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed project envisages 

construction of revetment at Paiasbari, Gumi and Raising and Strengthening of 

embankment at Palasbari. The main objective of this scheme is to protect 62,1 ha area 

of land comprising cultivable, homestead, fallow land, schools and institutes, market 

complexes and road communication with benefits to a population of 5,00,000. 

The project has examined .. in CWC/other Central Agencies and the cost 

estimate for Scheme has been finalized Rs. 1 at 2009-1 °price level 

with BC ratio of 3.35. Concurrence has submitted by the project 

authorities (Annexure-VII). 

After brief discussion, the . accepted the proRosal. 

16. 	 SCHEME FOR ~LOOD PROTECTION WORKS. ALONG AND RIGHT 
BANK OF RIVER RAPTI IN DISTRICT SIDDHARTHNAGAR, SANT KABIR 
NAGAR,GORAKHPUR & DEORIA, U.P. 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed flood protection 

scheme envisages anti-erosion works' Bunds along left and right banks of river Rapt! 

10 locations to protect important cities, villages and culturable land in Siddharthnagar, 

SanLKabir Nagar, Gorakhpur and Deoria districts of U.P severe erosion and water 

logging had been taken place. 

The project has· been examined in CWC/other Central Agencies and the cost 

estimate for Scheme has. been finalized at Rs. Crore 2009-10 Price Level 

with BC ratio of 3.64. State Finance Concurrence has not been submitted by the project 

authorities. 

Since State Finance Concurrence not furnished, after brief discussion, the 

committee the proposal. 
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17) Maniyari Tank Project (Major ERMqNew), Chhattisgarh: 

Chief PAO briefly introd the project and intimated that the proposal 

at an estimated cost of Rs. 159.95 was considered in the 105th TAC Meeting held on 

25.06.2010 and deferred due to non-submission of Finance Concurrence. State 

Finance Concurrence now been submitted by the project authorities for Rs. 159.95 

vide letter No. 3/AIBP/1/2004-Bilaspur dated 21.7.2010 (Annexure-VIII). 

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal. 

III) It was brought to the notice of all members that the Guidelines for Submission, 

Appraisal and Clearance of Irrigation and MultipurposeProjects has been revised with.the 

approval of the Secretary (WR), Chairmao.of the Advisory Committee and issued to all the 

State Governments on 31 st August, O. 

IV) Chairman observe~that current average cost of on farm development of command 

area is Rs.20,OOOr.. heqtare which should be considered (if not already taken in 

estimate) while computing the B.C. project. This should be revised from time 

to time as cost. per hectare Command Area Development and Water 

Management Programme is revised. 

Meeting ended with vote of thanks to the chair. 

.) 

) 

) 
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Annexure-I 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

Members of the Committee: 

SI Shri 
1. 	 U. N. Panjiar, Secretary (WR), Ministry of Water Resources In the Chair 

2. 	 A. K. Bajaj, Chairman, CWC, New Delhi Member 

3. 	 P. K. Aggarwal, Advisor (Cost) (Representing Secretary Member .' 
(Expenditure), Ministry of Finance) 

4. 	 S. K.Thakur, Director (Finance) (Representing Financial Advisor, Member 
Ministry of Water Resources) 

5. 	 Avinash Mishra, Dy Advisor (WR) (Representing Advisor, Member 
Planning Commission) 

6. S. Das, Deputy Secretary (Representing Ministry of Tribal Affairs) Member 

' 
7 . C. M. Pandey, Additional Commissioner (Representing Ministry of . Member ' . Agriculture) . 

8. 	 J. S. Bawa, Director,.CEA (Representing Ministry of Power and Member 
Central ElectriCity Authority) . 

9. 	 S. K. Srivastava, Chief Engineer, PAO, CWC, New-.Delhi Member- Secretary 

Special Invitees 

a) Ministry of water Resources 

S/Shri - .' 

10. S. P. Kakran, Commissioner (Ganga), MaWR 

11 . V. K. Nagpure, Sr. Joint Commissioner, MO,WR . 

) 


b) Central Water Gom'mission 


J SI Shri 

. ' 

0) 	 12. R. C. Jha, Member (WP&P)& Member (RM) ewc, New Delhi, 

13. A. K. Ganju, Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. and Chairman, GFCC, Patna. ) 
14. O.P. Khanda, Chief Engineer, YBO, CWC, New Delhi 

J 15. Rajesh Kumar,Chief Engineer, FMO,CWC, New Delhi 

16. K.N . Keshri, Chief Engineer, LGBO,CWC, Patna 


). - . 17. V.N. Wakpanjar, Chief Engineer, KGBO, CWC, Hyderabad. 


18. M.K. Sinha, Chief Engineer, PMO, CWC, New Delhi ) 
19. Y.K. Sharma, Chief Engineer, lBO, CWC, Chandigarh 

J 
20: G.Thakur, Director, CA(I), CWC, New Delhi 


J 
 21. Ajay Kumar, Director, PA (N), CWC. New Delhi 


) 22. P.C. Jha, Director, PA (C), CWC. New Delhi 


23. R.K. Kanodia, Director, PA (S), CWC. New Delhi J 
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Deepak Kumar, Director,FM-II, CWC, New Delhi 

25. 	 M W Paunikar, DD, PA(N), CWC, New Delhi 

26. 	 Sudhir Kumar, DD, PA(S), CWC, NewDelhi 

27. 	 Bashishtha Rai, DD, PA(C) , CWC, New Delhi 

28. 	 Sureshwar Singh Bonal DD, CA(I), CWC, New Delhi 

Piyush Kumar, DD, FM-II, CWC, New Delhi 

c) GFCC 

30. 	 S.Masood Husain, Member (Planning), Patna 

d) State Government officers 


Sf Shri 


Andhra Pradesh 


31. 	 Aditya Nath Das, Secretary Irrigation, Govt.of AnqhraPradesh, Hyderabad. 

32. .N. Reddy, 	 (lrr i ) Govt.of Andhra Hyderabad. 

33. 	 K.Ramakrishna, Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

34. 	 Y. Mahadev, Warangal. 

Assam 

Jnhin Chakaraborthy, Chief Engineer, W.R. Deptt. Govt. of Assam, Guwahati 

Bihar 

36. 	 Devi Rajak, Engineer-in-Chief, WRD, Govt.of Bihar, Pafna 

37. 	 O.P.Ambarker, Chief WRD, Govt.of Bihar, Patna 

38. 	 M.K. Das, WRD, Govt.of Bihar, 


Himachal Pradesh 

) 

39. 	 RK.Sharma, IPH Deptt. Govt. of Himachal ...,r",n""co 

Jharkhand 

. 40. Poddar Principal WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi 

41. 	 RM. Ravidas,Engineer-in-Chief, WRD, Govt. of .Iharkhand, Ranchi 

42. 	 B.M.Kumar, Chief WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Jamshedpur. ) 

43. G.Ram, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Jamshedpur. 

44. RS.Tigga, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi. 
) 45. B.K.Singh, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi. 

