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No, 10/49/75-DW. 11 (”
Government Of dndia ; b <

(Bharat Sarkar) e f

Minigtry of Agriculture & Ifrlgatlon » :
(Krishi aur Sinchai Mantralaya) o e gogé
Department of Irrigation ‘
(Sinchai vibhag) .

New Delhi, the 11th NOvember,1975.

OFFICE HEMORANDUM

ljSubJectz- Implementation of the decisions of the Cabinet

& Committee on administration on part IIfof the
* report of the sub group on agrlcultural develop~
- ment regarding clearance of major and medium

irrigation prOJects.

2e s

_ The undersigned is directed to invite a reference
to the minutes Of the meeting Of the Cabinet Committee on
Administration held on 23rd October,. 1975 circulated by the
Cabinef Secretariat vide their Memo no, 6/3/5/75-CF dated the
25th October, 1975, according to which the Committee consideeed
,the Note dated 23rd Septenberml975 submitted by this: Ministry
on | the subject mentlaned and took note of its contentse.

As per the aforesaid note, the Committee was inter~
all& 1nf0rmed that the Minister for Agriculture & Irrigatlon A
and the Dy.Cnalrman, Planning, Commission agreed ‘thats :

1) MOney spPent on sgargity relief should be taken
onofia of in ~out socio-economic benefits of
Projects and the present kit criteria of 75%

. dependability may be continued for major irri-
‘gation projectse. In the case of medium schenmes,
the criteria can be ralsed to 50% dependability
for the supplies, and :

ii) States representative may be invited to attend
the meetings of the Advisory COmmlttee,'lf con-
sidered necessaryo

Since the Cabxnet Committee have also now taken nOte
O theso decesions, notice may kindly be taken accbrdingly.

. S84/~ ;
Deputy Secretary to the GOI.

The Plannlng Canmission,

{Shri K.S.S.Murthy),Chief (Irrzgatlon}
'YOJna Bhawany,

New Delnl e .

Copy t°‘ G , el
“l)’ The Chairman, VWC, New Delhi. L ﬂ:wf {:L?K%
e Y.K.Moorthy) - 2 PR e

23 Mlnistry or Flnance (BP Branch), ND
' (Sh S L.Bhasin) ;
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No. 2/11/82-P.11 T : /];;) o
... Government of India _ : -
Ministry of Drrigation i :

Beoesne

New Delhi, the’29th Cctober, 1983,

S

Gl e Irrigation Secretaries.

-

-;,Subjectx— Storage capacity of irrigation reservoirs,

’ Sir,

The second Irrigation Commission has stated that

if:;““at present irrigation projects are gesigned on the basig
<. Of a 75% of dependability. Availability can be improved

.. by providing a carry over capacity in storage reservoirs
rat an eaditional cost. Tne economics Of this device needs
. ..considerations The more precious the water in the area of

. @s in drought areas, the greater is the justification for

- providing a carry overt, : ‘ :

. "According to a decision taken in Novenmber, 1975, tha
griterium Of 75% dependability for irrigation reservfans

 “‘is being relaxed to about 50% dependabidity in the case of ;
-» medium irrdgation schemes in drought areas, This indirectly}'

means provision of a nigher storage than in possible wiviA |
75% dependability. In the context of the recommendation op. |
the Irrigation Commission, it ic consider&d. desirable tha:
botn in the case 0Of mlajor and medium reservbirs in drought
pProne areas, a suitable carry over storagem may be provided
taking into account permissible dependgbility factor and gube
Ject to the normal adopted cost-benefit consideration, It

is suggested that in all future prOjects, this aspect may be
kKept in view while formulation the proposals,

Your§ faithfully,

Sd/~
: (A.R.S.Murtny) B C
Deputy Secretary to the Govisp, Of Indiae.




Central Water Commission
Irrigation Management Organisation

Subject:- Dependability Criteria for Irrigation Projects

A one day Brain Storming Session on the above subject, organised by JWRS
was held on 16" April, 1999 at CSMRS, New Delhi. The objectives was to review the
- existing practice of planning water resources development projects in general for 75%
dependable flow for irrigation, 90%. dependable flow for hydro power and 100%
dependable flow for domestic and indusirial supply.

