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Bumnary Rocord of the 6lut Meeting of the Advisory

‘Commiittee on Irrigetion, Flood Control and
Multipurpose Proiects held on 22-5-1995 at 1000
Hre, in the Co e_Room. of CWC, New Delhd,

1. The list of participapts is enclosed at Annexure-I.

2. Atter welcoming the participants, Secretary (WR) and
Chairman of the Committee desired that ‘Integrated Irrigation
Bchemo {for Kallong River Basin (Assam)' may be taken up firet
for discussion.

AGENDA ITEM NO, 1 : Copnsideratiop of Projects by the
Adv] .

Major Project (Revised)

81. No. 1 of 1994-95 : Integrated Irrigation Scheme for

. Kallong_Rlver Basin (Assam).
Estimated Cost : Rse. B054.93 lakth*__%_-H“
CCA : 21,450 Ha.
Annual Irrigation : 34,400 Ha.

Initiating the discussion on Integrated Irrigation Scheme on
Kallong river Basin, Secretary(WR) outlined briefly the

roject features. He also mentioned the various reasons
indicated under para 12.0 of TAC Note for delay in
construction although the project was started nearly 20 years
back. It was clarified that Ministry of Environment and
Forests, Government of India had accorded clearance to the
Project in April, 1995 which was a subsequent development to
the preparation of the TAC Note and hence not reflected in the
Note. The clearance was however, subject to implementation of
certain safeguards to be implemented during the course of the
Project.

Director, CGWB expressed his views that there will be a rise
of water table to the extent of 0.75 m every year and 44 nos.
of Shallow Tubewells considered in the present estimate appear

to be 1inadequate. He suggested that at least 750 nos. of
Shallow Tubewells need to be provided. 1In response to that
Deputy Chief Administrative Officer, Assam Irrigation
Department. mentioned thal Lhe total crop water requirement of

324.20 Mm3 at Canal head has been worked out and the total
ground water withdrawal necessary to keep the water table
within the permissible limits has been tentatively assessed b¥
CWC as 44 Mu3. By the present provision of 44 nos.

Shallow "Tubewells in the project estimate about 10 Mm3 of
ground water can be withdrawn. For withdrawal of the balance
quantity of water, the project authority will be submitting
suiltable conjunctive use plan in consultation with CGWB. He
further mentioned that in addition to the present provision of

._1_
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Ko, BO. 95 donkhn tor anbl waterJogyging measures in  this
rovipod  Scheme,  Lhere dn further provioion of Rs. 150.00
Lakhu  dor ground water development/conjunctive use in the CAD
Schuome of the lntegrated Irrigation 8cheme for Kallong and
Sonal River Basinsg amounting to Rs. 4300.30 lakhs, which has
been finalised by the Government of Assam, He further
mentioned that any additional requirement, if necessary, will
be provided in the CAD Bcheme itself by revisin? the provision
in the estimate as this Scheme is in its initlal stage. He
also mentioned that the Project Authority will monitor the
ground wnter table during post construction period and take
ndogqunt o menmr o to keop Fho wator table within . permiapible
Limltw. Moauber  (WPAP) ougyoestoed Lhat the ground water thus
withdrawn should be profitably used for additional irrigation
by extending the command area instead of by increasing the
intensity of irrigation.

For the construction of canal 287 ha. of land has been
acquired according to the Project Chief Engineer. In this
connection, Director (Tribal Development), Ministry of Welfare
requested the Project Chief Englneer to furnish to the
Ministry of Welfare the details showing the number of SC & ST
families whose lands have been acquired, the area of the
acquired land and percentage of acquired land to the land
holding of the families concerned etc. Secretary (WR) advised
Chief Fngincer, Irrigalion Department, Government of Assam,
that these detailes may be furnished to the Ministry of Welfare
within three months time.

The Committee considered the Project acceptable subject to the
submission of the required information to Ministry of welfare
and concurrence of State Finance Department wlthin three
months befuore Planning Commnission can take action for
according investment clearance.

(Action : Government of Assam)

ADDITIONAL _ITEM : Prior clearance of Projects from Ministry
' of Environment and Forest and Ministry
of Welfare before acceptance by the

Advigsory Committec.

Initiating the discussions on this item Member (WP&P) stated
that from the point of view of the State Governments, a
‘Single window' clearance of their projects 1s desirable.
However, this has not been possible since Ministry of
Environment and Forest has intimated that certain procedure
has to be followed to give the statutory clearance to the
projects from environmental angle and thelr representative in
the  Advisory Committee cannot be authorised to give

environmental clearance. He further stated that in most of
the cases the clearance from Ministry of Environment and
Forest and Ministry of Welfare are not available by the time

the examination of techno-economic feasibility of a project is

_2_



completed by CWC ond other appraising agencles. As a result,
the Advisory Committee is ofgen requ?r to accept a project
nubfntL to {hu St.ute Government obtaining the clearances from
Ministry of FEnvironment and Forest and Mlniatr¥ of Welfare
UuhnnqunnL]¥ before the project is recommended for investment
clearance rom the Planning Commnission. .In some cases the
projecte are alpo nubjecteg to the compliance of some other

actlonn by the State Government, such as obtaining the
concurrence of the Btate Finance Department, provision of
sufficient funds {for early completion of the project etc.
Howcever, the record shows that for more than 70 major and

medium projects conditionally accepted by the TAC over the
lant 1% vycors, the various clearances have still not become

available and investment clearance has not been accorded by
the  Planning Comminnion. 1In thin context, he requested the
Membern to concider Lhe proposal of all cleurances relating to
Environment, JForeut, R&R Plans and other Eects being
availoble  before  wscceeptance of a project by the Advisory

Committee and  recommendation to Planning Commission for
invegtment clearance.

The  reprecentative ol Ministry of Welfare suggested that the
Committec may consider having two committees instead of the
present one. One  of the Committees may only examine the

techno~economic feasibility of the project and the other
higher level committee, which may be called ‘Project Clearance
Comnittee' may examine the issue of acceptability of the
project from all aspects including Environment, Forest, R&R
etc.

The representative of Planning Commission suggested the
formation of a sub-committee of the Advisory Committee, which
may examine the techno-economic aspects, after which the full
commnittee may consider acceptability of the project from all
considerations.

After the above discussions, the Chairman felt that the issue
required more elaborate discussions. He desired that a
detailed Agenda Note may be prepared on this topic for
discussions by TAC in a furthur meeting. The detailed Agenda
Note may include all the possible alternatives for
consideration of 'T'AC,

(Action : PAO, CWC)
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3. SK Mahanta, Assistant Engineer, Irrigation Department,
Assam.
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Summary Record of discussions of the 62nd
Meeting of Adviscory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held
on 25/8/95 at 1000 Hrs, in the Committee Room
of Central Water Commission, New Delhi.

The list of participants is enclosed at Annexure - I.

ation Projects by the Advisory
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AGENDA ITEM NO, 1 : Consid
it

After welcoming the participants, Secretary (WR) & Chairman
of the Committee desired that Flood Control Scheme titled
‘Protection of Dainicacn and its adjoining areas (Hatisal &
Neamati) against the erosion of River Brahmaputra' may be taken up
first for discussion.

