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510(S), SEWA BHAWAN 
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NEW DELHI 110 066 

Date 23.09.2011 

Sub· 112~' meeting of lttt! Adv1sory Committee for constderation of techno economtc 
viability of lrrigatton Flood Control and Multipurpose Project proposr~ls held on 
14 09 2011 

rnclo!;od please find herewttl1 a copy of the summary record of discussions of the 

above meeting held on 141" September 201 1 a1 Sewa Bhawan. R K ruram, New Delhi for 

information and necessary action. 
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"SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 112th MEETING OF THE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI 
PURPOSE PROJECTS, HELD ON 14'h SEPTEMBER 2011 FOR. CONSIDERATION OF 
TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS." 

----------------------

The 112'" meeting or the AdVIsory Committee on trnga/lon. FlOOd Control and 

Multi-purpose ProJect" was held on 14 09 2011 at 1700 hrs 1n the Conference Room or 

Central Water Commtsston Scwa Bhawan. R K Puram. New Delhi undet the 

Chatrmanshtp of Shn 0 V Smgh Secretary (WR) List of parttctpants IS enclosed at 

Annexure·! 

At the outset. Ch<urman welcomed the parttctpants and reques ted the Member 

Secretary to take up the agenda for dtscussion Agenda items discussed anti decistons 

taken are as under 

I) CONFIRMATION OF THE SUMMARY RECORD OF THE DISCUSSIONS HELD 

DURING THE 11 111' MEETING: 

Tilt! Summaty Record of Dtscusstons of the 111 1
" meet1ng of the Advisory 

Committee was ctrculated v•de Letter No.1612712011-PA (N)/1572-96 dated 

25.08.2011 . Stnce no comments on the same have been received. the Comm11tee 

confirmed the Summary Record of d1scuss1ons of the 1111h meettng of the Advisory 

Comm1ttee 

II) PROJECT PROPOSALS CONSIDERED BY THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE: 

1.0 MAHI RIGHT BANK CANAL PROJECT, GUJARAT (NEW- ERM, Estimated 
Cost Rs. 300.01 Crore at 2009 Price Level): 

The representative of the Govern'llent of Gujarat indicated that during the 

passage of ltme, the 1rngat1on capactiy of the project has been reduced due to silting. 

scounng and overall detenorat,on tn tne se ected reaches of the canal system. 

damage to some of 1ts extsllng structures heavy weed growth in some patches of 

canal. deformation of destgned earthen canal section and seepage observed in the 

distnbution network As a result there Is almost. no supply of irrigation water to 8,500 

tla of the CCA near to tai l ena of the project. The present ERM proposal has been 

planned to restore the lmgatlon potentia I 111 the existing command of the project. 
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On a query regarding the schedule of rate. project authorities clarified that the 

SOR in the State has not been revised after 2009 and thus the SOR-2009 is still 

applicable as on date They ensured that there would be no further revision in the cost 

estimates of the project 

The commrllee accepted the proposal wttr the condtlton that no further ltme and 

cost overrun would be alloweo 

2.0 IMPROVEMENT OF KAKRAPAR RBMC, UKAI RBMC AND UKAI LBMC, 
GUJARAT (NEW-ERM, Estimated Cost Rs. 296.51 Crore at 2009 Price Level): 

1 he representattve of the Government of Gujarat stated that dunng the 

passage of ttme. the 1rngatron capact ty of the pro)ect has been reduced due to 

stltlng, scounng and overall deterioration of the canal system. damage to some of 

Its structures, defotmahon of designed eartl1en canal sectton and seepage 

observed In the diStribution network They also menltoned that earlier the canal 

was designed to carry water as per ex1st1ng cropping pattern prevailing before 

taking up the project but subsequent upon development or the irngatlon In the 

command. farmers stat1ed growtng cash ctops 1.e. sugarcane and hot paddy whrch 

consume more water As a result . some of the command areas are being provided 

with parttal trrlgatron on one hand whrle on the other hand tl1ere IS almost no 

supply of trrigatron water to the tail end of the project. The present ERM proposal 

has been planned to provtde full 'rrigalton to the existing command of the project 

as per the revtsed cropping pattern and also to provide rrrigatton benefits to the 

deficit area of 3.500 ha of the command near the tail end wh1ch happens to be a 

Tribal Area. 

On a query regardrng the schedule of rate. project authorities clarified that 

the SOR in the Slate has not been rev1sed after 2009 and thus the SOR 2009 is 

sltll applicable as on date They ensureo tha1 there would be no further reviston in 

the cost est1matcs of the project 

The commttlee accepted the proposal w1th the condrlton that no further time 

and cost overrun would be allowed. 
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3.0 PURNA BARRAGE-2 (NER DHAMANA} IRRIGATION PROJECT, 
MAHARASHTRA (REVISED-MEDIUM, Estimated Cost Rs. 617.46 Crore at 
2010-11 Price Level): 

On a query regardmg substantial increase in the ·cost of the project, the 

representative of the Government of Maharashtra replied that the major reasons 

fqr increase 1n cost Is the change In des1gn of the barrage and its appurtenant 

structures They further clarified that as per the in-situ geological investigation. the 

foundation design had to be changed due to poor strata encountered at certain 

depths As a result. the design of the barrage and lts appurtenant structures had to 

be changed They further mentioned that in vtew of the non availability of the 

expertise In the state. the present design of barrage had been got done by the 

WAPCOS. 

After detailed discuss1ons. the committee decided that before considering 

the proposal, the deta1led Des1gn of the barrage and its appurtenant structures 

may be exammed by ewe The project authorities were advised to submit the 

detailed destgn of the Barrage ancj ItS appurtenant structures to eWC. Also the 

reason for the large mcrease in project cost since last year needs to be analyzed. 

