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SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 102nd MEETING OF THE 
ADVISORY COMMITIEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI 
PURPOSE PROJECTS, HELD ON 28th JANUARY, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

102ndThe meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of 
Techno-Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project 
proposals was' held on 28.01.2010 at 1500 Hrs . in the COhference Room of 
Central Water Commission , Sewa Bhawan , R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the 
Chairmanship of Secretary (WR). List of partiCipants is e.nclosed at Annexure-I . 

At the outset, Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee and 
other Officers present and thereafter requested the Member-Secretary to take up 
the agenda for discussion. 

Before the item-wise discussion was initiated, JS &FA, MoWR observed 
that circulation of the TAC notes should be made well in advance so that more 
time could be devoted for examination of the notes. Thereafter, item wise 
discussion of the agenda note followed as under: 

A) 	 CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 101 5T MEETING: 

The Summary Record of Discussions of the 101 st Advisory Committee 
meeting was circulated vide Letter No.16/27/2009-PA (N)/2423 -2457, dated 
19.12.2009 . Member-Secretary informed the Committee that no comment on the 
same has since been received. The Committee confirmed the Summary Record 
of discussions .of the 101 st Advisory Committee meeting. 

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

1) 	 Emergent measures for protection of Rohmoria in Dibrugarh District, 
Assam: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introdl!ced the project. The proposed scheme 
envisages the following : 

i) 	 Bank pitching along with launching apron for a length of 2600 m with 
Geo bags. 

ii) 	 RCC porcupine screens (11 Nos. across the various river streams to 
retard the flow) and along the river bank (u/s and dis of the bank 
pitching) for a reach length of 6400 m. 

iii) 	 Excavation of pilot channel for a length of 2275 m. 

The scheme benefits an area of 18,000 ha with population of 1.2 lakh . 
The estimated cost of the proposal has been finalized for Rs. 59 .91 cr with B.C. 
ratio as 1.95: 1.. The scheme has been included in Prime Minister's economic 



package annou for the during 2004, 2006 and 2008 which IS 

being monitored by the Ministry of 

Member (RM) explained proposal for emergent works requiring 
implementation before a long term/comprehensive wh separate 

R has proposed. 

(Ganga), MoWR observed that the two , namely, K­
Building and R-Communication had provided in the for 
nature of work. 

The informed that in order to reach 
communication would be needed developed as well as some 
have constructed sites for as well as work 
there was no accommodation available 

Commissioner whether works of the 
would be completed the onset 10. 

The representative replied that porcupine works r closing the 
channels would completed monsoon. Balance works would 
executed monsoon season 10. 

Concurrence the scheme has n by the 
Project 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted proposal. 

2. 	 Raising and Strengthening of existing left and right embankments 
in Lower Reach of Mahananda River in Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. proposed scheme 
following: 

Strengthening of existing embankment: 

i) Mahananda right embankment Bagdob Barsoi - 21.30 km. 
ii) Mahananda right kment - Kusidha 18 

Mahananda right embankment 
Jhawa (Chain 524 to 1030) (Fu'lhar branch) -- km. 

iv) Mahananda right embankment - Jhawa (Chain 0 
to 478 and 911) ight embankment Ihar branch) .37 km 

v) left embankment Jhawa 
branch) - 17,00 km. 

95.31 	km. 



vi) Construction of brick- soling (0. '12 x 3 mover 0.15 m sand filling) on top of 
embankment in 95.31 km length . 

vii) Construction of 5 Nos. new anti flood sluices. 
viii) Repair of existing 7 Nos. anti flood sluices. 
ix) The proj~ct benefits 85,090 ha with population of 12.95 lakh. 

The estimated cost of the project. has been finalized for Rs. 149 .68 cr. with 
B.C . ratio: 1.83:1. 

Commissioner (Ganga), MoWR observed that scheme for Flood Control 
Embankments in Mahananda basin/sub-basin in Bihar was cleared in earlier TAC 
meeting. 

The Engineer-in-Chief (North Bihar) explainoL1 that the integrated scheme 
for Rs. 603.88 cr was cleared in principle only in November, 2007, of which the 
present proposal was a part only. As per the recommendation of the Advisory 
Committee, investment clearance was to be obtained separately for different 
P:1rtS of the integrated scheme. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

3. 	 Raising,' Strengthening of Left Burhi Gandak embankment u/s of 
Akharaghat Bridge from Minapur to ~ijay Chapra (0.0 to 18.4 km) and 
in dis from Akharaghat Bridge to Samastipur District border (0 to 
45.5 km), Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed scheme 
envisages the following: 

i) Raising and strengthening of embankment in upstream of Akharaghat 
Bridge from Minapur to Vijay Chopra (0.0 km to 18.4 km). 

ii) RaiSing and strengthening of embankment in downstream of Akharaghat 
Bridge from O.Okm to 45.5 km . 

The project benefits an area 30 ,000 ha. 

The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 22.40 cr with 
B.C. ratio : 2 .72:1. 

Member (RM), CWC intimated that the scheme was already under FMP 
finding. 
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Commissioner (Ganga), MoWR observed that techno-economic clearance 
was mandatory requirement before execution of any project which should not be 
linked to FMP funding . 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee acoepted the proposal. 

4. 	 Anti Erosion work along the left bank of river Ganga (1) at Ramdiri­
Sihama Erosion site near Gupta 'Embankment, (2) near Gupta 
Lakhminia Embankment and (3) near Sanaha Gorgama embankment 
and (4) Raising and strengthefling of Gogari Narayanpur 
Embankment, Naya Gaon Ring Bunch & Akha-Khajraitha Ring 
Bundh,Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project . The proposed scheme 
envisages the following: 

I) 	 Gupta Embankment: 

Anti erosion work at Ramdiri Sihama site with laying of RCC porcupine in 
4 km stretch. 

II) 	 Gupta Lakhminia Embankment: 

i) 	 Construction of damaged boulder anchorage at 4.73 km . 
ii) 	 Construction of boulder revetment in a length of 250 m. 
iii) 	 Construction of 9 Nos. of bed bar between 4.73 km to 5.5 km. 

III) 	 Sanaha Gorgama Embankment: 

Construction of boulder revetment between 20.75 km to 21 .30 km . 

IV) 	 Gogari Narayanpur Embankment: 

i) 	 Raising and strengthening of Gogari Narayanpur Embankment 
including its "ring and link bundh for a total length of 53.47 km . 

ii) 	 Stone boulder pitching on slope to protect the embankment against 
wave action for total length of 1.96 km . 

iii) 	 0.2 m thick brick pitching on important ramps. 

The scheme benefits an area of 25,000 ha with population of 2.10 lakh. 

The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 29.32 cr with 
B.C . ratio : 4.06:1. 

Chairman enquired to know about scope of the works . 
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The from the government explained in each 
works and necessity for the same. 

The Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Author~ties. 

discussion the Committee accepted proposal. 

Construction of embankment along River Jhim and Jamura (Adhwara 
group) from Sonbarsa Bajar to Sonbarsa village on left bank 
km) and right bank (26.06 km), Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the proiect. proposed scheme 
the following: 

i) Construction of right embankment on river Jhim along with brick soling 
road (from to Sonbarsa village) km. 

ii) Construction of left embankment on river Jhim with brick soling road 
(from Sonbarsa to Bathuar village) 21.60 km. 

iii) Construction of left embankment on river Bankhe - 1.0 km. 
iv) Construction right embankment on river Bankhe 1.0 km. 
v) Construction right kment on r.iver Jamura with brick soling 

road (from village Singhrahia to village Sonbarsa) 18 km. 
vi) Construction of left embankment on river Jamura along with brick soling 

road (from village Singhrahia to village $onbarsa) -·4.11 km. 
vii) Anti flood sluice 10 Nbs. 
viii) Ramps 12 
IX) Turning 3 m x 15 m: Nos. 

scheme benefits a total area of 17,400 ha. with population of 
lakhs. of the project finalized for Rs. 64.52 cr with 
B.C 

representative explained in detail components of the 
scheme as well as of the works. 

The Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
P Authorities. 

After discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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6. 	 Extension of embankment on left and right bank of river Kamala 
Balan in lengths of 11.42 km and 5 km with brick soling road on top 
in left over reachesand protect6ion work at two paints on extended 
portion of right Kamala Balan embankment, Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed scheme 
envisages the following: 

I) 	 Right Kamala Balan embankment: 

i) 5 inch thick brick soling on top of embankment from 0.0 km to 96.50 
km. in width of 3 m. 

ii) Extension of Right Kamala Balan err\bankment from 91.50 km to 96.50 
km. 

iii) Protection work at 91.71 km and 92.25 k:11 in extended portion of right 
Kamala Balan embankment. 

II) 	 Left Kamala Balan embankment: 

i) 	 Brick soling with 3 m width on top of embankment from 0 to 3 km, 4 
to11.6 km and 88.0 km to 93.88 km. 

ii) 	 Construction of embankment Gonnecting left Kamala Balan 
embankment at 22.00 km with Western Kosi Canal embankment in a 
length of 2.30 km with 0.125 m bricl, soling on top of embankment. 

iii) 	 Extension of left Kamala Balan embankment from 93.88 km to 103.12 
km. with 0.125 m brick soling on top of embankment along with 4 Nos. 
of anti flood sluices. 

The scheme benefits a total area of 3.16 lakh ha. The estimated cost of 
the project has been finalized for Rs. 56.11 cr with B.C. ratio: 2.01 :1. 

Commissioner (Ganga), MoWR observed that brick soling on top of 
embankments had been proposed for considerable stretches which was not 
important item of works. 

The state representative explained that brick soling had been damaged in 
most places thereby hampering movement for inspection works. Therefore, it 
had been proposed as a necessary item of works along with extension of 
embankments. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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7. 	 Comprehensive Flood Management works to Vel Basin in 
Cudd ore and Villupuram Districts, Tamil Nadu: 

CE (PAO) J CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed 
the following: 

i) flood banks d locations 157.00 km 
ii) Construction of revetment different locations 18.60 km 

Reconstruction of retaining wall/RCC wall d 7 km 

iv) Construction of inlet structures drains 
v) nstruction of spurs 
vi) Construction flood monitoring roads 

Construction of P 

scheme benefits a total area of with population of 
of project has for Rs.1 .32 cr. with 

8.C. 

authorities explai the project proposal in and 
mentioned that proposed were of dompreh re for the entire 
basin no further work would be red 

for been ned the 
Project Authorities. 

After discussion the Committee the proposal. 

8. 	 Comprehensive Flood Protection works to Panruti and Cuddalore 
towns from rivers Pennaiyar, lam, Uppanar, Paravanar and 
South Malattar in Cuddalore Districts, Tamil Nadu: 

CE (PAO), briefly introduced project. The proposed scheme 
envisages following: 

I Bank Stabilisation; 
(i) in Right 	 .190 km 
(ii) Length Left .340 km 
II Construction wall 1367 m 
III In 70 Nos. 

Spur 8 Nos. 
V Approach platforms Nos. 

The scheme benefits a total area of 19,347 with population size of 
about ,500. The cost the been finalized for Rs 1 
cr.B.C.Ratfo:1.39:1. 
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The project authorities explained the project proposal in detail and 
mentioned that the proposed works were of comprehensive nature for the entire 
basin and no further work would be required afterwards. 

Dy. Advisor , Planning Commission observed that the technical clearance 
should not be linked with FMP, while it was otherwise necessary for inclusion of 
the project under State Plan . 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities . 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

9. 	 Flood protection works along left and right bank of river Ganga in 
District J.P. Nagar, Shahajahanpur, Meerut and Bulandshahar, UP: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed scheme 
'2nvisages the following: 

i) Construction of 8 Nos . Studs with 3.00 m top width, 18.5 m in length and 
spacing 50 m c/c. 

ii) Raising and strengthening of H.P. Bund Stage-II (length 21.3 km) in 
District J. P. Nagar. 

iii) Construction of toe wall and pitching witl apron on right bank of river 
Ganga at Anupshahar, District Bulandshahar at a stretch of 700 m. 

iv) Construction of 4 Nos. ' studs and 3 Nos. dampners near village Farida 
Bangar on right bank of Ganga in district Bulandshahar. 

v) Construction of 8 Nos. spurs at Bhainsar Dhai ghat in village Kamaria, 
district Shahjahanpur. 

The scheme benefits a total area of 14,360 ha. with population of 2.5 
lakh. The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 32.41 cr with 
B.C. ratio: 13.24: 1. 

Chairm'an enquired to know the reason for such high value of B.C. ratio. 