) 46. B.C. Mandai, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi. 

) 
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Maharashtra 
47. Pati!, Secretary,WR, Govt. of Maharashtra, Mumbai. 

48. 	 S.N.Huddar, Advisor, Govt. Maharashtra, Pune 

49. 	 H. Y. Kolawale, Director, VIDC, Nagpur 

50. 	 N.B.Ghuge, Chief Engineer, Gosikhurd Nagpur. 

Punjab 

51. 	 Hussan Lal, of Punjab, Chandigarh 

52. 	 Varinder Kumar, Kandi Canal, Govt. of Punjab, Hoshiarpur. 

Rajasthan 

S.C.Maharshi, WRD, Govt.of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 

M.R Dood!, Ganganagar. 

Uttar Pradesh 

Suresh Tiwari, C (D&P), Irrigation Department, Lucknow 

A. K. Ojha, CE I&P, UP lrrigation, Luoknow 

57. 	 S.V. Singh, Irrigation Department, Lucknow 

58. 	 A.P. Aggarwal, Irrigation D,epartment, LUcknow 

59. 	 Sandeep Kumar,SE,Ir.rigation Department, Lucknow 

L.R. Adlakha, 

61. 	 Irrigation 

S.N.Kanntia, Irrigation Depadhlent, Mirzapur. 

63. Ram, SE, Irrigation Department, Gorakhpur. 

64. 	 Vishwanath Shukla, EE, Irrigation Kusllinagar. 

) 

) 

) 
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j 
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·'. i" 1h·p.· , • :(-:·\ A ~{N ~XUFZ~- IT 
J .Cl1o~,kJ RoO Devadula lin. IrrigCltioh Scheme ," Grounding of works with 5t<lte Funds ,. Re-vISed 

, ctpprovClI - PJrtlal Modification - Orders Issued. 

IRRIGATION &. CAD (PW.MAJ.IRR.IV.l) DEPARTMENT 

Patedjl,ij-Q9-ZQlQ 
~ 

C'.O .Rt.No.599, Irrigution& CAl) (PW.Maj.IrT.N.l) DepClrtment, dt. 14·09,2010. 

" 

\: 
In portial modification of the orders Issued in the G.O. read abo~ the following 

wn~truction programme for execution of GLIS Is approved for the revised project ,cost of 
[h.9427./3 Crates. The works shall be executed with funds of State Government initinlly and by 

, (Jbt.1ining Cmtrul Assistance/external funds after obtaining necessary clearances: ' 

. .. - ._-- ­
Yx~!)~i~r:.f'~l!P.to fJJ1a.m:lal Year 2qO~-10 ' 
rxpenditure for nnancial Year 201(}-1l 
Expenditure for FinallcialYear 2.011-12. 

: [xpetlditure for FlnJIK:ial Year 2.012-13 .. --_.­
1T_olill_ - ,- - - ., ' ,- . .. 

3783.02 Crores ' 
3179.93 em'res'" '-"-1 
i924.05 Crores -; 

540.'13 C~o~es 
94n.73 Crote~ 

,'" The order issues With the concurrt!!Jceo.f Finance (W&R) Depi)ftment vida thelt 
IJ.O.No.1G30/r4(1)/lO·Ol, dt. 16-09-201O. ' -. , 

.' . .~ '. '. 

J. nle Chief Englneer,:GLlS,\iha" take further necessary action a-tcordlri'gJy. 
,' :.. .- ' ". ' ., ~" .'. ."" '1.- ' . " . ' .• 

{BY ORDER ANQll ,NTAE NAME OF rHE :-G(jVERNOR OF ANDH~'PRADESH} 

ADm~ tiAlrH DAS 
SEtittrARY tcfGOVERNMe-NT 

1u 
:,.tf:.~: . 
.... '! ."

Ihe Chief Lngincer, 
,;';:t~

Godavari ( ift Irrlgatlon Scheme, ~'. 

¥.Cr.oluny, Chlnlagattu, 
W(1(lngal.

) 

Copy to 
) '[he finance (W&P) Department 

:;,f/~jC ' 

/IFORWARDED BY ORDER/I
) 

) 

) 

. \ 
j 

) 
l ' d 88£28L£2: Ql lLI72Sb£201716 
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Letter No: ]/PMClVividhl154/04-	 IRanchi Dated ......... . 


From: 

To, 
Shri U.N. Panjiyar, 

to Govt. of India 

Ministry of Water Resources, 

Shram Shakti 

New Delhi -110001. 


Sub: State Finance Concurrence for Gumani Barrage Project (Major-Revised), lharkhand. 

Ref: 	 Letter no. I (N) I 1504-05 dated 13.08.20 I 0 of Central Water Commission, 
New 

With reference to the above mentioned subject, this is to inform that with the concurrence of 
state finance Approv!\1 of has been accorded for 
Rs.162.59 cr. vide Govt. Order no~ 
Ranchildated 
the CWChas 
cr. which is 

The .cost of the project on 2008-09 
of the amount of Administrative' Qval 
1 /R -102/2000-4151 1 "'''',....,.''', ...'"''''' Cabinet Secretariat 
of lharkhand, concurrence 
required.( copy of the said notification is en 

The cost of 
Department, Govt. of 
before Technical 

arrived at by 
hence it is requested that 

of MoWR; Gol for appmval. 

CWC is well within 20% 
as per Notification no: CS 

Department, Govt. 
of cabinet is not 

to the Water Resources 
project proposal may be placed 

An early action is 

Your's faithfully, 


En: as above. 
Poddar) 

lAS. 
Principal ,p('rpr",.-" 

Letter No: - I/PMClVividhII 54/04- 7~ /Ranchi Dated I 

Copy forwarded to: 
SriAjay Kumar, Director PA Appraisal Central Water Commission, 407 (S), 

Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi in reference to~ for infonnation & necessary action. ) 

fl\J L 

~J"~ 
) 	 i \,\~- ~ 

(R.S. Poddar)) 
Principal 

) 

.J 
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j 
J . . 

STATE FINANCE CONCURRENCE 

Badaun Irrigation Scheme has been submitted to Central Water 

Commission, New Delhi. Central Water Commission has evaluated this Scheme 

for Rs. 332.12 Crore. Financial Concurrence for Badaun Irrigation Scheme IS 

hereby accorded. 