Flood Control Scheme

1. No, 6 of 1395-36 Protection of Dainigaon and 1its adjoining
areas (Hatisal & Neamati) against the
erosion of River Brahmaputra (Ascsam)

Estimated Cost Rs. 31.89 Cr. {////

Area Benefitted 110,18 Sq. Km. '

Population Renefitted 1,00,000 Persons,

The Committee found the project acceptable and recommended to
the Planning Cormmicssion for according investment clearance.

' (Action : Planning Commission)

New Medium Scheme

S1. No, & of 1095h-86 - Chakan Medium Irrigation Project
(Raiasthan) .~

Esti1mated Cost Rs, @.8R22 Cr, (1992-92 Price level)
CCA 2H08 Ha
Annual Trrigation 3277 Ha

Secretarv (WR) decired that CGWR should carry out a study
regarding ground water potential in the Command Area of Chakan
Medium Irrigation Prolect to examine the possibiiity of augmenting
the irrigation potential, The representative from the CGWR agreed
to furnish the same, However, the scheme was found acceptable
subiect to forest clearance and provision of adeqguate funds by the
State Finance Department so that the Project could be completed
within stipulated time,

(Action : State Government/CGWR)
New Major Scheme
&1, No, & of 1995-96 Orisea Water Resources Consolidation
Prolect (QOrissa).

Eestimated Cost Re. 977 .60 Cr, (1994 Price level)
Command Area
1. System impravement 2,662,729 Ha,.
11 Scheme Completion 51,400 Ha,
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Chairman of the Adyvisory Committee encquired about the state
of clearance of Orissa Water Resources Consolidation Project from

MOEF, MOW and State Finance Department. Chief Engineer (PPO)
informed that the Ministry of welfare (TD Division), Government
of Indija has given clearance with some observations. Financir i

concurrence from the &tate Finance Department has also bran
receijved. Regarding clearance from MOEF, representative from MOEF
observed that primafacie there does not appear to be any problem
for clearance from MOEF as all the projects proposed under Scheme
Completion have already been c¢leared by Planning Commission
earlier and projects under System Improvement and Farmers Turnover
(8IFT) componrent are completed projects., However, a formal
clearance of M2EF of the Qrissa Water Resources Consolidation
Project as a whole would be given after due processing of the
scheme,

Regarding B.C. Ratio for the project 1t was explained that
considering the nature of the project it may not he possible to
work ouf a proper B.C. Ratio., However, an attempt has been made
to find out the B.C., Ratio by considering the henefits from the
system improvement from partial irrigated area to full irrigation,
Secretary (WR) enquired about the statuws of around water for its
conjunctive use with the surface water, Chief Engineer [(PPO)
informed that studies on the assessment of ground water potential
are planned to he undertaken during the project implementation as
contained 1n Para 14 of the TAC Note, Other Aactions recuiring
compliance durino project implementation are also contained . under
the same para.

After discussion, the Committee found the Project acceptable
subject to Government of Orissa obtaining a formal clearance from
Ministry of Environment and Faorests, Government of India

(Action @ State Government)
New Multipurpose Projects
81, No., B of 1995-96 © Pagladiya Dam Projiect (Assam) .,
Estimated Cost : Rs., 478,21 Cr, //,f/
CCA r ADT7432 HaA,
Annual Irrigation 547160 Ha,
Annual Benefit

Fleod Control Rs, 14,00 Cr,

Power v Bse 1.98 Cr,

Irrigation : Rs, 71,17 Cr,

Installed Caracity 2 MW

g

he environmental

nE
clearance from MOEF. Chairman, Brahmputrz Board, informed that
MOEF had asked for the funding agency before the decision could be

-

Sacretary (WR) desired to know about

taken about the clearance from environmental angle. Secretary
(WR) intervened and clarified that decisinon has yvet not bheen taken
regarding funding agency at this stage. The representative of

MOEF c¢clarified that he wanted to know abhout the implementing
agency and monitoring agency for the Environmental Action Plan so
that further interaction can bhe made with them,

Secretary (WR) advised Chairman, Brahmputra Board, that



IR detailed design <should be based on the updated Hydrological
g’ studies before the project is taken up for implementation. He
also advised that monitoring of Ground Water levels in the pre and
post monsoon period in the command area should be continued and
conjunctive use aspects and the drainage component of the project
may be reviewed with t!.2 data as it becomec available.

Secretary (WR) desired that the Project Implementation
Authority (PIA) and the Project Monitoring Committee chould
ceparately monitor the resettlement and rehabilitation of ST
Families to ensure that the benefits reach them.

During the discussions, Chief Engineer (HA), Central
Electricity Authority informed that the estimated cost of Re. 7.5
Cr., for the Power Component is considered to be 1in order.

The Committee considered the Project acceptable subject to
environmental clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forests,

(Action : Brahmputra Board)
S1. No. 7 of 19958-96 : Tipaimukh Dam Project (Manipur/Mizoram).
Estimated Cost : Rs. 2899.00 Cr. .
Annual Benefit
Flood Control P HEy 24 .hh Tr,
Power : Rg. 440 .00 Cr,
Ingtalled Capacity 1500 MW
After ,detailed discussion the Committee found the Project
acceptable subject teo environmental and forests clearance from
MDEF and the conditicon that an agreement should be reached amonast
the three States i.,e, Assam, Manipur and Mizoram regarding sharing
of cost and henefit of the proiect,
(Action : Rrahmputra Board)

Other Item

Srisailam Right BRank Canal Projiect (Andhra Pradesh). {//
The Project was aoproved in the BRth Meetin of Advisory
mmittee held on 24/6/94 subject to the Sta
taining clearance from MOEF and MOW within & months, Thereafter,
' Commission would take action for according investment
learance, Requests of the State Government for further extensicon
taking the clearances from MOEF and MOW ti11 24/6/35 was
in the 59th Meeting of Advisory Committee held on
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/12/94, State Government has now submitted clearance of MOEF and
requested for a further extension of 4 months hevond 24/6/95
arranging clearance from MOW., The Advisory Committee

considered request and has granted extension for c¢learance from

MOW for another 4 months beyond 24/6/95,
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Annexure - 1

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

MEMRERS OF COMMITTEE

S/Shri : )

i. M.S. Reddy, Secretary, Water Resources, In the Chair

2., Dr. 5.C. Verma, Joint Director, MOEF. Mr aber
f <epresenting Secretary, MOEF)

3. M.D. Paliath, Director, Ministry of Welfare. Member
(Represenrting Secretary, Ministry of Welfare)

4, v.D. Lulla, Cchief Engineer (HA), CEA. Member
(Representing Chairman, CEA)

5. Kanwal Nath, JS&FA, MOWR. Member

6. PJS Bhamrah, Director, CGWBR. : Member
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7. 5.C. Chitkara, Chief Engineer (PAQ), CWC. Member-Secretary
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1. Z. Hasan, Member(WP&P), Central wWater Commission.
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4. A.B., Pal, Director (Project Appraical - Central), CWGC.

5. M.K. Sharmz, Director (Cost Engineerinag — Irrigation), CW0C,

6. Inder Raj, ﬂ1rector (Project Preparation = South), CWC.

7. M, Canpqdﬂ, Girector (ECQ), CWC,

g, R.S. Chadha, Directar (HA), CEA,

S, R,B.L. Tiwari, Director (FM-IT), CWC,

10, A.K. Kharva, Dy. Director (PA- N\ CWC,

t1, B.B, Haldar, Dy, Director (PA-N}, OWO.