The representative from State govt. explained that the scheme would 
cover the entire Upper Ganga reach due to which the B.C. ratio had been on 
higher side. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities . 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 



10. 	 Project for Reconstruction, Remodeiiing and Improvement of 
embankments in Sundarban and adjoining areas in the districts of 
North & South 24 - Parganas, West Bengal damaged by severe 
cyclone 'Aila', West Bengal: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed scheme 
. envisages the following improvement/reconstruction of embankments of different 

categories: 

1A) Reconstruction/improvement of washed away sea dykes for a 
straight length of 10.20 km. 

1B) R'econstruction/improvement of washed away river embankment for 
a straight length of 28.80 km in critical locations. 

1C) Reconstruction/improvement of washed away or breached river 
embankments at other locations for a total length of 137.90 km. 

2A) Reconstruction/improvement of severely damaged sea dykes for a 
straight length of 8.75 km. 

2B) Reconstruction/improvement of severely damaged river 
embankments for a total length of 477.1 km . 

2C) Improvement of severely damaged ri '!':)r embankments for a total 
length of 115 km . 

The scheme benefits a total area of 2100 sq.km with population of 20 
lakhs approximately. The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 
5032.00 cr with B.C. ratio: 2.88: 1. 

Member (WP&P) enquired to know about the average intensity of flood 
losses in comparison to damages caused by the 'Aila' cyclone. 

The representative from State govt. intimated that 75% of 'Aila' damage 
would be average damage loss even with much lesser intensity flood magnitude 
due to low terrain and insufficient cross-sections of the existing embankments. 
The per'manent nature of the proposed works components in the present 
proposal would provide protection against any such flood in future. 

Commissioner (ER). MoWR enquired to know about the future 
maintenance for the present proposed works. 

The representative from State govt. intimated that the present annual 
expenditure towards maintenance works was abcut Rs. 30 to 40 cr per year, 
which would be much less after the permanent measures were taken up and the 
same would be borne by the State govt. as necessary. 

Oy . Advisor, Planning Commission enquired to know when the project 
could be completed. 



The representative from State govt. replied that it would take three 
working seasons to complete the works. 

Member (WP&P), CWC queried to know whether there was any local 
opposition towards the proposed works. 

The representative from State govt . intimated that it was on contrary as 
the proposed works would provide much wanted relief to the local population. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

11. 	 Scheme for Kaliaghai - Kapaleswari - Baghai Drainage Basin, West 
Bengal: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed scheme 
envisages the following: 

i) 	 Excavation/resectioning of river Kaliaghai from 46.0 km to 109.00 km . 
ii . 	 Excavation/resectioning of the tributaries, Kapaleswari (20.25 km), Baghai 

(24 .00 km) , Deuli (9 .00 km), Chandia (24.00 km), Kalimandap Amrakhali , 
etc . 

iii . 	 Realignment of the flood protective embankments of Khaliaghai, 
Kapaleswari and Baghai and construction of embankments as per 
standard specification . 

iv. 	 Construction of Rubber darn type regulator on river Kaliaghai at Chabukia 
downstream of outfall of Kapaleswari/downstream of outfall of Duria 
dhighi Khal. 

v . 	 Construction of three bridges across river Chandia at Sridharpur, Ejmali 
Chak and Chandipur . 

The scheme benefits a total area of 621 sq. km . with population of 4 lakh 
approximately. The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs . 
650 .38 cr with B.C. ratio : 1.91 : 1. 

Commissioner (Ganga) , MoWR enquired to know whether the project 
would require any private land acquisition or not. 

The State representative intimated that small stretch of land would be 
required to be acquired for this scheme which would not be a problem as the 
local affected people were urging for such project to be taken up. It was further 
intimated that the project would be completed in three working seasons. 

to 



The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

12. Bansagar Unit-I Dam Project (Revised-Major), Madhya Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the, project. The Bansagar project is a 
multi-purpose river valley project on river Sone envisaging both irrigation and 
hydro power generation. The proposed benefits include irrigated area of 2.49 
lakh ha in Madhya Pradesh , 1.5 lakh ha in Uttar Pradesh and stabilization of 0.94 
lakh ha in Bihar, besides, 425 MW installed capacity for hydro power generation. 

The original proposal was earlier approved by the Planning Commission in 
August, 1978 for Rs. 91.31 cr at PL-1977 . The present revised estimate is 
without change in scope and the cost has been finalized for Rs. 1582.94 cr. at 
PL-2009 with B.C. ratio: 1.63:1. 

Member (WP&P) observed that the proj8C't was almost in completion 
stage, therefore, the State govt. should declare this project as completed. 

Principal Secretary, Water Resources Department, Madhya Pradesh 
intimated that the Unit-I dam had been fully completed but for some residual 
works like balance payment for land acquisition and rehabilitation works, 
installation of elevated shaft in the dam, catchment area treatment works, epoxy 
treatment of spillway buckets, etc. were yet to be completed. Besides, the 
proportionate balance share cost of dam would also required to be paid by the 
Govt. of UP and Govt. of Bihar. He further stated that since the project was 
being funded under AIBP, continuance of the project for at least one more year 
would be required to complete all the balance works. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

13. Khadakpurna River Project (Major), Revised Estimate, Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the pror:;ct. Khadakpurna river project 
envisages construction of an earthen dam across river Khadakpurna, a tributary 
of river Godavari to irrigate a CCA of 25900 ha with irrigation intensity as 96% . 

The original project proposal was approved by the Planning Commission 
in March 2007 for Rs. 578.56 cr (PL-2005-06). Present revised estimate cost is 
without any change in scope and has been finalized for Rs . 917 .95 cr (PL-2008) 
with B.C. Ratio: 1.89. 
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CE (PAO) further intimated that the scheme was discussed in 100th T AC 
meeting held on 9.10.2009 , but deferred due to non submission of State Finance 
Concurrence. The same has now been obtained. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

14. Tarali Irrigation Project (Major-Revised Estimate), Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The project envisages 
construction of a 1096 M long masonry dam across Tarali River in Krishna basin 
with provisions of lift schemes to irrigate a CCA of 18,131 ha with annual 
irrigation of 19,198 ha. 

The original project proposal was approved by the Planning Commission 
in March 2007 at an estimated cost of Rs. 504.96 cr (PL-2000-01) . The present 
revised estimate without change in scope has been finalized for Rs . 870 .90 cr 
(PL-2008-09) with B.C. Ratio: 1.37 (benefiting drought prone area) . 

CE (PAO) further intimated that the scheme was discussed in 1o0th TAC 

meeting held on 9.10 .2009, but deferred due to non submission of State Finance 

Concurrence. The same has now been obtained . 


Chairman enquired to know about the reason for low B.C. ratio . 

The project authorities replied that 60% of the command area fell in 
drought prone area and therefore the B.C. ratio worked out was within the 
permissible limits. 

Dy . Advisor, Planning Commission m8ntioned that the AIBP funding would 
be done in proportion to the command area falling in drought prone area. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

15. Upper Penganga Project (Revised Major), Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO) , CWC briefly introduced the project. The project envisages 
construction of two earthen dams, namely, Isapur and Sapli across the rivers 
Penganga and Kayadhu (a tributary of Penganga) respectively, two main canal 
systems from IS9-pur dam, and, one feeder canal and, one branch canal from the 
Sapli dam. 

The original project was approved by the Planning Commission in June 
1976 for Rs. 84.48 cr at PL-1975-76 for a CCA of 1.38 lakh ha with annual 
irrigation of 1.11 lakh ha. The present revised estimate is without change in 
scope and the cost has been finalized for Rs. 3038.42 cr with B.C. ratio as 
1.57:1. 
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Chairman enquired to know about the status nf the project. 

Member (WP&P) intimated that the Isapur dam had already been 
completed while the works of Sapli dam should be taken up only after specific 
environmental clearance was obtained from MoEF. 

Chief Engineer (PAO) enquired to know regarding the status of tribal 
population displacement. 

The project authorities intimated that the project involved displacement of 
some tribal families but the area was not a notified tribal area. Therefore, MoTA 
clearance was not required. 

Chairman mentioned that since the project involved displacement of tribal 
families, the clearance from MoTA would be mandatory. Therefore, the requisite 
statutory clearance might be obtained before undertaking works of Sapli dam. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accept€d the proposal subject to the 
clearance from MoEF and MoTA before taking Of actual works. 

16. Lower Dudhana Irrigation Project (Revised Major), Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The project envisages 
construction of an earthen dam on river Dudhana a tributary of river Purna in 
Godavari basin in district Parbhani, Maharashtra along with two main canal 
systems on either banks. 

The original project was approved by the Planning Commission in March 
1983 for Rs. 53.20 cr at PL-1982-83 for a CCA of 38,264 ha with annual irrigation 
of 44,482 ha subject to observations. The present revised estimate with minor 
changes in design parameters have been appraised in CWC and the cost has 
been finalized for Rs. 1349.50 cr at PL-2008-09 with B.C. ratio as 1.80: 1. 

Member (WP&P) pointed out that the dependable yield of the project had 
reduced to 65% instead of 75% as per original approval. 

The project authorities intimated that the storage had already been 
created but reduction in the yield was due to increase in upstream utilization. 

Director, Hydrology (South), CWC mentioned that although hydrological 
gauge and discharge site was supposed to be established at the project location, 
the same had not been done till date, hence the yield worked out was on the 
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basis of data of downstream G&D site. Project Authority should establish 
mechanism to observe the inflow data at project site . 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

17. Umarhut Pump Canal - Phase-II (Major-New ERM), Uttar Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The ERM scheme 
envisages lifting of 300 cusecs water from River Yamuna at Umarhut village, 
District Kanpur Dehat from June to December to s'.If)plement Bhoganipur Branch 
under Lower Ganga Canal System through a 6.35 km long feeder canal to 
provide irrigation in the districts of Ferozabad, Etawah, Auriya and Kanpur Dehat. 
The water is proposed to be lifted in two stages for a lift of 34 m and 22 m 
respectively . CCA of the project is 51 ,311 ha with annual irrigation of 46,948 ha. 

The total estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs . 73 .69 cr 
at PL-2009 with B.C. ratio as 1.57: 1. 

Chairman observed that since the project was to divert water from 
Yamuna River in Ganga basin , the safeguard lagainst withdrawal of water during 
lean season shc;:>uld be ensured. 

The project authorities assured that as per the project proposal there 
would be no drawal of water during January to 'May. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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C) Other items: 

1) "Mitigation of Floods in Group-I, 14 Padasekharams in Kuttanad 
Region of Kerala": 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Kuttanad is a low 
lying area of Kerala extending over 1100 sq. km. having a population of over 1 
million. There are a total number of 1436 paddy growing fields in this region 
which are called as 'Padasekharams'. During monsoon period water from the 
nearby la~<es/water bodies spillover and causes inundation in the paddy fields 
thereby damaging crops. The State governhlent and local farmers had in the 
past constructed small bunds at some locations to prevent the damage. 

The present proposal is for raising and . strengthening of the existing bunds 
around 14 'Padasekharams' (paddy fields) 'in Kuttanad area of Kerala. The 
proposed structures are about 2.3 m high and 2 m wide embankments without 
motorable inspection track and rubble masonry walls of about 3 m height with 45 
cm top width near water facing surface of embankments. 

The project would benefit 574.83 ha belonging to 872 farming families. 

The estimated cost of the project has been finalized for Rs . 24.70 crore 
with B.C.ratio: 1.12: 1. I 

The project authorities explained the ¢roject in detail emphasizing on the 
need for the proposed works in order to provide protection to the highly fertile 
paddy fields. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained by the 
Project Authorities. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 103rd MEETING OF THE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION,FLOOD CONTROL' AND MULTI 
PURPOSE PROJECTS, HELD ON 11th MARCH, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

"' 
The 103rd meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno­

Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project 
proposals was held on 11.03.2010 at 1030 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-\. 

At the outset, Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee and 

other Officers present and thereafter 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 102NO MEETING: 

The Summary Record of Discussions of th,e 1 02nd Advisory Committee 
meeting was circulated vide Letter No.16/27/2010-PA (N)/248-280, dated 
09.02.2010. Member-Secretary informed .the Committee that no comment on 
the same has since been received. The Committee confirmed the Summary 
Record of discussions of the 1 02nd Adviso.ry Committee meeting. 

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

1. 	 Champamati Irrigation Project (Major-Revised), Assam: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposal comprises of 
a 258.50 M long barrage across river Champamati at Nagdolbari in Chirag district 
of Bodoland Territorial Council, and two canal systems on 'either bank for a total 
command area of 17,414 ha with annual irrigation of 24,994 ha. 