During the Brain Storming session it emerged that there is some confusion in
"Planning for 75% dependable flow" and "Ensuring success in 75% of the year in
meeting the planned utilisation” :

During the earlier days of Krishna and Godavari Dispute, directions wore
issued to restrict utilisation to 75% dependable flow and planning of "carry over"
operation were prohibited beyond a small minimum. The 2" Irrigation Commission
(1972) also looked into this aspect and recommended that deliveries should have a
reliability of 75%. Regarding utilisation of dependable flows, the Commission did not
recommend for restricting it to 75% dependable flow only, but only indicated that "carry
over" operations are costly and should be adopted keeping in view the scarcity value of
water, : ~
; Subsequent to the recommendations of 2™ Irrigation Commission, certain
 directives were issued by the then Ministry of Irrigation and Power vide letter No.
2/11/82- P.II dated 29.10.83.(copy enclosed for ready reference). Whereas the 2™
Irrigation Commission and BIS Guidelines stressed on "success in 75% of the year" in
meeting the planned utilisation, the above directives of the Ministry tended to create an
impression that "carry over" developments are not preferred except for in drought prone
area. | .

: The 1ssue of utilisation of water, available in one year, for deliveries only in
that year vis-a-vis its storing /"carry over" from good year to bad year by carry over
operation, was deliberated upon in detail during the brain storming session. General
- consensus was that since there is an overall shortage of water, every effort must be made
to utilise as much water as possible and that minimum amount of water should be allowed
to go waste. It was felt that higher utilisation is possible with same degree of success i.e.
75% success. by carry over operations and as such if the dam site has good geologic and
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topographic features, Iarger qmrace aﬁd carry over portions 1my bc favoured if so
indicated by economic optimisation.

Keeping in view the suggestions of the participants that emerged during the

‘Brain Storming session and demand of water from every sector, it is suggested thal

Ministry of Water Resources may Lmdly review their earlier directives of 1983 which

tends to impose some Testrictions ‘on the utilisation of available water and mav like to

_issue clear policy dlrcciwcs pmferably n }mc with thc sugg@aﬁom as emerged during
~the Brain Storming session:: e o

- Thas issues with the approval of Chairman, CWC.

' Encl as dbOVC

/% %)
(C D I\.ho 1¢)
7/ CE(IMO), CWC

. Shri B.S. Ahuja, Com*mssmncr(??) :
- Ministry of Water Resources, S.S. Bhawan, New Delhl
'CWCU.ONo. 2/1146/IP(8)/.93 /jy¢. dated); 899 - -
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Central Water Commission
Inter-State Matters Directorate

411-A(S), Sews Bhavan,
R.F{.Pue’am, New Dethj.ge

Sub: Giet of peoints discussed during the meeting hald in the chamber of &hy

RK. Sharma, chier Engineer(iMo) cwe on 23.07.2002 1o rescive the

IS
outstanding issues for clearance of Mzharashtra’e Irrigation Projects in
Krishna Basin,

The gist of points diséussed during the meeting held on 23.07.2002 to resolve

the outstanding issues of Maharashtra’s irrigation projects in Krishna Basin is enciossd

herewith for information and necessary action,

":/7/{ {F{.g '. E ig¥s ¢ éé’f.:‘
Chief Engineer (MO |
Chief En

(PAQ), CWC, Sews Bhavan, New Dalhi

CWE U.0. No.7/2/1 O(MH)/2001-1Sh/ tey-55 ot o/ -.3.2002.
Copy forwarded for kind information to Shri

R.;. Londge, Chief Engineer, Irrigation
Begsaﬁmeni, Pune

J . e
/< RK. Shaima *

Chief Enginesr g0~

O EMAR G,



the meting held in fie chamber of
learance of

The list of officers present for the above meeting is given in Annexure-i. At the
catset Shri R K Sharma, Chief Engineer, CWC welcomed all the officers. Shri M.

Landge, CEID, Govt. of Maharashtra, Pune explained the issues involved in clearance

of Maharashtra's Projects.  The gist of poinis discussed during the meeting are as

follows !

1.

.!\)

chemment of Maharachtra has planned some of the projects at 50%
dependability to Serve the socarcity area.  Chief Engineer, irrigation
Department desired that these projects may be checked and if Success ratg is
more than 75%, the same could be considered for clearance. Chief Engineer
(iMQ) CWC indicated that in the KWDT award. statowise allocations have
been made based on the 79% dependability and in the absence of exchange
of data as per KWDT award and any authority with monitoring mechanism the
project planning need to be done &8 PeF the utilization contemplaisd-

However, if the projects are to be planned for & lower dependability flows

keeping the success rate as 75%, the economics of the proposal and the

relevant guidelines issued by MOWR have 1o be kept in view. Accordingly all
the above aspects including the individual project location in drought areas
etc. need to be brought out in the project report for appropriate deci lon by
TAC.