12. S.K. Srivastava, Dy. Director (PA-0C), CWC.
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1¢. P, L. Yadav, Dy. Director [FM- II), CWC

BRrahmaoutra Roard Qfficers:

1. 8,2, Iver, Chgirman, Brahmaputra Board, Guwahati,

2. R.K.S. Singh, Gv, Rrahmaputra Board, Guwahati,

2.8, kumar, SE {(Fro3i), BRrahmaputra Board, Guwahati,

4 V. K, Sarma, Executive Engineer, Brahmaputra Board, Guwahsati.

State Governments Qfficers: Orisea

1. &.B. Mohapatra, Principal Secretary {Water Rescources), Orissa,
Bhiubaneshwar

2. Dr. BE.P., Dag, Engineer-in-Chief {(Irrigation), Orissa,
Bhubaneshwar,

2. A K, Dagh, Liasion Officer, WRD, Government of Orissa,

4, B. Mahakul, Director (0Q&M}, Planning, Qrissa, Bhubaneshwar,

5. N, Mallick, Executive Engineear, Planning, Orissa,

Bhubaneshwar,

[in B

K. R. Acharva, Ascsicstant Director, WRD, Government of Origcea,
Rhubaneshiwa -,

Rajacthan

1., S.0. Vijay, Director, S2I (Irrigation), Rajasthan, Kota.

2, W,k Pafnw, Executive Engineer, S&I {(Irrigation) Division,
Sawai Madhopur, Rajasthan,
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; ol discussions. of . the
o [‘ A}i’ jsapry: Tomm i L teo. : r\'n =
Flood Control.and . Mn]*lpurposn PrnJects
on 25/1/96 qﬁ 1500 {lre, in the
sr Compission,

of Central ha

Moot i s

New

The 62rd Mecoling of Advisory Committee on I

lrrLgaLJon,Q

Committee Room:
Delhi.

Gard i

‘held

rrigation, Flood

Control and Moltipurpose Praniecls was held en  25/1/96 at New
Delhi, nnder the Chairmanship of Secretary, Ministry of Water
Recources, A Tist of participants is ennleosed at Annexure - T, \
- [
AGENDA  TTEM N0, 1 2 Considera!lion of Fleaod Contrel Scheme by the ,
Advisary Committee, i
: ) E
Affier welcominos | he | {icipants, Secretary (WR) & Chairman f
of the Cammiltee invited Lhe officiale of Bihar Government to make i
A  presental ion albont The rroposed Project of- Flood Protection of i 8
Raragipi-Redgusaral Comple: |
Flood Contrel Scheme
T. No, 10 of 19953-98 i Flovsel  Proteoction of  PRarauni-Regusarai :
Campley under Redusarai Dist, of Rihar,

ot imated Coc © Re. £22.90 Lalhs,

\ren Peneflil bed 200 Loy,

Povntatl ton Renaef il el : TULIN &k RO20R nersons
SMacdlon apnr recenective

Shei R hitmsr: Fxecutive Engine
the Projec

Comupitleoe), H

_\‘j"!!"f't e
hard o F1

AR

adevsl,
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T, Navoyren.ont syl adined
100 e : 1r ]

TR I R RN A IR o {r [IERVR yorsea e

sl and il ot i A0 T hee Demdect work s
comp[etbod biv Mareh, 17390 ) rest of the work
ceoomp e eds T T he st Mo it vear, Chald rmarn,
i he veproscenl ot bvee ol laaagi ey Commisscion: about
of Tunds vhorenpen the renpesentative of Planning
Lhat he  wae not aware of Tipels Tor this projeec
At hopitioe wors Then ool led nuon 1o exnlain abou

[M e I, A5 1en Y, 15,

the RO R in

Ral 3o

procadigee

The Chairman, GFC

(WARE caloenlations was ado

Gonideline

L.

at
ly

Mahendrapur and

Flood Control.
. preopeosal (for
e informed that
nr‘r‘nvu.er{ tn aY=)
is planned to be
TAC enquired f{rom
the availability
Commission said
k- The - PrOJect‘ﬁ
t the revision off«
¢ said that the
pted as  per CHWC

er,

Chailrman, TAC ospined 1hat average annual losses should have \
‘Leen _arrived  alt considering the losses due to floods over =&
period of 10-15 vespys, Choirman, CWC expressed {hat ne structure |, ,
on rivers  like Ganga aﬂﬂ'??hhmPﬁfra chauld be taken up without A
propér  model wludies, He algoe premarked that o the two schemes
menioned in the project pronosal are situated wide apart (about 30
MY and they are indenendent of each other. Ag such, they should
nel have been clibhed togelher.  He wendered why no model studies{tn/
were carriediont ecven though the damages were taking place for the | .
lasl 15-20 yvears, Mombher [WPAD)Y) ocxnrecsed that .he works proposed+ '

of 1le reach

are for 1wo

isolated cpotse in
ciiarantee that
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:
wnrng ! natl hes

+
the stretch of Ganga

i
ful u‘r‘r: Tlorc
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: ﬁ&g): .h”'ﬁ‘eraga
‘gnLnu e hisher wide, Thnrnupbn,

Aller prolonged diccuvsione Lhe Committes {ook the following
ddoeciaeinne: '

Tn Vi n i 1l IR R IR o Lhe 1’1‘”"““‘“1. the Projec' 1%

enbsicel Lo Lhie ﬂﬂhﬁr Covernment eslablishing availability

stands withdrawn, In that rage, the Project proposa
be re-submitted o TAC for re-avppraisal after.carrylng”
vnired model <indies, . A

. ‘?'.‘
(2} The CWPRS, Punc chould he consulied on  location, alignment
P=

and The legoth of epare Lo he adopled in the schem

(Y T ecaun of el ace of fande, the protection works al
Mahendrapnre Adowns! roan of Molkhama Reidge near Begusarai

chould he talen vp in The firal instanee,

/ ' X

Th Commdy it ee onmmendes the  project to  the Planning
Commiscion oy  aococdipe ipvectmneont cleanrance subject Lo the
ahove olicers ol ione

- : . (Action : Planning Commission)
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(Reprosent ing Diveclor General, IQAR).

A4, R.K. Praead, Chairman, COWR,
G ool Noath, QAR anwR -
Lo RO dain, Nipector, Nent . of Finapen

[Ropresent ing Secretary
Ministry of Finnncn.

7, Caph.{Ex). S.S:;Singh;Jt.Advicer
8, N.C.Jain, Dv Director, (FA,

. (Representing Chairman, CEA) )

9, 8., Chilkara, Chiof Fneineer (PAQ),

(Expenditure) -

(1&CAD),

}
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T, 7, Hagan, Mowmbor (WPEP), CWC,
2. N, Sathyvamuvthy, Member (RM), CW(,
2NV V. Char, Commiseioner IRR1 MOWR

CWC Officore:

1, K. Chandra, Chicl Fpeinecer (FM), CWC
2, AL _"d!; Divertor (1eanjec! Appraisa
2, 1DV Garg, Direcior (Vreaject ai
- 4. P.V,Ruo, PBiveslor (Prejec! Appraisal-North),
6 ; ALK, Fharya Dy, Diveclopr (PA=N) y EWE,
o RO, Haldare, Dy Divealaor [PA-N)Y, CW(C,
IR O | _.'-'{.in,!'ul1 Dy, Diveclaor (PA=-C),
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Lul , Uhairman,
- Director, GECC
D\.
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» 3

cwe,

‘Memhe

-Sec

Member
Meomhery

Membe p
Memnhber

Member
Membgr
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al - Central), Cwc, = -
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No 10#2?#05-PA(N3/'S” o Dt;:16/04/96,
PRI ‘ GOVERNMENT OF INDIA .

. CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION - .
. PROJECT APPRAISAL (NORTH) DIRECTORATE

407 SEWA BHAVAN,. -
RK PURAM 1 NEW DELHI 66.
FAX 4 91—11 6875516

Subject 64th meet1ng of Adv1sory Comm1ttee on Irr1gat1on, Flood
Control and Mu1t1purpose PrOJects he1d oh 03/04/96

o

Find encTosed a gopy of the Summary Record of d1squss1ons of
the above mentioned meet1ng for 1nformat1on and nacesqary actwon
please. S s ; ;

)

.uuKﬂ

6] “F@o

Encl.: aa. . Do IR N EG”O“’:’

_qsc CHITKARA)

k ;_ CE, PAO &
gkwjﬁb Member Secretary =
Adv1sory Commit ‘*i?ﬁ

opy to:
MEMBERS OF COMM ]lE

- 8/8hri ’ ; ' gf_in
1. Dr. M.S. 'Reddy. Secretary, MTnlstry of Water Resources;‘*“""'1 =
$.8. -Bhawan, New Delhi. o 4
2. Shri Ramesh Chandra, Chairman, ch. T e h il
3. Secretary (Expend1ture) M1n1stry of Flnance, North B1ock
New Delhi. - . 30
4, 'Secretary, Department of: Power, 8 S Bhawan, New De1hi . .
5 Secretary, -Ministry. of Environment &~‘Forests, Paryavaran
Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi. .
‘Secretary, Department of Acr1cu1ture & Cooperat1on. Krichi
Bhawan, New Delhi. . .
7. Secretary, Ministry of We1fare, Room No. 604 A- W1ng, Shastr1
Bhawan, New Delhi. . '
Director General, ICAR Krwsh1 Bhawan, New*De1h1\

(o))

u/?' Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi.
0.

B.N. Navalawala, Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Comm1ss1on. Yojana
Bhawan, New Delhi, - . _
11. Adviser - (Energy) P1§nning Cqmm1ss1on, Yoaana Bhawan, New

Delhi. LA g e ety e
12. Kanwal Nath, Financial Adviser, M1n1stry of Water Resourcqs,_h
8.8.Bhawan, New Delpi. ro i ey set DRI L RAL

13. Chairman,.Central Ground Water Board NH IV CGO New Comp1ex,‘ 
Faridabad-~ 121001 3 i i 3 . '

Copy aho to: = o B ol 3 g g G BRI 2 C

. Member (D&R), GWC.

« . .Z. Hasan, Member (WP&P), CWC.

. PS to Member (RM), CWC, - .- 3 BT T At T A

8 Commissioner (Proaects), Ministrwzpfanter|Resburces,
S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi, . : v L .
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5. Commiceiormer {(PPJ, Mwnwstry of Water Resources. 8.8, Bhaswan,

MNew Delhi.
6y Commissioner (Indus), M1n1¢try of Water Resources, CGOQO

Complex, Lodi Road, New Delhi.

7. N.V.V.. Char, Commissioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources,
CGO Complex, Lodi Road, New Delhi. »
8. _8.L. Pahuja, Chief Engineer (PPO), CWC.

9. " Chief--Engineer (PMO), CWC. ,
©10. .. P.V. Rao, Director (Project Appraisal - North), CWC.

©~41.° A.B. Pal, Director (Project Appraisal - central), CWC.

12. Director. (Project Appraisal '~ South), CWC.
13, M.K: Sharma, Director, Cost Eng1neer1ng (Irr1gat1on), CWC
14. Director (EM), CWC : ;

_,§LM_F._QX§£ﬂanL fo1cgc & H1macha_ Pradesh

‘43 Smt C.P. Sujaya, FC—-cum-Secretary, I&PH, Government_of'HP.
2. 8. M_'BhardwaJ, Superintending Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar
C1r¢1e, Nurpyr, Dist. Kangra, HP.

‘7:ﬂ3 S:l.. Gulson, Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar Circle,

Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP. :

B R. ‘Sharma) Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar Circle,
Nurpur D1st Kangra, ‘HP. ) : A g

b . .

Andhra Pradegn st Sy

-

Amitabh Bhattacharya. Secretary, Irrigation, Government of AP
P.K. Agarwal, Secretary, Projects, Government of AP. vl 3
B. Rosaiah, Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigatioh Department,

Hyderabad..- : : I O SO

4 K.N. Raja Rao, Consultant (ISR), Government of AP, Hyderabad.
5. V. Subba Rao, 8uper1ntend1ng Eng1neer, Irrigation.-Circle,
5}

WA

. Vijayawada, AP . - _ -
. J.P. Subbaiah, Super1ntend1ng Eng1neer Pulichintala Project,
Vijayawada, AP. LI ,
7.-M.A. Rao, Super1ntend1ng Eng1neer, NgLI Project, Mahbubnagar,
Raijasthan | | | |
1. R.D. Sharma, Addl. Ch1ef Engwneer, Kota Zone, Rajaéthan.
2 ¢ R.R _MatHur, Assistant . Eng1nner Lift Irrigation, Sub--
division, Kota Rajasthan T el - P | L B

e

1. Principal. Secretary, Deparatment of . Irr1gat10n & Power,_
Government of Punjab Secretar1at Chandwgarh._, . ; .

Copy fQ_HQEuﬂﬂ fQL information to: ._Qg';,,¢ B L
1. RiKe Jain, D1rector Dept. of Finance. T

2. M.D. Pa11ath D1ractor, Ministry of Welfare R TR . T
3. R.S8. Chadha, Director, CEA T ety
4. P.J.S. Bhamrah, Director, CGWB ' B w

5.-8.8. Singh, Jt. Advisor (I&CAD), Planning Comm1ss1on.

6. A.S. Gupta, Dy. Advisor (I&CAD). Planning Comm1ss;on

T« 8K, Agrawa1 Jt. Commissioner (PR), MOWR. e

B8s S4By Srjyastava, Jt. Commissioner (I), MOHR_
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Summary Record of discussions of the 64th
Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held
on 03/04/96 at 1100 Hrs. in the Committee
Room of Central Water Commission, New Delhi.