4.0 UPPER KUNDLIKA PROJECT, MAHARASHTRA (REVISED- MEDIUM, 

Estimated Cost Rs. 154.916 Crore at 2009-10 Price Level): 

On a query regardmg considerable 1ncrease in cost of the project, 

Government of Maharashtra representative stated that the major reasons for 

increase in cost IS the change in design of the canal and distribution system after 

detailed survey of the command area and price escalation They further mentioned 

that during excavation of tunnel. va nations 111 rock strata were encountered which 

resulted in the increase in cost of the project. The representative from CGWB 

suggested for conjunctive use surface and ground water in the command area of 

the project to get rid of the water-logging problem in the command. 

State Government representative also ensured that there would be no 

further revision in the cost of the projects 1n view of the fact that tender had 

already been awarded for all the construct1on works 

After discussion. the comm1ttee accepted the proposal with the condition 

that no furthet time and cost overrun would be allowed 
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5.0 MAHARASHTRA WATER SECTOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (MWSIP), 
MAHARASHTRA (NEW-ERM-MAJOR, Estimated Cost Rs. 2351 .50 Crore at 
2010-11 Price Level): 

It was stated that the scheme was a World Bank. assisted project. The loan 

agreement between the state government and World Bank was signed on 19th 

August. 2005 with target date of completion by 31 " March 2012 and that extens1on 

by three years 1 e up to March. 2015 was under consideration The Planning 

Comm1ssion had conveyed m-pflnCiple approval subject to acceptance by the 

Adv1sory Comm1ttee and Investment clearance by the planmng Commission. 

The representative of the Government of Maharashtra stated that the 

rehabilitation of the scheme was taken up w1th the active Involvement of Water 

Users Assoc1ahons (WUAs) right from 1ts survey & investigation stage to 

cornplot1on stage. On a query on mcrease 1n water use efficiency, it was mformed 

that With the completion of the project. water use efficiency would be Increased by 

more than 30%. Rega1dmg abnormal delay in submission of the DPR to CWC f01 

oxammatlon, It was clarified that during the Initial stage there were many problems 

m the collection and comp1lahon of data 

A tter brief discussion. the comm1ttee accepted the proposal 

6.0 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS OF LEND! NALLA AT KATOL TOWN IN 
NAGPUR DISTRICT OF MAHARASHTRA (Estimated Cost Rs. 24.37 Crore at 
2009-10 Price Level): 

On a query regarding salient features of the project. the representative of 

the Government of Maharashtra stated that w1th resectioning of the Lend1 nallah 

and Jam nver the scherr>e woulo m1mmize the inundation of urban area and 

agncultural f1elds nearly the Katol town. The benefits to be accrued from the 

pro1ect were also explamed by the State Government representative. 

After bnef d1scuss1on the committee accepted the proposal 

7.0 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS FOR HEMAVATHI RIVER AT BANKAL TOWN 
AND SIX VILLAGS VIZ. BANKENHALLI, HYDARAGUDDA, BAKKIHALLA, 
MUGREHALLI, KITTLEGANDI AND SUBRAMANYA VILLAGES OF MIDIGERE 
TALUK IN CHIKAMAGALUR DISTRICT, K.ARNATAKA (Estimated Cost Rs. 
47.56 Crore at 2010-11 Price Level): 

Government of Karnataka on being asked for Increment of the eslimi!IC from 

Rs. 38.8 crore as approved by state TAC in December 2009, the representative ot 

Government of Karnataka mformod that tha t mcrernent was made 1n v1ew of the 
I 
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revised des1gn flood by ewe It was further stated that the work on the project 

would start as soon as Investment clearance IS accorded to th1s proJect 

After brref discussion, the committee accepted the proposal 

8.0 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS FOR RIVER BANKS OF GHATAPRABHA RIVER AT 
GOKAK TOWN OF BELGAUM DISTRICT IN KARNATAKA STATE (Estimated Cost 
Rs. 34.07 Crore at 2010-11 Price level): 

The representatrve of the State Government expla1ned lhe obJechve of the 

proposal On a query regardrng the rncrease 1n the cost of the proJect from Rs. 

15 5 crore as estrmated by the pro1ect authont1es earlrer it was Informed lhat lhe 

proJect has been designed as per revrsed hydrology for 100 years return pcnod as 

StJggcsted by CWC 

After bnef discussion, the committee accepted the proposal. 

9.0 STABILIZATION OF SEER KHAD AND FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS FROM 
JAHU TO BUM IN TEHSIL GHUMARWIN, DISTRICT BILASPUR, HIMACHAL 
PRADESH (Estimated Cost Rs. 23.17 Crore at 2010 Price Level): 

On a query , it was explained by the representative ot State Govt. that 

proposal has been prepared on the basis of study carried out by Central water and 

Power Research Statron, Punc 

After bnef d1scussron the comm1ttee accepted the proposal. 

10.0 IMPROVEMENT OF STORM WATER DRAINAGE BELOW GREENFIELD 
AIRPORT AT PAKYONG, SIKKIM (Estimated Cost Rs. 48.55 Crore at 2010 
Price Level): 

Government of S1kk1m explained the project proposal. They mentioned that 

the proposal had been framed to undertake dra1nage trarmng works so tha t 

estrmated runoff was dra,ned safety to the nearest river. As such. the project 

would protect lhe cultivated land and public properties of the villages downstream 

of lhe a1rport. 

After brief discussion, the comm1ttee accepted the proposal. 
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Annexure-1 
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Member 

Member 
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