N'~~J~~ Engineer-in'-.lihief 
(Eastern Ganga) (Design & Planning) 

Irrigation Departm~.nt u.P. Irrigation Department U.P. 
Moradabad~ Lucknow. 

~ .. 

Principal Secr~tary Principal Secr~tary 
(Irrigat,ion). (Finance) 

Governmeni·ofU;.P. Gover'nment ofU.P. 
Luckriow. Lucknow. 
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lrrigation ProJen co 

Commission, New Delhi. Water Commis:;ion ha:; evaluated this Project 

Rs. 652.58 crore. for Kanhar lmject is hereby 

\ 
Chief 

(Bansagar Canal Project) 
\ c Engi~~~f

(Design & Planning) 
l):P. u.P. 

Principal Principal Secretary 
(Irrigation) (Finance), , 

U.P. 
Lucknow 
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.) 
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ENT OF AS:;AM 
OF 1'HE AND FINANCE DEPT1, 

DISPUR. 

No, C&S/Fin/1/09/71 	 Dated alspuf, 

from : 

tnth~ 

FInance Depi31rtment 

lO 	 The Engineer, (FM-II) Project Approval Organisation. 

Centr-ill Water Commission 
Seva Bhavan, ItK.Pur;am, 
New Delhi. 

~ub 	 Finance provisions fl?,r.:nmdinijJ=MP works in Oibrugarh and in 

Assam under NFRERMIP. 

'2010. 

letter No;Cf'!JS/fln/l/!f19/70 dati:d 

accord~Q 

the 	 that 
, 

(iovernmen': of tci(!arancefor Oibrugarh Palasb~ri 
\ 
/ 

:;ubprojects forRs. 	 cror(~s respe~lvelVI under the afores1d 

inv~stment progr'am, Necessary blldget~lry the effect has been provid~d
, 	 ! 

) 
ill State blldget to mdet the expenditure .abo~e 2 projects. 

) 

') 

) 

) Memo. No. C8:S/Fjn/1/0~l/7tAf Di:>pur, the 20th 2010. 

COP'{ to: L Addltion~1 ~~(etary to the Government of Assam, Water 
Department for ~ind irlformatk·r;, and action.

) 

) Water Department 
for information ,:l11d 

G()vernrrl(~nt of 

J 


) 

) 

) 	 3D 



Govt of Chhattisgarh, 
Wa Resources Deptt. 

Ma laya, 
.K.S. Bhawan, Raipur 

2010IF-9-JO-31 2/2009, pur,Memo I 

IAbc Dwuty Advisor (WR), I 

PI~nning Commission, 
'na Bhavan, 

Sub. :- Sta R,inance Co.ncurrenc,c, to. Maniya pro.ject tank o.f BUaspur 
Distridt. 

*** .. 
, 

inform you that the Department. Govt. 

Cbhattisgarh, accorded to Maniyari 

Tank crores (Rs. one hundred nine crare & 

five additional area of 1 15 

I be irrigated 
) 

blocks of Bilaspur district. 

The provision of a of 2010-11 has m 

the 
) 

It therefore to accord investment to 
) 

proposal so that this may be included under AIBP. 

Encl.:- NiL . M') \' ~ \I>~\~~ 
(C.K. Khaitan~ 

Secretary 

Water Rcsoprces Department,


) 
Mantralaya, Raipur 

) 

) 
IBM·E·DRNE·HKY 143EL REDDY SIR . 

) 




J
./ 

IF-9-1 \18-2/2009, Raipu.:-, 109/2010 

forwarded to : 

Bilaspur with reference to memo 

nO.20/AIBP/2010/307
) 

20.08.2010 . information and necessary 

action. 

The Chief 

Nil. 
Officer on Special Duty, 

Water Re~ourccs Department, 
Mantralaya, Raipur 

IBM·E·DRIVE·HKY 143·E.L REDDY SIR 
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No. 16/27/2010-PA (N)/YJ?-~ ~::t\ 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 


CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION 

PROJECT APPRAISAL ORGANIZATION 


407, SEWA BHAWAN, R. K. PURAM, 
NEW DELHI-110 066 

Date: 	04.11.2010
Dg 

Sub: 	 107th meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of techno­
economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Project 
proposals held on 27.10.2010. 

Enclosed please find herewith a copy of the summary record of discussions of the 

above meeting held at New Delhi on 27th October, 2010 at Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New 

Delhi for information and necessary action. 

; ...... 

Encl.: As above ~. 	()rv'v'v'c,_ 
(S.K. SriVastava) 6 y 111) 

Chief Engineer (PAO) 
& Member Secretary of the 

Advisory Committee 

To 
Members of Committee: 

1. 	 Chairman, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi. 
2. 	 Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, (lst Floor) North Block,New Delhi. 
3. 	 Secretary, Department of Power, 5.5. Bhawan, IInd Floor, New Delhi. 
4. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, 4th Floor, Room No- 404/05 

Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi. 
5. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affairs, Room No. 73S, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, 

New Delhi. 
6. 	 Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Room No 126, Krishi 

Bhawan, New Delhi. 
7. 	 Director General, ICAR, Room No-lOS, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 
S. 	 Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi. 
9. 	 Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man 


Singh Road, New Delhi. 

10. 	 Principal Adviser (WR), Planning Commission, Room No-255, Yojana Bhawan, 

I\lew Delh i. 
11. 	 Principal Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Room No-107 Yojana Bhawan, 

New Delhi. 
12. 	 Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, Room No-401 5.5. Bhawan, I\lew 

Delhi. 



Special Invitees: 

13. 	 Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 
14. 	 Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. 
15. 	 Member (RM), CWC, New Delhi. 
16. 	 Chairman, GFCC, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna - 800 015, Bihar. 
17. 	 Commissioner (Projects), Room No-411, 5.5. Bhawan, MoWR, New Delhi. 
18. 	 Commissioner (Ganga), l"1inistry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, New Delhi. 
19. 	 Chief Advisor (Cost), Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance, Lok Nayak 

Bhawan, New Delhi 
20. 	 Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, 

Sachivalay Annexe, Lucknow-226 001 (U.P.). 
21. 	 Principal Secretary, Water Resources , Govt of Madhya Pradesh, Sachivalaya, 

Arera Hills, Bhopal 
22. 	 Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Rajasthan, Secretariat, 

Jaipur-302 005. 
23. 	 Principal Secretary, Irrigation & CAD Department, Government of Andhra Pradesh, 

Room No. 716, 7th floor, J-Block, Secretariat Building, Hyderabad-SOO 022. 
24. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Maharashtra, Mantralaya, 

Mumbai-400 032. 
25. 	 Secretary, Water Resources & Energy Department, Government of Jharkhand, 

Nepal House, Ranchi-834 001 (Jharkhand) 
6th26. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt. of Karnataka, M.S. Building, floor 

Karnataka Government Secretariat, Dr. Ambedkar Veedhi, Bangalore-S60 001 
27. 	 Chief Engineer (PI"10), CWC, New Delhi. 
28. 	 ChiE!f Engineer (FMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
29. 	 Chief Engineer, Lower Ganga Basin, WC, 177-B, Srikrishnapuri, Patna-800 001. 
30. 	 Chief Engineer, Monitoring Central, CWC, Nagpur. 
31. 	 Chief Engineer, Monitoring South, CWC, Bangalore. 
32. 	 Chief Engineer, KGBO, CWC, Hyderabad. 
33. 	 Chief Engineer, NBO, CWC, Bhopal. 
34. 	 Chief Enginbeer, Yamuna Basin Orgainsation, CWC, Kalindi Bhawan, New Delhi. 