.The 64th Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood
Contrel and Multipurpose Projects was held on.03/04/86 at 1100
Hrs. at New Delhi, under the Chairmanship of Secretary, Ministry
cf Water Resources. At .the outset, Advisor, Planning Commission
raised the issue of holding the meeting after declaration of
general elections in the country. The Chairman explained that the
Projects were being considered by the Committee from the, view
point of their techno-economic viability only. The ﬁomm1ttee
takes a view at the results of the techno-economic appraisal’ by
Central wWater Commission and forwards its recommendations to the
Planning Commission to enable the latter to take decisions
regarding investment.. The Committee considers this as a routine
official exercise. ¥ 0Ny W X : s e, JE1E

-shri R.K. Jain, Director, Department of Expenduture ra1sad
an objection that the statement of F1nanc1a1 Details .of on-going
projects such as spillover cost to.VIII plan, VIII plan outlay
and year-wise expenditure up to..94-95 ‘and outlay for 95-96 were
not g¢irculated earlier alongwith agenda notes. These statements.
were however, circulated hefore the commencement of discussion on
the Projects in accordance with the decision of the Advisory
Committee. The Chairman menticned that these details were more
relevant to the Planning Commission for consideration when g1v1ng
investment clearance. Welcoming the participants, the Chairman, -
then requested the Member-Secretary to start the proceedings by
taking up the Projects one after the other.

A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure - I.

Item No.I : Consideration’ of Proiects by the'Advjsqry Cpmmitteefl

Irrigation Schemes | ; ; ,
S1. No. 4/96-97 . Shah Nehar Irrigation Progect (Major).

. L T . : Himachal Pradesh ) T sty e sm AT 90
COA, = 5. o . . T o e el Py
‘Annual Irrigation .: 24760 ha. ‘ ' e g M -
fEstimated cost : Rs. 143.32 “rore (SOR 1995-96)..

The Financial Commissioner -cum-Seéretary, I&PH, Goverhment
of Himachal Pradesh explained the Project proposa1s 1nc1ud1ng
inter-state agreement of 1983 hetween Governments. of Punjab &
Himachal Pradesh and subsequent award of the- Cha1rman, Central
Water Commission in the arbitration case of this Project. She
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also informed that the S8tate Finance Department has given its
concurrence for this Project. The Project is in an advanced stage
of clearance in the Ministry of Environment and Forest from
Environment and Forests angle. There 1is- no displacement of
population, either tribal o>r non-tribal, and hence, no
Rehabilitation & Resettlement plan has been proposed., As no
tribal popu1ation is. d1sp1aoed clearance from Ministry of
Welfare is not required.

Advisor, Planning Commission pointed out that in para 5
(1i1).1. ‘Outstanding Issues’ of TAC note it 1is stated that “The
Project authorities will get clearance from the Punjab Irrigation
Department for sharing of ‘¢ost (for 250 cusecs aga1nst the canal
capacities of 364 cusecs) finalised", whereas, in para 4.1, the
cost sharing based on the agreement. s1gned by the two Governments
and the Arbitration Award of Chairman, Central Water Commission
is clearly speltout. Para 5 ii.1. shou]d therefore distuss only
the expenditure phasing and its sharing by the Punjab Government.
This contention was accepted by the. Committee. The Chairman
pointed that the cost indicated to be borne by the Government of
Punjab in Para 4.1 is indicative only based on. the current
estimated cost. ‘In practice, however Goyernment of Punjab will
have to bear its share in the actual cost- as per the formula
agreed to by the two States- and subsequent award of the Cha1rman,
Gentra1 Water Comm1ss1on.“g ; - .

S . v
_f > -

" The PrOJeot was approved eubJect to o1earanoe from M1n1stry’
of Env1ronment and Foreete.

! -::';-.- s
.

. T g e miegps Y W gt

(Action : Planning Commission, . -
' Govt;'of Punjab & HP)

81.NG.. 1/96-97._. .. .. . Garqrda PrOJeot (Med1um)

BET, = e : Rajasthan.

CCA - : 9189 .ha.

Annual Irrigation . : 9215 ha. % 5.7, )
Estimated. cost : Rs. 39.51 Crore (SOR '1994-95)

" Additional  Chief Engineer, Irrigation Zone; Kota, Rajasthan
presented in brief.the Scheme to the.Committee. : el

Member (WP&P) desired to know the 1atest status of the
forest clearance of the Scheme. In- response to that, the’
Additional Chief Engineer clarified that forest o1earance case
has already been sent to Ministry .of Envirénment and Forests,
Government of Ind1a in November, 1894 and the clearance is still
awaited. ; - S < '

D1reotor (Tr1ba1 DeveTopment) Ministry of Welfare mentioned
that a.minimum of 2 ha. of arable Tand should be allotted to each
tribal oustee. Additional Chief Engineer agreed to- take up the
matter w1th Lthe Government of RaJasthan. s g

/..“



During fhe d1scuss=gn,_Add1t1ona1 Chief Engineer mentioned
that.there is a provision of 'Re. 95 &rore . for 16 New Medium:-
Irrigation Projects of .Rajasthon. Chairman de81red that specific
provision should b& made by the State Govnrnment for Gararda
Medn um Irr1gat1oh Scheme'“nd 1nf1matnd fo CWC/P]ann1ng'
Comm1sswon . 5 . >“; .ﬁ@j ) _ ja\.Fﬂ

The Comm1ttee found thb Progect acceptab1e subJect ta
concurrence of State Finance Department’ and obta1a3ng the
c1earaﬂces from tho forest and W&R aspersts N ...__“ I
T I TR (Act10n ' State Government,

i P L A PTann1ng Comm1ss1on)

S1.No. 2&3/1996 ° i -  Krishna Delta Medernisation ~: ..’

s 7o Jingluding. Pulichintala: Damy o T Fue

. ; ST . Projéct (Major),- Andhra Pradesh
CCA R B . 4,22,000 ha.. . .

"Annual Irrigation : 5, 75,000 ha. "=* : "'“"v'.jjﬁ“f
Estimated Cost: * : Krishna Delta Modern1sat1on R 3;“1"
(SOR 1995~96) + . " - Rs." 659, 16 er.- -
' e POE T R0 PuTch1nta1a Dam PrOJect “’”-:lg'f””
Cyean DT Ré 506 .2 sl da” VT
SR ) Tota1 : o 1165 36 CP.-;;u3jw

2 R N
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The Adecory Comm1ttee had dwscuss1onq on the Gomb1ned TNb R
note of the above prOJectQ alongwith supplemeht&ry ‘notes. ...~
distributed .among the members just before the  meeting. The:
representative of CGWRB stated .that as per the report only 25%
of the total command” area- of Krishna Delta is occupied by fresh
ground water zone -and the remaihing. 75 % area i¢ occupied by
water of poor T“quality. Water table. is alse. high whi&h ‘may
result in water logging. In reply to the above points raised by

‘representative of CGWB,.:Dr.. K.N. Raja Rao;, Consultant ($sR)
Govt. of A.P. stated that acvord1ng “to’ their State Ground
Wwater Board, ground water table is risfng slowly. Moreover

population of delta area -is rising rapidly due to which: Eh&ﬁ? *1_
will be more ground water drawal. So, there is no danger of watef
logging. With regard to the. qualwty of ground water, Or. KiIN.
Raja Rao stated that quantum of ground water has been est1mated
as .16 TMC after excluding :saline "~ water: 'in ‘consultation -
with State Agriculture Deptt and State Ground Water Board.

