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SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 113" MEETING OF THE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI PURPOSE
PROJECTS, HELD ON 12" JANUARY 2012 FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO-
ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS

' The 113" meeting of the ‘Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and
Mufti-purpose Project” was held on 12" January 2012 at 1500 hrs. in the Conference
Room of Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the
Chairmanship of Shri D.V. Singh. Secretary (WR). List of participants is enclosed at
Annexure-|,

At the outset, Chairman welcomed the participants and requested the Member-
Secretary to take up the agenda for discussion. Thereafter the Agenda items were taken
up for discussion and the decisions taken are as under

) CONFIRMATION OF THE SUMMARY RECORD OF THE DISCUSSIONS
HELD DURING THE 112™ MEETING:
The Summary Record of Discussions of the 112" meeting of the Advisory
Committee was circulated vide Letter No.16/27/2011-PA  (N)/1888-1914 dated
23.09.2011, Since no comments on the same have been received, the Committee

confirmed the Summary Record of discussions of the 112" meeting of the Advisory
Commitlee,

1) PROJECT PROPOSALS CONSIDERED BY THE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE:

1.0 EASTERN GANDAK CANAL SYSTEM (GANDAK PHASE-ll), BIHAR (NEW-

ERM, Estimated Cost Rs, 1799.50 Crore at 2011-12 Price Level):

The representative of Government of Bihar intimated that EASTERN GANDAK
CANAL SYSTEM (Gandak Phase-Il} has been proposed for completion of the residual
work of incomplete Eastern Gandak Canal Systern which was |eft uncompleted at the
end of VI plan. Planning Commission informed that work of Eastern Gandak Canal
System was closed in 1985 due to time overrun and it was advised to take up the
balance work as Phase-ll, Planning Commission further indicated that this is the right
time to take up the work of Phase-Il. They further indicated that the water available at the

Barrage is sufficient enough to meet the regquirement of the command of the left and right
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bank canal as envisaged in the original proposal It was also assured that the scheme
would be completed by 2015-16 by adopting efficient construction planning keeping in
view thal no states suffer during its construction.

After brief discussion the committee accepted the praposal.
20 UDERASTHAN BARRAGE & OTHER |INTER-CONNECTED AND

- INTERDEPENDENT SCHEMES, BIHAR (NEW-ERM, Estimated Cost Rs.
531.01 Crore at 2011-12 Price Level):

The representative of Government of Bihar intimated that Uderasthan Barrage &
Other Inter-connected and Inter-dependent Scheme envisaged stabilization of the
command of existing Uderasthan weir (38,352ha) and creating additional command
(2,700 ha). On a suggestion for adopting micro irrigation system in the project command,
it was clarified that it would not be suitable as the project utilizes monsoon water only,
Representative from Ministry of Finance informed that the Establishment Charges in the
Cosl estimate have been rectified. Regarding query about the high Ground Water table,
lhe State Government representative clarified that conjunctive use of surface and ground
water Is already In practice in the command. CWC further added that there are numbers
of Pines and Abars in the command which would store monsoon water for Rabi
cultivation

After the brief discussion the committee accepted the proposal.

3.0 MADHYA PRADESH WATER SECTOR RESTRUCTURING PROJECT
(MPWSRP) (NEW-ERM, Estimated Cost Rs. 1919.00 Crore at 2011-12 Price
Level):

The representative of Government of Madhya Pradesh informed that MPWSRP
is a World Bank assisted project under implementation in Madhya Pradesh. The loan
agreement for the project was signed on 30" November, 2004 and scheduled closing

date was 31% December, 2011, The Planning Commission had conveyed its in-principle

=\ ' approval vide its letter dated 13.7.2004 subject to condition that project would be in due

course submitted to CWC for tech-economic appraisal and process thereafter for
investment clearance by Planning Commission. The State representative further
informed that Ministry of Water Resources has already conveyed its “in-principle” consent
for extension of its closure date. Regarding query about late submission of project reports
to CWC, the State representative informed that delay was mainly due to late clearance by
the Word Bank and setting up of infrastructure and staff for the project. On query on

-
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performance of the project, the State representative informed that the progress
and outcome are encouraging.

After the brief discussion, the commitiee accepted the proposal

4.0 Orissa Integrated Irrigated Agriculture and Water Management Investment
Programme (OlIIAWMIP) =Tranche-ll (NEW-ERM, Estimated Cost Rs. 471.43
Crore at 2010-11 Price Level):

The representative of Government of Orissa informed that Orissa Integrated Irrigated
Agriculture and Water Management Investment Programme (OlIIAWMIP) is under
implementation with the assistance of Asian Development Bank (ADB) since September
2009, OHAWMIP is proposed to be executed in a period of 8 years in four Tranches. The
project concept was discussed in the 83" meeting of Advisory Committee of MoWR held on
22.5.2008 and was accepted in principle. Tranche-l with an estimated cost of Rs. 627.48
crore was also recommended Iin the above meeting for which investment clearance have
been accorded by the Planning Commission in August 2008. Under OIIAWMIP- Tranche -
Il, it is proposed to complete work on 4 major (about 125 years old), 3 medium (about 30
years old).projects and associated infra-structure activities.