Director (ISM) opined that project wise sctual ufilization oz oroall the
projects have not been given by Government of Maharashtra, Itie noecessary
to verify the project wise utilization proposed in list dated 20.10.01. This is &l
the more necessary since for séme projects the utilization figures now shown
sre less (than those indicated by Govi. of Maharashifa earfier. Chief
Engineer, !ff%‘gﬁ%:iéﬂ Department, Pune agreed 1o cubmit this data in due

COUrsa.

oy, 1EMARGIS. ..

\ 2/
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The list of projects given by Government of Maharashtra is for 588 TMC.
According to Chief Engineer, Irrigation Depariment, Govi. of Maharashira out
of these, projects piéﬁﬁeé against 14 TMC of Pollawaram and 5 TMC of
Madras city water are disputed. Therefore he requested to clear the projects
upto 580 TMC at present and accordingly Govt. of Maharashira may recast

their Master Plan submitted earlier.

it was decided to examine nine projecte on priority as requested by Chief
Engineer, Irrigation Department, Pune viz. (1) Nira Deoghar (2) Gunjavani
(Velle) (3) Bhama Ashked (4) Dhom Balkawali (5) Sina Kolegacn (6)
Revised Urmodi (7) Revised Tarali (8) Wang (8) Kudali, as and when
received in IMO of CWC.

The name of some of the approved projects in the list of Government of
Maharashtra are changed (e.g. Bhima Project). Il was suggested 1o maintain
original names as given earlier by Government of Maharashira for séﬁﬁé?
reference.

4. ISMATGIE.
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- Engmeer, g:ws onza 7. 2&@2 '

1. Shri R.K. Sharma, Chief Engineer, CWC, New Delhi.
2. &hri R.M. Landge, Chief Engineer, Irrigation Department, Pune.
3 Shri V. Saithanyamurthi, Director(SM), CWC
4. Shri R.R, Menon, Deputy Director (i5M), CWC.
5.  Shri&.M. Upass, S.E.IPW.RIC., Pune.
6. Shri A.B. Patil, S.E., PLP.C., Pune.
7. ShriS.D.Kamble, S.E., SILP.C. Satara.
8. Shri &.D. Kulkarni, E.E. Dhom-Balkawaladi Dam Division, Wal.
g, Shiri Pawar E.E. Urmoadi Dam Division, Satara.
10. &hriP.5.Kale, SDE., IPW.RIC, Pune.
11.  8hri 8.K. Naik, S.D.E., [PW.RIC, Pune.
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Note on Inter-Siate aspects invelved in Krishna Valiey
faior & Medium projects of Maharashira under apuraisal in CWC
J 12 4

The Government of Maharashtra have sent some medium and major proje. i
to CWC for techno-economic appraisal and clearance. The Inter-Slale s«
is under appraisal in Irrigation Management Organisation. While apprais
these projects from water utilization aspect, a reicrence was made
Benethura Medium Projeqt of Maharashtra which was teéhnica!iy cleared Ly i
TAC. Water accounting for all the Maharashira Projects formed part of T/
note of Benethura Medium Project. The water ulilization proposed under the
projects, presently under examination in CWC was found to be in variance with
the water accouming given earlier by the State of Maharachtra.

As a general practice, the projects are planned for 75% dependabie inflow. in
respect of projects proposed by the State Government of Maharashtra, he 3
planning is for dependable yield of 50% or between 50% 1o 75%. Carry wyer
storages have beén provided in the projects and it is observed that storcws
provided at FRL is more than utilization planned for some projecls.

In this connectien, it may be mentioned that in the Krishna Water Dispuies
Tribunal{(KWDT) Report (Volume—ll page 167), it has been indicated that the |
irrigation projects in India are designed on the basis of 75% dependable fiows.
As the allocation was made on the basis of 75% dependable flow of Krishna
water, projects within the ambit of KWDT award may have to be planned on
75% dependable flows. Further, in the absence of exchange of utilization ¢ala
as per KWDT award and any authority/monitoring mechanism in this regard, it
would be desirable that the project planning is done on 75% dependatle flows.
The above Commehts were made on all the projects received from Government
of Maharashtra. But the Government of Maharashtra has been insisting that as
per clause V(a) of KWDT final award “the State of Maharashtra shall not use, in
any water year”, more than the stipulated quantum , i.e. 560TMC -+ return flows
and the award did not specify that the State of Maharasitra shall use its share
only out of 75% dependable flows. According to them ahy year implies - be it

50% 60%,70% or 100% dependable year.