The' representat1ve of Ministry of Welfare stated that the
R&R Plans were acceptable except that provision for minimum

of 2 ha. of land. for each. tribal family should .be made .
mandatory .in_ the R&R Plans.. He 'also stated that the 1ssue had
been sarted, out dur1ng discussions With officials of Govt. .of

A.P. Suff1o1ent Iamqunt_was_pr9v1ded in - the project estimate
for R&R . '_ 1.. 3E ! B T R R i _--. j,. AR - " -..1'-7‘

A e UER

AdfiserkasﬂﬁdﬁD__bf;;P1agang_Commision stated that
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identical proposal of Cauvery Delta Modernisation project was
‘earlier - not considered by the Adviisdcy Gommittee on the plea
that consent from other basin states was required. He suggested
that in view of this, this project should also not be considered
by the Advisory Committee. Member (WP&P) pointed out. that
the case of Cauvery Delta Modernisation Project was different
because sharing.of Cauvery waters is yet to be decided by the
tribunal whereas in case of Krishna water, shares have already
been allocated and. proposais are within allocations made by the.
tribunal, So there. is no need for consent from other. basin’
states in case of the Krishna Delta Modernisation Project.
Chairman, CWC stated that according to ‘KWDT  award, basin
‘States were .free to reallocate water from within their share
" in case of Krigéhna Basin, whereas "in case of Cauvery basin, the.
tribunal was still to give its award declaring the share of
each _basin state. . -
Adv1ser, (I&CAQ) wanted to know how the saving ~of water
due to modernisation had been quantified. Dwelling' at length on
the works proposed to -be carried out 1in the Krishna Delta
Modernisation Project as detailed in para 2.2 of "TAC .note,' Dr.
K.N. Raja Rao, on behalf of Govt. of A.P., pointed -out"-that.
the present level of .efficiency ~ of the system was assessed as
_40% and the increased level ' of efficiency of b65% after carrying
out all the works including 1ining in selected reaches, was an
under estimation. e ' . _ .
' The Advisory Committee dec1ded to recommend the above
© .. projects as ‘techno-economically -viable subject  to the
- compliance of outstanding issues by the Govt. of A.P. as
mentioned 1n the Para 17 (i) and (ii) of-TAC note and also ‘para .
IT (i) to (v) & Para III of the supp1ementary note.

The Govt. of A.P. has ebta1ned concurrence of. the1r F1nance

-“and = Planning Deptt. for Rs. 655.2 crore for Modernisation .of

Krishna Delta Project, The cost was finalised in CWC.as Rs. .
659.16 crore. The Govt.-of A.P. 1is also’ ‘required to. obta1n"
concurrence of Finance Deptt. for the 1ncreased cost.' ’

. In case of Pulichintala Dam Project, Goyt._.of A.P.. has.
already obtained :concurrence of their Finance ™ Deptt. for Rs.
509 crore whereas the cost finalised in CWC is Rs. 506.2 crore.
So no fresh concurrance is required from State Finance Deptt : ine
case of Pulichintala Dam Project. =g *©
- (Action - State Government, - -

mA ! P1ann1ng\00mmission)
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S1.No. 5/1996 -:- _. Bh1ma L1ft Irr}gat1on Progect,;w,“ ok
= .‘. Andhra_Praedsh ) syl

CCA .. .-t 96647 ha.

Annual Irrieation - +-83779 ha. . e ¢

Estimated Cost Ut RB. 744 -cr.._A(S,OR- 1993-94)"

. s -
fear = F U -



Shri Kanwal MNath, Financial Adviser, MOWR stated that
depreciation for pumps was adopted as 6.25% whereas it
should have been 8.33%. Director, Cost Engg. clarified that
this had been corrected to 8.33% for working out "B.C. Ratio. He
further clarified that for working out rates of individual items,
depreciation is taken in accordance with the standard 1ife of the
machine as a straight line varjation.

Shri Kanwal Nath also pointed out that for working out B.C.
Ratio, gross receipts after canal irrigation have been calculated
showing some expenditure on fodder ‘whereas in the Krishna
Delta Modernisation Project, no such expenditure on fodder was
shown. It 'was pointed out that in case of “Krishna Delta
‘Modernisation, only increase in yield due to modernisation . had
been oon81dered and it was assumed that expenditure on 1nputs had
not substantially changed

The project was accepted by the Adv1sory Comm1ttee as
techno-economically viable subject to obtaining clearance from
Ministry of Environment and Forests from environmental angle for
the project by Govt. of A.P. and compliance of various technical
comments of CWC and other appraising agencies” as mentioned 1in
para 11.0 of TAC note.and-Para II of the supplementary note.

(Action : State Government,
Planning Commission)

_ST.NQ; 6/1996—9? el :"'- Srw Rama Sagar Proaect Stage II
‘ - Andhra Pradesh . -

CCA - ' — 2,37,600 ha.
Annual Irr1gat1on : 2,he,400 ha. o
Est1mated Cost- . Rs. 697.7 ¢r. (SOR 1995-96)

The mod1f1ed est1mate of the progect ‘was rece1ved in. CWC
for Rs.1190.77 crore which was --examined in CWC and cost was
finalised as Rs. 697.7 crore. The Secretary(WR) desired :-to know
the reasons for such a drastic reduction in the cost. The.
Director, Cost Engineering Dte. gave a brief account of various
"heads under:which cost had been reduced. With reference to Para
12(ii) of the TAC note, the Advisoér, Planning Commission
stated that forest clearance is also requ1red for the project
because makina modifications in the project to avoid reserve -’
.. forest during construction may result in many changes Jn the

progect Th1e contention was accepted s

The Adv1sory Comm1£tee accepbed the prOJect as techno~
econom1ca]1y viable subject to:-

1. obtaining approval .of APSEB for requwred quantum of . energy
and rates of energy for pump1ng the ground water.

2. Obta1n1ng the forest clearance for the progect..

3. Subetantiation'hof the provisions 1n respect of
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"2.. The Govt. of A

'_xrgma€r1butar1es”3‘5 mwnor water course and drainage on the basis

of micropgTanning of the command to an extent of 10% of the total
CCA.

4. Compliance of various technical comments as listed in

"para 11.2 of the TAC note, by the Govt. of A.P.

(Action : State Governmgnt,
P1anning Commission)

1

- $1.No. f/y995—97 : Flood FTow canal Proaect from SRSP

- (High level Canal PrOJect) -Andhra Pradesh
. CCA i Sy A .z 1,82,000 ha. LR TR
Annual Irrigation : 1,02,000 ha.

Estimated Cost : Rs 1331. 30 cr. (SOR 1992 93)

A brief d1scus1on was’ he]d rngard1ng B.C. Ratvo of the
project. The B.C. Ratio of: the progéct comes to ghly "1.02. As” the

-. project benefits Nalgonda d1str1vt which is" a drought. proné area,

it was decided that project can be ‘accepted for a. B.C. Rat1o

.lower than 1.5. The Advisory Committee decided to accept the
project as tachnoﬂeconom1ca11y viable Qubject to the fo11ow1ng

cond1t1ons -

1. The G6vE: of A. P sha11 obta1n eﬁvirohméhﬁa? clearance
from Ministy of Environment & Fornsts, Govt., . of India and

\Govt. of A.P. will subm1t a cert1f1cate that no forest 1and is
- involved-in the prOJ‘ct.;ig Ak #ar | e ‘

=”‘."sha'H obta1n c1oarance of R&R P1ans from
Govt. of Ind1a

M1n1stry of We1fare,

3. . The Govt. ' w111 obta1n a certificate from State
Agr1cu1ture Deptt. Jégard1ng rates of produce as’Rs.: 13;200 per
ton for ground nut akd Rs. 14,300 per ton for ch1111es at 1992—93

_price 1eve1 and furnfsh the same to CWC. - v ¥

4. The Govt. of A.P, shall compTy to the technical observation
of CWC and other appraising ' agencies as‘mentioned'in para’,
17 of the TAC note, [ 3 : :

ﬁ ,
i (Action : State GoVernment,
E 7 P1ann1ng Comm1ss1on1
Y ~ -

;The:meetingﬁehdeq wi ih_&bte of thanks to theﬁghaif. ity
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Annexure — I
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE
8/shri )
1. M.S. Reddy, Secretary, Water. Resources In the Chair
2. Ramesh Chandra, Chairman, CWC, - W Member
2. R.K.Jain, Director, Dept. of. Finance -

(Represent1ng Secretary (Expendlture)

Ministry of Finance). ' Member
4. M.D. Paliath, Director, Ministry of Welfare ’ :

(Representing Secretary, Ministry of Welfare). Member
5. R.S. Chadha, Director, CEA . .