Copy for information to: 
35. 	 Sr. PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 



SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 10ih MEETING OF THE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI PURPOSE 
PROJECTS, HELD ON 27th OCTOBER, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO­
ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

The 107'h meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno­
Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project proposals was 
held on 27.10.2010 at 1500 Hrs. in the Conference Room of Central Water Commission , 
Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the Chairmanship of Shri U.N. Panjiar, 
Secretary (WR). List of participants is enclosed at Annexure-I. 

At the outset, Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee and other 
Officers present in the meeting. Thereafter, the Chairman requeste.g the Member­
Secretary to take up the agenda for discussion. Proceedings of the meeting followed as 
under: 

I) CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 10STH MEETING: 

The Summary Record of Discussions of the 106th Advisory Committee meeting 
was circulated vide Letter NO.16/27/2010-PA (N)/1939-64, dated 4.10.2010. Member­
Secretary informed the Committee that no comments on the same have since been 
received. The Committee confirmed the Summary Record of discussions of the 106th 

Advisory Committee meeting . 

II) PROJECT PROPOSALS CONSIDERED BY THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE: 

1.0 INDIRA SAGAR (POLAVARAM) PROJECT, A.P. (REVISED-MAJOR) 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Indira Sagar (Polavaram) 

Project envisages construction . of a dam across the river Godavari at a village near 

Polavaram in West Godavari district of Andhra Pradesh. The project is contemplated as a 

Multipurpose Project conferring annual irrigation to an extent of 4.36 lakh ha. in upland 

areas of four districts of Andhra Pradesh namely, East Godavari, Vishakapatnam, West 

Godavari and Krishna; water supply to Vishakhapatnam Steel Plant and industries in and 

around Vishakhapatnam besides domestic water supply to enroute towns and villages; 

diversion of 80 TMC of water to Krishna basin and generation of hydropower with installed 

capacity of 960 MW. 

The said proposal was earlier considered by the advisory committee in its 95th 

meeting held on 20.01 .2009 and was accepted for Rs.1 0151.04 crore at 2005-06 Price 

Level. Planning commission accorded investment clearance to the proposal on 

25.02.2009 for Rs. 10151.04 crore. The State Govt. has now submitted the Revised Cost 

Estimate at 2010-11 price level without change in scope. Revision was necessary due to 

http:10151.04


price escalation and change in the design of the Spillway and Earth & Rockfill Dam . The 

Revised Estimate has been appraised in CWC and the cost has been finalized for Rs. 

16010.45 crore at 2010-11 price level. The BC ratio of the project is 1.70. State Finance 

Concurrence has been obtained from the State Government. 

Advisor (Cost) raised query whether the phasing of expenditure as proposed by the 

State Govt. is feasible. The Principal Secretary, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh replied that 

the pace of work of the project was slow during the initial stage due to delay in obtaining 

requisite statutory clearances from MoEF and MoTA. He further informed that now all the 

requisite statutory clearances have already been obtained and confirmed that the project 

would be completed as per the proposed phasing. 

Joint Secretary (Exp.), Deptt. Of Expenditure suggested that in view of the letter 

dated 26.10.2010 of JS &FA (MoWR), copies of DPR of the project should be sent to the 

Office of Chief Advisor (Cost), Department of Expenditure and IFD, MoWR for their 

observations ' before considering the proposal. Further she also stated that the subject is 

sub-judice in the Hon'ble Supreme Court. Member (WP&P) explained that there is no stay 

on implementation of the project and the Advisory Committee is considering only the ' 

techno-economic viability of the project in respect of the revised cost. However, on the 

suggestion of Joint Secretary (Exp.), the committee decided to defer the project proposal 

for next meeting and directed the Member Secretary to send copies of DPR to IFD and 

Chief Advisor (Cost) for their reference. 

2.0 RAISA RESERVOIR SCHEME, JHARKHAND (NEW MEDIUM) : 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The project envisages 

construction of a dam near village Gitimeretoli under Bundu Block of Khunti Sub-division 

in Ranchi district across River Raisa which is a left bank tributary of Kanchi river in 

Subarnrekha basin. The project will provide annual irrigation of 3145 ha (1887 ha Kharif 

and 1258 ha Rabi) spread over in a C.C.A. of 3145 ha lying on the both banks of the river 

in Bundu Block of Ranchi district. The project would benefit the tribal people of Ranchi 

district. 

The project has been appraised in CWC and the cost of the project has been 

finalized for Rs. 77.68 crore (at PL 2009-10). The BC ratio of the project is 1.27. The 

project authority informed that Govt. of Jharkhand has already accorded its administrative 

approval to this project for Rs. 67.78 crore(at PL 2008-09). Now, the project has been 

finalized for Rs. 77.68 crore(at PL 2009-10). Since, the increase in cost is less than 20%, 
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fresh administrative approval/State Finance Concurrence is not required as per the Govt. 

of Jharkhand Gazette notification dated 18.12.2001. 

Advisor (Cost) informed that the provisions under Establishment, Tools & Plants 

and Audit & Accounts were kept nil in the estimate and therefore the cost estimate does 

not appear to be realistic. It was informed by project authorities that the provisions under 

Establishment etc. were kept nil keeping in view very small size of the project to be 

executed departmentally. The salary etc. would be booked under non-plan head. 

Secretary 0NR) observed that the provisions under Establishment, Tools &Plants, 

and Audit & Accounts, etc': ought to be kept so as to reflect the actual cost estimate of the 

project for establishing its econornic viability. Member (WP&P) asked projsct authorities to 

submit the revised cost abstract incorporating provisions under aforesaid subheads and 

the B.C. ratio be worked out accordingly. 

