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SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 105" MEETING OF THE
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULT!
PURPOSE PROJECTS, HELD ON 25" JUNE, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF
TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS.

The 105" meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno-
Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project
proposals was held on 25.06.2010 at 1000 Hrs. in the Conference Room of
Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the
Chairmanship of Secretary (WR). List of participants is enciosed at Annexure-1.

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

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

) CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 104" MEETING:

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

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

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

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

The present proposal envisages restoration and replacement of 10
components:

a) Restoration of designed section of canal by desilting (Eastern Tirhut
Main canal having length of 240.78 km, 11 branch/sub-branch canals
having length 421.08 km, 24 distributaries of 131 km length, 132 sub
distributaries of 1052 km length, 424 minors and 1342 sub-minors).

b) Repairs to Gandak brarrage and its appurtenances.

C) Replacement of all the damaged structures with new ones.




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

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

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

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

23 Repair of damaged hydraulic gates in canal structures.

i) Construction/repair of outlets at suitable locations.

) Installations of telecommunication system for operation of canal,

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

Apart from above works, following emergent works are also included in the
present proposal.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

CE (PAQ), CWC gave a brief account of the project. The Kharung Tank
project is an old completed medium tank, constructed during the year 1920-1930
across Kharung river, a tributary of Sheonath river in Mahanadi system in
Bilaspur district of Chhattisgarh state.

The Kharung Tank project, Chhattisgarh is very old project and its canal
system has been providing irrigation since the last 80 years. During the period,
only minor maintenance has been carried out. As a result, the conditions of
project components have been deteriorated over the time, thereby causing
gradual increase in seepage.

The present proposal envisages only the provision of cement concrete
ining in main canal and its distribution system and remodeling of existing
structures in order to stop seepage and thus provide irrigation for additional
15,300 ha from the water thus saved.

The project proposal envisages construction of the following main works:

i) 75 mm thick cement concrete lining along with low density low poly
ethylene (LEPE) film of 1560 micron thickness in the bed as well as on
side of the canals for a total length of 110 km of main canal and their
respective distribution system.

i} Re-modelling/repairing of District Road Bridges and Village Road
Bridges, etc.

i) Re-modelling/repairing of Head Regulators, Cross regulators, etc,

iv) Re-modelling/repairing of falls (16 Nos) in Main canals and its
distributaries and Minors (25 Nos.)

v} Re-modelling/repairing of escapes in Main canals (4 Nos.)

vi) Re-modelling/repairing of Cross Drainage/Drainage
Syphons/Acqueduct (48 Nos. in Main canals & 21 Nos. in distributaries
and Minorsj).

The cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 101.04 crore at 2008-09
price level with B.C. ratic as 3.09. State Finance Concurrence has been
obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-lll).

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal.

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

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The Maniyari
Tank project is an old completed medium tank, constructed during the year 1925-
1930 across Manivyari river, a tributary of Sheonath river in Mahanadi system in
Bilaspur district of Chhattisgarh.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal.




5. Man Irrigation Project (Revised Major), Madhya Pradesh:

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The original
proposal was approved by the Planning Commission in June 1992 for Rs. 44.10
cr at 1983 price level. The present proposal is a revised cost estimate without
any change in its scope and the cost has been finalized for Rs. 246.03 crore at
2009 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.79. The expenditure incurred till March
2010 is 1.96 crore. The State Finance Concurrence has already been received.

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

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

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

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

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

The project was considered in the g4 meeting of Advisory Committee
held on 12.05.2005 and was deferred for want of environmental clearance and
R&R clearance.

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

Chairman enquired about the status of statutory clearances of the project.
The Project Authorities replied that all the requisite statutory clearances from
Ministry of Tribal Affairs (MoTA) and Ministry of Environment & Forest (MoEF)
have now been obtained. On query regarding the physical programme of the
project, the Project Authorities replied that the project works would be awarded
on turn-key basis and would be completed by March 2015. The Chairman asked
why the B.C. ratio of the project is marginal (1.53).
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The Project Authorities replied that the command area of the project falls
in Annupur & Dindori districts, a tribal area in Madhya Pradesh. As such, the
B.C. ratio is well with in the permissible limits (1).

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal.
7. Shelgaon Barrage Project (New-Medium), Maharashtra:

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

The project envisages construction of the following main components:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The proposal envisages completion of all works of Left Bank Canal from
30 km to 141 km with head discharge of 132.22 cumec to irrigate the CCA of
93,501 ha.
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The present proposal is a revised cost estimate and there is no change in
the scope of the project. The revised cost has been finalized in CWC for Rs.
1958.34 crore at 2009-10 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.986. State Finance
concurrence has been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-V)

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

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

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

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

The project envisages construction of following main components:

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

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

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

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

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

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




10.  Flood protection works to Brahmani-Kelua-Birupa Doab of Brahmani
system (Flood Control), Orissa:

CE (PAQO), CWC briefly introduced the project proposal. The proposal is a
flood protection scheme to provide protection to 17,100 ha area in Jaipur district
of Orissa. The proposal envisages:

a) Raising and strengthening of existing embankments - 86.49 km
b) Construction of new embankment at gaps - 15.83 km
c) Construction of spurs - 24 Nos.
d) Renovation of drains - 37.50 km.
e) Construction of sluices - 10 Nos.
f) Construction of launching aprons -2000 m
Q) Construction of service roads -56 km

The cost of the scheme has been finalized by CWC for Rs. 62.32 crore at
2009 price level with B.C. ratio as 1.55. The State Finance Concurrence has
been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-VIl). On guery related to provision
of launching aprons, it was clarified by Project officials that there would be
provision of the aprons where these are considered essential. It was further
informed by the project authority that the project was formulated on the basis of
model study carried out by 1.1.T. Chennai.

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

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

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

The scheme was originally sanctioned for Rs. 11.92 crore for providing
protection along river Ganga in a length of 20.5 km. Due to cost escalation, only
10.5 m of embankment is being construcied by the State Govi. with Rs. 11.92
crore as earlier approved. The scheme is an ongoing scheme under Flood
Management Programme of MoWR. The Empowered Committee in July, 2009
decided that the cost of the scheme may be allowed to revise at the price level of
March, 2008.

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

GFCC has finalized the cost of the project for Rs. 38.23 crore with B.C.
ratio as 6.37. The State Finance Concurrence has been received (copy
enclosed as Annexure-1X).

After brief discussion, the Committee accepted the proposal.

The meeting ended with Vote of thanks to the Chair.
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Gopal Krishna Behera, EE, OECF Divn. VI,Bhuban.

Subrat Das, EE, Jaraka Irrigation Divn. Jaraka

Uttar Pradesh

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

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

Avinash Misra, AE, |.C.D-l,Lalipur

A.K.Niranjan, AE, |.C.D-lll,Lalipur

Uattarkhand

Rajeev Gupta, Principal Secretary, Govt. of Uttarakhand, Dehradun.
A K. Dinker, SE, lrrigation Works Circle, Dehradun.

D.D. Dalal, EE, Dehradun.

West Bengal

T.K. Ghosh, Chief Engineer, 1&W Deptt. Kolkata, West Bengal
S. Konar, Se, Greater Kolkata Drainage Circle, West Bengal
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2010 11:59 FROM: TU: 81126105184
T BY FN-*_’_ tr-‘ “-F‘-‘ﬁllf
| MOSTURGERT  Yiu!
GOVERNMENT OF ORUSSA
DEPARTMENT QF WATER RESGIRCES
No. RL-10/10 1 €999 /WR,Dated R .L.1 U
From
Shri D.K. Das,
Additional Secratary to Government
To
The Duirector, E.A.
Government of india,
Ceniral Warar Commission,
External Assistance Dte, Room No. 803(5),
Sewa Bhawan, R.K. 2uram, New Delhi-G6.
_ Subsi- Renguli Left Bank Cunal of Rengali Irriguticn Project, Oricsa
(Estimated cost Rs.2304.09 Crore).
Sir’

| am directed to invite reference to your lctter No, 6/19/92-EA/104, at;d. 17.06.2010
“on the sbove subjeut und suy that Finance Departmnent, Guverninent of Orisag have voncurred in
the cost estimate of Rengali Left Bank Canal (RD 29.177 Jm to RD 147.0¢ Km)|ul Re.1958.34
Crore as per 2009-1C price vide their UOR No, 3409 PSF daied, 21,6,2010,
This is for kind information and necessary action.
Y onirs faithfi

)
Addlitioar] Sccfe to , "crn-pgp:,., w
BY FAX

Memo No. \S."qj% /MWR,, Dated, 2N=-hb .
Copy frrwarded to the Director CA(I) Govenment or \ \fntral Water

Commission, Cost Appraisal (Irrigation) Directorate, Room No. 400 -A(S wail, K
Puram, New Delhi-110066 for information and necessary action,

Memo No. V€7 :\ I/WR., Dated. 22 A::h“oml S‘E ;:!{miﬂf-

Co,y forwarded to tho qunu Department for information”™

1 S C‘ < (‘) Auditwnai Segrey y. '4”,““

//WR, Dated. 272 .0 .
Copy forwarded totheEIC.. Wal-r Resourses formfonna.wr iRd ridces a avtion,

Memo No.

\ ;
Arlditional Eccrem.-\-j overament

_ T
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GOVERNMENT OF ORIGSA
" DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

& oA A
No. \6 cu fz _JWR, Dated, Bhubaneswar, the .~ [ 6 |
FC-1-45/10 ; .
From

Shri Dhiren Kumar Das,
Additional Secretary Lo Government
To '
\/ﬁa Director (UT & SS),
Central Water Commission, 803 (N),
Sewa Bhawan, R.K Puram, New Delhi — 110 606

Subject : Regarding State Finance Concurrence of Floud Protection work of
Brahmani-Kelua-Birupa Doab of Brahmani Syscem.
Sir,

I am directed Lo invite a reference to the Letter No.3307 dated
19.06.2010 of the Engineer-in-Chief, Pianning & Design on the above subject and
to say that Finance Department have concurred in the cost estiniate of Rs.62.32
crores in respect of Finance Departinent vide thair U.O.R ; Nol3410]PSF dated
21.06.2010.

-P AQ\\) 2 Addl. beuetaly/mf v'er:’\_rr%g?; .
\ bt j : 5 :_‘__’,‘_,_. - I'r
o vemono o8N e psmg 22 bbb

|
"5’:’;;\\0 Copy, fornarded to the Director, Regionhl, K
Commission, Mahanadi Bhawan, Bhci Nagar, Bhubaneswar or infaym tlon and
necessary action. , \

: 2 Addl. Secretaiy ov n nt
\/5 45 | . Cl -
Memo No. 3 _/WR Dated : 4

Copy forwarded to the Engineer-in-Chief, deer\ _rR ources /
gngineer-in- Chier\P %E) for inform on an& % etbsary action. - _
- fa.‘i':‘ —eow-UT . X t S |
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Irrigation & Waterways Departmeat SR N

Government of West Benyal
Jalasampaud Bhavan, Western lock[‘. rd Floox)
Bidhannagar, Isolkata™ 700 0¢1

No. 13 -8 ;
IW/P/H'(, 807 1/2010 Dated, the 17 dane. 2010
From : Shri D. Sengupta ¢
Deputy Secretary to the
Government of West Bengal

{f'?/ : The Chairman
Ganga Flood Control Coimmission

Government of India
Ministry of Water Resources
Sinchai Bhavan, 1st Floor
Patna - 80C0O15

Sub : Concurrence of the State Finance Depariment towards execution of
the Scheme “Desilting of 1iver Ichamati along the conunon border portion for
better drainage and flood management ot the reacl froin Barnaberia, .S,
Gaighata at 120.00 K.M. (Kulkhali, P.S. Sarsa, Dist. Jessore Bangladesh)
to the BSF bridge at Kalanchi, P.S. Gaighata at (4C.415 k.m. (Chanduria,
- P.S. Sarsa, Dist. Jessore, Bangladesh) - approximaie length 20 00 lc.m
(Estimated Cost Rs. 38.2.3 crore)”

Inviting a reference to the subject referred above, I ani directed to state that the =
State Finance Department has since concurred to the exccution of (he above mentioned
scheme, on consideration of inclision of the sainc under Central Scctor Scheme (Lo be
executed under 100% Central Assistance) by way of making bucgetary provisions under
Plan Budget in Demand No. 32 as shown bclow :

Budgetdary prevision

Head of Account ; Year inade for the schenie
' 4711-01-103-CN-001-53-V 2010-11 24.00 crore
4711-01-103-CN-001-53-V 2011-12 . 1_‘}. crore
: Total = 38. crore

This is for favour of your kind information.