(Representing Chairman, CEA), . Member
6. P.J.S. Bhamrah, Director, CGWB

(Representing Chairman, CGWR). ) Member
7. B.N. Navalawala, Adviser (I&CAD), h

Planning Commission ) Member
8. Kanwal Nath, JS&FA, MOWR. ] Member
9

§.C. Chitkara, Ch1of Engineer (PAO), CWC. Member-Secretary

Special Inv1tees

Z. Hasan, Member (WP&P), CWC.

N. Sathyamurthy, Member (RM)..CWC.
N.V.V. Char, Commissioner (ER), MOWR.
S.K. Agrawal,._ dJdt. Commissioner (PR), MOWR.,
(Representing Commijssioner (PR), MOWR).
S.B. Srivastava, Jt. Commissioner (I), MOWR.
(Representing Commissioner (1), MOWR). :

B -

‘m

CWC and Other Officers:

- ey

1. S.L. Pahuja, Chief Eng1nper (PPO) CWC il ' -

2, 6.S. Singh, Jt. Advisor' (I&CAD), P1ann1ng Comm1ss1on

3. A.B. Pal, Director (Project Appraisal - Central), CWE.

4, P.V.Rao, Director (Project Appra1sa1 North), CWC. v .

5. M.K. Sharma, Director, Cost Eng1neer1ng (Irr1gaf1on), CWC.
6. A.S. Gupta, Dy. Advisor—:{I&CAD), Planning Comm1ss1on

7. A.K. Kharya, Dy. Director (PA-N), ‘CWC. -

8. B.B. Haldar, Dy. Director (PA-N), €WC,

8, A.S,P. Sinha, Dy. Director (PA—C), Cuwe, » 0!

10. S.K. Srivastava, Dy. Director (PA-C), CWC.: e

11, Lalji, Dy. Director (PA-C); .CWC. - ' T
12. R.K. Jain, Dy. Director {(PA- 8), QWC pers, Ly
13. Kashindra Yadav, Dy D1reotor (EM) CWC.



;§iﬁ&§ Government Officers: Himachal Pradesh

1. Smt. C.P. Sujaya, FC-cum-Secretary, I&PH, Government.of HP.
2., S.M. Bhardwaj, Superintending Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar
“Circle; Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP.
3. S8.L. Gulson, Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar Circle,
Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP. ) .
4. B.R. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nenhar Circle,
. Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP. ~

Andhra Pradesh

. Amitabh Bhattacharya, Secretary, Irrigation, Government of AP.

. P.K. Agarwal, Secretary, Proajects, Government of AP.

. B. Rosaijah, Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department,
Hyderabad. ‘ : . ;

. K.N. Raja Rao, Consultant [(ISR), Government of AP, Hyderabad.

. V. Subba Rao, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Circle,
Vijayawada, AP. ' LT ' 3 T e

6. J.P. Subbaiah, Superintending Engineer, Pulichintala Project,

Vijayawada, AP. : - ' i
7. M.A. Rao, Superintending Engineer, NKLI Project, Mahbubnagar.

1
2
3
4
5

-'Rajasthan
1. R.D. Sharma, Addl. Chief Engineer, Kota Zone, Rajasthan.
2. R.P. Mathur, Assistant Engineer, Lift Irrigation, Sub-
division, Kota, Rajasthan. - A s

-



No . 10/ZT/QS—PA(N)/ ; Dt. :18/04/96.
: GOVERNMENT 'OF INDIA
CENTRAI WATER COMMISSION _
PROJECT APPRAISAL (NORTH) DIRECTORATE

407, SEWA BHAVAN, |
RK PURAM, NEW DELHI~66,
FAX : 91-11-6875516.

Subject: B4th meeting of Advisory Committee on Irhfgatﬁbn, Flood
Controi and Mu]tipgrpésé‘Projects he1qaqn 03/04/36‘

Find enclosed a ‘copy of, the Sumimary Recnrd ot d1scuss1ons of
the above mentioned’ meeting for information and necessary. act1on
please, _ ] . )

- - / o
Enods s @t = 1 - e '_ e T f657;4d

; £, (E U‘ﬁp
(SG CHITKARA)
CE, PAO &
‘Member - _S,ec,' retary -
- Advisory Committee.

Copy to: ' . i "
MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE ™ : TR o

B/Shrd v gt é o e ‘
1. Dr. M.S. Reddy, Secretary, Ministry of wWater Resources,
8.5. Bhawan, New Delhi. C

2. Shri Ramesh. Chandra, Chairman, CWC. . e A

3. Secretary (Expend1tdre) Ministry of F1nance,'North Block,
New -Delhi. L

4. Secretary, Department of Power, ;.S.Bhawan, New Delhi.

B . Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran
Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

6. 'Seeretaky,,Department of Aor1cu1ture & Cooperat1on, Krishi .

Bhawan, New Delht. .

7. Secretary, M1n1stry-oF Welfare, Room No. 604; A-Wing, Shastri

Bhawan, New Delhi. e e O

Director .General, ICAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi.

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

0. B.N. Navalawala, Adv1ser (T&CAD) Planning Commission, Yojana-:
Bhawan, New De1h1 o S iy : .

11, Adviser (Energy), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New .
Delhi. ' o ' :

12. Kanwal Nath, F1nanc1a] Adv1ser, Minictry of'Water Resdurcms

- 5.S.Bhawan, New Delhi-.

13. Chairman, Cpntra1 Ground Natpr Board NH TV CGO New Pomp1ex

Fariddabad-121001.

— O ©

Copy also to:

1 Member (D&R), CWC.

2. Z. Hasan, Member (WP&P), CWC.

B PS to Member (RM), CWC. ’ <

4 Commissioner (Proje ctc), Ministry of Water Resources,
S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi. '

e A
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5. Commieewoner tPPY, Ministry of'Waﬁer Rescurces, 5.5.Bhaswan,

"MNew Delhi.

6. -Commissioner (Tndus) Ministry of Water Resources, CGO
complex, -Lodi Road, New Delhi.

7« : M.V V. Char,’ Comm1ﬂsioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources,

CGO Complex, Lodi Road; New Delhi.
8. S.L. Pahuja, Chief Engineer (PPO)}, CWC.
9. ‘-Ch1ef Engineer (PM0O3}, CWC. : '

.10, .+ P:V, 'Rao, 1req*or (Progect Appraisal .- North), CWC.