The Project Authorities submitted the Revised Cost amounting to Rs. 81.11 crore 

incorporating provisions under aforesaid subheads and the revised B.C. ratio as 1.17. 

Since, the project would benefit the tribal area, the project proposal was accepted. 

3.0 TAJNA RESERVOIR SCHEME, JHARKHAND (NEW-MEDIUM): 

CE (PAD), CWC gave a brief introduction of the project. The project envisages 

construction of an earthen dam near village Gutjora under Khunti Block in Khunti district 

across river Tajna which is a left bank tributary of Subarnrekha river in Subarnrekha 

basin. The project will provide Annual Irrigation of 5670 ha (4050 ha Kharif and 1620 ha 

Rabi) spread over in a C.C.A. of 6370 ha lying on the both bank of the river in Khunti 

block. 

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 87.76 crore at 2009-10 

price level with BC ratio of 2.34. The project authority informed that Govt. of Jharkhand 

has already accorded its administrative approval to this project for Rs. 74.42 crore at 2008 

price level. Now,' the project has been finalized for Rs. 87.76 crore(at PL 2009-10). Since, 

the increase in cost is less than 20% , fresh administrative approval/State Finance 

Concurrence is not required as per the Govt. of Jharkhand Gazette notification dated 

18.12.2001. 

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal. 
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4.0 	 SUBERNAREKHA MULTIPURPOSE PROJECT, JHARKHAND (REVISED­
MAJOR): 

CE (PAO) stated that the Subernarekha Multi-purpose Project, Jharkhand was 

discussed in the 106TH TAC Meeting of MoWR held on 16.09.2010. In the said meeting 

after discussions, Committee deferred the proposal on account of non-submission of the 

following documents: 

(i) 	 Clearance for diversion of 145.26 ha of reserve forest land falling under 
Dalma Wildlife Sanctuary and 

(ii) 	 State Finance Concurrence. 

Accordingly, the representatives of the State Government were asked to submit the 

same within a month so that the proposal can be considered in the next meeting. 

In regard to condition (i), MoEF, in his letter dated 23.8.2006 communicating 1s1 

stage forest clearance, has given forest clearance for 1655.55 ha against requirement of 

1800.81 ha. It has been stated in the said letter that the diversion of 145.26 ha of forest 

land falling in Dalma wildlife sanctuary will be considered after receipt of compliance of 

various conditions stipulated by the Standing Committee of National Board of Wildlife 

(NBWL) as directed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 

Accordingly, the Government of Jharkhand complied the conditions of the Standing 

Committee and recommended the proposal to MoEF for clearance vide letter dated 

4.10.2010. Further, the State Wild Life Board under the chairmanship of Hon'ble Chief 

Minister also recommended the case for clearance of the said forest land in the meeting 

held on 7.10.2010 and State Govt. sent the case to MoEF vide their letter dated 

20.10.2010. State Finance Concurrence has been obtained from the state Government of 

"Iharkhand. 

After brief discussion, the committee considered that the project proposal is sound 

and fit to be accepted techno-economically once the wild life clearance is obtained . 

Therefore, the Committee decided that the project proposal may be considered for 

acceptance after receipt of MOEF clearance in respect of 145.26 ha of forest land falling 

in the Dalma Wild life sanctuary. The project was deferred only on the ground of non­

availability of wild life clearance and the Project Authorities were asked to expedite the 

said clearance. 
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5.0 KACHHAL 
MEDIUM): 

MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECT, MADHYA PRADESH (NEW -

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed Kachhal Medium 

Irrigation project envisages construction of 3150 m long earthen dam across river 

Kachhal, a tributary of Choti Kalisindh river in Chambal Basin. The proposed project is 

located in Shajapur district of M.P and is planned to irrigate annually an area of 3470 ha 

benefiting 18 villages of Badod block of Shajapur district in DPAP area. 

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 62.4789 crore (at 2009 

Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.02. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the 

Project Authorities (Annexure- II). 

The committee observed that since BC ratio of the project is marginally more than 

one as applicable for DPAP area, detailed scrutiny of the project is required . Chief 

Engineer (NBO), CWC informed that BC ratio has been revised based on the latest 

approved rate of soyabean obtained from the State ' Agriculture Department recently. 

Based on the latest rate, the BC ratio stands revised to 1.45 which is considerably more 

than 1. He also mentioned that since the project benefits DPAP area of Badod block, the 

project can therefore be accepted. The revised calculations were placed before the 

Committee which was accepted after discussion. The representative of Mlo Finance 

enquired to know about the steps proposed to be taken by the project authorities for 

resettlement and rehabilitation of Project Affected People .(PAP). The Principal 

Secretary, Govt of Madhya Pradesh explained thatin the instant case only one village will 

be affected. Accordingly, resettlement of PAP of this village . would be done as per 

guidelines of Madhya Pradesh State Rehabilitation Policy (Revised) 2007. 

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal. 

6.0 	 UPPER KAKETO IRRIGATION PROJECT, MADHYA PRADESH (NEW­
MEDIUM): 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed Upper Kaketo 

Medium Irrigation project envisages construction of 3672 m long earthen dam across river 

Parwati , a tributary of Sindh in Yamuna river Basin in Sheopur and Shivpuri districts of 

Madhya Pradesh. The project is proposed as augmentation storage scheme to provide 

storage augmentation to existing Tigra reservoir so that 30.46 MCM drinking water 

requirements of Gwalior city are adequately met. The annual irrigation proposed from the 
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project is 3,423 hectare in 600 ha of independent command of Upper Kaketo and 2823 ha 

in existing command area of Tigra canal system. 

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 196.266 crore (at 2009 

Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.54. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the 

Project Authorities (Annexure- III). 

The committee observed that the project provides drinking water benefits as a 

major benefit while irrigation is proposed through existing canal system of the Tigra dam. 

Joint Secretary (Exp.) raised query on the issue of tribal families being affected by the 

project. Principal Secretary (WRD), Govt of Madhya Pradesh explained that only 115 

families belonging to scheduled tribe category are being affected due to project. As per 

Mlo 	Tribal Affairs guidelines, since the number of scheduled tribe families are less than 

200, the clearance from Mlo Tribal Affairs is not required. Further that the resettlement of 

PAPs of eight villages being affected by the project will be done as per guidelines of 

Madhya Pradesh State Rehabilitation Policy (Revised) 2007. 

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal. 

7.0 	 LOWER WARDHA IRRIGATION PROJECT (REVISED-MAJOR), 
MAHARASHTRA: 

CE 	 (PAO), cwe briefly introduced the project. The Revised Lower Wardha 

Project, Maharashtra was discussed in the 106TH TAC Meeting of MoWR held on 

16.09.2010. In this meeting the Committee decided that the project will be reconsidered 

after submission of proper justification note by the project authoritieslState Govt. for 

increasing .the scope of the project. 