The original proposal was approved by the Planning Commission in July 
1980 for Rs. 15.32 cr at PL-1980. Subsequently, the first revised cost estimate 
was approved by the Planning Commission in Aug. 2007 for Rs. 147.24 cr at PL­
2004. 

The present revised cost estimate is without any change in scope and the 
cost has been finalized for Rs. 309.22 cr at PL-2009 with B.C. ratio as 1.33:1, 
which' is acceptable as the project i's' .located in North eastern region of the 
country. State Finance Concurrence for the revised estimate has been obtained 
by the Project Authorities, 

Chairman observed that although the original project was approved in 
1980, both physical and financial progress of the work was rather going on at 
slow pace. He enquired to know whether there was any land acquisition problem 
perSisting or not. 

http:Adviso.ry


project authorities informed that the delay was mainly due to lack 
fund and land acquisition problem. However, the main canals had been 
completed by about 80% while distribution system completed upto 30% which 
islikely to be completed in another two . They further intimated that thf?re 
was no land acquisition problem at present, and assured that the project would 

completed within the stipulated time period of 2011·12 without further revision 

in the cost. 


Concurrence for the project has' been obtained and 
at Annexure II. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

2. 	 Sardar Sarovar Project (Major-Revised), Gujarat: 

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

construction of following main works: 


i) 	 A concrete gravity dam across Narmada near village Navagaon in 
Gujarat with gross storage of 0 Mham and a live storage of 0~58 
Mham. 

ii) 	 A central spillway to pass.adesign discharge of 87,000 cumec. 
iii) 	 Narmada main canal km long up to the Gujarat- Rajasthan 

state border with as 1133 cumecs tapering down 
to 70.80 cumecs in order to provide irrigation to about 2.46 lakh ha 
in Rajasthan. 

iv) A river bed power house with installed capacity of 1200 MW (6 x 
200 MW). 

v) Canal head power house on the right bank with installed capacity 
as MW (5 x MW). 

vi) 4 Nos. of natural ponds for regulation of release from canal head 
power house Into main 

vii) 	 The distribution network comprising of 38 branch/sub-branch 
canals, with a total length of km, distributaries and minors with 
a total length of 5112 km sub-minors with a total length of 6647 
km. 

original proposal was approved by the Plannfing Commission in Oct. 
1988 for . 6406.06 cr 1 for irrigation to a command area of 21 . 
lakh ha with annual irrigation of 17 lakh ha. 

The present revised cost estimate is without change in 

has finalized for cr at PL-2008-09 with B.C. 


Chairman observed that the cost escalation the project had about 
6 since 1 enquired to know; 
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i) reason for delay in execution of the project, 
ii) physical progress of the project and 
iii) progress in command area development (CAD) works . 

The project authorities informed that delay was mainly due to settlem~nt of · 
R&R issues which was further accentuated by the anti dam agitations. Besides, 
stay order from the Supreme Court in, May 1995 till Oct, 2000 halted physical 
progress of works although, dam height of 110m was already attained by May 
1995. Thereafter, the dam has been raised to 121.92 m till Dec. 2006. Further 
raising of dam was held up pending direction from the Narmada ' Control 
Authority. Meanwhile , works of major conveyance system had been completed 
which included 458 km long main canal up to Gujarat-Rajasthan border, 1833 km 
of branch canals out of total of 2585 km (28 branches operationalised out of total 
38 branches), "1540 km of distributaries completed out pf total of 5112 km and 
5000 km of minors had been completed out of a total of 18,413 km and as a 
result, water could be supplied to water scarce areas of Saurashtra, Kutch and 
North Gujarat. CAD plan was earlier prepared in 2003 and was submitted to 
CADWM wing of the Ministry of Water Resources. The plan was re submitted 
and finalized in 2007 by the CADWM wing . The plan has been further updated as 
per the outline plan finalized by Committee of Experts ~f environment Sub group 
of Narmada Control Authority and has been submitted to the Environment Sub 
Group for approval. . . 

Advisor· (Costs), Dept. of Expenditure enquired about the funding 
arrangement to complete the remaining works of the project. 

The project authorities replied that the necessary funds would be made 
available in the state budget out of state resources and stated that for the year 
2010-11 the budgetary provision of Rs. 3625 cr had been made for the project. 
Besides, the SSNNL would borrow from the market, if necessary. Fund would be 
available under AIBP scheme of Central Govt. He clarified that as such funds 
would not be the constraint to complete the remQining works of the project and 
the project works would be completed by March 2014 . 

Chairman enquired about the details to accomplish the above target. 

The project authorities responded that several initiatives had been taken in 
the recent past to materialize the above targets, some of which were as under: 

i) Land acquisition compensation to be paid at market rate. 
ii) Outsourcing of joint measurement and preparation of land acquisition 

proposal since about last 10 months. 
"	iii) Outsourcing of various survey and design works. 
iv) Major new works being taken up under EPC contract. 
v) To cope up with shortage Qf technical man power, project monitoring 

conSUltants being appointed . 
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vi) 	 To facilitate resolution of local in the command area and to 
initiate participatory approach, a district level multi-disciplinary 
coordination committee has b!3~n operationalised in each district under 
the chairmanship of District Co!lector. 

Advisor (Costs), Dept. of Expenditure, while appreciating the decentralized 
approach of district coordination committee, suggested that, if possible, the 

approaCh of district coordination committee might extended 
upto block level. 

project authorities clarified that the concerned block level officers 

were members of such committee and they' were representing the 


to their blocks. 


Chairman enquired about the initiatives being taken for micro irrigation in 

the project. 


The project authorities informed that pilot projects were being taken up for 
rized irrigation network (PIN) as well as micro irrigation system (MIS) in 


certain areas and those were being examined for feasibility. The project 

authorities further intimated that the state govt. had a special 

purpose vehicle to implement MIS it would providing subsidy to the 

farmers who would implement the same: 


Chief Engineer, enquired about the status of Garudeswar Weir. 

project . authorities informed that although Sardar Sarovar 
Construction Advisory Committee had given the administrative approval to this 
work, the implementation had not yet been possible as the participating 

Maharashtra was not agreeable to the cost of pumping back the 
water from the Garudeswar Weir to Sardar Sarovar Reservoir generation of , 
power. 

Chief Engineer, CWC, Bhopal enquired about the fitness of the radial 
to installed over the crest of the spillway. 

, 
project authoritles responded that gates had been fabricated and 

available at site and would be subjected to sand blasting as well as anti 
corrosive paint would be applied installation ot those gates. He also 
clarified that the installation of gates was included in the contract of the main 
dam. 

Member (WP&P), cwe suggested to a view of the dam satety panel 
011 me same. 

State Concurrence tor project has been obtained, 

Atter briet discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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3. 	 Rehabilitation, modernization of canals and renovation of drains to 
recharge the ground water (ERM-Major), Haryana: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. This present ERM scheme 
of Haryana is for restoration of lost irrigation potential of 28,822 ha due to gradual. 
deterioration of the old canal systems in .the state over the years. The project 
proposal envisages the following works; 

i) 	 Restoration of six branch canal systems, namely Narwana branch, 
Fatehabad branch, WJC main branch, Hansi branch, Butana branch and 
Jawahar Lal Nehru feeder. 

ii) Improvement of 12 head regulators. 

iii) Improvement of 235 nos. of outlets. 

iv) Improvement of one aquaduct. 

v) Improvement of 113 cattle ghats. 

vi) Improvement of 102 nos. of bridges. 


, 

The estimated cost of the project proposal has been finalized for Rs. 67.28 
cr at PL-2008-09 with B.C. ratio as 1.75:1 . 

Chairman enquired as to the status of physical and financial progress of 
the works, 

The project authorities informed that about Rs. 43 cr had been spent till 
Dec, 2009 and physical progress commensurate with the expenditure had also 
been achieved. 

Chairman enquired to know when the project would be completed and 
whether O&M fund would be provided after coillpletion of the scheme. 

The project authorities informed that the project works would be 
completed as per the schedule and, it would be backed up with regular O&M 
fund. 

State Finance Concurrence for the project has been obtained and 
enclosed at Annexure III. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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4. 	 Restoration and Modernization of main Ravi canal and its 
distribution network (New Major-ERM), Jammu &'Kashrilir: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduce.d the project. The existing Ravi canal 
project of J&K has 4 phases for implementation out of which first three phases 
have been completed. 

The 4 phases are as under: 

Phase I: a) Construction of Ujh barrage across the river Ujh. 

b) Main Ravi canal downstream of Ujh barrage for 34 kms upto 


off-take of distributary No. 17. 

c) Construction of distributaries from NO.5 to No. 17. 


Phase II: a) Main Ravi canal from Lakhanpur to upstream Ujh barrage for 
24.25 km. 

b) . Main Ravi cnal from distributary No. 17 to tail end for 10.35 km . 
c) Distributary No.1 to 4 and distributary No. 18 to 20. 
d) Lift station at Lakhanpur. 

Phase III: a) Main Ravi canal from Basantpur lift statior;l to Lakhanpur for 8.27 
km. 

b) Lift station at Basanpur. 

Phase IV: a) Main Ravi canal from Shahpur Kandi dam to Basantpur. (yet to 
started) 

Total CCA of the Ravi canal project is 26,600 ha with annual irrigation of 
50,749 ha. The present proposal is for replacement of the lift pumps and 
restoration of canal network so as to stabilize the command area already created 
through completion of Phase-I, Phase-II & Phase .. 111 of th,e Ravi canal project. 

, 
These proposed works will enable restoration of 15,016 ha of lost 

potential. . 

The estimated cost of the ERM proposal has been finalized for Rs. 62.27 
cr at PL-2008-09 with B.C. ratio as 1.85: 1. . 

As regards State Finance Concurrence in respeCt of the project, the 
project authorities intimated that the same had not been obtained yet due to 
ongoing annual plan discussion in Planning Commission. The same would be 
obtained shortly. The project authorities further intimated that 10% from state 
fund would be projected for the scheme in the budget of 2010-11. 

After brief discUssion the Committee deferred acceptance of the proposal 
due to non availability of SFC. 
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, 
5. 	 Modernisation of Chandrampalli Project~ERM (Medium-New), 

Karnataka: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Chandrampalli Project 
is located in Krishna basin on Sarnala near Chandrampalli village in Gulbarga 
district of Karnataka. The original project proposal was approved by the Planning 
Commission in 1976 at an estimated cost of Rs. 2.06 cr at PL-1975-76 for a CCA 
of 5223 ha with annual irrigation of 8446 ha (161.7% intensity of irrigation). 

The project consists of an earthen embankment and a spillway on the lett 

side saddle with gross storage of 34.21 MCM and live storage of 31.42 MCfVI and 

two canal systems on both the banks. 


Due to deterioration of the canal system present annual irrigation has 

reduced to 6511 ha against potential of 8446 ha. The present ERM proposal is 

for restoration of the lost irrigation potential of 1935 ha.' The proposed works 

include the following: 


i) 	 Modernisation/renovation of the main canals ,and their distributary 
systems.· 


ii) Improvement to inner/outer slope of bund. 

iii) Improvement of service roads. 

iv) Repair of CD works outlets, et~. 


The cost estimate of the ERM proposal has been finalized for Rs. 14.93 cr 
(at PL-2009-1 0) with B.C. ratio as 2.63: 1. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained. The 
same is enclosed at Annexure-IV. 

Atter brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

6. 	 Modernisation of Hattikuni Project - ERM (Medium-New), Karnataka: 

CE (PAO), cwe briefly introduced the project. The Hattikuni Project is 
located in Krishna basin on Gazar kote branch of Hattikuni stream at HaUikuni 
village in Gulbarga district of Karnatal~a. The original project proposal was 
approved by the Planning Commission in 1961 at an estimated cost of Rs. 0.58 
cr at PL-1960-61 for a CCA of 2145 ha 100 % intenSity of ,irrigation. 

The project consists of an earthen embankment and a lett bank canal 
system only . Due to deterioration of the canal system present annual irrigation 
is only 1189 ha. 

The present proposal is for restoration of the lost irrigation potential Qf 956 
ha through ERM works . 

p 

7 



proposed works include the following: 

i) Repair of 

ii) Modernisation/renovation of main canal and distributary systems 

iii) Improvement to inner/outer of bund. 

Iv} Improvement of service 

v) and outlets. 


The estimate of the ERM proposal has finalized for cr 
at PL-2009-1 0 with B . ratio as 1 .1. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained and 
enclosed at Annexure-V. 

After discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

Modernisation of Upper Mullamari Project - ERM (Medium-New), 
Karnataka: 

(PAG), CWC briefly introduced the project. Upper Mullamari 

Project is located in Krishna basin on Mullamari stream in Bidar district of 

Karnataka. The original project proposal was approved by the Planning 

Commission in 1978 at an estimated cost of Rs. 3.28 cr PL-1975-76 for a CCA 

of ha with annual irrigation of 3279 ha. 


project of an embankment, and ungated 
spillway and two main canal on both the banks. Due to deterioration of 
the canal system present annual irrigation is only 1779 ha against potential of 
3279 ha. 

present ERM proposal is for restoration of the lost irrigation potential 
of 1500 \la. 

proposed works include the following: 

i) Modernisation/renovation of main canal and distributary systems 

ii) Improvement to inner/outer of bund. 

iii) Improvement of service 

iv) Repair of and outlets. 


The of the ERM proposal been finalized for . 8 1 cr 
at PL-2009-1 0 with B.C. ratio as 1.91: 1. 

Finance Concurrence for been obtained. 
same is enclosed Annexure-VI. 

After brief discussion the the proposal. 

I) 



8. Mahan (Gulab Sagar) Project (Revised Major), Mad~lya Pradesh: 

(PAG), CWC briefly introduced the project. Mahan (Gulab 
Project was originally approved by Planning Commission Sept. 2003 for 

140 cr at for a command area of 14,000 ha with annual irrigation 
of 19,740 ha. 

Mahan Irrigation Project is a major project across river Mahan, a tributary 
river in Sone basin near village Krladi in Sidhi district of Madhya 

Pradesh. The project envisages construction of a 182 M long masonry dam 
with gross storage of 104.61 MCM and a km long right bank main canal along 
with its distribution system. 

The present revised is without any change in and the 
has been finalized for Rs. 486.96 cr at with B.C. ratio as 1.10 which 

is acceptable as the project is located in both tribal and drought prone area. 

Chairman observed that re incurred on the project so had 
been only about 1 cr against estimated cost of about Rs. 487 cr 
enquired to know whether it would possible to achieve the required physical 
and financial progress for completion of the project by 2011-1 

project authorities informed that in view of no land acquisition problem 
at present and the works had awarded on EPC it would be possible 
to meet the target. 

Chairman enquired about the status of progress in command area 
development works. 

The project authorities intimated that the activities relating to CAD are yet 
to be taken up. 

Chairman advised to consider CAD works forthwith. 

Member 0N observed that the work programme under 
tied up with CAD works of this project. 

could 

Finance Concurrence for the scheme 
Annexure-VII. 

obtained and 

After brief discussion the Committee 

y 



9. Jobat Proiect (Revised Medium), Madhya Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the projE!ct. Jo.bat Irrigation Project 
was originally approved by the Planning Commission in Jan . 1985 for Rs. 30.75 
cr at PL-1984 for a CCA of 9848 ha with annual irrigation of 12,507 ha. 

Jobat I rrigation Project is located in Alirajpur district of Madhya Pradesh 

on the river Hatini, a tributary of river Narmada near village Waskal. The project 

consists of a 485.50 M long dam and a 29.73 I~m long left bank canal system. 

The present revised cost estimate is without any change in scope and the cost 

has been finalized for Rs. 230.61 cr at PL-2009 with B.C. ratio as 1.52. 


Director (M&A), CWC, Bhopal apprised Chairman about the current status 

of works of the project. He informed that the project was in advance stages of 

completion . There was no issue of land acquisition involved and only few 

residual works required to be completed for the project. 


,... 

Chairman enquired to know about the status of CAD works in the 
command. 

The project authorities intimated that the CAD works had also been going 
on simultaneously and part irrigation had already been introduced in the 
command benefiting the drought prone as well as tribal areas. He also informed 
that WUAs had also been established in the command. The project authorities 
also assured that the remaining residual worl~s would be completed within the 
stipulated next two working seasons by 2011 ~12. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained and 
enclosed at Annexure-VIII. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

10. Ghungshi Barrage Medium Irrigation Proiect, Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. 

Ghungshi Barrage is a Medium irrigation Project proposed to be 
constructed across river Purna, a left bank tributary of river Tapi near village 
Parag in Akola district of Maharashtra to provide irrigation to a command area of 
7048 ha with annual irrigation of 6660 ha. The project is located in drought prone 
areas of Akola district. The project envisages construction of a 185 M long 
barrage and provision of lift irrigation with total discha,rge of 3.758 cumec for a 
total lift of 21 M and a 15.18 km long left bank ridge canal to irrigate the 
command area available on the left bank of the river. The estimated cost of the 
project has been finalized for Rs. 170.15 cr at PL-2008-09 with B.C. ratio as 
1.98: 1. 
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Chairman observed that the project being in Tapi basin whether 
water would be available or not . 

project authorities Intimated that water would be available for the 
project being on the main tributary of Tapi river. the water requirement 
for the project was within the allocated share Maharashtra. 

Chairman, CWC enquired to know about the impact of ongoing Puma 
project on the proposed Ghungshi barrage project. 

project authorities informed· that project was located 40 km 
downstream of the proposed barrage and there would be no effect on this 
project on o~ Puma project. 

Chairman enquired to know regarding provision in the state budget for the 
project. 

The project authorities informed that the govt. had made necessary 
provision in the budget. They further intimated that the land acquisition for the 
project had already been completed and the project would be completed within 
the period Le., 2011-12. ' 

State Finance Concurrence for the 	 obtained. 

After brief discussion the Committe,e accepted the proposal. 

11. 	 Extension, Renovation and Modernisation of canals being fed from 
river Sutlej - New ERM, Punjab: 

(PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. present proposal of 
ERM is meant for Renovation and Modernisation of Sirhind I 

main canals and three branch canals namely, Bathinda branch, Abohar 
branch and Sidhwan branch canals as well as branch and 
distributaries/minors of Bist Doab system in Punjab. 

The proposed works include: 

i) Restoration/strengthening of the existing banks ot'the canals. 
ii) Lining of banks. 
iii) 	 Remodelling/repair of head regulators. 
IV) 	 Remodelling/repair of fal\s on the system. 
v) Construction of catch water drains along with outfall drains of the canal 

system wherever . 
vi) Remodelling/repair of cross drainage works, 

11 



The project envisages restoratior. of 1.98 lakh ha of irrigation potential, 
besides additional irrigation of 8,144 ha. The estimated cost of the ERM scheme 
has been finalized for Rs. 734.46 cr at PL-2009-1 0 with B.C. ratio as 1.82: 1. 

Chairman observed that views of BBMB should be obtained before 
investment clearance by the Planning Commission . He further observed that 
BBMB would ensure that water for the scheme was drawn within the allocated 
share of Punjab. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained and 

enclosed at Annexure-IX. 


After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

12. Narmada Canal Project (Revised Major), Rajasthan: 

CE (PAG), CWC briefly introduced the project. Narmada Canal Project 
was originally approved by the Planning Commission in July 2003 for Rs. 467.53 
cr at PL-1996 for a CCA of 1.35 lakh ha with annual irrigation of 0.73 lakh ha. 
Subsequently , the first revised estimate of the project was approved by the 
Planning Commission in August, 2007 for 2.46 lakh ha and annual irrigation of 
1.51 lakh ha. 


, 


The project envisages extension of the Narmada main canal from Gujarat­
Rajasthan border for a length of 74 km along with 1719 km distribution system. 
The present revised cost estimate is without any change in scope and the cost 
has been finalized for Rs. 2481.49 cr at PL-2009 with B.C. ratio as 1.31 which is 
acceptable as the project is located in both tribal and drought prone area. 

Member (WP&P) observed that the project was already under AIBP 
wherein the cost of the sprinkler system was not included in the cost of the 
project while in the present estimate the same has been included . 

Chairman pOinted out that funding of the project under AIBP would be 
limited to minor level only. 

He further observed that in view of an expenditure of Rs. 1370 cr incurred 
only till March 2009 against the revised estimate of Rs . 2481.49 cr whether it 
would be possible to meet the remaining expenditure within next three years by 
2012-13 . 

The project authorities intimated that they were planning to divide the 
remaining works into 11 packages and contract for the same would be awarded 
on turn-key basis for fixed rates . 

Chairman enquired regarding the cost of the CAD works. 

12 



The project authorities intimated that the cost of CAD works under V -water 
course head worked out to Rs. 491.49 cr. 

The State Finance Concurrence for the scheme has been obtained and 
enclosed at AnnexureX. 

After brief disc~ssion the ComrniJtee accepted the proposal. 

13.· 	 Saryu Nahar Pariyojna (Revised Major), Uttar Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Saryu Nahar Pariyojna 
was originally approved by the Planning Commission in April 1978 at an 
~stimated cost of Rs. 78.68 cr for a CCA of 3.54 lakh ha with annual irrigation of 
2.66 lakh ha. · Thereafter, scope of the Saryu Pariypjna was substantially 
enlarged in which the CCA become 12 lakh ha with anr.lual irrigation of 14.04 
lakh ha. 

The project proposal envisages construction of tile following: 

i) . Head regulator: two head regu.lators of discharging capacity of 195 
cumecsand 240 cumecs upstream of Girij? barrage across river 
Ghaghra. 

ii) Saryu Link canal: 47.135 I\mlong channel with discharging capacity of 
360cumecs for diversion of water from Ghaghra river to Saryu river. 

iii) Saryu barrage: 243.5 m long barrage complex consisting of the inlet 
regulator for Saryu link channel on the right bar.tk and outlet regulator 
from lett bank for Saryu main canal. 

Iv) Saryu main canal: 63.15 km long canal with head capacity of 360 
cumecs. 

v) Rapti link channel: 21.4 km long channel with head capacity of 95 
cumecs otHaking from Saryumain canal at 34.6 km. 

vi) Rapti barrage: 284.6 m long barrage across river Rapt\. 
vii) Rapti main canal: 125.6 km long canal with head· capacity of 95 

CUlllecs Off-taking from left bank of Rapti barrage. 
viii) 	 Pump canals: 4 Nos. pump canal systems namely Ayodhya pump 

canal (17 cumecs capacity channel), Dumaria ganj pump canal (25.5 
cumecs capacity channel), Gala pump cahal (8.5 cumecs capacity 
channel) and Utaraula pLimp canal (29.75 cumecs capacity channel). 

The present revised cost estimate has been finalized tor Rs. 7270.32 cr 
at PL-2008-09 with B.C. ratio as 1.58:1. 

Chairman enquired whether the revised project estimate with change in 
scope was earlier submitted by the project authorities or not. 

Member (WP&P) intimated that the revised proposal with change in scope 
was examined in CWC and placed before the Advisory Committee on 18.01.2000 
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in its in which the project proposal was subject to 
environmental and from lVIoEF. Subsequently, MoEF accorded 
environmental clearance their letter No. 1-12011/16/96-IA-I, dt. 19.06.2000 
and forest was obtained on piece-meal till 2009 for a total of 
431 ha as necessary. present submitted after 
updating the cost estimate as per PL-2008-09. 

Chairman enquired to know about the remaining diiierent component 
works with to the amount of about 4800 cr yet to 

project intimated that main component works remaining 
to completed were Rapti main canal system, wells and water courses in 

command which were undertaken by the state irrigation department 
itself as well as some drainage works. project authorities further intimated 
that land acquisition problem had been solved. Therefore, remaining works 
would be completed within the stipulated time period of 201 6. 

) 

Finance Concurrence for the scheme has obtained and 
enclosed at Annexure-XI. 

brief discussion Committee proposal, 

Ill. Projects of Jammu & Kashmir deferred due to non submission of 
State Finance Corporation(SFC): 

, 
a) Tral Lift Irrigation Scheme (Medium-Revised), Jammu & Kashmir: 

(PAO) briefly introduced the project and intimated that this proposal at 
an estimated of 140.75 cr was considered in 100th TAC held on 
09,10.2009 but of the proposal was deferred due to non submission 
of State Concurrence. govt. had subsequently submitted 

Finance Concurrence for the project for Rs. 140.75 cr letter No. 
FD/Res/25/Fincon/2009/185, dt. 30.11.2009, 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

b) Rajpora Lift Irrigation Scheme (Medium-Revised), Jammu & Kashmir: 

(PAO) briefly introduced the project and intimated that this proposal 
an estimated cost of 70.20 cr was in 100lli meeting held on 
09.10.2009 but of proposal was deferred due to non 
of State Finance Concurrence. govt. had subsequently submitted 

Finance Concurrence for the project for Rs. 70 cr, vide letter No. 
FD/Res/25/Fincon/2009/1 , dt. 30.11.2009. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted th~ proposal. 
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·' 

c) 	 Modernisation of Lar Canal Project (Medium-ERM), Jammu & 
Kashmir): 

CE (PAO) briefly introduced the project and intimated that this proposal at 
an estimated cost of Rs. 47.72 cr was considered in 101 st TAC meeting held on 
30.11.2009 but acceptance of the proposal was deferred due to non submission 
of State Finance Concurrence. The state ' govt. had subsequently submitted 
State Finance Concurrence for the project for Rs,46.86 cr, as against the 
finalized cost of Rs. 47.72 cr, vide letter No. FD/Res/25/Fincon/2009/223, dt. 
4.3.2010. 