Y P/‘rCN) GVVL A | Yquraiaitl;fully,
X\ \06 lm O~

[ D. Sengujpta )
Depuly Scerclavy

No. [3 =IB/1(1) ~ - ° - . Dated, the 17" June, 2010
Copy forwarded for informa‘ion to :

The Director & E.O. Chief Engineer
1&W Directorate, Govt. of West Bengal
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No. 16/27/2010-PA (N)/4 929 — & 4
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT APPRAISAL ORGANIZATION
407, SEWA BHAWAN, R. K. PURAM, NEW DELHI-110 066

Date: 04.10.2010

Sub: 106" meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of techno-

economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Project
proposals held on 16.09.2010.

Enclosed plea'se find herewith a copy of the summary record of discussions of the

above meeting held at New Delhi on 16™ September, 2010 at Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puran’i,
New-DBelhi for information and necessary action.

Encl.: As above | | - '. '. B %a M

(S.K. Srivastava) 04
- Chief Engineer (PAO) cum
Member Secretary of the
Advisory Committee

To
Members of Comm;ttee '
Chairman, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R. K Puram New Delhi,

1.

2. Secretary (Expenditure) Ministry of Flnance (1%.Floor). North Block,New Delhi.
3. Secretary, Department of Power, S.S. Bhawan, IInd Floor, New Delhi.

4. Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, «4th Floor, Room No- 404/05

_ Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

5

Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Aﬁ’alrs Room No 738, A- ng, Shastri Bhawan,
New Delhi.

6. Secretary, Department of Agnculture & Cooperat[on Room No 126, Krishi |
Bhawan, New Delhi.

Director General, ICAR, Room No- 108 Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi.
Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi.

Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man

Singh Road, New Delhi.

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

© 0N

New Delhi.

11.  Principal Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Room No-107 Yojana Bhawan,
New Delhi.

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

. Special Invitees:

13.  Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi.

14. Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi.

15. Member (RM), CWC, New Delhi.

16. Chairman, GFCC, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna - 800 015, Bihar.

17. Commissioner (Projects), Room No-411, S.S. Bhawan, MoWR, New Delhi.

| %)\




18.
19,
20.
21.
22.
23,
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32,
33.

34.
35.

LR TN v I

iCommissioner (Ganga), Ministry of Water Reso&rces CGO Complex, New Delhl.

Chief Advisor (Cost), Department of Expenditure, Mimstry of Finance, Lok Nayak
Bhawan, New Delhi

Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Punjab, Secretariat
Chandigarh-160 001

Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Sachivalay Annexe, Lucknow-226 001 (U.P.). ‘
Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Maharashtra, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-400 032 :

Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Rajasthan, Secretariat,
Jaipur-302 005,

Principal Secretary, Irrigation & CAD Department, Government of Andhra Pradesh,
Room No. 716, 7™ floor, J-Block, Secretariat Building, Hyderabad-500 022
Secretary, Water Resources & Energy Department, Government of Jharkhand,
Nepal House, Ranchi-834 001 (Jharkhand)

Secretary, Irrigation & Public Health, Govemment of Himachal Pradesh,
Sachivalaya, Simla-171 002.

Secretary, Department of Irrigation & Flood Control, Government of Assam,
Secretariat, Guwahati-781 006

Secretary, Water Resources Department Government of Bihar, Smchau Bhawan,
Patna-800 015.

Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Deihi.

Chief Engineer (FMO),. EWC, New Delhi.

Chief Engineer, Lower Ganga Basm WC, 177 - B erknshnapuri Patna-800 001
(Bihar)

Chief Engineer, Indus Basm Ogamsatlon CWC, Chandlgarh

Chief Engineer, KGB@ CWC, Hyderabad (Andhra Pradésh)

Chief Enginbeer, Yamuna Basin Orgai ion, CWC, Kaliridi Bhawan, New Delhi

Chief Engineer (UGB), Upper Ganga 1, CWC, Janhavi Bhawan 212/496, Indira
Nagar, Lucknow- 226024 (Uttar Pra esh ‘

Copy for information to:

J
5
i

-

36.

‘Sr. PPS to Secretafy, Mini istry of Wat:er ReSources Room No-407 New Dethi .




SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 106'"" MEETING OF THE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD 'CONTROL AND MULTI PURPOSE
PROJECTS, HELD ON 16'" SEPTEMBER, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO-
ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS.

The 106™ meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of Techno-
Economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Project proposals was
held on 16.09.2010 at 1000 Hrs. in the Conference Room of Central Water Commission,

Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi under the Chairmanship of Secretary (WR). List
of participants is enclosed at Annexure-l.

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

under:
1) CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 1'057“ MEETING:

The Summary Record. of Discussions of the 1--0_5‘h Advisory Committee meeting
was circulated vide Letter No.16/27/2010-PA(N)/1240-76, dated 21.05.2010. 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 105"
Advisory Committee meeting. )

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

1. J. CHOKKA RAO GODAVARI LIS, ANDHRA PRADESH (REVISED- MAJOR):
CE (PAQ), CWC briéﬂy. introduced the project. The project proposal was earlier
considered by the Advisory _com_mittée in its 88" meeting held on 02.03.2007 and was
accepted for Rs. 6,016 Crore. Planning Commission subsequently accorded investment
clearance to the proposal on 23.03.2007. The State Govt. has now submitted Revised
Cost Estimate at price level 2009-10 without change in scope. The cost estimate for the
project has been finalized as Rs. 9427.73 crore (P.L.-2009-10) with BC Ratio as 1.37. An
| expénditure of Rs. 3783.02 crore has been incurred up to March, 2010. State Finance
Concurrence has been obtained (copy enclosed as Annexure-Il). _
Advisor (Cost) enquired about the original time frame for completion of the project
and reasons for delay. Secretary, Irrigation, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh intimated that
“originally the project was to be completed by 2008-09 but due to land acquisition problem
and want of forest clearance, the project could not be completed as per original schedule.



He ‘also informed that now land acquisition has been éompleted and the project for
execution purpose, has been divided into 3 phases out of which most of the works under '
phase-| & i has been completed while the works under Phase-lll is yet to be started.
However, contraci has already been awarded. As such, the project would be com'p]etéd
as per revised time sohedule Chairman of the committee Secretary (WR) suggested to
optimize the use of water by using micro irrigation system in the command to the
maximum possible extent as the project is basically lift irrigation scheme. »Projectv
Authority informed that there is already a provision of drip irrigation in some of its
command. : , . ‘

On a query raised by Secretary (WR), Secretary (Irrigation), Govt. of Andhra
Pradesh stated that State Govi. would make adequate provision for the main‘tenance of
the project.

After brief discussion the Committee Vaocepte‘d the proposal with the condition that |

the project should be compie’(ed by March 2013 and no- further cost/time overrun will be
consxdered by this Commlttee

2.  DURGAWATI RESERVOIR PROJEGT (REVISED MAJOR), BIHAR:

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Durgawati Reservoir Project
‘enviséges construction of an earthen dam of i'ength 1830 m with spillway across the river
Durgawati in Bihar. The Dam is located near vi‘!iége Karamchat in Kaimur District of Bihar
to irrigate an area of 42,900 ha annually in drought prone districts of Bhabhua and Rohtas
in Bihar, .

The Scheme was originally approved by the Planning Commission in May, 1975 for
Rs. 25.30 crore. The State Govt. subsequently modified the cost estimate which was
examined.in CWC and the- cost of the project was finalized for Rs. 234.4 crore at 1998
pricé level. The same was‘ accepted by the Advisory Committee of MOWR in its 72nd
meeting on 18.01.2000 subject to the forest clearance from MoEF. As such, the project
was not accorded investment clearance from the Planning Commission. | |

Now the State Govt. has submitted the forest clearance of MoEF along wath the
revised cost at 2009-10 Price Level. The same has been finalized as Rs.983.10 Cr.

(2009 -10 PL) with BC Ratio as 1.13. The State Finance Concurrence has alsc been
obtained for the finalized cost. '


http:Rs.983.10

Advisor (Cost) enquired about the reason for expenditure of Rs. 655.15 cr against
the approved cost of Rs. 25.30 cr. State Govt. representatikze replied that State Govt. has
incurred such expenditure due to advance deposit to Forest De'pa‘rtment for undertaking
compensatory afforestaﬁon V

Dy. Advisor, Planning Commission advised the State Govt. to provide sprinkler
irigation system in some of its command for efficient use of water instead of Flood
irrigation.

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

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

3.  BALH VALLEY (LEFT BANK) lRRiGATlON PROJECT (REVlSED- MEDIUM),
HIMACHAL. PRADESH

CE (PAO), CWC b’fieﬂy introduced the project. T’hg Balh Vallevaedium l,rrigation"
P'roject envisages 'Vprcg};?ision: of irrigation facilities to 67 hvilia‘ges located in the valley
| covering a culturable command area of 2 80 hectare, The ig’rigation is fo be provided by
d Suketi Khad,
The project was earlier approved by Planning Commissien in June, 2005 for Rs
4164 Cr. (P.L 1999‘:2000). Later ‘on, the revised cost estimate of the project was
accepted by Technical Ad\_/isory Committee of MO_WR in its 87" Meeting held on
17.11.2006 for Rs.62.25 Cr. Planning C;anmissiovﬁ subsequently accorded investment’
clearance {o the proposal in March, 2007.

tapping water from BBMB Hydel chanp

The State Govt has now submitted 2nd Revised Coét Estimate without change in
scope. The cost estimate for the project has been finalized as Rs. 103.78 Cr.- (2010 PL)
‘with BC ratio of 1.32. State Finance Concurrence has also been obtained for the finalized
cost. Advisor (Cost) enquired about the reason for the delay in execution and substantial
rise of the cost due to change in design. Project authorities informed that distribution
system had been changed from open channel to HDPE pressurized pipes in a stretch of
18.48 km in order to reduce conveyance loss thus, resulting in increase in cost apart from
price escalation. On a query from Secretary (WR), Project Authorities further informed tha";
100% irrigation would be provided through sprinkler system and the project would be
, completed by March, 2012. ' V

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal
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4. GUMANI BARRAGE PROJECT (REVISED - MAJOR}, JHARKHAND:

CE (PAC), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Gumani Barrage project .
envisages construction of a barrage across Gumani River, tributary of Ganga in
Jharkhand. The Barrage is located near the village Petkhasa in Sahibganj District of
Jharkhand. Main canal of 33.60 km length with a network of distribution system provides
annual irrigation of 16,194 ha to benefit drought prone districts of Sahibganj and Pakur.

The Project was originally approved by the Planning Commission in January, 1976
for Rs. 3.84 crore. Subsequently, the Advisory Committee of MOWR accepted the project
for revised cost amounting to Rs. 85.55 crore at 1996 priCe level in in its 70" meeting held
on 27.01.1999 subjeét to certain observations. However, the project was not accorded
investment clearance by Planning Commission for want of forest clearance from MokEF.
Now the State Govt. has submitted Forest clearance of the project along with the Revised
Cost Estimate at 2008-09 price level without charige in sco'pe The cost estimate for the
prOJect has been finalized for. Rs 185.76 crore (P.L.-2008- 09) with BC ratio of 1.69.