Acq.()rdingly, the Government of Maharashtra vide letter dated 20.9.2010 have 

submitted the justi'flcation note (Annexure-IV) which inter-alia contains the component­

wise justification as under; 

1. 	 Inclusion of Lift irrigation scheme in the project to provide irrigation benefits to an 
additional area of 8,330 ha annually for the Project Affected People (PAP) resettled 
near the reservoir. 

2. 	 Inclusion of Pulgaon Barrage for supply of drinking water to Pulgaon City along with 
13 villages, Damangaon City and Central Ammunition Depot located at Pulgaon, 

3. 	Inclusion of Kharda Barrage to provide irrigation benefits to the farmers belonging to 
the distressed farmer's suicide prone district. 
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In addition, the project authorities also mentioned in the above letter that tenders 

for the above works have been invited and the maximum works have been awarded and 

the project would be completed within time and with minimum cost over-run. Further, they 

have mentioned that the project is under Hon'ble PM's package for agrarian distressed 

districts of Maharashtra. 

-
Subsequent upon discussion on the justification note and on the advice of JS 

(Exp.), the project proposal was deferred by the Committee and the project authorities 

were asked to submit additional justification in respect of cost and timepver- run based 

on internal audit of accounts for the project. 

8.0 	 RELINING OF INDIRA GANDHI MAIN CANAL (STAGE-I), RAJASTHAN (NEW­
ERM): 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Indira Gandhi Nahar Project 

(Stage-I) is an old completed project, constructed during the year 1958-1962. The canal 

system of the project was originally constructed to irrigate an area of 5.53 lakh ha. The 

project provides irrigation facility and drinking water to the areas located in the districts of 

Sri Ganga Nagar, Hanumangarh and a part of Bikaner. 

The present proposal envisages relining of Indira Gandhi Feeder (traversing 

through Haryana and Rajasthan) for a length of 53.54 km and main canal in a reach of 61 

km. About 15,106 Million Cubic feet (479 cusec) of water being saved due to Relining of 

53.34 km long Indira Gandhi Feeder Canal (between RD 496 to 671) including Haryana 

Portion (Le. RD496 to 555) and 61 km long Indira Gandhi Main Canal (between RD 0.00 

to 200.00) would provide additional irrigation to 71,892 ha in the eXisting command area 

of Rajasthan. The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 401.63 crore (at 

March 2010 Price Level) and BC ratio is 2.36. 

Chairman inquired about the quantity of water being saved due to lining of canals. 

The project authorities replied that 6 cusec/million sqft would be saved due to lining. The 

representative from CGWB suggested for installation of observation wells/piezometers so 

as to monitor ground water table in the command area in the post project stage. The 

project authorities informed that a committee would be constituted by the State 

Government for the purpose. 
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The representative from Ministry of Finance inquired about the average plant 

protection cost adopted while calculating the B.C. ratio and also queried about the 

cropping pattern adopted for the project. After a brief discussion, the project authorities 

were suggested to recalculate the B.C. ratio considering modified cropping pattern and 

crop wise plant protection cost. 

The project authorities submitted the revised B.C. ratio calculation incorporating the 

crop wise plant protection cost in line with the modified cropping. pattern. The revised 

B.C.ratio worked out as 2.25 was found acceptable. 

Since the State Finance Concurrence has not been obtained, it was decided that 
....

the proposal may be differed for re-consideration in the next meeting. 

9.0 	 INDIRA GANDHI NAHAR PROJECT (STAGE-II) RAJASTHAN (Revised­
Major): 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Indira Gandhi Nahar Project, stage­

II envisages construction of 256 km long main canal starting from km 189 (downstream 

end of Stage I ) to tail end of the Main Canal at km 445 and its distribution system which 

includes construction of about 3835 km long branch canals, distributaries and minors to 

irrigate CCA of 8.02 lakh ha by gravity flow on the right side and about 1985 Km long 

branch canals, distributaries and minors to irrigate CCA of 4.42 lakh ha through six lift 

systems (maximum lift 60 m) on the left side to provide annual irrigation of 9.01 lakh ha in 

drought prone districts of Sriganganagar, part of Bikaner, Churu, Jodhpur and Jaisalmer 

of Rajasthan. 

The Revised cost estimate of Indira Gandhi Nahar Project Stage II for RS.3398.91 

cr. (at 1992 price level) was earlier accepted by the Technical Advisory committee in its 

65th meeting held on 14.06.1996. Planning Commission has also accorded investment 

clearance to the proposal in March, 1998 for 3398.91 Crore (1992 price level). 

The State Govt. has now submitted Revised Cost Estimate at 2010 price level 

without change in scope. The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for 

RS.6921.32 crore (at 2010 price level) with BC ratio of 1.85. State Finance Concurrence 

has been submitted by the Project Authorities. 

The expenditure incurred up to March 2010 is RS.3990 cr. Advisor (Cost) obseNed 

that 84% of potential has already been created and queried why additional amount of Rs. 
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2931.55 cr. is required to create balance potential of only 16%. The project authorities 

informed that 84% of the potential created as indicated in the DPR is the area for which 

irrigation facilities have been created due to construction of main/branch canals etc, but 

whole of this area cannot be irrigated unless minors/water courses are complete. The 

actual area under irrigation up to end of 2010 is 4.54 lakh ha which is about 50% of the 

proposed annual irrigation. 

Secretary (WR) suggested that the cost of pressure pipes etc, be kept under the 

sub-head V-water courses. He further suggested that the cost of the sprinkler system, etc 

to be installed by the farmers should also be taken into consideration while working out 

B.C. ratio of the project proposal. 

He further enquired about the electricity charges considered for lifting of water. 

The project authorities informed that Rs.1.20per unit was considered for electricity 

charges after deducting subsidy by the Government of Rajasthan. Secretary (WR) 

suggested that B.C. ratio be worked out considering the market rate for electricity charges 

levied fo(lift system, excluding the subsidy by the Government of Rajasthan . 

The project authorities submitted modified abstract of the cost estimate along with 

computations for B.C. ratio, taking into consideration above observations of Secretary 

(WR). The B.C. ratio now worked out is 1.69. Since, this requires to be examined again, 

after brief discussions, the committee deferred this proposal for consideration in the next 

meeting. 