1

Sy deciNote on 1S aspeals of RV projects ol Maha
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The Government of Maharashira also argued that they can S:’:ZH(,':?_’?UH/DI-‘J
projects with more utilization but Maharashtra as a law abiding Siale, v
decide that it will not use more than the enbloc 598TMC during any wab
year (560TMC+25TMC+14TMC). Subsequently, they had sent their revis. -
Master Plan for 599TMC in July, 2002.

The Government of Maharashtra has staled that the tolal uliization duii
1989-2000 was around 510-515TMC. They have furnished the ulilisation do:
uplo 1994-95 according to which the maximum utilization reached during
1993-94 was 470.86TMC. ISM Directorate vide their letier dated 21.10.2002
had also sent comments on the utilization data pointing out more 1_,'lilizaziron thar
stipulated by KWDT regarding westward diversion, reduction in minor

irrigation/minor works.  Government of Maharashtra vide their letter daled

" 18.11.2002 had replied that more drawls under wostward diversion were dot.

e

with the consent of Government of Andhra Pradesh and Govertnnert

Karnataka. They had also mentioned that after 1594-95 till date wostiw: |
diversion is within the stipulated limits. But these delails have not be: »
furnished by them. In regard to minor works, with protective utilizatior -
17.1TMC, it is reported that they have been merged with the major aid

medium schemes, and in the absence of details, it may be difficult io

» check/verify this aspect.

The Scheme ‘B’ which was outlined by KWDT prov?ded for allocation of
surplus waters (above 75% dependable flows) was not the decision of e
Tribunal as there was no agreement between the party Slales, on Scheme "B
as well as constitution of the Krishna Valley Authority. It appears thal the
Maharashtra’'s proposals for planning of projecis of 50% dependable fiow is of
recent development. The Government of Karnataka in their recent request [or
constitution of a new KWDT had, inter-alia, mentioned in para 1(C) that {i:c
interests of Karnataka are likely to be affected by the “executive actions of the
Government of Maharashtra in creating in the Krishna basin a lotal live storage
capacity of 560TMC having a potential to use the surplus waiers way beyond
its share and refusing to share the surplus waters i.e., water in eXCess of 2130

TMC (2060TMC plus 70TMC return flow) at 75% dependabity.”

My doeciNate on 18 aspects of KV projects of Maha
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it is quite conceivable that Government of Andlra Pradesh miosy nlso
make similar complaints regarding planning of projects on 50% dopenguble
basis.

The Government‘of Karnataka have also menticned about the ciiois
taken by the Government of Karnataka regarding gelling crnscui from iic
State of Andhra Pradesh and Maharashira for eniorcement of Schome 03
formulated by KWDT allocaiing surplus waler ainong the riparian Slaler
the Governments of Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra had declined lo cive
their consent. The Chief Secretary, Government of Maharashira in his D.O.
letter dated 5" October, 1998'(Annexure~!) addressad io the Chiel Secreinry,
Government of Karnataka stated that "In Scheme ‘A’, which has Loon
incorporated by the Tribunal in its final operative order . the 75% depend:ble

i

flow of Krishna as could be ascertained at that time was distributed. in Schome
‘B’ the average river flow (around 50% dependable flow) whichiis the theoroboal
upper limit of the utilizable river supply that can be developed by storage: ind
regulation is to be disfributed . But until a chain of rescrvoirs having suflesont
storage capacities, is constructed in the Krishna basin, it is not possibi Lo
utilise or distribute the a\'/erage river flow fo the full extent. Under the preant
circumstances, the criterion of 75% dependabilily for river flow is the miost
suitable for projects in the Krishna basin.”

In regard to use of the surplus waters page 16 of the KWDT Fu er
report under Clause Xl of the outlined scheme (B) states that "For the iuiler
utilization of the river Krishna, the Slates of Maharashtra, Kamataka and
Andhra Pradesh may construct such storages and at such places as may ’ub
determined by the Krishna Valley Authority for impounding waler which wouid
otherwise go waste to the sea.” Prima facie it appears that under Scheme ‘B
outlined by KWDT, the Krishna Valley Authority (if constituted) would have only
decided the location and quantum of storages.