Advisor (Cost) enquxred about the ‘ofiginal and present schedule of the project.
Project Authorities replied that as p@r&;as, h'e : ortgma{ schedule, the project was to be
completed in 2001 ‘b'ut for want of the forest clearance the p,r'éjvect could not be completed.
As per the revised éche'dule, the project is to be completed“by March 2012, | |

Secretary' (\NR);V ‘a‘éke,‘cf about non-submission of S‘ta_t'te Finance Concurrence. The
project authority informed that Govt. of Jharkhand has alré‘ady accorded its administrative
approval to this project for Rs. 162.59 cr at 2004 price level. Now, the project has been
finalized for Rs. 185.76 cr. at 2008-09 price level. Since, the increase in cost is less than
- 20% , fresh administrative approval/State Finance Concurrence is not required as per the
Govt. of Jharkhand Gazette nofification dated 18.12.2001, a copy enclosed at Annex- Hlv
(A) & (B). '

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the p_roposa!.

5. SUBERNAREKHA MULTIPURPOSE PROJECT (REVISED-MAJOR), -
JHARKHAND: A

CE (PAO), ‘CWC brieﬂy introduced the project. Subernarekha Multipurpose project
envisages construction of two dams namely Chandil and Ichha and two Barrages namely
Galudih and Kharkai across river Subernarekha and Kharkai respectively, with an




extensive network of canal system off taking from the headworks of Ichha, Chandil,
Galudih and Kharakai. The project will provide irrigation to 1, 54,802 ha (CCA) with annual
irrigation of 2, 36,846 ha. This will provide irrigation facilitates to East Singhbhum, West
Singhbhum and Sarai Kela- Khansawa Districts of Jharkahnd. |
The scheme was originally accepted by TAC during 1982 for an estimated cost of
Rs. 480.90 Cr. which has also been accorded investment clearance from the Planning
Comrission. Its 15! revised estimate was also accepted by the Advisory committee in its
53rd meeting held on 08.12.1992 for Rs.1428.82 crore subject to certain observations.
However, the project was not accorded investment clearance by Planning Commission for
| want of forest clearance from MoEF and clearanc'e from Ministry of Welfare.

The Gowt. of Jharkahnd has now submitted 2™ revised cost estimate without
change in scope along with Forest clearance for 1655.55 ha against requirement of
1800.81 ha and the M_in'i's't_ry of Welfare clearance. It has been stated in the letter of the
Forest Department of Jharkhand that the diversion of 145.26 ha of forest land falling in
Dalma wildlife san'ctuary will ‘be conside_réd after receipt of compliance of various
conditions stipulated by the Standing Co nittee of National Bo-ar_d of Wildlife (NBWL) and
as directed by the‘; Hon’ble Supreme Coﬂrt " The cost estIm_’afe for the project has been
finalized as Rs. 6613.74 Cr. at 2010 price level with BC ratio of 1.76. State Finance
Concurrencé is also yet to be submitted by ,.thé Project Authorities.

Secretary (WR) dbse_rved that out of total fo‘rest_land of 1800.82 ha, clearance for
diversion of 145.26 ha of reserve forest Iénd falling under Dalma Wildlife Sanctuéry is
essential for conéideration of the project by the Advisory Committee. Accordingly, he
directed the Principal Secretary (WR), Govt. of Jharkhand to expedite the clearance of
NBWL and concurrence of the State Finance Department.

After brief discussion, Committee deferred the proposal on account of non-
submission of following documents: | o

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

Dalma Wildlife Sanctuary and

(i)  State Finance Concurrence.

The représentatives of the State Government were asked to submit the same
within a month so that the proposal can be considered in the next meeting.
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6. LOWER WARDHA IRRIGATION PROJECT, MAHARASHTRA (REVISED -
'MAJOR) |

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Lower Wardha Irrigation
Project envisages construction of a 9,464 m long earthen dam across River Wardha, a
tributary of Pranhita river in Godavari basin. The pfoposed project is located near Village
Dhanodi, Taluka Arvi in district Wardha of Maharashtra is planned to irrigate annually an
area of 63,333 ha. in Wardha district. The project is included in the Hon'ble Prime
Minister Package for agrarian distressed district of Maharashtra.

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

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

accordingly Planning Commission accorded investment clearance to the proposal in
February, 2008.

Now the project authorities have submitted revised proposal by including lift
irrigation components _upstream' of the gx_i_s__t_jr_ig reservoir and two barrages downstream of
the existing reservoir hamely Pulgaon a‘nd Kharda to irrigate additional annual irrigation of
11,678 ha. | | |

The Revised project proposal has been examined tn CWClother Central Agencies
and the cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 2232.41crore at 2008-09 price level
with B.C. ratio as 1.55. State Finance Con_c_qrr_encéhés also been obtained.

The Chairman enquired that why the révised"'c'c').st of the project (Rs. 2232.41 Cr.) is
~ so high with respect to its originally approved cost (857.70 Cr.) in February, 2008. The

Project Authorities replied that the main reasons for increase in cost are due to new
provision of Lift component and other two barrages namely Pulgaon and Kharda in
“downstream of the dam. In addition, price escalation of certain items has also resulted in
higher cost of the project. Representative from Ministry of Finance enquired that why lift
com'ponent and other barrages have been proposed in the revised projectQ The project
authorities replied that by provision of lift and other barrages an additional area of 11,678
ha would be brought under irrigation. In addition, 10.80 MCM of drinking water has also
been contemplated for supply from Kharda Barrage. | Secretary (WR) questioned that
instead of proposing for other additional components in the original Lower Wardha

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



project would be framed up for the proposed additional irrigation components? The project
authdrities replied that the present revised Lower Wardha Project is meant for
augmentation of the original project to provide irrigation benefits to the adjacent command
area and fo éuppiy water for drinking burpose and Lanco Power Plant. The project
authorities also mentioned that the integrated Lower Wardha Project is under Hor'ble
PM's package for distressed districts of Maharashtra. The B.C. Ratio for the revised
Lower Wardha Projéct has been worked out to 1.55 considering the above additéona!
components. Secretary (WR) asked project authorities to submit proper justification
regarding the benefits accrued by the present revised proposal of Lower Wardha Project
against the originally approved project.

After defailed diécussions, the oorhmittee deferred the proposal and the project

authorities were advised to submit proper justification of increasing the scope of the
project.

7.. KANDI CANAL STAGE-!l (REViSED-MAJOR), .PUMJKB: ’
CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The original proposal of Kandi
Canal Stage-ll was earlier considered

e Advisory Qomr@ittee in its 71% Meeting held

‘on 03.08.1999 and was accepted for R«VS:“_. 47.12 crore Accmgﬁiingly, Planning Commission

accorded investment clearance to the proposal on 05.04.2002.
Subsequently, 1% revised Cost Estimate of the pfojec‘t“'was accepted by the Advisory
Committee in its 95" meeting held in January, 2009 for Rs. 346.62 crore and Investment

Clearance was accorded by the Planning Commission to the revised proje'ct on
12.04.2010. | |

The State Govt. has now submitted 2" Revised Cost Estimate at November, 2009
price level without change in scope. The same has been examined in CWC. Revision in

the cost has been necessary mainly due to price escalation and inadequate provision in
the earlier estimate.

The cost estimate for the project has been finalized as Rs. Rs. 540.24 crore at
November, 2009. price level with BC ratio of 1.68. State Finance Concurrence has been
submitted by the project authorities.

The committee enquired about the reasons behind so much increase in the cost in
a span of just‘z years. The project authority informed that the cost has been increased

due to modifications in thickness of lining in distributaries from 4” to 9" for its safety point



of view in accordance with the decision of Govt of Punjab at a later date and also due to
price escalation.

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal subject to the condition
that the project would be completed by March, 2012 and no further time and cost overrun
would be accepted by the committee.

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

'CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The original proposal of
modernization of Gang Canal System was éarlier considered by the Advisory committee
in its 73 meeting held on 31.05.2000 and was accepted for Rs. 445.73 Crore.
Accordingly, Planning Commission accorded investment clearance to the proposal on
23.09.2000. . o |

The State Govt. ha_é now submitted Revised Cost Estimate at price level 2008-
2009 without change in scope. The cost of the project has been finalized for Rs. 621.42
Crore at 2008-09 PL with B.C. ratio as 1.80. State Finance Concurrence has also been
submitted by the project authorities. - |

Secretary (WR) asked why the provision for land cost in the original estimate was
kept as 11.04 crore whereas in the present revised estimate, the cos aginst this item has
been shown as 1.336 lakh. The project authorities replied that in the earlier estimate the
higher provision was kept: with the anticipation of add__i_tiohal [Iand acquisition for canals,
whereas during the execution, the additional land was not required.

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

the project should be completed by March, 2013 and no further cost and time overrun
would be considered by the Committee. '

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

CE (PAC), CWOC briefly introduced the'project. Badaun Irrigation Project envisages
construction of a 490 m 'long barrage across river Ramganga (a tributary of Ganga river)
to utilize monsoon discharge by diverting 56 cumec through canal on right side of the
barrage. The project is located on Bareilly-Mathura state highway and about 10 krri south
of Bareilly city. The project would ‘provide irrigation benefits to an area of 37,453 ha
annually (CCA-53,504 ha) in Badaun and Bareilly districté of Uttar Pradesh.



The CosiEstimate for the project has been finalized as: Rs.332.12 Crore at 2008-
09 Price Level with BC ratio of 1.69. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by
‘the Project Authorities (Annexure- V).

It was stated by the Member Secretary that Ganga Wing, MoWR has suggested for
‘monitoring of barrage operation for ensuring no wi'thdrawal during the lean periCd from 15¢
January to 31 May in view of the Indo Bangla Desh agreement. The projet Authorites
plied that due to storage in existing Kalagarh reservoir in upstream of the proposed
barrage, there would not be sufficient water in the pondage of the barrage.

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal.

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

CE (PAO), CWC brie‘[ly"ih‘{rodu,ced the projebt. Ba‘nsagar Canal Projecténvisages
construCtion of a lined canal taking off from common feeder which in turn takes off from
Bansagar Dam Bansagar B.am is situated in Madhya Pradesh across river Sone in

Shahdol District and is a Jcmt venture p ‘Ject of Madhya Pradesh Uttar Pradesh and
Bihar under the mter—_state agreement a;

st the above three states.

" The 1% revised estimate ovaansagar Canal Pro;ect was considered and
accepted by the Advisory Committee in its 90" meeting held on 26.09.2007 for Rs.
- 2053.35 crore (includi‘ng‘ sh_are cost of the dam) at 2006 price level and ihvestment
clearance to the same was accorded by the Pjanni‘r‘ié Commission in April, 2008.

The Government of Uttar Pradesh has now submitted 2™ Revised Cost Estimate
without change in scope. The same has been examined in CWC and the cost has been
finalized for Rs. 3148.91 crore at 2008-09 price level including share cost of Rs. 458.03
crore to be borne by the Govt. of Uttar Pradesh towards construction of common
components of Bansagar Dam Project. ‘

B.C. ratio of the proposal has been worked out to be 1.11. State Finance
Concurrence has been submitted by the Project Authorities. |

Thé committee observed that the cost has been finalized at 2008-09 PL and how
the project will be completed on this finalized cost. The project authority informed that
most of the work has been awarded. So the project will be completed at this finalized cost
and no further cost escalation would be allowed. '
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After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal subject to the condition

that the project would be completed by March, 2013 at the finalized cost and further time
and cost overrun would not be considered by the committee.

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

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Kanhar Irrigation Project
envisages construction of a 3.003 km long earthen dam across river Kanhar, a tributary of
river Sone. The project is proposed to provide irrigation benefits to an area of 27,898 ha
(CCA-26,075 ha) annually to the Dudhi and Robertsganj Tehsils of Sonebhadra District
which falls in the drought prone area of Uttar Pradesh.