After brief discussion the Committee observed {hat the reason for sanction 

ofSFC for a lesser amount than the finalized cost by CWC might be clarified by 

the project authorities . 


. d) 	 Modernisation of Grimtoo Canal Project (Medium-ERM), Jammu & 
Kashmir: 

CE (PAO) briefly introduced the project and intimated that this proposal at 
an estimated cost of Rs. 99.09 cr was considered in 101 st TAC meeting held on 
30.11.2009 but acceptance of the proposal was deferred due to non submission 
of State Finance Concurrence. The state govt. had subsequently submitted 
State Finance Concurrence for the project for RS.85.30 cr, as against the 
finalized cost of Rs. 99.09 cr, vide letter No. FD/Res/25/Fincon/2009/186, dt. 
24.2.2010. 

After brief discussion the Committee observed that the reason for sanction 
of SFC for a lesser amount than the finalized cost by CWC might be clarified by 
the project authorities. 

IV 	 Any other item: 

Modernisation of Soudagar Project - ERM (Medium-New), Karnataka: 

The above mentioned ERM scheme was received in CWC for appraisal. 
In course of examination, it was observed that the original project was approved 
by the Planning Commission in 1977 for Rs.1,49 cr for a command area of 1417 
ha with 100% irrigation intensity. The present ERM scheme is without any 
change in scope and proposed for restoration of 442 ha only. 

Since the proposed scheme comes under minor irrigation sector as per 
the prevalent classification, the scheme has not been placed for consideration by . 
the Advisory Committee. 
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Principal Secretary to 
G0Ve:UIlle:nt Financ~ Department. 

The Dirl!ctQr PA~N 


Central Water Commission, GOYt. of Iudia, 

P,ojec.""t Appraisal (I't') Directorate, 

Selva Bhawan, RK. ·Purfm~. 
New DdhL 
Dated, Chandigarh .'];;:> X)) O. 

Project ES~:'l1~tfS f0, Jn~'i:'iI-::l'!~ W',\-:,l:!l fur Rehabilitation 
Modernization of Cam!!:; 3rld Renovation of Dr2ins to Re­

Ground Water- nmonuting to &.67.1:'; ~rnr!.' H 

AlBP. 

lam to ,,'r letter No. 28n0120 lO-PA(N)/350-351, 

.1010 or n,"; ,I !.ibovc tv .:;onv~y :hc concunence 

\J .-e..&.. h:l{ 
Superintendent FleW, 

for financial COITl.J'111ssioncr & ?rmcipal ~ecret'" tu . 
" D'~l·Hl;mt;nt~ 

·.~1e~ 

;< ,-,ject 

of Water 

a::: D1entioo.~t.l above 

~cC'~'..:.!lY to 
n"·ra rtment. 

copy is forwarded to the 
1'T!g-::t:o'J 

here'Vr~.th. 
'\ 

oj 
~ 

1" JJll.t;;rl: 1 
Dated: 10,03.: 

~i­
~IC\\. 
& , \ 

:;:. 
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f-:,., " Y\ e.:Y '-',Y<: '. To] 

~[F:{)~Il' Tm: {iVVERNJ'v1ENI Qf K,\HN;HAK,l 

Sub; 	 According approvaJ to the Modernisation ofChaudrumpa ll i 
Projt:ct (Medium Irri ga tion) propost.:d under AlBP for 

ERM programme-reg. 
• " ... t· ,...· .. 

~ Chief E"gincer, Irrigation Projecr ZO.lle. G'J\b~r!?2's l<>tkr 

No.KNNUIPZ/CEOrrA·3/AE·5/2008·09.2950 dated. 

04/ 102008 . 


EmmLlt: 

The Samula in a tnlnl(ary IlfMl)llllrl)nri fliv .... it, ~~'::: ::~~ ,! '::!::-.::.:!;:,: ·.. ::LG". 1. 

t]ows in GuIbarga district for c.bout 34 miles and joins Mulliunuri river oear Cbincho1i 

vilJuce. There are Rjght ba.nk lind Left bank conal~ to provide ilTigatioll for 5223 HlI . of 

);curci,,' affected Chincholi T(lJuk of Oulbaren district. The ~"U)clionctl cstt~at("c. co~1 of 

. the pruj~t a: 1;l62·v3 plice level WA-' ~.99.84 lakhs vllle G .O.No.PWD.MMlI159 dntcd 

i vi; 2/ j :-0., "'H.i we reVl9C<l csllfnatcd cost of the project is Rs.20 1.00 Jakm . 

Ie 10i; f'rcjc,~ the canals were partially lined. [t is OO\V infonned by the Chief 

E::~~:::r :!;:;, ~;: ;;~:;L \.;vi:. ~I ;;u~ &.. wWnce reacnes h3ve become irregular & then~ 

\.s ~e".lk'l8e. P'·~a'.isl! cf th ·~ lca!:agc3 :;.::)G u:«:g;.Jar:iiy ;n the (;ro,Ss sections thl: discharge in 

:hc canal is not satisfa.:tory & tte fanners in the tail end are nol recciving waler whereas 

In the UpPIT reach~s farfilet's are using more waler, therefore mOOernis,Jtion of the project 

ha~ been proposed. 

The following items of work have bet:o proposed under the. modernisa tion for 

Chanora:npalli proj~l 

~ Modemislllionlrenovation of main canal and distributaries system. 


> Improvement of sCiYice roatl . 


» Repairs of CD outle1s. 


:,:.. Renovation of fJC ~qrs . 


1bE: estimated c.()st of modcrru~ation is R~ . 12. 50 cron:s al revised S.R . of 

20U7 ·08 . Th~ bcueftt (.."Ost ratio works out to 1.88 . 

This modemisation i3 now proposed to be taken up under AlBP-ERM 

proero lllT.1C. The p.wposals ha'/e bee. I submittoo to the Chief Engineer, Monitoring
• 

(SQL;th), Central Wat~ Commis~ion, Bangalore for consiuerntion :lS tho project is ill til.: 

drought prone area & for re<:ommending the propo~al. 

Now, this pwposaJ' has beer. reco';nmcndcd to the Project AppraisaJ 

. O~g~nisatjon, Central Wc:er Commission, New Delhi. 

jJJvgriUillnt:'. J n..:: propO~:U5 nave · been slIbmltted to Ule Chief Engineer, Monitoring 

( SOU UI), Crolra! Water Co;nmiSSlc'n, Bangalole for con5idCf3tioa as the project is in the 
dWL:ght prone arcus & for roconnncnding. 

.;). 
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The f'.T(JfJl jllrJ:)-."l:>ed ulldcr Amr-ERM for 2009-10 is P,,:;,) .'1'2 <Inc for 20 I 0-11 

is Rs. lU.03. The State share is Rs.O.38 and Rs.l.l1 respectlvely. 

The ultimate irrigation potential i5 5223 Ha. and the potential as on today IS 

425) H 2 The project has been examined in the Central Water Commission. 

The Proposal has been examined ill the Government ]eve.! and hence the following 

oreer. 

Govunment Order No.WRD 31 MTZ 2007, BANGALORE, DATED: 28(Q1I2010. 

I 

lli 	principle approval is hereby accorded to .the estimate amounting to'Rs.12,50_
.' «- " , '-~' 


crares at 2007-08 Brig~Js:vel for the modernisation of Chandrampalli Medium Irrigation 

, . - , 


Project propos~ to be taken up under AIBP-ERM programme. 


This order is issued with the concurrence of the Finance Department vide Note 

'.](i. P'N:91 F':.>1.'20) 0 darec 77/01J2010. 
I ­

.:Y~~~(~~:i~F,OF _, I 
I 

\ 	\U#J~~~f)~) ... \ 
I ~ '-J~N~K1 DI/~'~__ f 

OFFICER ON SPECIAL DU'tl-CKBJN) j ' 	 f 
WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT· I 

'0:,:, _1l_':'f'r;I_'· ~1?r.f 0p~':'r?! (.A.r':01!!,t<; I P.,y~jt), K?:r'.fI~"!-:':1, ~Dr.~"J"rp 	 -] ­
2. 	 The Chicf Engineer, Water Resources Development OrgGr.is(\tion~ 

.A.nandarail Circle, Bangalorc-9. I 
• i ~ 

3. The Chief EI1g'ine~r, lnigation Projects Zone, Gulbarga. 	 I' 

f]4. 	 The Private Secl'e~ary to the Hon'bie Water Resource Minister, Vjdhana 
Soudho, BanguJorc.. . . I ~ 

5. 	 The Private Secretarj to the Principal Secretary to Government, Water 
Resource Depan.ment. Vikas Soudha, Bangalore.. i: 

6. 	 The Deputy Secretary (KBIN),Water Resource Department. , 
7. 	 The Special Officer and E~-Officjo Deputy Secretary to Government PWD 

(Finance Cell) lWD J Bapgalore.. 
8. 	 SGF (Spare Copies. I 
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;If ' 
~ 
! I 
f . . 

. , b{ 
, 	 : 1 
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. 	 . 

. Silk.· 	 l'-. c.:<..':liO jJl ['. CiP}.:'!"C·\ j i ~\..\ l)j~ \ ~ 0 ',~(-,) n; s::: (i(J~\ or j-};,:.i t ik :.m i 

F'r()j:.:ct CYlcdjlm~ ::-Ti g)l :(' ;~) Pll')j"~I::cd umkr AJBI' !\)J' 


EPJ'..i pro~rtir..lJlJ(-r..:g . 

:-;. :' ::i. ~ ~ ~ . 

Rl' :1(1 : 	 Cbid' En ;iNI:'~, 1" ;~>~l.i(l!j ' Pro,iC':' l 7.C'~':(:, C; ~Jbir~:;" ,isk: \; ~:' 
~' \,- !" J' 'lP- ' -" 'G'Y' ,: '.)". " ~ ",,'\( ',' (.( /'-'(\('0' . 'd: .. ~ ' . - \ i..' , l'. ;', ; '\ j I..; ~._ t . ), .c,.<.: !\ L.-._"-,- vU0- L' ~,..:./. .... . . ,~: ;:..1. " !', 

(14,'10/2 (IOS, . 
.. ,

" : . , ,' 	
' ' 

.. .....: ~ . '. I ' 
. ' . . . 

Pl't':!ElbJ~ : . 

TIl~ H;l r: ibIli s\T~:l!ll lsa ;nbu i~): of B OilD<Jin: Kri Slw;1 b~:>i J) ,'FC![t;ku')up ~~j(~; 
com,prisc~ of construction or'dalllacr6;s 'Gaza:-kotc or;mch··atf-li1l1ikUUi ~'ill~g~D~~; ' • 
y~Jgi~ l~w'n, Gulbarga district. TJ~cr~ is .ollly left bank~a~.al 'to J');l~vjd~ ' i['Tlg2ti·~:, ~:'f':; 
2145 Ha~ ofscaiGity affected Y3dgl~1aluk of GllJbargj ·distric~,. The -~Jn(· tioI)td ..bi1i;:n~lCd ··.. 
cost of the project at1957-58 was Rs.22;OSlakils& in I iJ75the r~visedcslilJ1ated 'c0;IO;' 
U1e project is Rs.57 ,84 lakhs. 

In this projl:ct, th~ canal.is p3.rtiall).' lined:ltisnow iiifonnedthat the C3J1ilJ b~)w ' i:: •. · 

lined &. 	 unlined r~.Jches have beccm(' . irrel.,'1t1~& there isleakd ':e. : Because ofi.ht~ . ...... ',', : . ~ ." . . 