10. 	 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS ALONG BANKS OF RIVER TUNGA AT 
SHIMOGA TOWN FROM CH: 11.754 KM TO CH: 14.410 KM AND MATTUR 
VILLAGE FROM CH: 6.006KM TO CH: 7.036 KM IN SHIMOGA DISTRICT OF 
KARNATAKA STATE: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposal envisages 

construction of counterfort retaining wall in River Tunga on right bank at Mattur Village for 

a length of 1.03 km and on left bank at Shimoga Town for a length of 2.646 km. The 

proposed works would minimize inundation of village of Mattur (an old Vedic village) and 

town of Shimoga and would result in saving of annual damage to the infrastructures to the 

extent of Rs. 13.21 Crore and provide protection to the life and properties of 40,000 

people of Mattur Village and Shimoga Town. The proposed scheme would benefit an 

area of 11 ha of residential and commercial land in Mattur and Shimoga. 
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The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 55.18 crore (at 2010-11 

Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.50. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the 

Project Authorities (Annexure-V). 

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal. 

11. 	 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS FOR HEMAVATHI RIVER (CH: km 29.50 - km 
31.50) AT HOLENRASIPUR IN HASSAN DISTRICT OF KARNATAKA STATE: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposal envisages 

construction of a counter fort retaining walls in river Hemavathi · on right bank at 
' cO 

Holenarsipur town for a length of 2.0 km, in Hassan district of Karnataka State. The 

proposed works would minimize inundation of town of Holenarsipur and would result in 

saving of annual damage to the infrastructures to the extent of RS.6.991 crore and would 

provide protection to the life and properties of the people of Holenarsipur town. The 

propos~d scheme would benefit an area of 7 ha residential and commercial land and 

population of about 20,000. 

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 25.48 crore (at 2010-11 

Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.71 . State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the 

Project Authorities (Annexure- VI). 

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal. 

12.0 	 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS ALONG LEFT AND RIGHT BANK OF RIVER 
RAPTI IN DISTRICT SIDDHARTHNAGAR, SANT KABIR NAGAR, 
GORAKHPUR & DEORIA, U.P : 

CE (PAO), CWC mentioned that the Scheme was earlier discussed in the 106TH 

TAC Meeting of MoWR held on 16.09.2010 and was deferred for want of State Finance 

Concurrence for the finalized cost of Rs. 52.29 Crore (PL 2009-10). 

Now, the project authorities have submitted State Finance Concurrence (SFC) for 

the finalized cost of the project from Govt. of Uttar Pradesh (Annexure- VII). 

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal 

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. 
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Annexure-I 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

Members of the Committee: 

Sf Shri 
1. 	 U. N. Panjiar, Secretary (WR), Ministry of Water Resources In the Chair 

2. 	 Smt. A.C. Duggal, Joint Secretary (Expenditure), (Representing Member 

Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance) 


3. 	 Avinash Mishra, Dy. Advisor (WR), (Representing Advisor, Member 

Planning Commission) 


4. 	 Tanmoy Das, Chief engineer, CEA, (Representing Ministry of Member 

Power and Central Electricity Authority) 


5. 	 Dr. Poonam Sharma, Scientist - 0, (Representing Central Ground Member 

Water Board) 


6. 	 Dr. Maan Singh, DAC (Representing Ministry ofAgriculture) Member 

7 . 	 S. K. Shrivastava, Chief Engineer, PAO, ewc, New Delhi Member- Secretary 

Special Invitees 


a) Ministry of Finance 


Shri P. K. Aggarwal, Advisor (Cost), (Representing Chief Advisor Cost, Ministry of Finance) 

b) Ministry ofwater Resources 

9. Shri A .8. Pandya, Commissioner (Projects), MoWR, New Delhi. 


c) Central Water Commission 


Sf Shri 


10. R. C. Jha, Member (WP&P)& Member (RM) CWC, New Delhi, 

11. O.P. Khanda, Chief Engineer, YBO, CWC, New Delhi 

12. K.N. Keshri, Chief Engineer, LGBO,CWC, Patna 

13. V.N. Wakpanjar, Chief. Engineer, KGBO, CWC, Hyderabad. 

14. M.K. Sinha, Chief Engineer, PMO, CWC, New Delhi 

15. Y.K. Sharma, Chief Engineer, lBO, CWC, Chandigarh 

16. S.K.G Panclit, Chief Engineer, NBO, CWC, Bhopal 

17. S.K. Haldar, Director (Mon), CWC, Bhopal. 

18. D.P. Mathuria, Director (M&A), CWC, Bhopal. 

19. G.Thakur, Director, CA(I), CWC, New Delhi 

20. Ajay Kumar, Director, PA (N), CWC. New Delhi 

21 . P.C. Jha, Director, PA (C), CWC. New Delhi 
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22. 	 RK. Kanodia, Director, PA (S), CWC. New Delhi 

23. 	 C. Lal, Director, FMP, CWC. New Delhi 

24. 	 G.S. Tyagi Director (UT & SS), CWC. New Delhi 

25. 	 S.S. Bakshi Director (FE& SA), CWC. New Delhi 

26. 	 M W Paunikar, DO, PA(N) , CWC, New Delhi 

27. 	 Sudhir Kumar, DO, PA(S), CWC, New Delhi 

28. 	 Bashishtha Rai, DO, PA(C) , CWC, New Delhi 

29. O.P. Gupta, DO, (FE& SA), CWC, New Delhi 

d) State Government officers 

SI Shri 

Andhra Pradesh 

30. S.K. Joshi, Principal Secretary, I &CAD Dptt., Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyoerabad. 

31 M. Venkateswara Rao, Chief Engineer, Indira Sagar Polavaram Project, Dowlaiswarm, A.P 

32. 	 K.Ramakrishna, Chief Engineer, Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Jharkhand 

33. 	 RS. Poddar, Principal Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi 

34. 	 B.C. Nigam, Spl. Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi 

35. 	 RM.Rabidas, Engineer-in-Chief, WRD, Govt. of ~Iharkhand, Ranchi 

36. 	 B.M.Kumar, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Jamshedpur. 

37. 	 BKSingh, SE, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand~ Ranchi. 

38. Amaresh Kumar Sinha, Resident Engineer cum OSD, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, New Delhi 

Karnataka 

39. 	 B. Guru Prasad, Chief Engineer, Minor Irrigation, Govt. of Karnataka, Bangalore. 

Madhya Pradesh 

40. 	 R S. Julaniya, Principal Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Madhya Pradesh 

Maharashtra 

41. 	 E.B. Pati!, Secretary,WRD, Govt. of Maharashtra, Mumbai. 

42. 	 S.N.Huddar, Advisor, WRD, Govt. of Maharashtra, Pune 

43. 	 C.S. Modak, Executive Director, VIDC, Nagpur 

N.B.Ghuge, Chief Engineer, Gosikhurd Project, Nagpur. 