The Cost Estimate for the project has been finalized as: Rs. 652.59 crore at 2008-
09 Price Level with BC ratio of 1.17. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by
the Project Authorities (Annexure-V).

| Ganga Wing, MoWR has informed vide their letter No. 7/17/2008-Ganga/ 5511-13
dated 15" September, 2010 that TAC NO,_? of Kanhar Irrigation Project does not have any
information about international aspect G;f the project. The project authorities informed that
Kanhar Project has been taken up for utilizing 0.15 MAF of Kanhar water out of total
allocation of 0.25 MAF to Uttar Pradesh as per Bansagar Agfeement (reached on 16"
September, 1973 prior to Indo-Bangladesh treaty on sharing.of Gaga water).

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal.

12.  RESTORING CAPACITY OF WESTERN GANDAK CANAL SYSTEM, UTTAR

PRADESH (NEW-ERM -MAJOR-):

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Western Gandak Canal project
(UP portion) was originally approved by Planning Commission in the year 1960 for an
estimated cost of Rs. 50.39 crore. The work on this project was started in the year 1961
and completed in the year 1994, Later on, the revised estimate of the project was
considered in the 57" meeting of TAC held on 27.01.1994 for Rs. 154.38 crore. However
Planning Commission did not accord investment clearance to revised cost of the project.

The Govt. of Uttar Pradesh has now submitted the ERM proposal of the existing
project to restore the designed discharge of the main canal, branch canal as well as

distributaries which is reduced substantially due to accumulation of silt. The present
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proposal will restore the irrigation potential of 1.78 lakh ha in order to utilize full desighed
irrigation potential of 3.32 lakh ha which would benefit Gorakhpur, Maharajganj,
Kushinagar and Deoria Districts of Uttar Pradesh. |

The cost estimate for the project has been finalized a's} 217.12 Cr at 2009 -10 pri{;e
level with BC ratio of 4.04. State Finance Concurrence has also been submitted by the
state government.

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal.

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

CE (PAO), CWC 'br'eﬂy introduced the project The proposed scheme envisages
raising and strengthenmg of embankments, dyke and. constructlon of faunching apron to
prevent floods and. erosion it both Nagaon and Momgaon d:strlcts of Assam and will
benefit around 26,000 ha of cultivated ank
villages, other public and private propertie

dﬁ‘gomesteag land including thickly populated
“and a population of 3,50,000.

The project has t;eén examined in CWQ!other Central Agencies and the cost
estimate for the Scheme has been finalized at Rs. 110.72 Crore at 2009-10 price level
with BC ratio of 2.18. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the project
authorities (Annexure»Vl)

After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal.

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

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

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

construction of launching apron to prevent floods and erosion in affected reaches of the
Dibrugarh District and will benefit around 32,614 ha of cultivated and homestead land

including thickly populated villages, other public and private properties and a population of
1,50,000.

The project hés been examined in CWC/other Central Agencies and the cost
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estimate for the Scheme has been finalized at Rs. 61.33 Crore at 2009-10 PL with BC
ratio of 2.27. State Finance Concurrence has been submitied by the project authorities
(Annexure-Vil). ’ '

After brief discussion, the committée accepted the proposal.

15. ASSAM INTEGRATED FLOOD RIVERBANK EROSION RISK MANAGEMENT
PROJECT - PALASBARI SUB PROJECT ‘
CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed sub project envisages
construction of \revetment at Palasbari, Gumi and Raising and Strengthening of
embankment at Palasbari. The main objective of this scheme is to protect 62,152 ha area
of land comprising cultivable, homestead, fallow land, schools and institutes, market
complexes and road communication with-benefits to a population of 5, 00,000.

The project has been examined:in CWC/ch’ercentral Agencies and the cost

estimate for the Scheme has been finalized at Rs. 129.49 Crore at 2009-10 price level
" with BC ratio of 3.35. State Finance Concurrence has béen submitted by the project
authorities (Annexure-VIl). = |

After brief discussion, the comr}"ii_ > accepted the prog;afoéal. »

16. SCHEME FOR. FLOOD PROTECT&ON‘ WORKS};ALONG LEFT AND RIGHT
BANK OF RIVER RAPTI IN DISTRICT SIDDHARTHNAGAR, SANT KABIR
NAGAR, GORAKHPUR & DEOGRIA, U.P. '

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed flood protection
scheme envisages anti-erosion works af Bunds along left and right banks of river Rapti at
10 locations to protect important cities, villages and culturable land in Siddharthnagar,
Sant Kabir Nagar, Gorakhpur and Deoria districts of U.P where severe erosion and water
logging had been taken place.

The project has.been examined in CWC/other Central Agencies and the cost
estimate for the Scheme has been finalized at Rs. 52.29 Crore at 2009-10 Price Level
with BC ratio of 3.64. State Finance Concurrence has not been submitted by the project
authorities. ‘

Since State Finance Concurrence was not furnished, after brief discussion, the
committee deferred the proposal. '
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17)  Maniyari Tank Project (Major ERM-New), Chhattisgarh:
~ Chief Engineer, PAO briefly introduced the project and intimated that the proposal
at an estimated cost of Rs. 159.95 Cr. was considered in the 105" TAC Meeting held on

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

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

Cr. vide letter No. 3/AIBP/1/2004-Bilaspur dated 21.7.2010 (Annexure-Vill).
After brief discussion, the committee accepted the proposal.

1)) It was brought to the notice of all members that the Guidelines for Submission,
Appraisal and Clearance of Irrigation and Multipurpose Projects has been revised with the

approval of the Secretary (WR), Chairman of the Advisory Committee and issued to all the
State Governments on 31* August, 2010.

IV)  Chairman observed that current average cost of on farm development of command
area is Rs.20,000/- pgff hectare which should be consid’ere'd (if not already taken in
estimate) ‘while compufting the B.C. Rva“ti'el;af the project. This shoeuld be revised from time
to time as the cost per hectare Ut :

Command Area Development and Water
Management Programme is revised. |

Meeting ended with vote of thanks to the chair.
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_ Annexure-|
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Members of the Committee:

S/ Shri

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

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

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

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

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

Planning Commission)

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

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

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

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

Special Invitees

a) Ministry of water Resources
S/ Shri :
10. 8. P. Kakran, Commissioner (Ganga), MoWR

11. V. K. Nagpure, Sr. Joint Commissioner, MoWR

b) Central Water Commission

S/ Shri

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

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

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

17. V.N. Wakpanjar, Chief Engineer, KGBO, CWC, Hyderabad.
18. M.K. Sinha, Chief Engineer, PMO, CWC, New Delhi

19. Y.K. Sharma, Chief Engineer, IBO, CWC, Chandigarh

20. G.Thakur, Director, CA(l), CWC, New Delhi

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

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

23. R.XK. Kanodia, Direcfor, PA (S), CWC. New Delhi
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24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

Deepak Kumar, Director, FM-Hl, CWC. New Delhi
M W Paunikar, DD, PA(N), CWC, New Delhi
Sudhir Kumar, DD, PA(S), CWC, New Delhi
Bashishtha Rai, DD, PA(C), CWC, New Delhi

‘Sureshwar Singh Bonal DD, CA(l), CWC, New Delhi

29. Piyush Kumar, DD, FM-Il, CWC, New Delhi

¢} GFCC

S/ Shri

30. S.Masood Husain, Member (Piann ng), GFCC, Patna

d) State Government officers

31,
32,
33.
34.

35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

40,
41,
42.
43,
44,
45,
46.

S/ 8hri

Andhra Pradesh

Aditya Nath Das, Secretary Irrigation, Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.
B.S.N. Reddy, Enginger-in-Chief (irr,) Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.
K.Ramakrishna, Chief-Engineer, Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.

Y. Mahadev, SE, Govt.of Andhra Pradesh Warangal

Assam P :

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

Devi Rajak, Eﬁgiheer—in—Chief, WRD, Govt.of Bihar, Patna

0.P.Ambarker, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt.of Bihar, Patna

M.K. Das, SE, WRD, Govt.of BihAar', Sasaram.

Himachal Pradesh

R.K.Sharma, Engineer-in-Chief, IPH Deptt. Govt. of Himachal Pradesh.
Jharkhand _

R.S. Poddar Principal Secretary, WRD, Govi. of Jharkhand, Ranchi
R.M.Ravidés, Engineer-in-Chief, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi
B.M.Kumar, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Jamshedpur.
G.Ram, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Jamshedpur
R.S.Tigga, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi.
B.K.Singh, SE, WRD, Gowt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi.

B.C.Mandal, SE, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi,



47.
48.
49.
50.

51.
52.

93,
54.

55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61,
62.
63.
64.

Maharas htfa , .
E.B. Patil, Secretary WR, Govt. of Maharashtra, Mumbai.

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

H. Y. Kolawale, Executive Director; VIDC, Nagpur

N.B.Ghuge, Chief Engineer, Gosikhurd Project, Nagpur,
Punjab |
Hussan Lal, Chief Engineer, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh
Varinder Kumar, EE, Kandi Canal, Govt. of Punjab, Hoéhiarpur.
Rajasthan |

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

M.R Doodi, EE, ERGC, Ganganagar.

Uttar Pradesh

Suresh ‘Tiwa’ri, E-in- C (D&P), irrigation Department, Lucknow
A. K. Ojha, CE 1&P, UP Irrigation, Lucknow

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

AP. Aggarwal, CE Irfigation Department, Lucknow

Sandeep VKum_éir,SE,v iiﬂgjjiagaﬁon Department, Lucknow

L.R. Adlakha, SE, Irrf‘é‘éfion Depa
S.C. Arya,SE, Irrigation Depart '

ent, Lucknow

Mirzapur,
S.N.Kannzia, SE, Irrigation Department, Mirzapur.

Sewa Rafn, SE frrigation Department, Gorakhpur.
Vishwanath Shuki‘a, EE, lrrigAatAioh Department, Kushinagar.
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Aﬂ‘S‘.I'RAC’i' ._
h ANNEXURE-TT
J.Chokky Rao Devadula Lift Irrlgaﬂon Scheme - Grounding of works with State Funds™ Reviscd
" approval — Partlal Maodification — Orders Issued

IRRIGATION & CAD (PW MM IRR IV 1) DEP&RTMENT

G.0.Rt.NQ,606 Qatﬁdiéﬁ:ﬂﬂ:mfi

G.0.Rt.N0o.599, Irrigaticuj& CAD (PW.Maj.Irr.IV.1) Department, dt. 14-09-2010,

-

tEEEE

DRDER:

3 " LY

In partial modification of the orders issued in the G.O. read above the following
construction programme for execution of GLIS Is approved for the revised project cost of
[,.9427.73 Crores. The works shall be executed with funds of State Government initially and by
abtaining Central Assistance/external funds after obtaining necessary clearances:

Fxpenditure upto Financlal Year 2009-10 3783.02Crores 4
r xpenditure for Financial Year 2010-11 - | 3179.93 Crores -_
Expenditure for Financial Year 2011-12 1924.05 Crores ]
| Expenditure for Financial Year 2012-13 540.73 Crores. :
' tTotal .~ e 1 992773 Crores

The order issues with the concurrence or Fmance (W&P) Department vide thelr
U.0.No. 4630/r4(1)/10-01, dt. 16-09-2010.

3. The Chief Englneer,,-G_lJS shall take further necessary .action atscordlﬁ'gly_
(BY ORDER AND'IN THE NAME OF THE GOVERNOR OF ANDHRA PRADESH)
ADITYA NATH DA
SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT

To

The Chief Engineer,

Godavari [ ift Trrigation Scheme,
K.C.Calony, Chlnlagaltu

Warangal,
L.Dpy to
ihe Finance (W&P) Department

SEISC

//FORWARDED BY ORDER// P T %z,

EﬁION OFFICER
iﬂ{)
!
T°d ~ BsgesLEeiolL 1.b2ShecarTe NOIIHSIHI D3S:wo44 8S:90 B182-NNL-62
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ANNEX URE -TT{4)

Government of Tharkhand
Water Resources Department,

Letter No: - 1/PMC/Vividh/154/04- /Ranchi Dated .......... ‘

From:
R.S. Poddar,
Principal Secretary
To,
Shri U.N. Panjiyar,
Secy. to Govt. of India
Ministry of Water Resources,
Shram Shakti Bhawan,
New Delhi -110001.