It'~kuges 	and ilTegulLlr cross sectimJs lhe dbchargeirirb0caI!,alis 1l1..1[ si!tisfactdr)·&'· thc 

fJrmtrs 	in the tJil end are nm r?:(ei\'ing: w\lt~r, Iber'cforemodem~5ati~)n0fthc proj¢ct hels 
. ' 	 .' . . '.: . . . 

h~en proposed. 

The following items of \:'(\lk haq:bct:nproposed,cb;;.:ilieChiefEngineerund> \IJi: 
" . ". ". ..' 	 .' 

r.h) ckruisatiOIl for Haltikuni project . '. .' . 

> Modemisa tiOnlrenova!ion ~~(n)aIn~~l]ia1~nddist·ril)lila.rl~s. SYS:clll. .' 

~ ' lmprovements toiillJCr;'oule'r sl~;V(! ~ofbund, 
. . - .. ' . . . -, 

~ f • ~ j>- lmpr,Jvcmem ofservice rO:1J, . 

/- Rtpai rs of CD'(lU Ilets: :·: 	
,,, 

It 

> Repairs lO 	\0ngiludina1 '3.i1d . .:.~'~~,S Gi~i.n~down SlrC;U;) sioci.)( :hC(1iri(. 

'; he ..:.:;tiWilld ('.(':;1 fCI, :n( : J::n~i~·;,.:;;).~J :; R~:6J5 ·::rc,j'Cs J I ~;;i~'(:: >... ~' II.:;' -= \.i,:;· :- . .. 

:u. rii,' 	b~11di[ <:.:),:;[ [;I:i ,,) '.vurb (,\;.1[ ' ~. !ll .~) i') · 

' rbi~ !~ -,~)j (; c)i .~ ,~i.~(1rJ :~.. ' !i0 \" · ·PI ·\'~<i _,~<i :.'.\ .~J .' l~i..: 1 .n;~l> .~~ .· ~tJP · t:J~~~.r;~ · . ' 4~.j . ~~} ·:;: f:' . !,c· . ·. ·\ ·: i· ; 

:', ' ;'r;~·;I)\j 1;(·.	 T;:\' ! ~ l\)P'~~2.l...; IJJW (';,'cll : ~;l;;';;~ ;i ll :,·\j :ui.ile ·Ct.Jc( .Ell ~"::::t'cr.\i ..: .'nli" ;::;~~ ' 

( 

~/~O'

! , ,) ./ 

I ; 

http:canal.is
http:bank~a~.al


I 

.,­
IS"II II I), (."~ll;l;:: \\'jIC: ( ,.... . : .,. :,,;iuu, U ;JJ1;.',;1,l0r\~ ['ur con~i(klllliOll us 111(; PlUJC~t is III ill(~' 

, I ' 	 'lJ~;ill 1,)1">1'" ;Il ', ' ;,'., ,,-:~ ! ~. ; ' (,:, :~ 'I ;iJlh~lidi l lg UIC pr~)fJu:;ul. 

N,)\v, tlli ~ !)iu;:::; :,;jl Il<.iS [).,;I:O ret:OnlIUellded to the Projt!ct Appr~li s~d ' 

OrUJllli'id(!')!" C':I\iJ' J I \\' ; :~~,:. C(JlulOi~~i,)fl, New Delhi . .... 

~ 	 ' •. ..... . . . ...... 

Th(; gr,ml fJ1Vj)l):;cd lI11d(;( AHlP-ERM for 2009-1 Ois Rs ,O:95-/crorI!5 C\lld · l'l)r 
. 	 . 

'11)10-11 i:i R:ij.12 c:ro ri.; '; . '!'l lc Sl;jk.shar~ . isRs,O,106 · croresillldRs,:O.57cron;:; 

rcs;h:c l i'.'(:ly, 	 . . .. ..": 

TII'c' lIililll:111: il'r!,f:,!i')11 l)(dell1i:d i:;.21 / 1:/H~, · ;\.lld Ihc·.potClIliulHs·. un loJay IS 

J 180 J·Ll. T1.Jc pr()jc~lll:,;; lJ.:: ...·.cl \.:,\UUlln':~:lill tile C~,.ntrdl.W2:\~,C~Ullll\S:;'i0i< ... . . 
' . . . ' . ',- .,:.. . " , " . - ' . .. '. /~ ' . . .' . 

'Jlle f'r(lpos;J\ lu~ G<':L':I \;.\:uLlin(;L1'Lllhc'6overnl~cl1·tl~vc)\H'.d hCllcctlw!:ulluw{a:( 

.... 
. ,,')rd(:r. 


.. . " 


£'~~' t:r' 11111 C I; r 0 J"ll <:l' i'\ lJ. \Vl~. Li 3 1) l\,lTZ 20GR, nANGALORE; D A'l'ED >09103/2010.· • 

. .... . , , . . . 

III 	prill '.:ipk CiPPLf)V::J] I:; !J<.;rcby (;ccord~d' rpt!1t.: CStilll;JlC;: an1o\l!ltin~ . loRS.. (I,7::i ·· 

crOICS ;) I 2009-1 0 pric~ lev.::1 for the modemisalionofH'attikuI1i' I;iga lion' hoj eCt 
.' 	 ," . .- .' : .' . '. . '. . . . . 

proj)(J::;.:j to be l,IKelJ \.: P wl~kr A1Bp· EKlvl programme. 

Tlie GoV(;rruD t llt Or(i::i' ~~0. \VRD 39 MTZ 2008 dated;28/01/2(noissu~de.ru-licl: 	 I 
ill tl li:; n;;gard i:; hc:ri.:by (·c'flCdkLl. 	 i f

I 

'1'1; j:: ()ld~r is iS~ll(;d wi tlith.;; concurreoc~oftheF~anc.ePepartm(:nt \' ide NOte I 
No. PW:<)2 rC-1 /20 10.JJl(;O 27;Ul/20lO. 

I . \ ' 

\ UYt)l{!)E!~{\.NllD. yTHI::NAi\'lE O! ·: 
G( VCR1'~R 0 (AR~ATA?':.~ ,<;:~') /,7,)

' . .'. I) /vv--~ .-', C-j ()' . . . ... . v ____ . ",. \ if0J;
. . (I.D,Di~ . 0' .J: ' . 

. OFFKEROt-nfpECIAL DUTY (K Hj;'-i) 
\VA'fERRESOURCES DEPARtl\(ENT . i" :- .I 

, " .... ..: ' " . . 
I : 
i. 

. . ...> . 
i. 	 Tfi": :\\!20Ufll:.lr;l Gel.l~l"jl (.~.cculints / Audit),.K~rnli~aka.Bdl~g3lbrl~. "', " f 

'J 	 TlJe Chi 2 rEug illi::t:::f, Wal \;1" iZC;;OL) r(<:;s DCyc!c'pm<,;UL OrgiJl) i~'lli OU, Ali~il(I;1 rau 
C;l cle, LJallg:J!()h; -). . .. . . ., " " 1

\":<.: ,...... ~ '. ~ 
3.Thc Chici' E11::,il.)~~r. !":l:>lciliIlPrU,i(;cts Zonc,Gulb~go. 	 . '. .' ~ , . ~. ' . . I 

, .. ' 

,!, 	 Tile l'riv;lt~ Sl'CI\;Llry 1(1 lh HOI'i'bk. Wfll\,;[ R\,;source \tlillist<:r,Vidh(lOil S~J',dlI.:"Jj, 


13 ,JJlguIvf:2. . ' .. . . . . • . .' . ... . ....... . . . . ...... ... .. ... . '.' .•. . .••.. '" 


.~ Tlll,: l) fl V:.lt(; S-:J.::~l~L~":; 1(, :,l,,', l' (i:l\-:~\]'0...1 SI!CfCu.., \..0 Go'{crn~O\I, W ;\ki·.·Rl:';\Jur(;~ 

D(;p~lrlll\i;:nL Vik,1S S'JI:dl!4I, BLlfi}'.:ill..lre, . . .. . .. , . .. .. .. . .. . " . 


6 . 	 TI:e Dtlluly ')l:cl ;::lary (1:.i.\;N): \\!;lkr Res~\Ircc Depurtl1h;nl. ...... .., . '.' .... . 
j. 	 't'!:<: Spcci:Jl OU:i(L;r ,:1I:! ::.'\-OtficlO Depuly Sccrw\l")' ~o Govemm~l~t P\\lD (finance. 


Cdl)'PY":O, [LllIg:J!:.'IiC, ' . . ' '. . 


S. 	 SCF ( ~;);Ul; (~()pie :; . 

", ", 
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~L~) ~E~Jj L"" c,~~L~ ,II.l._ \c~~ ;_~ j1.'\ '\ ; r ~~J, , !,:~0_,lE.~>J .\ I . 

!~ \1 " ~,)!l \.~y«. _~~'-
Suo: /'.,:curo;r,;' ;!~-r':;"':',! II' I I; : \,:",~ ,:::, , :\I;n!: "r U !'i';; 

';'''' ~,1l ;}I.-:JJ)2ri j1 r cj~l: ( 1\1 C ( ~; ~.~!: ) 1~!jX. :..: t i(; J~ ) r:().; ~l;: )~~~ <'~ ~.:~, . ~<I 

l , IU]' re'I ERj\5 v :. ~:: ,: :ll :!'ll"!C-?, ..' 

:. -::-. \::l i "A 

Re;:Jd: 	 Chief Eligiric('J, lr.'ig '; t;');'1 l'i\~c"l 2(;),:~! GuJb:~:g;;.'~k(,er NCI. 
KNNUCEGn':\3/)..I.2:'\. ;\:.P:?OM -(:<)/56 i 4.d;;l~J,07:'03/20()(j 

Prcam bk : 
,'. ', 	 ... .. . 

The ~lu!b:~" ~l1i str~;\rn i ~·a . trlb ij :;l:~/:.of,K.dsin;:I"lZi~lcr which joill s river Bhim;i, 

"which in tum iSlltributary ofth~; ri\ ' crkli:;~ ; l~: J:.!ak~it.~ o~igion in ThS hilly run ge ~ic~ r 
~:.: . ':' :j 

M3ntala village ofBasavaka!yan talukof Sidu ui:;tri~~Llu (hisproj;:c\ (Jlc·jtijli b:lll:'; 
f ! i ~ : ~ and L~t\bank ' canals pr~\'ide irri r.;~rj o·i ; fc. r "3279 ·Ha : inthe , s ·:;l ~-:: i :.y J;{~":k \; j 'l 

Basavakalyan · taluk of Bidardixi~' t~ '. Tb:; S:Il~((i~11~<.I6stim~ted (os(of, th~ project 3:' 

:1972-73 was Rs.i'.·90crorcsvidc G .O.N~·,P\(!6130 OP169datcd '11 :0Sil?73~l\Ll th:-. 

revised eStimated cost of the projccti~ RsJ 9:92 
.. 

craTes; 
) 

1n this project, tlle canal were par1ial])"l~cd.lt IS nowi~f~bcd(h3t ih~c:naj iT; ,': . 

llie lined & unlined the canal seclionh;lv i:: b(:wmt irregular & therei$ I~~3f; ~ : 13~c()il:3O: 
of the<112akages andirrcguJar cros~ s~ctiO!1$, the liischarg~ ill ' lh~ caoa]i:s~9t~atj ~r"ct~)!y · 

. 	 . . . . . ' . "' 

& Ik: f3rm ers in the .tail elld areuot r<:ceiviJlg\yatef&in thcUPI)e; 'r~' ;kb:csfa.I~ner~\\'l'J~ 
. . 	 .' '. .. . .. .. . 

using lnl)IC water, therefore modcmisut ioJi ' L1'f LJie PIOjcC~ 'hasbeen "pr(Jpo~cd. ' 

The f0Jlowing i(c:m ~ i l' i ::'(~b .:::( 'n prlIPo5edun~~rtlK · ;\l\.'(Ic~lis{\tj()l~ fellof W '.lik , . ' . ", 	 ' . 

Uwer r-du llam asi . project..' 
• • .' 	 I 

>- Mod8rnisation'f(;n(Jv;j(i:) ;lcl'1~ilinc;i.Jl;d ,llld dii'lril,1uta()' syskm,. 
~ . >- lmprOvcrnenls tc inn,: ri"!\ll,::U;·)P_~ 'Qf blInd . . .; .,,~' \I')

\0) 0\\. ):- Improvcn;\.:nl (If sCf\ice rc::;({ .,.,
~ 

::;. . Repairs of CD outlets . 
:. , ~.. :.. 