44. 	 Rajasthan 

45. 	 Damodar Sharma, Chairman, IGNP, Govt.of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 

46. 	 T.K. Parmar, Chief Engineer, WR (North), Govt. of Rajasthan, Hanumangarh. 

47. 	 Virdhi Chand, Chief Engineer, IGNP, Govt.of Rajasthan, Bikaner. 

48. 	 Rajni kant, SE, Suratgarh W.RCircie, Hanumangarh 

Uttar Pradesh 

49. 	 Suresh Tiwari, Engineer-in-Chief (D&P), Irrigation Department, Govt.of U.P., Lucknow 

50. 	 A. K. Ojha, CE, UP Irrigation, Govt.of U.P., Lucknow. 
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INCREASING THE SCOPE OF THE 


LOWER WARDHA IRRIGATION PROJECT, MAHARASHIRA 


(REVISED-MAJOR) 
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.' 
. The F1evised Lower Wardha Project, Maharashtra wa~ discussed in the 106lh TAC Meeting of 

MoWR held on 16.09.2010. In the said meeting after discussions regarding the benefits 

accrued by the present proposal against the originally approved project proposal, the 

Committee dpcidecl that the project will be reconsidered after submission of proper justification 

note for chan~Jing the scope of the project by project authorities. 

In thi s regard, the Government of Maharashtra vide letter dated 20 .9.2010 addre ssed to 


Secretary (MoWR) with a copy endorsed to Chairman, CWC have submitted justification which 


1:3 enclosed at Annex-I. 

The component-wise justification as stated by the project authorities are given as here under: 

1. 	 Lift Component: The Lift irrigation scheme in the project has been proposed to provide 

irrigation benefits to an additional area of 8,330 ha annually for which sufficjent water is 

available. With the provision of Lift irrigation benefits can be given to some extent to the 

Project Affected People. At present, the work of Head works is under completion, it is 

feasible at this stage to construct the lift component as a part of Lower Wardha Project rather 

than taking the scheme separately. 

:2. Pulgaon Barrage: In earlier proposal , supply of water for drinking purpose to Pulgaon City 

had been proposed from the Lower Wardha Reservoir. Now in the revised proposal, it has 

been proposed to supply drinking water to Pulgaon City with 13 villages, Damangaoll 

City and Central Ammunition Depot located at Pulgaon from the Pulgaon Barrage, 

located at 27 K'!l DIS of the Lower Wardha Project. With such proposal, the water losses 

due to transmission from Lower Wardha Dam and Cost of the water carriage system would 

be reduceej significantly. Also, the water from free catchment downstream of Lower Wardha 

Project would also be utilized. The water thus saved would be supplied to Lanco Power 

project which adds net revenue to the Government and reduces the Power scarcity in 

the state. 

:3. 	 Kharda Barrage: The barrage has been proposed at 62 Km ' DIS of the Lower Wardha 

. Project to provide additional irrigation benefits to an area of 2,464 ha annually. Though this 

area comes in culturable command of the project topographicqlly, it is located at higher 

elevation due to which the irrigation benefits cannot be provi~e through the distribution 

network of the originally conceived Lower Wardha Project. The propos~d f<harda Barrage is 

located near by the above command area. Therefore, this area would tiJe brought under 

irrigation by the proposed Kharda barrage . The benefited area belongs to the distressed 

farmer's suicide prone district. Further, water from free catchment below is also utilized 

thus increasing the utilization of water . 



---

Apart from the above, the project authorities have mentioned that framing the above project 

propo~)al fer the .said components separately would consume much time for the preparation 

ot detailed project reports. At the same tii-,le, the actual intended benefits from the original 

Lower Wai-dha project would not be affected due to inclusion of Lift Irrigation Scheme and 

other two 13arrages. However, the original components of the project will be given priority to 

complete first and to give irrigation benefits accordingly. The additional components 

proposed will be planned in such a way that the completion of original components should 

not be affected . The detailed programme of the various components of the project is as given 

below. 
- --_. 

-'S~ParticuI8-r Progress 

-~~\------­ 100%,1. I Head works 
I 

! 
I 

i 
i 

. 

.. _---­\ .-~--.-- lal tg7% - ­

_1:-_rain ca. 
100%1:~~1JD~'~'3J't;:tries 20% 

----,.--- - -­
0%t :S~-t-w-orkS of LIS 

; 0%l (i~ IBar;age~ 
--~---

As per the schedule • 
proposed earlier 

All the civil work is completed 
and Miscellaneous work of 
gate erection balance is in 
progress, to be completed by 
2010. 

Main canal works are 
proposed to be completed by 
2011 . 
Comf2leted 
Proposed to be completed by 
2014 . 
Proposed to be completed by 
2015. 
Proposed to be completed by 
2014. 

As per the schedule 
revised now - ~j 

All the civil work is 
completed and 
Miscellaneous work of 
gate erection balance is 
in progress, to be 
comf2leted by 2010 . ___ _ 
Main canal works are 
proposed to be 
completed by 2011. 
Completed 
Proposed to be 
completed by 2012. 
Proposed to be 
completed by 201 5. 
Proposed to be 
completed b'y 2014. --

The project authorities have also mentioned that tenders for the above works have been invited 

and the maximum works have been awarded, so that th.e project would be completed within 

time and minimum cost over-run . 

(;ov1. of Mahmashtra has _also given concurrence of Finance Oeptt. for the finalized cost of the 

revised Lower Wardha project. 

I::urther, they have mentioned that the project IS under Hon'ble PM's package for agrarian 

distressed districts of iVlaharashtra. 

In view of the above justification furnished -by Government of Maharashtra, the revised proi(~ct 

proposal is put up for consideration of the I\jvisory Committee please. 
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is hereby 

by the of Kamataka and 

will for the project 

r Reso.urces) 
(Minor trrigation) Department 

Bangalore. 
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STATE FINANCE CONCURRENCE 


Combined pro/ect Estimate if 10 n{}s. Flood Protection 


Scheme.r .Basin under Flood Management Programme in Districts 


Siddharthnt{~ar, Jant Kabir Nagar, Gorakhpur Deoria in U.P. 

costing 52.29 crore. Submitted to Central Water Commission, 
.. " 

New Delhi which has been evaluated ~ them for Rs. 52~29 crore. 

State Concurrence Rs. 52.29 crore is heretJ accoreded for 

the same. 

Engineer-in-Chief 
{Design & Planning} 

Lucknow 

~ .w~~ 
Principal Secretary Principal Secretary 


Irrigation, Govt. ofu.P. Finanace, ofu.P. 

Lucknow Lucknow 


[-mail: einc_dp(iliidur.gov.in 
CE-Galldak-I/SAl80 
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