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

Ref: Letter no. 13/07/2009-PA (N)/ 1504-05 dated 13.08.2010 of Central Water Commission,
" New Delhi.
Sir, S
With reference to the abové mentioned subject, this is to inform that with the concurrence of
state finance department, the Admmlstratwe Approval of Gumani Barrage Project has been accorded for
.162.59 cr. at 2004 price level vide Govt. Order. no. [/PMC/work/255/04-36/06-07 pra. swi.
Ranch i/dated 22/03/2007 of. Water Resources Department (Cpr enclosed) This is also to mention that

~the CWC has examihed and finalized the revised cost of the project at-2008-09 pnce level at Rs. 185.76

cr. which is only 14. 75% more than the amount of Admmlstratwe Approva

The revised ¢ost of the project on 2008-09 pr;ce level, as éxamined by CWC is well within 20%
of the amount of previous Administrative Approval (Rs.- 162.49.cr.) Hence as per Notification no: CS
1/R-102/2000-4151 / Ranchi, dated 18/12/2001 of Cabinet Secretariat & Coordination Department, Govt.
of Jharkhand, fresh concurrence from oe - department or fresh approval of cabinet is not
required.(copy of the said notification is entlosed herew;th) ;

The cost.of Gumani Barrage Project arrived at by cwe is acceptable to the Water Resources
Department, Govt. of Jharkhand and hence it i$ requested that the revised project proposal may be placed
before Technical Adv;sory Commtttee Of MoWR, Gol for apprqva

An early action is sohcxt&d
Your’s faithfully

En: as above. : Sd/-
: {R.S. Poddar)
LAS,
Principal Secretary

Letter No: - I/PMC/Vividh/154/04- 720 “Re~»  /Ranchi Dated ../ %+ - 227 0

Copy forwarded to:
Sri Ajay Kumar, Director PA (N),Project Appraisal Directorate Central Water Commission, 407 (S)
Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi in reference to 4 for information & necessary action.

/\PLV%%?_!\J/;‘O

(R.S. Poddar)
Principal Secretary

RN
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STATE FINANCE CONCURRENCE

Badaun Irrigation Scheme has been submitted to Central Water
Commission, New Delhi. Central Water Commission has evaluated this Scheme

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

hereby accorded. | [\i
|
Chl;}Engmeer —_— g Coo -Eugineer—in-l?hief
(Eastern Ganga) . - _ (Design & Planning)
I.rrlgatlon Department UP, * - . Irrigation Department U.P.

Moradabad. : : . s Lucknow.

Q}vwv-i\gg_

s

Principal Secretary * Principal Secretary
(Irrigation). ' ' s _(Finance)
Government'of UP. . o ' Government of U.P.
Luckriow. ' ~ Lucknow.
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STATE FINANCE CONCURRENCE

Kanhar lrrigation Project has been submitted o Cential Water

Commission, New Delht. Cenatral Water Commission has evaluated this Project for

Rs. 652.58 crore. Financial Concurrence for Kanhar Irxigationg{)nojcct is hereby

accorded.

——, J

Chief Engineer 2\&/\ ¢

(Bansagar Canal Project)
Irrigation Department, U:P.
Allahabad

PR,

| Principal Secretary
(Irrigatian)
Govt of UP.

Lucknow

PR

B

\

(Design & Planning)
Irrigation Department, U.P.
Lucknow

Cliwds
Principal Secretary
(Finance)
Govt of U.P.

Lucknow
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FIWARCE (BUDGED) DEPARTMERT

Dated Dispur 177 Septemix
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ANNE X URE -~ V1L

GOVERNMENT OF ASSAM
QFFICE OF THE COMIMISSIONER AND SECRETARY, FINAMCE DEPVT.
DISPLIR.
Mo, C&S/Fin/1/09/71 . Dated Dispur, the 20t September, 2010.
From Mr.R.S.Prasad, IAS, . !

Commissioner & Secrotary
ta the Government of Assarm
Finance Department.

[E T The Chief Engineer, (FM-Il) Project Approval Organisation.
Cantral Water Commission
Seva Bhavan, R.K.Puram,
New Delhi. '

fuby Finance provisions for funding FMP works in Dibrugarh and Palasbari, in
Assam under AIFRE! %MIP

fef Our ietter No. C&S/Fln/l/@?f?(} dated 17 xptember, 2010
Sir,

| hé\;e the honour t‘eﬁfiar’nm that the Fxmmc«. Department of tﬁxe

tipvernmen of Assam has accorded in ent dearance for Dibmgarh and Pafasban

subprojects for Rs. 61.23 crores and R /129.5 crores respectwely, under the afoxes—kd

investment program. Nece< sary budgetary ai!ocat:om to the ef’f’ect has also been pravzded

) f
in the State budget to mdet the expenditure . of thevabov;e 2:pr01ects. {
) -
(R 1)
§) : Comm;sszorrer andbecretary,
; ' ' Finarke D*»ﬁ{)"t
) Merno. No. C&S/Fin/1/08/71-4, Dated Dispur, the 200 september, 2010.
) Copyto: 1. The Additional Chief Secretary to the Government of Assam, Water i
5 : ‘Resources Depariment for kmd informaticr: and necessary action. |
3 2.ThHe Secretary to the Government of Assam, Water Resources Department ,
for information and necessary action,
J '

YpAﬁ\\H
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Govt of Chhattisgarh, ANNEXURE- VAL

Water Resources Deptt.
Mantralava,
D.K.S. Bhawan, Raipur

~

Memo No,7(J () /7-9-10-31/8-2/2009,  Raipur, Dated & 109/2010

To, /
The Deputy Advisor (WR),
: Planmng Commission,
Yojna Bhavan,
Sansad Marg,
New Delhi.

Sub. :- State Fxnance Concurrench to Maniyari project tank of Bilaspur

sttrldt

t
i

% e g o

This is. to inform you that the State Finance Department. Govt. of

Chhattisgarh H‘as accorded ap}'xf yal to Cement-Concrete Lining of Maniyari

Tank Project amountmg to Rs. 159295 crores (Rs one hundred fifty nine crore &
nmetv ﬁve ac:) only. Aﬁer compietlon an addxtlonal area of 14515 hactare
shall be 1mgated‘ in Mungeli, Loom? & Pathama blocks of Bilaspur district.

The provision. éf a-sum of Rs, «,,2:5‘:06 crore for 2010-11 has been made n
the state budget. | |

1t is therefore requested to accord necessary investment clearance to the
- proposal so that this may be included under AIBP.

M o 2 “"v rf o 2
11 S R - 3 ‘: f‘i
Cl N | } et

(C.K. Khaitan)

Sceretary
ﬁ. Water R'é‘so‘grces Department,

Mantralaya, Raipur

I

1BM-E-DRIVE-HKY 143-E.L. REDDY SIR
&
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- Endt. No. /F-9-10-3 1 /5-2/2000, Raipur, Dated /09/:2010
Copy forwarded to - A
The Chief Engineer, Hasdeo Basin, Bilaspur with reference (o his memo

no. 20/AIBP/2010/307 Bilaspur, dated 20.08.2010 fo: information and ﬁ_ecessary
action. ‘

Encl:- Nil. o 93%’/‘

Officer on Special Duty,
Water Rekources Department,
Mantralaya, Raipur
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No. 16/27/2010-PA (N)/ 2. 227k~ 1)

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT APPRAISAL ORGANIZATION

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

Date: 04.11.2010
Og

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

- e

Enclosed please find herewith a copy of the summary record of discussions of the
above meeting held at New Delhi on 27" October, 2010 at Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New
Delhi for information and necessary action.

Encl.: As ab | ) 4
ncl.: As above 0?7 (;\\, Vi

(S.K. Srivastava) © 4] 11]
Chief Engineer (PAO)
& Member Secretary of the
Advisory Committee

To
Members of Committee:
1. Chairman, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi.
2. Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, (1% Floor) North Block,New Delhi.
3. Secretary, Department of Power, S.S. Bhawan, IInd Floor, New Delhi.
4, Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, 4™ Floor, Room No- 404/05
Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.
5. Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affairs, Room No. 738, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan,

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

Bhawan, New Delhi.

7. Director General, ICAR, Room No-108, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi.

8. Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi.

9, Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man
Singh Road, New Delhi.

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

11. Principal Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Room No-107 Yojana Bhawan,
New Delhi.

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



Special Invitees:

13. Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi.

14. Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi.

15.  Member (RM), CWC, New Delhi.

16. Chairman, GFCC, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna - 800 015, Bihar.

17. Commissioner (Projects), Room No-411, S.S. Bhawan, MoWR, New Delhi.

18. Commissioner (Ganga), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

19. Chief Advisor (Cost), Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance, Lok Nayak
Bhawan, New Delhi

20. Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Sachivalay Annexe, Lucknow-226 001 (U.P.).

21. Principal Secretary, Water Resources , Govt of Madhya Pradesh, Sachivalaya,
Arera Hills, Bhopal -

22. Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Rajasthan, Secretariat,
Jaipur-302 005.

23. Principal Secretary, Irrigation & CAD Department, Government of Andhra Pradesh,
Room No. 716, 7*" floor, J-Block, Secretariat Building, Hyderabad-500 022.

24. Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Maharashtra, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-400 032.

25. Secretary, Water Resources & Energy Department, Government of Jharkhand,
Nepal House, Ranchi-834 001 (Jharkhand)

26. Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt. of Karnataka, M.S. Building, 6™ floor
Karnataka Government Secretariat, Dr. Ambedkar Veedhi, Bangalore-560 001

27. Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Delhi.

28. Chief Engineer (FMO), CWC, New Delhi.

29. Chief Engineer, Lower Ganga Basin, WC, 177-B, Srikrishnapuri, Patna-800 001.

30. Chief Engineer, Monitoring Central, CWC, Nagpur.

31. Chief Engineer, Monitoring South, CWC, Bangalore.

32. Chief Engineer, KGBO, CWC, Hyderabad.

33. Chief Engineer, NBO, CWC, Bhopal.

34. Chief Enginbeer, Yamuna Basin Orgainsation, CWC, Kalindi Bhawan, New Delhi.

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



SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 107" MEETING OF THE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI PURPOSE
PROJECTS, HELD ON 27" OCTOBER, 2010 FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO-
ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF PROJECT PROPOSALS.

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

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

)  CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 106™" MEETING:

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

)} PROJECT PROPOSALS CONSIDERED BY THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE:

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

CE (PAQO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Indira Sagar (Polavaram)
Project envisages construction of a dam across the river Godavari at a village near
Polavaram in West Godavari district of Andhra Pradesh. The project is contemplated as a
Multipurpose Project conferring annual irrigation to an extent of 4.36 lakh ha. in upland
areas of four districts of Andhra Pradesh namely, East Godavari, Vishakapatnam, West
Godavari and Krishna; water supply to Vishakhapatnam Steel Plant and industries in and
around Vishakhapatnam besides domestic water supply to enroute towns and villages;
diversion of 80 TMC of water to Krishna basin and generation of hydropower with installed
capacity of 960 MW.

The said proposal was earlier considered by the advisory committee in its 95th
meeting held on 20.01.2009 and was accepted for Rs.10151.04 crore at 2005-06 Price
Level. Planning commission accorded investment clearance to the proposal on
25.02.2009 for Rs. 10151.04 crore. The State Govt. has now submitted the Revised Cost
Estimate at 2010-11 price level without change in scope. Revision was necessary due to
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price escalation and change in the design of the Spillway and Earth & Rockfill Dam. The
Revised Estimate has been appraised in CWC and the cost has been finalized for Rs.
16010.45 crore at 2010-11 price level. The BC ratio of the project is 1.70. State Finance
Concurrence has been obtained from the State Government.