Tbeestill1<1-I~ C0S1 for m()dcr:li~ati c'l l : is Rs, .itcr0;,es~11:~;. I~::J .: SR, c,t' '::O()~,!,-
II) , Th benefit (;I)~t ).1(io \\'('~~~S Cl;:;;"]',;! ..· ' .. . .. :. .... . :~ .:',. . p • • ,.,., 

• . .' - .' =: :' .:. ," 
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SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 104th MEETING OF THE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI PURPOSE PROJECTS, 
HELD ON 12th MAY, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF 
PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

104thThe meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno­
Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project proposals was 
held on 12.05.2010 at 1630 Hrs. in the Conference Room of Central Water 
Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the Chairmanship of 
Secretary 0NR). List of participants is enclosed at Annexure-I. 

At the outset, Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee and other 
Officers present and thereafter 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 103RD MEETING: 

The Summary Record of Discussions of the 103rd Advisory Committee meeting 
was circulated vide Letter NO .16/27/2010-PA (N)/501-536, dated 19.03.2010. 
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 
1 03rd Advisory Committee meeting. 

II) 	 PRO..IECT PROPOSALS PUT UP FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE: 

1. 	 Karra Nalla Irrigation Project (New Medium), Chhattishgarh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Karra Nalla is a new Medium 
irrigation Project proposed to be constructed across river Karra Nalla, a tributary of 
Seonath River in Mahanadi Basin near Kawardha town in Kabirdham district of 
Chhatishgarh. The project envisages construction of a 68 m long barrage head 
regulator and canal system, etc. The estimated cost of the project has been finalized 
for Rs. 99.19 cr at 2009-PL with B.C. ratio of 1.21 which is well within the approved 
norms as the project benefits Drought Prone areas of Rajnandgaon and Kabirdham 
districts. Forest clearance for 88.87 ha of forest land and State Finance Concurrence 
has been obtained and it will provide irrigation to a command area of 4100 ha with 
100% Irrigation intensity. The project serves drought prone areas of Kabirdham and 
Rajnandgaon districts of Chhattisgarh . State Finance Concurrence has been received 
from the State govt. for this project. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal . 

2. 	 Ghumariya Nalla Irrigation Project (New Medium), Chhattisgarh: 

CE (PAO), CWC gave a brief account of the project . Ghumariya Nalla is a new 
Medium irrigatior:l Project proposed to be constructed across Ghumaria Nalla , a tributary 
of Seonath river in Mahanadi Basin near village chhuria in Rajnandgaon district of 
Chhattishgarh. It will provide irrigation to a command area of 4173 ha with an annual 



irrigation of ha. The project is located in drought prone areas of Rajnandgaon 
district of Chhattisgarh. 

envisages construction of a 96.60 m long Barrage with afflux bund on 
flanks of 11 m long with a maximum of 9,50 m to live 

storage of MCM. It two canal off taking from either bank of the 
Barrage. The estimated cost of project has finalized 47.79 cr 2009­
PL with B.C. ratio 1 There is no Forest submergence. State Finance concurrence 
for 19 cr has been obtained for this project. 

Chairman observed the B.C. ratio of this project is better than that of earlier 
one i.e., Karra Nalla Irrigation project. 

Secretary, Govt. of Chhattisgarh confirmed that the project will be 
fully completed by March 2012 within the Estimated Rs. 99.12 thus leaving 
no scope for further revision of the cost. 

After discussion Committee accepted the proposal with the condition 
that project will completed' by March 2012 positively and no further cost/time 
revision will be by this Committee. 

3. Sutiapat Irrigation Project (Revised Medium), Chhattisgarh: 

CE (PAG), CWC briefly introduced project proposal. Sutiapat Irrigation 
was originally approved by Planning Commission in April, 2007 for Rs. cr 

(2002-03-PL) for CCA of 6,571 ha Annual Irrigation of . to Kawardha 
district, a tribal and backward district of Chhattisgarh. The Project envisages 
construction of 30 m high and m long earthen dam across river Silheti, a tributary of 
Seonath in Mahanadi along with canal and hydraulic 
structures. Revised proposal is without any change in been 

for crore (--2009-PL) witl1 Ratio of 
Concurrence for this has also obtained. 

After brief discussion the Committee aC(:eOlea the proposal. 

4. 	 Improving Irrigation I of Hardoi Branch System - ERM (Revised 
Major), Uttar Pradesh: 

CE (PAG), cwe briefly introduced the project proposal. Improving irrigation 
intenSity of Hardoi Branch System - ERM was accorded investment by 
Planning Commission in Dec. 2006 for Rs. 1 cr at 2005-PL for command area of 
6 ha with an annual irrigation of 3,06,055 Improving irrigation intensity of 
Hardoi Branch system ERM is a of Sarda system. Through this 
restoration of irrigation system to 95,961 ha is contemplated at its tail . The project 
envisages: 

2 



i) 	 Correcting and restoring section of Hardoi Branch and other Branches which 
emerge from Hardoi Branch, Lucknow Branch, Sandila Branch, Asiwan Branch, 
Purwa Branch, Unnao Branch and their distribution system. 

ii) 	 Rehabilitation of structures such as regulators, falls, cross-drainage works, 
bridges, etc. 

The present revised cost estimate is without any change in scope and the cost has 
been finalized for Rs. 135.17 cr at Jan 2010-PL with B.C. ratio of 2.69. State Finance 
Concurrence has already been accorded to this proposal. 

Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department, Govt. of UP informed that 90% of the 
works have been completed and balance 10% will be completed by 2010-11 . He further 
informed that 81,000 ha has restored and the remaining area will be restored during the 
remaining period. 

Secretary 0NR) stated that the works under the proposal should be completed by 
March 2011. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal with the condition 
that no further time/cost revision will be considered by this Committee. 

5. 	 Rajiv Sagar (Bawanthadi) Project (Revised Major): a Joint Venture of 
Maharashtra & Madhya Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. Rajiv Sager 
(Bawanthadi) Project, a joint venture of M.P. & Maharashtra was earlier approved by 
Planning Commission for Rs . 161.57 crore (1988-89-PL) in December, 1999 with CCA 
of 48,848 ha. The project, located near Village Kudwa, Tehsil Warasooni in district 
Balaghat in MP is planned to irrigate annually an area of 57,120 ha benefiting Bhandara 
district of Maharashtra and Balaghat district of Madhya Pradesh. 

The Project proposal envisages construction of 6,420 m long earthen dam with a 
maximum height of 31 m across river Bawanthadi, a tributary of Wainganga River in 
Godavari Basin. The project has two canal systems - Left Bank Canal (LBC) benefits 
to the area of MP while Right Bank Canal (RBC) looks after the need of Maharashtra. 
The present revised Cost Estimate (without any change in scope) has been examined 
and the same has been finalized for RS.1407.19 (2009-PL) with B.C. Ratio 1.515. State 
Finance Concurrence has also been obtained for this project. 

Secretary 0NR) observed that the cost of the project has increased from Rs. 
161.57 cr at 1989 price level to Rs. 1407.19 cr at 2009 price level. He asked the 
reasons for such increase. 

The roject authorities infotmed that Sl.lc!:liocrease_was:.;;;matA~:attft9JltteEl;l~====== 
delayed acquisition of land and subsequent upward revision ofland cost. They further 
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informed that the land compensation has already been paid to Forest Department and 
land acquisition (including the forest land) has been completed. 

Secretary (WR) desired that the project must be completed by March 2013 by 
compressing the construction time by one year. 

With this condition, the Committee accepted the proposal with the condition that 
no further time/cost revision will be considered by this Committee. 

6. 	 Purna Barrage-II (Ner-Dhamana)- New Medium Project, Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC gave a brief account of the project. Purna Barrage-II is a new 
Medium irrigation Project envisaging construction of a 216 m long barrage across river 
Purna, a left bank tributary of river Tapi near village Ner in Akola district in Maharashtra 
to provide irrigation to a command area of 8,693 ha with an annual irrigation to 7302 
ha. The project will serve the drought prone areas of Akola district of Maharashtra. It is 
proposed to lift entire utilization through direct lift from the flow of the river during 
monsoon period and from the pondage created at the end of the monsoon period . The 
present project proposal has been finalized for Rs. 179.28 cr at 2009-PL with B.C. ratio 
of 2.083. The State Finance Concurrence has already been obtained for this project. 

The project authorities informed that the project will be completed by 2011-12. 


After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal . 


7. 	 Upper Manar Medium Irrigation Project (Revised Medium with change in 
scope), Maharashtra: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. Upper Manar Medium 
Irrigation Project was originally approved by Planning Commission in April 1997 for Rs. 
26.18 Crore (Price Level-1985- 86) to provide annual irrigation to 8280 ha having CCA 
of 8750 ha. The original proposal envisages an earthen dam of 975 m length across 
Manar river (a tributary of Manjra river in Godavari basin) along with 58 km long left 
bank lined canal with discharging capacity of 5.41 cumec to cater to annual irrigation of 
8280 ha through flow irrigation. Now the Project Authorities have revised the project 
proposal for additional irrigation by including lift irrigation components by providing two 
nos. of rising mains along with two additional main canals and distribution systems to 
provide additional annual irrigation of 4140 ha in drought prone area of Latur district of 
Maharashtra thus enhancing the annual irrigation to 12,420 ha . (consisting of 8,280 ha 
in Nanded district through flow irrigation and 4,140 ha in Latur district through lift 
irrigation). The previous water utilization in the Upper Manar project was 2.298 TMC 
and the same has been kept in the revised proposal also with the help of saving water 
through the provision of PVC pipe distribution network in the command. These PVC 
pipes directly take off from the main canal. The revised project proposal has been 
finalized for Rs . 525.40 cr on 2009 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.518 . State Finance 
Concurrenceio~~~~nh~~~------------------------------------
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The Committee deliberated upon the modified project proposal with change in 
scope. The Committee was of the opinion that such a high conveyance efficiency and 
field efficiency is not practicable to achieve. Accordingly, the scope of the revised 
proposal should be same as that given in its original proposal as approved by the 
Planning Commission in April 1997. The Committee directed the Project Authorities as 
well as CWC to recast the estimate by deleting the lift component. In pursuance of the 
above decision, the field office, CWC , Nagpur recast the estimate of the revised project 
proposal without change of scope for Rs . 424.50 cr at B.C . ratio of 1.6. As such, the 
project proposal for Rs. 424.50 cr with B.C. ratio of 1.6 is acceptable to the Committee. 

The project authorities informed that the project will be completed by 2011-12 . 

8. 	 Modernisation of Zaingir Canal Irrigation Project - ERM (New Medium), 
J&K: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. Zaingir Canal off takes 
from Madhumati Nalla at Sonnar Wani in Bandipora area (J&K) to provide irrigation to a 
command of 5100 ha with annual irrigation of 7100 ha. The project is located in hilly 
areas of Baramulla district of J&K. The length of the main canal is 34 km with 41 km 
distribution system. The present proposal is an ERM scheme envisaging mainly the 
following works: 

i) 	 Lining of main canal at selected stretches. 
ii) 	 Strengthening of canal embankment at selected stretches. 
iii) 	 Renovation of falls, escapes, outlets, aqueduct, super passage, etc. 
iv) 	 Construction of Foot Bridge, culverts, water drains, etc. 

The cost of the project proposal has been finalized for Rs . 73.51 cr at 2009 price 
level with B.C. ratio as 3.29. State Finance Concurrence has been obtained from the 
State Govt. 

Secretary (WR) observed that after completion of the scheme, the State Govt. 
should ensure that it is properly maintained thereafter so as to achieve the intended 
benefit. 

The project authorities assured that maintenance would be carried out regularly 
after completion of the scheme from the State funds. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

9. 	 Raising and Strengthening of Left and Right Embankments along None 
River, Bihar: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The Flood Control 
project proposal envisages raising and strengthening as well as brick soling at the top 
as per thefoi~owtng etait'~--........--.......-------- ­. 
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1. Raising and strengthening of existing right and left embankments with 15 
ramps on lower None river in a length of 54 km. 

2. 	 Raising and strengthening of existing right and left embankments on Khaimat 
J link channel in a length of 21 km. 
Construction of 12 cms thick brick ing 3 m wide on top of right and left 
embankments for a length km. 

4. 	 Construction of 5 No. flood at required locations and residual work of 
1 No. of existing Bhorha sluice. 

The project proposal has examined by GFCC and for Rs. 71 cr. 
at 2008-price with ratio as The proposal also got recommendation 
of State TAC approved by the Govt. of with concurrence State Finance 
Deptt. 