Even though the argument of Maharashtra that they are at present
utilizing only about 515 TMC and that as per KWDT award, they can use ¢ach
water year 585 (560 + 25) TMC, the recent planning of the projects based on

average flows or 50% dependable flows may lead to objections from aiher

2 My deciNote on 1S aspects of KV projects of Miaha
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States.  In fact, Maharashira can plan any number of prgjects on

dependable basis, to util wrﬁ their quantum of 585 TMC as per KWDT awing

Under clarification No.6 of Reference | of 1974 by the Government of india
(Page 7 of KWDT Further Report) (Annexure-ii) for deaing with the short e oy
in a lean year Government of India had requested the Tibunl iva;« COM.. i
giving direction on provisions of adequate river sivices or other arrangern nls
for releasing waters from reservoirs and the Tribunal had observed that ‘We

are aware of the necessity for provision of river sluices and / or

arrangements for release of waier from dams. il is, to be observed tha! the
Central Electricity Authority and Central Waler Commission are expert lech:inal
bodies and are fully competent to advise on the question of the adequary of
river sluices. We trust that they will give particular attertion 1o the maiic ind
while giving technical clearance to projects give suilable directions 1o the
provision of river sluices and / or such other arrangemeniis for release of vesie
from the dams of such projects as may be necessary for the sufety ¢
dams as also for the benefit of downstream projects.”

The concerned Directorates of CWC may be requesied 1o keeyp: this
aspect also in view.
in view of the stand taken by Government of Maharashtra and subseguent
discussions with the officials of CWC and the State Government of officials,
ISM Directorate had indicated that concerned Direciorates of CWC could
examine the success rate of the project planning as per prescribed guidiclines

of Central Water Commission.

All the above aspects need to be kept in view while considering the projects for

acceptan. e by TAC from Inter-state aspects.

2y dociiNate on 1S aspects of KV projects of Maha
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; Governm.ent of India
A ' Central Water Commission
Project Appraisal ( C ) Dte.

408 (S), Sewa Bhavan,
R K.Puram, New Delhi-] 10066
P

Subject:- Maharashtra Projects of Krishna basin for consideration by the Ady
= / Committee Meeting held on 4.8.2003.

5
1ISory

I am directed to enclose 2 copy of D.O.

letter no. 16(25)/81/2003-WR dt.
31.7.2003 addressed to the Secretary,

MOWR & Chairman of the Advisory
Committee. In this Connection clarification in respect of ‘A’ & ‘B’ may kindly
be furnished to this Dite. within a week time for sendi;

1g suitable reply in the
matter and further follow up action inCWC,

This may kindly be treated ag urgent.

= 3

(WYM Tembhurney)
Director
Encl:- As above

LDiie/ctor IP(S), / Director ISM. CWC
CWC Maha/8/2003-PAC/ 7113

Dated:- 7 . X1
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GOVERNMENT OF IN®IA
PLANN”\’GCOH/%SS N

YOJANA BHAVARN
105, NEWDELH ,.—11ow|

A. Sekhar
A’ Adviser (WR)
SR Lo 23096578
e-mail — sekhar306@yahoo.co.in

D.0. No.16(25)/81/2003-'WR Dated 31% July 2003

Dear Sir,

P As I have to attend the sitting of the Parhamemcry Standing Cos

Energy on Monday, 4" August 2003 at 3.45 PM, I will not be able o atre

Krishna Valley, it appears that planning is being done for dependable yield of 50%

| or between 50% to 75% although not explicitly brought out in the TAC note.

Carryover storages have been provided in many ceases as 75%

availability is less than the planned utilisation. In each case same dissent nole of

/ _ the Inter State Matters Directorate has been included. Not only shouid the ann

oss utilisation be within the 75% dependable vield buttherigation:success rate
g P yield ; BT

- should also be about 75% a5 5 “higher rate of's

oz . . A~ . . .
;Storage“ls'avaﬂable. Where the success rate is more than prescribed

5 (R s
to reduce the storage.
/f% The allocation made by the KWDT to the three Party States is from out of

the 75% dependable flov/ of 2060 TMC at Vijayawada. So far we have been

clearing projects only on the 75% dependability- criterion as-this™is ¢

/3 anterpretation:~of - the~KWDTssAward: Following a different criterion for
/ Maharashtra projects will be detrimental to the interest of the lower riparian states.
It would be not possible for the Pialvming Commission to accord investment
/ u clearance to projects techrio economically accepted by the Advisory Committee {o
; ¢

\ a criterion other than the 75% dependa’oﬂi@. There thus appear



dispute over the Upper Tunga Project clearance.