. Advisor (Cost) raised query whether the phasing of expenditure as proposed by the
State Govt. is feasible. The Principal Secretary, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh replied that
the pace of work of the project was slow during the initial stage due to delay in obtaining
requisite statutory clearances from MoEF and MoTA. He further informed that now all the
requisite statutory clearances have already been obtained and confirmed that the project
would be completed as per the proposed phasing. )

Joint Secretary (Exp.), Deptt. Of Expenditure suggested that in view of the letter
dated 26.10.2010 of JS &FA (MoWR), copies of DPR of the project should be sent to the
Office of Chief Advisor (Cost), Department of Expenditure and IFD, MoWR for their
observations before considering the proposal. Further she also stated that the subject is
sub-judice in the Hon'ble Supreme Court. Member (WP&P) explained that there is no stay
on implementation of the project and the Advisory Committee is considering only the
techno-economic viability of the project in respect of the revised cost. However, on the
suggestion of Joint Secretary (Exp.), the committee decided to defer the project proposal
for next meeting and directed the Member Secretary to send copies of DPR to IFD and
Chief Advisor (Cost) for their reference.

2.0 RAISA RESERVOIR SCHEME, JHARKHAND (NEW MEDIUM) :

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The project envisages
construction of a dam near village Gitimeretoli under Bundu Block of Khunti Sub-division
in Ranchi district across River Raisa which is a left bank tributary of Kanchi river in
Subarnrekha basin. The project will provide annual irrigation of 3145 ha (1887 ha Kharif
and 1258 ha Rabi) spread over in a C.C.A. of 3145 ha lying on the both banks of the river
in Bundu Block of Ranchi district. The project would benefit the tribal people of Ranchi
district.

The project has been appraised in CWC and the cost of the project has been
finalized for Rs. 77.68 crore (at PL 2009-10). The BC ratio of the project is 1.27. The
project authority informed that Govt. of Jharkhand has already accorded its administrative
approval to this project for Rs. 67.78 crore(at PL 2008-09) . Now, the project has been
finalized for Rs. 77.68 crore(at PL 2009-10). Since, the increase in cost is less than 20%,
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fresh administrative approval/State Finance Concurrence is not required as per the Govt.
of Jharkhand Gazette notification dated 18.12.2001.

Advisor (Cost) informed that the provisions under Establishment, Tools & Plants
and Audit & Accounts were kept nil in the estimate and therefore the cost estimate does
not appear to be realistic. It was informed by project authorities that the provisions under
Establishment etc. were kept nil keeping in view very small size of the project to be
executed departmentally. The salary etc. would be booked under non-plan head.

Secretary (WR) observed that the provisions under Establishment, Tools &Plants,
and Audit & Accounts, etc. ought to be kept so as to reflect the actual cost estimate of the
project for establishing its econornic viability. Member (WP&P) asked projéct authorities to
submit the revised cost abstract incorporating provisions under aforesaid subheads and
the B.C. ratio be worked out accordingly.

The Project Authorities submitted the Revised Cost amounting to Rs. 81.11 crore
incorporating provisions under aforesaid subheads and the revised B.C. ratio as 1.17.
Since, the project would benefit the tribal area, the project proposal was accepted.

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

CE (PAO), CWC gave a brief introduction of the project. The project envisages
construction of an earthen dam near village Gutjora under Khunti Block in Khunti district
across river Tajna which is a left bank tributary of Subarnrekha river in Subarnrekha
basin. The project will provide Annual Irrigation of 5670 ha (4050 ha Kharif and 1620 ha
Rabi) spread over in a C.C.A. of 6370 ha lying on the both bank of the river in Khunti
block.

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 87.76 crore at 2009-10
price level with BC ratio of 2.34. The project authority informed that Govt. of Jharkhand
has already accorded its administrative approval to this project for Rs. 74.42 crore at 2008
price level. Now, the project has been finalized for Rs. 87.76 crore(at PL 2009-10). Since,
the increase in cost is less than 20% , fresh administrative approval/State Finance
Concurrence is not required as per the Govt. of Jharkhand Gazette notification dated
18.12.2001.

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal.



40 SUBERNAREKHA MULTIPURPOSE PROJECT, JHARKHAND (REVISED-
MAJOR):

CE (PAO) stated that the Subernarekha Multi-purpose Project, Jharkhand was
discussed in the 106™ TAC Meeting of MOWR held on 16.09.2010. In the said meeting
after discussions, Committee deferred the proposal on account of non-submission of the
following documents:

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

Dalma Wildlife Sanctuary and

(i)  State Finance Concurrence.

.

Accordingly, the representatives of the State Government were asked to submit the
same within a month so that the proposal can be considered in the next meeting.

In regard to condition (i), MoEF, in his letter dated 23.8.2006 communicating 1%
stage forest clearance, has given forest clearance for 1655.55 ha against requirement of
1800.81 ha. It has been stated in the said letter that the diversion of 145.26 ha of forest
land falling in Dalma wildlife sanctuary will be considered after receipt of compliance of
various conditions stipulated by the Standing Committee of National Board of Wildlife
(NBWL) as directed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

Accordingly, the Government of Jharkhand complied the conditions of the Standing
Committee and recommended the proposal to MoEF for clearance vide letter dated
4.10.2010. Further, the State Wild Life Board under the chairmanship of Hon'ble Chief
Minister also recommended the case for clearance of the said forest land in the meeting
held. on 7.10.2010 and State Govt. sent the case to MoEF vide their letter dated
20.10.2010. State Finance Concurrence has been obtained from the state Government of
Jharkhand.

After brief discussion, the committee considered that the project proposal is sound
and fit to be accepted techno-economically once the wild life clearance is obtained.
Therefore, the Committee decided that the project proposal may be considered for
acceptance after receipt of MOEF clearance in respect of 145.26 ha of forest land falling
in the Dalma Wild life sanctuary. The project was deferred only on the ground of non-
availability of wild life clearance and the Project Authorities were asked to expedite the
said clearance.



50 KACHHAL MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECT, MADHYA PRADESH (NEW -

MEDIUM):

CE (PAOQO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed Kachhal Medium
Irrigation project envisages construction of 3150 m long earthen dam across river
Kachhal, a tributary of Choti Kalisindh river in Chambal Basin. The proposed project is
located in Shajapur district of M.P and is planned to irrigate annually an area of 3470 ha
benefiting 18 villages of Badod block of Shajapur district in DPAP area.

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 62.4789 crore (at 2009
Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.02. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the
Project Authorities (Annexure- 11). -

The committee observed that since BC ratio of the project is marginally more than
one as applicable for DPAP area, detailed scrutiny of the project is required. Chief
Engineer (NBO), CWC informed that BC ratio has been revised based on the latest
approved rate of soyabean obtained from the State Agriculture Department recently.
Based on the latest rate, the BC ratio stands revised to 1.45 which is considerably more
than 1. He also mentioned that since the project benefits DPAP area of Badod block, the
project can therefore be accepted. The revised calculations were placed before the
Committee which was accepted after discussion. The representative of M/o Finance
enquired to know about the steps proposed to be taken by the project authorities for
resettlement and rehabilitation of Project Affected People.(PAP). The Principal
Secretary, Govt of Madhya Pradesh explained that in the instant case only one village will
be affected. Accordingly, resettiement of PAP of this village would be done as per
guidelines of Madhya Pradesh State Rehabilitation Policy (Revised) 2007.

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal.

6.0 UPPER KAKETO IRRIGATION PROJECT, MADHYA PRADESH (NEW-

MEDIUM):

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposed Upper Kaketo
Medium Irrigation project envisages construction of 3672 m long earthen dam across river
Parwati, a tributary of Sindh in Yamuna river Basin in Sheopur and Shivpuri districts of
Madhya Pradesh. The project is proposed as augmentation storage scheme to provide
storage augmentation to existing Tigra reservoir so that 30.46 MCM drinking water
requirements of Gwalior city are adequately met. The annual irrigation proposed from the



project is 3,423 hectare in 600 ha of independent command of Upper Kaketo and 2823 ha
in existing command area of Tigra canal system.

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 196.266 crore (at 2009
Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.54. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the
Project Authorities (Annexure- lll).

The committee observed that the project provides drinking water benefits as a
major benefit while irrigation is proposed through existing canal system of the Tigra dam.
Joint Secretary (Exp.) raised query on the issue of tribal families being affected by the
project. Principal Secretary (WRD), Govt of Madhya Pradesh explained that only 115
families belonging to scheduled tribe category are being affected due to project. As per
M/o Tribal Affairs guidelines, since the number of scheduled tribe families are less than
200, the clearance from M/o Tribal Affairs is not required. Further that the resettlement of
PAPs of eight villages being affected by the project will be done as per guidelines of
Madhya Pradesh State Rehabilitation Policy (Revised) 2007.

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal.

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

CE (PAQ), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Revised Lower Wardha
Project, Maharashtra was discussed in the 106" TAC Meeting of MoWR held on
16.09.2010. In this meeting the Committee decided that the project will be reconsidered
after submission of proper justification note by the project authorities/State Govt. for
increasing the scope of the project.

Accordingly, the Government of Maharashtra vide letter dated 20.9.2010 have
submitted the justification note (Annexure-1V) which inter-alia contains the component-
wise justification as under,

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

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

3. Inclusion of Kharda Barrage to provide irrigation benefits to the farmers belonging to
the distressed farmer’s suicide prone district.



In addition, the project authorities also mentioned in the above letter that tenders
for the above works have been invited and the maximum works have been awarded and
the project would be completed within time and with minimum cost over-run. Further, they
have mentioned that the project is under Hon’ble PM’s package for agrarian distressed
districts of Maharashtra.

Subsequent upon discussion on the justification note and on the advice of JS
(Exp.), the project proposal was deferred by the Committee and the project authorities
were asked to submit additional justification in respect of cost and time over- run based
on internal audit of accounts for the project.

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

CE (PAQO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The Indira Gandhi Nahar Project
(Stage-l) is an old completed project, constructed during the year 1958-1962. The canal
system of the project was originally constructed to irrigate an area of 5.53 lakh ha. The
project provides irrigation facility and drinking water to the areas located in the districts of
Sri Ganga Nagar, Hanumangarh and a part of Bikaner.

The present proposal envisages relining of Indira Gandhi Feeder (traversing
through Haryana and Rajasthan) for a length of 53.54 km and main canal in a reach of 61
km. About 15,106 Million Cubic feet (479 cusec) of water being saved due to Relining of
53.34 km long Indira Gandhi Feeder Canal (between RD 496 to 671) including Haryana
Portion (i.e. RD496 to 555) and 61 km long Indira Gandhi Main Canal (between RD 0.00
to 200.00) would provide additional irrigation to 71,892 ha in the existing command area
of Rajasthan. The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 401.63 crore (at
March 2010 Price Level) and BC ratio is 2.36.

Chairman inquired about the quantity of water being saved due to lining of canals.
The project authorities replied that 6 cusec/million sqft would be saved due to lining. The
representative from CGWB suggested for installation of observation wells/piezometers so
as to monitor ground water table in the command area in the post project stage. The
project authorities informed that a committee would be constituted by the State
Government for the purpose.



The representative from Ministry of Finance inquired about the average plant
protection cost adopted while calculating the B.C. ratio and also queried about the
cropping pattern adopted for the project. After a brief discussion, the project authorities
were suggested to recalculate the B.C. ratio considering modified cropping pattern and
crop wise plant protection cost.

The project authorities submitted the revised B.C. ratio calculation incorporating the
crop wise plant protection cost in line with the modified cropping_pattern. The revised
B.C.ratio worked out as 2.25 was found acceptable.

Since the State Finance Concurrence has not been obtained, it was decided that

s

the proposal may be differed for re-consideration in the next meeting.