Chairman, informed that the project is necessary so as to overcome 
drainage congestion and stave off flooding due to None river in Budhi Gandak 

After brief discussion Committee accepted the oroomia 

10. 	 Flood Threat River Jhelum - Urgent works in Srinagar and other districts 
(Estimated Cost: Rs. 97.46 cr): 

(PAO), CWC introduced the project proposal. The scheme envisages 
activation of Flood Spill channel, Mechanical ng and widening of Out Fall 
Channel (OFC), Rehabilitation of Weir, Up gradation of supplementary Dhoodh 
Diversion Channel, in order to protect the low lying area Srinagar city due 

of floods in River Jhelum. project has got by the State TAC. The 
project proposal has been finalized for Rs. 97.46 cr at 2010 price with B.C. ratio of 
1.12. It has reported that no land is involved in present area. However, 

State Govt. has advised to submit the Forest Clearance Certificate from the 

Forest to CWC and Planning Commission the Investment 

Finance Concurrence been obtained for this Project. 


On the query of the Secretary (WR), the project authorities that 
provision of dredger has kept which will be to carry out dredging operation so 
as to remove the deposited material. It is further informed that land already 
earmarked dump dredged material consequent the operation. 

Director (Monitoring & Appraisal), CWC, Jammu added that without the 
completion of project complete protection to Srinagar city is not expected. 

Considering gravity of the problem and keeping in view that proposal is 
contained in the draft Comprehensive Flood Management Jhelum, the 
present proposal was accepted by the Advisory Committee. 
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11. a) Regulation Flood water in Kayal Area, 4 Padasekharams in Kuttanad 
Region, Kerala: 

CE (PAO), CWC introduced the project proposal. project envisages 
raising and strengthening of existing bunds around 4 padasekharams (paddy growing 
fields) kayal area located in Kerala. bunds will check the water 
in these fields from the nearby and water bodies during monsoon. The proposed 
structural measures consist of about m high and 2 m wide embankments without 

motorable inspection These works would minimize inundation of paddy fields 
and would result in saving of annual damage to paddy crops to the extent of Rs. 
9.45 cr in Kuttanad area of The project proposal has finalized for Rs. 
46. 	 cr at 2009-10 level with C. ratio as 1.26. Finance Concurrence has 

been obtained for this project. 

11. b) 	Mitigation of Floods in Group 9, 5 Padasekharams in Kuttanad region of 
Kerala: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The proposal envisages 
raising and strengthening of existing bunds to protect 5 padasekharams (paddy growing 
fields). bunds will check water from the nearby lakes and water 

during monsoon. proposed structural measures of about 3 m high 
and 2 m wide embankment. proposed works would minimize inundation of paddy 
fields and would result in saving annual to the paddy crops the extent Rs. 
20.53 cr. project proposal been for 72.183 cr 2009-10 price 
level with B.C. ratio as 1.78. State Finance Concurrence has been obtained. 

Secretary (WR) that the above two flood control projects from Kerala 
are of the same type having same objectives located in the same area. As 
such, it was felt that these two projects Id be integrated into a single the 
Committee directed CWC to merge the said two project proposals into single one. In 
pursuance of the above decision the Committee, the integrated proposal for 
118.91 cr with ratio of 1.576 is by Committee. 

12. 	 Project Estimate for Flood Protection works of Yamuna Basin 
(Estimated Rs. 28.113 cr at 2010 PL): 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. scheme consists of Flood 
Protection works at 5 places on the left bank of River Yamuna Saharanpur 
district. The proposal already been approved by TAC and Steering 
Committee of State Flood Control Board. The same has also cleared by Yamuna 
Standing Committee. The project proposal been finalized for 28.113 cr with 

. ratio State Concurrence also obtained. 

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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13. Scheme for Flood Protection Works along Left and Right of River Rapti in 
district Siddharth Nagar & Gorakhpur, UP: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The Irrigation 
Department, State Govt. of UP has formulated Flood Control schemes for 12 locations 
to protect important cities and villages and cultivable land where severe erosion is 
reported to have taken place. The measures include construction of spur/stud, 
construction of cutter, raising and strengthening of embankment, etc, covering a length 
of 53.62 km. The present proposal has been finalized for Rs. 68.89 cr with B.C. ratio as 
2.62. The schemes have already got the recommendation of State Technical Advisory 
Committee as well as the Steering Committee of Flood Control Board of UP. The State 
Finance Concurrence has also been obtained for Rs. 68.82 cr. 

Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department, Govt. of UP apprised the Members of 
the Committee regarding the significance of the project proposal and other salient 
features. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal for Rs. 68.82 cr. 

14. 	 Flood protection works along left and right bank of river Yamuna in district 
Muzaffarnagar, Baghpat, Ghaziabad, Gautam Buddha Nagar, Aligarh and 
Mathura, UP: 

CE (PAO), CWC gave a brief account of the project proposal. The instant 
scheme has been formulated by UP by clubbing 11 flood protection schemes to afford 
protection against floods by river Yamuna in major parts of districts of Muzaffarnagar, 
Baghpat, Ghaziabad, Gautam Buddha Nagar, Aligarh and Mathura. The proposal 
envisages construction of spur, stud, constructionlrestoration of bunds, etc, at various 
locations along Yamuna river in the aforesaid districts. The scheme has been finalized 
for Rs. 43.80 cr. with B.C. ratio as 4.19 by GFCC. It would provide protection to an area 
of 18,633 ha and population of 93,700. The scheme has already got approval of the 
State Technical Advisory Committee as well as a Steering Committee of the State Flood 
Control Board of UP. The State Finance Concurrence has also been obtained for this 
project. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

15. 	 Project for construction of embankment along left bank of river Ganga from 
village Sherpur to Thet in district J P Nagar and Bijnor, UP: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The scheme is meant to 
protect agricultural land and other properties of inhabitants of the affected areas by 
constructing embankment along left bank of river Ganga in district of J P Nagar and 
Bijnor. 

The proposal envisages the following components. 
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i) 	 Construction of 1 km long embankment. 
ii) 	 Work related to slope pitching and apron for 600 m of length of the 

embankment. 
iii) 	 Permanent uisition 55.65 ha of land for construction of embankment. 
iv) 	 Mitigation measures and other works as per order given by the Hon'ble 

Supreme Court India. 

project proposal been for 33.23 cr with B.C. as 2.8 by 
It would provide benefit to 4,000 ha land. 

The project has got the recommendation of State Technical Advisory 
Committee as well as Steering Committee of the Flood Control Board of Uttar 
Pradesh. State Finance Concurrence also obtained. 

Related to this proposal, the case of construction of embankment in 
Hastinapur Wildlife Sanctuary was referred to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court 

allowed construction of the project with conditions. Supreme Court vide IA 
No. 2708, dt. 1.2010 has passed following Order in this regard: 

Irrigation Department of the of Uttar Pradesh is seeking permission 
construction of an embankment on the left bank of the river Ganga from village Sherpur 
to village falling in the Hastin apur Wildlife Sanctuary. The Central Empowered 
Committee of Supreme Court examined the proposal and has 
recommended the following recommendations subject to which permission may be 
granted: 

1. 	 Approval of the Standing Committee of the National Board Wildlife (NBWL) 
shall obtained starting any work on the project. 

2. 	 Five (5%) the estimated cost Rs. 24.58 crores will be 
deposited in the Compensatory Afforestation Fund for implementing the 
mitigative measures, suggested by the CWLW, in the sanctuary. 
For use of the non-forest land falling within the sanctuary, the NPV will 
deposited as the Hon'ble Court's order dated 28.3.2008 in the NPV matter. 

4. 	 The conditions stipulated by Chief Wild life Warden will strictly complied 
with." 

has informed that the conditions are acceptable to the 
Government As such, after discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal 
subject to fulfillment of the above conditions. GFCC will monitor it to ensure that 
conditions stipulated by the Central Empowered Committee/Supreme Court are 
complied with before taking up the construction work. 
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Project for Anti-erosion works to protect cluster of villages along 
right bank of river Ghaghra in district Lakhimpur Kheri, Uttar 

(PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project The Irrigation 
Department, Govt. of UP formulated to arrest the tendency of 
Ghaghra in district Lakhimpur Kheri so as to afford protection to from fury of 

by river Ghaghra. The proposal envisages the following components: 

i). Excavation 3 km long channel in the river bed (cunnette). 
ii) 1 m thick pitching by filled with river bed material a 

length of 1850 m. 
iii) Laying of apron of filled with river bed material with 8 m width 

and 3 m depth for a length of 1850 m. 
iv) Laying of 1785 nos. of porcupine on geobags filled with river material 

60 m clc in three rows. 
v) Laying of 359 nos. of porcupine in rows for diversion river. 

The proposal has 
It would provide benefit to 1 

finalized for 
ha of land. 

cr with ratio as 1.84 by 

State Concurrence to this project has been obtained. 

After brief discussion, Committee ':ll"t"ontot"i the proposal. 

Project for Anti-erosion works to protect sensitive cluster of villages along 
left and right banks of river Sarda in district Lakhimpur Kheri and Sitapur, 

Pradesh: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the proposal. Flood 
is meant to protect along right and banks of river in Lakhimpur 

Kheri and Sitapur districts with the following components the works: 

i) 1 m thick slope by geobags filled with river bed material for a of 
2410 m. 

ii) Laying of apron of geobags filled with bed material with 8 m width and 4 m 
depth for a length of 2410 m. 

iii) Laying of 1 nos. of porcupine on geobags filled with river material @ 60 m 
clc in three rows. 

project proposal has finalized for the of Rs. 25.04 cr with B.C. 
by GFCC, Patna. It would provide to 140 ha land. 

The project proposal has got recommendation the State Technical Advisory 
Committee of Uttar 

The Finance Concurrence to project has also obtained. 

After discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal. 
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18. 	 Modernisation of Lar Canal (Medium-ERM), Jammu & Kashmir: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. Lar Canal is a very old 
canal system providing irrigation facilities to 44 villages in Budgam district of J&K State. 
The project has deteriorated considerably due to lack of maintenance works. The 
present modernization proposal is aimed to provide assured irrigation to a CCA of 2231 
ha and additional irrigation to 617 ha of land. The present proposal has been finalized 
for Rs. 47.72 cr at 2009 price level with B.C. Ratio: 1.37. The project proposal was 
earlier considered by Advisory Committee in its 101 st meeting held on 30.11 .2009. 
However, the project proposal was deferred as the State Finance Concurrence was not 
submitted by the State Govt. in that meeting. Now, the State Finance Concurrence has 
been submitted by the State Govt. The project proposal was accordingly accepted by 
the Advisory Committee after brief discussion . 

19. 	 Modernisation of Grimtoo Canal Project (Medium-ERM), Jammu & 
Kashmir: 

CE (PAO) briefly introduced the project proposal and intimated that this proposal 
at an estimated cost of Rs. 99.09 cr was considered in 101 51 TAC meeting held on 
30.11.2009 but acceptance of the proposal was deferred due to non submission of 
State Finance Concurrence. The state govt. had subsequently submitted State Finance 
Concurrence for the project for RS.85.30 cr, as against the finalized cost of Rs . 99.09 cr, 
vide letter No. FO/Res/25/Fincon/2009/186, dt. 24.2.2010. This was considered in the 
103rd meeting on 11.3.2010 wherein the Committee observed that the reason for 
sanction of SFC for a lesser amount than the finalized cost by CWC might be clarified 
by the project authorities. 

CE (PAO) intimated the Committee that the State Govt. has now submitted the 
State Finance Concurrence for Rs. 99.09 cr as finalized by CWC. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

20. 	 Restoration and Modernisation of main Ravi canal and its distribution 
network (New Major-ERM), Jammu & Kashmir: 

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The existing Ravi canal 
project of J&K has 4 phases for implementation out of which first three phases have 
been completed. 

The present proposal is for replacement of the lift pumps and restoration of canal 
network so as to stabilize the command area already created through completion of 
Phase-I, Phase-II and Phase-III of the Ravi canal project. Total CCA of the Ravi canal 
project is 26,600 ha with annual irrigation of 56,749 ha. The ERM proposal has been 
finalized for Rs. 62.27 cr at 2008-09 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.85. 
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The project proposal was considered in the 103rd meeting of Advisory 
Committee held on 11.3.2010. It was however, deferred as State Finance Concurrence 
for the finalized cost i.e. Rs. 62.27 cr was not furnished by the State govt. Now, the 
State Finance Concurrence for Rs . 62.27 cr has been submitted by the State govt. 

After brief discussion the Committee accepted the proposal. 

The meeting ended with Vote of thanks to the Chair. 
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