Shri A.K. Goswami
Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources
& Chairman, Advisory Committee

Shram Shakti Bhawan
New Delhi— 110001

A‘/ . . . ~ .
Copy for kind information to Shri R. Jeyaseelar
Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi
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Urgent

Central Water Commission
Project Appraisal (South) Dte.

Ref: D.O. letter No. 16(25)/81/2003-WR dated 8" September, 2003

Please find enclosed a copy of D.O. letter dated 8.9.2003 referred
above from the Adviser (WR), Planning Commission addressed to
Chairman, CWC requesting for examination of the Supreme Court
Judgement relating to certain aspects of the KWDT Award as detailed
therein. It is requested that the matter may kindly be examined and
comments supplied at the earliest.

4%

b
(S.K.Banerjee)
Director, PA(S)

Enci: As above.

-

o

Chief Engiéer, IMO, CWC, Room No. 228(S), Sewa Bhavan, New Delhi
CWC UT0. No. 21/20/2002-PA(S), , dated the ,5!/6 September, 2003
e &

SR <52y
.. fgtizh
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GOVERNMENT OF IND
PLANNING COlel SION
105, YOJANA BHAVAN
NEW DELHI-110007

A. Sekhar

Adviser (WR)

Telefax: 23096578

e-mail — sekhar306(@yahoo.co

8
/X

D.0O. No. 16(25)/81/2003-WR

Dear Sir,

- You may recall that during 81% Meeting of |
Irrigation, Flood Control Multipurpose Project held on
Irrigation Department, Govt. of Maharashtra stated
was cleared in 1985 on the basis of 50 per cent dep i
clearance was traceable in the Planning Commission, he
copy of the clearance referred to by him in the meeting.
which is enclosed. It would be seen that the clearance relate :
which is well before the award of the Krishna Water Dispute Tribunal.
thus not be relevant as the discussions held in the TAC were w
per cent dependable flows of Krishna allotted among the three 5t
The Secretary has referred agam to the Supreme Court j
OS1 and OS 2 in respect of Krishna water stating that ¢
has advocated planning of projects and dependabili f‘y other than ;
presume that this is what 1s implied in his letter as the wordings used ar
clear).

It may be worth Nh‘le for the Imer S"ate Maheks D e

/Q('\w ;"x 111611 view, collsohdatud reply to thw letter of Govern

M(w$ dj) .-\ proposed to be sent.

? [ would, therefore, request for a quick examination

"””v@

GENT .

C Zj(? EJLZ:' 'M r”,rJHV’ -k,&”
(z_,z»ff\ Lo prasarts nakaea e 1‘*»’\,17 .

‘{ Nl

jo’9

\ch-f,m (£

2, ShriR. Jeyaseelan

v Chairman
Central Water Commission
Sewa Bhavan
New Delhi — 110066

SR 0y Sl LAV R Ui



e . No. 27/33/2003-P1 :
) Ao B e , Govemment of India
X - : Ministry of Water Resources

(Project-I Section)

1 : |

oy - 't New Delhi, dated the 21 tember, 2004
: To E
o All States/UTs .
Subject ; Dependability criterion for Planning oflmgdtion projects ~ Storage capacity
of irrigation reseryoirs,
Sin Pe :
(e :
am directed o refer (o thxs Ministry’s letter No. 2/11/1982 pj1 Jated
29 10,1983 an (he subject mentioned above (copy enclosed).
‘The matter regarding approval ofirrigation projects with dependability lower
thar 75% has been reviewed in this Minisiry in consultation with the Planning Comnnssion
in the context of the award of the Krishna Water Disputes Tribunal (KWDT) of 1979 L1979 s it
has beer: decided that QG}’Cﬂdubelt}' criterion lower than 75% would be permissible onl only for
projects on intra-State rivers and nof on inter- State rivers,
Awordms y the circular under reference may be treated as kept in abevanco
in 5o far as inter-State rivers are concerned.
Enel As above i
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