9.0 INDIRA GANDHI NAHAR PROJECT (STAGE-lIl) RAJASTHAN (Revised-
Major):

CE (PAQO), CWC briefly introduced the project. Indira Gandhi Nahar Project, stage-
Il envisages construction of 256 km long main canal starting from km 189 (downstream
end of Stage | ) to tail end of the Main Canal at km 445 and its distribution system which
includes construction of about 3835 km long branch canals, distributaries and minors to
irrigate CCA of 8.02 lakh ha by gravity flow on the right side and about 1985 Km long
branch canals, distributaries and minors to irrigate CCA of 4.42 lakh ha through six lift
systems (maximum lift 60 m) on the left side to provide annual irrigation of 9.01 lakh ha in
drought prone districts of Sriganganagar, part of Bikaner, Churu, Jodhpur and Jaisalmer
of Rajasthan.

The Revised cost estimate of Indira Gandhi Nahar Project Stage |l for Rs. 3398.91
cr. (at 1992 price level) was earlier accepted by the Technical Advisory committee in its
65th meeting held on 14.06.1996. Planning Commission has also accorded investment
clearance to the proposal in March, 1998 for 3398.91 Crore (1992 price level).

The State Govt. has now submitted Revised Cost Estimate at 2010 price level
without change in scope. The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for
Rs.6921.32 crore (at 2010 price level) with BC ratio of 1.85. State Finance Concurrence
has been submitted by the Project Authorities.

The expenditure incurred up to March 2010 is Rs.3990 cr. Advisor (Cost) observed
that 84% of potential has already been created and queried why additional amount of Rs.
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2931.55 cr. is required to create balance potential of only 16%. The project authorities
informed that 84% of the potential created as indicated in the DPR is the area for which
irrigation facilities have been created due to construction of main/branch canals etc, but
whole of this area cannot be irrigated unless minors/water courses are complete. The
actual area under irrigation up to end of 2010 is 4.54 lakh ha which is about 50% of the
proposed annual irrigation.

Secretary (WR) suggested that the cost of pressure pipes etc, be kept under the
sub-head V-water courses. He further suggested that the cost of the sprinkler system, etc
to be installed by the farmers should also be taken into consideration while working out
B.C. ratio of the project proposal. .

He further enquired about the electricity charges considered for lifting of water.
The project authorities informed that Rs.1.20 per unit was considered for electricity
charges after deducting subsidy by the Government of Rajasthan. Secretary (WR)
suggested that B.C. ratio be worked out considering the market rate for electricity charges
levied for lift system, excluding the subsidy by the Government of Rajasthan.

The project authorities submitted modified abstract of the cost estimate along with
computations for B.C. ratio, taking into consideration above observations of Secretary
(WR). The B.C. ratio now worked out is 1.69. Since, this requires to be examined again,
after brief discussions, the committee deferred this proposal for consideration in the next
meeting.

10. FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS ALONG BANKS OF RIVER TUNGA AT
SHIMOGA TOWN FROM CH: 11.754 KM TO CH: 14.410 KM AND MATTUR
VILLAGE FROM CH: 6.006 KM TO CH: 7.036 KM IN SHIMOGA DISTRICT OF
KARNATAKA STATE:

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposal envisages
construction of counterfort retaining wall in River Tunga on right bank at Mattur Village for
a length of 1.03 km and on left bank at Shimoga Town for a length of 2.646 km. The
proposed works would minimize inundation of village of Mattur (an old Vedic village) and
town of Shimoga and would result in saving of annual damage to the infrastructures to the
extent of Rs. 13.21 Crore and provide protection to the life and properties of 40,000
people of Mattur Village and Shimoga Town. The proposed scheme would benefit an
area of 11 ha of residential and commercial land in Mattur and Shimoga.



The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 55.18 crore (at 2010-11
Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.50. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the
Project Authorities (Annexure-V).

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal.

11. FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS FOR HEMAVATHI RIVER (CH: km 29.50 — km
31.50) AT HOLENRASIPUR IN HASSAN DISTRICT OF KARNATAKA STATE:

CE (PAO), CWC briefly introduced the project. The proposal envisages
construction of a counter fort retaining walls in river Hemavathi on right bank at
Holenarsipur town for a length of 2.0 km, in Hassan district of Karnaf;ka State. The
proposed works would minimize inundation of town of Holenarsipur and would result in
saving of annual damage to the infrastructures to the extent of Rs.6.991 crore and would
provide protection to the life and properties of the people of Holenarsipur town. The
proposed scheme would benefit an area of 7 ha residential and commercial land and
population of about 20,000.

The Cost Estimate of the project has been finalized for Rs. 25.48 crore (at 2010-11
Price Level) and BC ratio is 1.71. State Finance Concurrence has been submitted by the
Project Authorities (Annexure- VI).

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal.

12.0 FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS ALONG LEFT AND RIGHT BANK OF RIVER
RAPTI IN DISTRICT SIDDHARTHNAGAR, SANT KABIR NAGAR,
GORAKHPUR & DEORIA, U.P:

CE (PAO), CWC mentioned that the Scheme was earlier discussed in the 106™

TAC Meeting of MoWR held on 16.09.2010 and was deferred for want of State Finance

Concurrence for the finalized cost of Rs. 52.29 Crore (PL 2009-10).

Now, the project authorities have submitted State Finance Concurrence (SFC) for

the finalized cost of the project from Govt. of Uttar Pradesh (Annexure- VII).

After brief discussions, the committee accepted the proposal
The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair.
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Annexure-|
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Members of the Committee:

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

2. Smt. A.C. Duggal, Joint Secretary (Expenditure), (Representing Member
' Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance)

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

4. Tanmoy Das, Chief engineer, CEA, (Representing Ministry of Member
Power and Central Electricity Authority)
5. Dr. Poonam Sharma, Scientist — D, (Representing Central Ground Member
Water Board)
6. Dr. Maan Singh, DAC (Representing Ministry of Agriculture) Member
7. S. K. Shrivastava, Chief Engineer, PAO, CWC, New Delhi Member- Secretary

Special Invitees
a) Ministry of Finance

8 Shri P. K. Aggarwal, Advisor (Cost), (Representing Chief Advisor Cost, Ministry of Finance)
b) Ministry of water Resources '

9.  Shri A .B. Pandya, Commissioner (Projects), MoWR, New Delhi.
c) Central Water Commission
S/ Shri

10. R.C. Jha, Member (WP&P)& Member (RM) CWC, New. Delhi,
11. 0O.P. Khanda, Chief Engineer, YBO, CWC, New Delhi

12. K.N. Keshri, Chief Engineer, LGBO,CWC, Patna |

13. V.N. Wakpanjar, Chief Engineer, KGBO, CWC, Hyderabad.
14. M.K. Sinha, Chief Engineer, PMO, CWC, New Delhi

15. Y.K. Sharma, Chief Engineer, IBO, CWC, Chandigarh

16. S.K.G Pandit, Chief Engineer, NBO, CWC, Bhopal

17. S.K. Haldar, Director (Mon), CWC, Bhopal.

18. D.P. Mathuria, Director (M&A), CWC, Bhopal.

19. G.Thakur, Director, CA(l), CWC, New Delhi

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

21. P.C. Jha, Director, PA (C), CWC. New Delhi
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22.
23.

24.
25.
26.
27.

28,
29.

R.K. Kanodia, Director, PA (S), CWC. New Delhi
C. Lal, Director, FMP, CWC. New Delhi

G.S. Tyagi Director (UT & SS), CWC. New Delhi
S.S. Bakshi Director (FE& SA), CWC. New Delhi
M W Paunikar, DD, PA(N), CWC, New Delhi
Sudhir Kumar, DD, PA(S), CWC, New Delhi
Bashishtha Rai, DD, PA(C), CWC, New Delhi
O.P. Gupta, DD, (FE& SA), CWC, New Delhi

d) State Government officers
S/ Shri

30.

31

32.

33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.

39.

40.

41.
42.
43.

44,
45,
46.
47.
48.

49.
50.

Andhra Pradesh

S.K. Joshi, Principal Secretary, | &CAD Dptt., Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.
M. Venkateswara Rao, Chief Engineer, Indira Sagar Polavaram Project, Dowlaiswarm, A.P
K.Ramakrishna, Chief Engineer, Govt.of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.

Jharkhand

R.S. Poddar, Principal Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi

B.C. Nigam, Spl. Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi

R.M.Rabidas, Engineer-in-Chief, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi

B.M.Kumar, Chief Engineer, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Jamshedpur.

B.K.Singh, SE, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi.

Amaresh Kumar Sinha, Resident Engineer cum OSD, WRD, Govt. of Jharkhand, New Delhi
Karnataka

B. Guru Prasad, Chief Engineer, Minor Irrigation, Govt. of Karnataka, Bangalore.
Madhya Pradesh

R. S. Julaniya, Principal Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Madhya Pradesh

Maharashtra

E.B. Patil, Secretary, WRD, Govt. of Maharashtra, Mumbai.

S.N.Huddar, Advisor, WRD, Govt. of Maharashtra, Pune

C.S. Modak, Executive Director, VIDC, Nagpur

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

Rajasthan

Damodar Sharma, Chairman, IGNP, Govt.of Rajasthan, Jaipur.

T.K. Parmar, Chief Engineer, WR (North), Govt. of Rajasthan, Hanumangarh.

Virdhi Chand, Chief Engineer, IGNP, Govt.of Rajasthan, Bikaner.

Rajni kant, SE, Suratgarh W.R.Circle, Hanumangarh

Uttar Pradesh

Suresh Tiwari, Engineer-in-Chief (D&P), Irrigation Department, Govt.of U.P., Lucknow
A. K. Ojha, CE, UP Irrigation, Govt.of U.P., Lucknow.
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JUSTIFICATION
FOR
INCREASING THE SCOPE OF THE
LOWER WARDHA IRRIGATION PROJECT, MAHARASHTRA
' (REVISED-MAJOR)
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»

The Revised Lower Wardha Project, Maharashtra was discussed in the 106" TAC Meeting of

MoWR held on 16.09.2010.

In the said meeting after discussions regarding the benefits

accrued 'by the present proposal against the originally approved project proposal, the
Committee decided that the project will be reconsidered after submission of proper justification
note for changing the scope of the project by project authorities.

In this regard, the Government of Maharashtra vide letter dated 20.9.2010 addressed to

Secretary (MoWR) with a copy endorsed to Chairman, CWC have submitted justification which
i enclosed al Annex-I.

The component-wise justification as stated by the project authorities are given as here under:

Ts

[ue]

Lift Component: The Lift irrigation scheme in the project has been proposed to provide
irrigation benefits to an additional area of 8,330 ha annually for which sufficljent water is
available. With the provision of Lift irrigation benefits can be given to some extent to the
Project Affected People. At present, the work of Head works is under completion, it is

feasible at this stage to construct the lift component as a part of Lower Wardha Project rather
than taking the scheme separately. .

. Pulgaon Barrage: In earlier proposal, supply of water for drinking purpose to Pulgaon City

had been proposed from the Lower Wardha Reservoir. Now in the revised proposal, it has
been proposed to supply drinking water -"td Pulgaon City with 13 villages, Damangaon
City and Central Ammunition Depot located at Pulgaon from the Pulgaon Barrage,
located at 27 Krp D/S of the Lower Wardha Project. With such proposal, the water losses
due to transmission from Lower Wardha Dam and Cost of the water carriage system would
be reduced significantly. Also, the water from free catchment downstream of Lower Wardha
Project would also be utilized. The water thus saved would be supplied to L.anco Power

project which adds net revenue to the Government and reduces the Power scarcity in
the state.

. Kharda Barrage: The barrage has been proposed at 62 Km D/S of the Lower Wardha

Project to provide additional irrigation benefits to an area of 2,464 ha annually. Though this
area comes in culturable command of the project topographically, it is located at higher
elevation due to wHich the irrigation benefits cannot be provide through the distribution
network of the originally conceived Lower Wardha Project. The proposed Kharda Barrage is
located near by the above command area. Therefore, this area would be brought under
irfigation by the proposed Kharda barrage. The benefited area belongs to the distressed
farmer’s suicide prone district. Further, water from free catchment below is also utilized

thus increasing the utilization of water.