Regarding guery about status of implementation of ongoing Tranche-|, the State
representative informed that work 15 going on and it is likely to be completed by December,
2013. About CAD activilies, the State representative informed that it will be primarily
implemented through existing CAD & WM programme. The provision under QIIAWMIP has
been made to implement CAD activities where central programme supporl is not readily
available. The concerned WUAs will also implement minor CAD works.

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal.

50 RAJGARH MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECT, RAJSTHAN (NEW - MEDIUM,
Estimated Cost Rs. 192.13 Crore, Irrigation component Rs.140.46 cr. and
Drinking Water component Rs.51.46 cr. at 2010-11 Price Level):

The representative of Government of Rajasthan informed that the project would
benefit backward district of Rajasthan, On query regarding Interstate issues, it was
informed that State Governmsnt of Madhya Pradesh had already given their
concurrence. It was also clarified by the state government representative that in case it
was not supported under AIBP, they would approach NABARD for financing
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After brief discussion, the commitiee accepted the proposal with the condition
that the design aspect may be verified by CWC

6.0 Bank Protection Works from Ismailpur to Einr.litoli in down-stream of
Vikramshila Bridge on the left bank of river Ganga in Bhagalpur district of
Bihar (Estimated Cost Rs. 23.39 Crore at 2011-12 Price Level):

The representative of Government of Bihar informed that restoration of existing
spurs constructed by the State Government in 2009 were damaged in 2010 floods in
Bhagalpur district. Planning Commission suggested carrying out physical model
studies for implementation of flood control works as per BIS code. The State
representative clarified the proposed work is essential before the coming flood
season 5o as to avoid severe damage in the abadis GFCC informed that they had
visited the site and found that proposed flood protection work is essential on

immediate basis in order lo prevent losses due to flood in the upcoming season.

After brief discussion, the committee accepled the proposal with the condition
that in future such flood control schemes may be proposed and submitted after
physical model studies

7.0 Bagaha Town Protection Works Phase-l on the left bank of river Gandak in
West Champaran district of Bihar (Estimated Cost Rs. 48.91 Crore at 2011-12

Price Level):

The representative of Government of Binar informed that Bagaha Town Protection
Works Phase-| on the left bank of nver Gandak in West Champaran district of Bihar was
urgently required for protection of Bagaha town. Planning Commission suggested
carrying out mode! studies for implementation of flood control works as per BIS code.
The State representative clarified the proposed work is essential before the coming

flood season so as to avoid severe damage in the area. GFCC informed that they

- g\"‘/had visited the site and found that proposed flood protection work is essential on

immediate basis in order to prevent losses due to flood in the upcoming season,

After brief discussion, the committes accepted the proposal with the condition
that in future such flood control schemes may be proposed and submitted after

physical model studies.
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8.0 Flood Protection works along left and right banks of River Beas in Districts
Gurdaspur, Hoshiarpur and Kapurthala (Punjab) (Estimated Cost Rs. 46.12
Crore at 2009 Price Level):

The representative of Government of Punjab infarmed ‘that the scheme is spread
along the River Beas in districts Hoshiarpur, Gurdaspur and Kapurthala, Regarding
query about number of benefitted people, the State representative clarified that the
population near by the river has been considered to be benefitted. Member (RM), CWC
Informed that he had visited the site. The level difference between the land and the river
bed is very low in the area and the proposed flood protection work is necessary, On
query regarding funding. it was clarified by the Stale government representative that if
this is not being considered under Flood Management Programme: other sources for
funding would be explored

After brief discussion, the commitlee accepted the proposal with the condition
that in future flood control schemes may be proposed and submitted after physical
mode| studies.

9.0 PURNA BARRAGE-Z (NER DHAMANA) IRRIGATION PROJECCT,

MAHARASHTRA (Revised Medium, Estimated Cost Rs 617.46 Crore at 2010-
11 Price Level):

In pursuance of the decision taken in 112" meeting of the advisory committee
held on 14.09.2011, the detailed design and drawings of the barrage and appurtenant
structure was broadly examined in CWC. It has been found that as per design of the
Barrage by CWC, the estimated cost of the project might have reduced to around
Rs.437.89 crore which could be 29% lower than the present estimated cost,

The Director (Appraisal), Monitoring Central Organization, CWC informed that the
project was in advanced stage of construction and 80% foundation works had already
been completed based on the design submitted by the State Government during the
revised estimate stage. Fabrication of gates has almost been completed. Regarding

f:{'query about implementation of alternative design as suggested by CWC, the
representative of Government of Maharashtra clarified that it would not be possible to
adopt the design as proposed by CWC cansidering the site condition and present state of
construction of the project. The river in this region is not perennial and arresting seepage
! percolation of stored water is the utmost requirement. The higher value of cost per
hectare of annual irrigation is due to geological characteristics of the project area, They
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emphasized that Government of Maharashtra wished to implement this project to provide
irrigation facilities benefiting to the most distressed district of Vidarbha region in
Maharashtra.
f,wv” After the brief discussion. the committee accepted the proposal for Rs.617 46
" Crore keeping the present stage of construction of the Project in view,
 The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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