:L C.?



Apart from the above, the projecl authorities have mentioned that framing the above project
propesal for the .said components separately would consume much time for the preparation
of detailed project reports. At the same liine, the actual intended benefits from the original
Lower Wardha project would not be alfected due to inclusion of Lift Irrigation Scheme and
other two Barrages. However, the original components of the project will be given priority to
complete first and to give irrigation benefits accordingly. The additional components
proposed will be planned in such a way that the completion of original components should

not he affected. The detailed programme of the various components of the project is as given

below.
Sr. | Particular ' Progress As per the schedule - As per the schedule
No | __proposed earlier revised now
1. | Head werks | 100% All the civil work is completed | All the civil work is
' and Miscellaneous work of completed and
gate erection balance is in Miscellaneous work of
progress, to be completed by | gate erection balance is
2010, in progress, to be
- _ ] o completed by 2010.
2. | Main canal 97% Main canal works are Main canal works are
| proposed to be completed by | proposed to be
o 2011, completed by 2011.
13._]I1CPO.  1100% | Completed Completed |
4. | Distributaries | 20% Proposed to be completed by | Proposed to be -
o 2014. completed by 2012.
5. | Works of LIS | 0% Proposed to be completed by [ Proposed to be
2015. completed by 2015,
5. | Barrages 0% Proposed to be completed by | Proposed to be
) 2014. completed by 2014.

The project authorities have also mentioned that tenders for the above works have been invited

and the maximum works have been awarded, so that the project would be completed within
fime and minimum cost over-run.

Govt. of Maharashtra has also given concurrence of Finance Deptt. for the finalized cost of the
revised Lower Wardha project.

[Further, they have mentioned that the project is under Hon'ble PM's package for agrarian
distressed districts 6f Maharashtra.

in view of the above justification furnished by Government of Maharashtra, the revised project
proposal is put up for consideration of the Advisory Committee please.



R o e
R

Slos T RO IO AP 200 Waier Resourees Departinent
Mantralaya, Mumbad4000232
- S N
Dated 207 September 2010
B ez D ) C » :
MeWE Shrun Shakt Bhawan, S ' " ?.,Ax‘ii’.};\(@
Eafy b § et S B
Subjes o heslificabon i ovegard o 1AL siemanee of Lower Waordha Projectt vevised-major),
Yiharnchi,

00T Mecting ol MoWR held on 1609722010,

e ?’\“vi‘:m TAC preposal of Laver Waedha Project, Maharashira was discisad i the
s ! ’

I the ;ibo\fct mecting it detatied

discugziens, i (,mlmiuee sugpested 1o submit proper justification for changing the sce }}c atong
o with irezrated planning_of the project. As desited by the Commiltee, hr“ following nstiticatiog
i \\‘ 3 herebs snbsatied Tor consideration pleasc.
50 Tiye ihain chicctive of KRevised TAC proposal of Lower Wardha Project 15 1o provide the
PR R T

1
) \3

inde

i
COREETTC ;i dicectors of CWC by cong
il

/‘f

\7\\

cupply fe Puigonen Citve The Revised “'f\w Liaan
i |

P sk

1 adil

atiers benehis i the adjacent arca ol mf-“i aflected peoples and 1o provide drinking \\.:{ r
m%x ated —planning uﬁ avatlable water whid
originally  approved  Lowey  Wordha projedt
e commbived project and hydrotogy s approved iy

sideving integrated planoing ol the project, The berelits from
compoenents pmpm\ d ave ns helow:

ceonetical vather than considering the
\r‘){bg HH

The waler y!'mnmg of the the

Lt i"annwnmt: The LUt pmigation sehame w the project has been proposed (o p;‘m‘ir'i‘
safion benefits to an ad mmml ares of 8,330 Ta anouadly.  Sulficient water 18 available
hc '%yw\:r\r W ‘dh’”& Project to propose the above 1ifl scheme for additional
balanee fands ol PAP s are coming i this srea and due to this
”i\m o some extent to
i< m!»“w'
Wat iim Proje

benelits, 1 b

L tvigation benebits can be
PAP s and hence this Lt is proposed. At present, the work of [ead
complebion. it is feasible 1o construet e 1 component as o parl of Lower
clrather than taking the scheme individually.

Puloanag Bayrage: Barlier, supply-of water for drinking purpose to Pulgaon City had been

proposed fram the Lower W(ndha Resarvorr. Now i the revised proposal. it

has becn
proposcd o supply donking water from the Pulgaon Bar i

ape. located at 27 W /S of the
Lowes Wilrdha Pyoject, to Pulgaon Cily and about 13 villages, along with Dhama ngaon x‘}"
and Tentral Ammunition I‘emt at Pulgaon,

Lower Weardha Dam and Cost of the waier eagriage system would he reduced significantis
Alsethe wvater from free catchment downaiream of Lower Wardha Project 1s alzo utilized. Ha
abore mned water will be supplied Lo Fonco Power Pro

s orgment and 1*(:(11!1:&5; the Power scarciiv in the stdte.
Khavds Barrage: The bhamag

As such, water Josses due Lo trapsmission fron

jecl which adds net revenue 1o h

e has been proposed at 62 Kom 15 ot the Lower Wardha Prajer
o provide additional prigation benefls 1o an ama of 2,464 ha, anna szg Though thiz are
comea v Culturable command o prepeel opographically, it s at highey cevaiion
1 beaehits cannot be v%ww by

Progect, The proposed Khavda 1’\1 rrage i;~; Tacatng
this area would be brought under inrfgation by the proposed Kharda barfage and the benehih
arca belongs o Hw distressed Tarmer’s, mmdo prone district. Also w aier trom free waichme
below Pu igfym Barrage 15 utilized ultmatcl, increasing the use of waler,

o Y 11~n IRt

i

e 4
the distibution network of Lower Ward
od near by the above comi wmnd avea thereln

which the pigatiol

I addition, framing the above projes
preparabion ol ‘Ku,allcd project rey
Applaisal as well,

t proposal separately would consume much time |

] . X e
t

and tor processing the swne {or

Techno-Feanon

fordngtidiorton LW doo



Aot e o omention that the achu al gl Lover Wardha
Prajest would not be allected due (o inclusion of LU rigation Scheme (md wo Bartages. The
<_>i‘igmzzi components ol the project will be given priority to complele and 1o give the
benctitn The additional components proposed witl be planned i such a way that the
completion of the original components should not be affected. The detated programme of

coupleiion of he varous components of the projectis as given below

jatended benetits Vrony the oy

rigation

i

S 1 Paticalar } ngw.\i:f Qii%-tpﬁé!:wtl‘if:-u*’;v‘i‘{" itﬁg pmmm’i U As per the sehedule revised \
P ] Hend works | 100% A the civil \mx! i uum seted | A the civil work is comp Jeted 1
3 \ ‘i C | and Miseellancous work of gate | and Miscellaneous wark of g
: ‘ f« crection ix i progress, o be gemi Crection is i progress.

‘ ~ Leompleted by A )l}};w o w\»\/‘.EH bhe (;ompicled by 2t 10 \
- S Main canal warks are preposed

to be uunpl ed by 20011 H to be cot n@gtcd by '?()I‘Eh._ B }
- 00% | Completed T Compieed _i
20% \ Praposed to e wmplc (el by L Proposed 1o be completed by .{
. e (2002 ]
L5 | Warks of LIS | 0% Proposed:to be col nplcted by Nt wpmcd 1o be ¢ mm eted by
L ) o loaols. _l201s. e

LG | Bavges [ 0% | Proposed to be completed by Y mpmcd to be wmphh d by
I R i L2014, L2018

¢ beet atd the maximum works are awarded, se
that the oroject would be completed witl‘w time and minimum cost over-run

Maharasht dnance Deptl. Tor 1

Tenders dov the above works hav

Ciovt of

<ty has also given concurrencn of | he finalized cost of Ehcz jevised

Loswer Wardha Project.
Further, it s o bring to yonr kind notice that the project is under Hon ™ble PM™s package

and ol the requisite clearances Trom CWC/Other central Ageneies have been obtained for the
revised Lowar Wardha Proiect. The B.C vatio Tor the 1‘1"\"55@’
Fan which is well dbove the pes rinissible Jnuits (e,

package. Also this project lies in the agr

Lower Wardha Project works cul
1.00) for the projects under Howble PMs
distressed and.-farmers suicide prone district. The

completion of this project will contribute in improving the socio-economic standawrd of the people

and provided solace o the distressed {farmers in the distiiet,
in

wew of above, it is z'cqu;«;ic“i that the revistd Lower Wardha projcet as plan
Kindly be considered for Clearance by the Advisory Commitlee of MoWR.

@U& | —

i e - ' \ ‘T:“ .

aria

ned may

) o W&/\J’{‘
(1L Y. Kolawale) (.1, Patif)
Uxecutive Director ixu dmy (\’\’ i)

Vidarbha brrigation Dwelnpnwni

Water Resourees Department
(:m ummni bl \’ialmusi\iu
M.mi: almm \/Iuml 3

Corporation, Nagpuy

, ~ ,; ‘ v

<

Yopy W Chatmman, CWC, Sewa Bhdwan R Purang, New Dclhs im necessary action 1 pledss

Gt Institiestion LWPTH o

10



¥R

BuR

HIRC Ry =

T

SRR o =Y

g

g el X - e,
LITES P

Government of Karmataka
Finance Deparmeord

Dated (27 .10.2010

Sup.  Concurrence for undertaking the project “Flood Pratection
Works along the banks of Tunga river * in Shimoga town,

Shimoga Taivk and Shimega District. Estimated cost of

Ra 80 48 Crore,

HakY

¥

Concuirence of Finance Devartment of Government of Kamalaka is hereby

convayed for undertaking the above prg)

oct b

y the State Govemment of Kamataka and

required funds witt be grovided for the shove projsct,

. A M
se&ratary/to Government
Water Resources Department
{Minor irrigation)

~ Bangalore

2.0

(Grtwreron
Secretary to Government
(Budget and Resources)
Finance Departmeant
Bangalore.
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Government of Karnataka

Ty
L3

. .As'uvbli {Zancurranca mr unde":ak ing the project t,c:srr..truc:t,an Qf
., Retaining wall alochg the Hemavathi . river bam in

Holenaraslpura taluk, Hassan District. Esti maied ccr*et af
- Rs 28. 53 Crom ey z

Financa Depariment o :

Dated :27.10.2010

AW

'Gwncwrence m’ Finance De artment of Govem‘nent of Karnataka s, hé*et“ :
P ¥

: comaym fcs: underiaking the abavre pro;er;t by ’&he Stah, Bcwasmmam of ‘{qmﬁmkﬂ and

raqued funds will be pmwde{i fsr the above pro;eci

Secf%e‘tag{ t{) Guvemmem
Water Resources Department
{Minor irrigation)
Bangaiore

{9’5‘"’{ O, .
 Secretary to Government
{Budget and Resources)
Finance Department

Bangalore.
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STATE FINANCE CONCURRENCE

Combined project Estimate of 10 nos. Flood Protection
Schemes m Rapti Basin under Flood Management f’mgmwme in Districts
»Yéddfjéﬁ/yﬂz{gczn Sant Kabir Nagar, Gorakhpur & Deoria in U.P.
costing Rs.l, 52.29 crore. Submitted to Central Water Cgf?zmzm'ozz;
New Delbi which has been evaluated by them for Rs. 52.29 crore.
State Finance Concurrence ﬁ}r Rs. 52.29 crore is hereby accoreded for

the same.

Engineer-in-Chief
{Design & Planning}

Lucknow
Principal Secretary Principal Secretary
Irrigation, Govt, of U.P. Finanace, Govt. of U.P.
Lucknow Lucknow

E-mail: einc_dp@idup.gov.in
CE-Gandak-1/SA/80
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