11.. A.B. Pal, Dir&ctor (Project Appraisal - Central), CWC.

" '12.  Director (Project Appraisal ~ South), CWC.

13, 'M.K., Sharma, Director, Cost Engineering (Irrfgatjon), CwC.

' 14. Director (EM), CWC.

State Government Officers: Himachal Ptadesh
1. ..smt. C.P. Sujaya, FC-cum-Secretary, I&PH, Government of HP.

2. S.M. Bhardwalj, Superintending Engineer, I&PH, 'Shah Nehar

-Circle, Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP.
3..8.L. Gulson, Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar Circle,
- Nurpur, Pist. Kangra, HP.

"f4.'B}R. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar Circle,

Nukbdr, Dist. Kangra, HP-.

-1

Andhra Pradesh

1 Am1tabh Bhattacharya, Secretary, Irrigation, Government of AP.
2. P.K. Agarwal, Secretary, Projects, Government of AP.

3 B. Rosaiah, Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department,
Hyderabad. . ' o ' .

K.N. Raja Rao, Consultant (ISR), Government of AP, Hyderabad.
V. Subba Rao, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Circle,
V13ayawada, AP, &

6. J.P. Subbaiah, Superintending Engineer, Pulichintala Project,
' Vijayawada, AP ' . '

7. M.A, Rao, Superintending Enowneer, NKLﬁ'Projecp, Mahbubnagar.

o

Rajasthan
1. R.D. Shérma, Add1. Chief thineer Kota Zohe, Réjastﬁan.

A?, R.P. Mathur, Assistant. Eng1neer, Lift. Irrigation, Sub-

division, Kota, Rajasthan.
Punjiab

1. Principal Secretary, Deparatment of Irrigation & Power,
Government of Punjab, Secretariat, Chandigarh.

forwarded for'informqtion to:

K. Jain, Director, Dept. of Finance.

.D. Paliath, Director, Ministry of Welfare

S. Chadha, Director, CEA

J.S. Bhamrah, Director, CGWB ey ¥ _
S. Singh, Jt. Advisor (I&CAD), Planning Commission. . .
.S. Gupta, Dy. Advisor (I&CAD), Planning Commission.
K. Agrawal, Jt. Commissioner (PR), MOWR.
B. Srivastava, Jt. Commissioner (I), MOWR.
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Summary Record of discussions of the 64th
Meeting of Advisory. Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects .held
on 03/04/96 at 1100AHFSE in. the Committee
Room of Central Water Commission, New Delhi.

L™

. The.64th Mesting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood
Cantrol and Mu1tipurposefProjects was held ‘on 03/04/96 at 1100
Hrs. at New Delhi, under the Chairmanship of Secretary, Ministry
cf Water Resources. At the outset, Advisor, Planning Commission
raised the issue of holding the meeting after declaration of
general elections in the. country. The Chairman explained .that the
Projects were being considered by thes Committee from- the view
noint of their techno-economic v1ab111ty only. The Comm1t+ee
takes a view at the results of the techno economic appra1sa1 by
Pentra] ‘Water Commission and forwards its recommendatiens to the
Plann1ng Commission to enable: the: latter to take decisions
regarding investment. The Gommittee considers this -as -a roLt1ne

" official exefrcise.

Shri R.K. Jain, Director, Department of Exppnd1ture ra1sed
an objection that the statement of Financial Details of onwco1ng
projects. such -as spillover cost to VIII plan, VIII .plan -outlay
and year-wise expenditure up to 94-935 . and outlay for 95-96 were

‘not circulated éarlier alongwith agenda notes. These .statements

were however, circulated before the commencement of discussion on
the Progpcts in accordance with the decision of the  Advisory
committee. The Chairman mentioned that these details. were more
relevant to the Planning Commission for consideration when giving
investment clearance. Welcoming the participants, the Chairman,
then requested the Member-Secretary to start the proceedings by
taking up the Progects one aftpr the other.

A 11s+ of bart1c1pantq is enc]osnd at Annexure - I.

1tem No.I : Consideration.of Projijects by the Advisory Committeeg

Irrigation Schemes

S1. No. 4/96-97 = Shah Nehar Irrigation DrOJect (MaJor),
' Himachal Pradesh. :
CCA : 15287 . ha. o

Annual Irrigation : 24760 ha. o

Estimated cost : Rs. 143.32 Crore (SOR 1995-986)

The Financial Comm1ss1oner cum- Secretary, T&PH Government
of Himachal Praddsh ‘explained -~he Project proposals including
inter-state  agreement of 1983 [ 2tween Governmnntq of Punhjab &
Himachal Pradesh and subsequent award of the Chairman, Central
Water Commission 1in the arbitre-ion case of this Project. She


http:retCl.ry
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also informed that the State Finarice Department has given its
concurrence for this Project. The Project is in an advanced stage

~ of clearance in the Ministry of Environment and Forest from
Environment and Forests angle. There is no displacement of
population, either tribal, or non-tribal, and hence, no
Rehabilitation - & Resettlement plan has been proposed. As no
tribal population is displaced, clearance from Ministry of
Welfare is not required.

Advisor, Planning Commission pointed out that in para 5
(ii).1. ‘Outstanding Issues’ of TAC note it is stated that "The
Project authorities will get clearance from the Punjab Irrigation
Department for sharing of cost (for 250 cusecs against the dcanal
capacities of 364. cusecs) finalised", whereas, in para 4.1, the |
cost sharing based on the agreement signed by the:.two. Governments -
and the Arbitration Award 'of Chairman, Central Water Commission
is clearly speltout. Para 5 1i.1. shou1d therefore discuss only
the expenditure phasing and:'its sharing by the Punjab Government.
This contention was dccepted by the Committee. The Chairman
pointed that the cost indicated to be borne by the Government of
Punjab in Para 4,1 1is indicative only based on the current
estimated. cost.. In praotice, however Government of Punjab will
! have " to. bear 1tq ‘share- in the actual cost as per.the formula
B agreed to by ‘the two States and subeequnnf award of, the Chairman,
Central Water Comm1ss1on

| ) Tha PrOJect was approved subject to c1earance from Ministry
£t of Env:ronment and Forests.

~(Action : Planning.Commigsion,
- Govt, of Punjab & HF)

Q S1.No. 1/96-97 : Gararda Project (Medium)
IR Rajasthan.
CCA . : ' 9182 ha. ~
Annual Irrigation - 9215 ha,

EstimatedlcoSt - Rs, 39 51 Crore (SOR 1994 95)

Add1t1ona1 Chief Engineer, Irrigation Zone,_kota, Rajasthan
presented in brief the Scheme to the Committee. o

i
i
i

Member (WP&P) deQ1red to know the 1atest status of the
forest: c]earance of "the Scheme. ‘In response to that; the
Additional Chief Engineer clarifiad  that forest - clearance. case
has already been sent to Ministry. of - Environment and Forests,
Government of India in November, 1994 and the clearance is still
awaited, : . ~ :

Director (Tribal Devp1onment\ Ministry of Welfare mentioned
. that a minimum of 2 ha, of arable 1and should be allotted to each
}} tribal oustee, Additional chief Engineer agreed to take up the
& matter with the Government of Ragasthan

| e .
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During the discuyssion, Additional Chief Engineer mentioned
that ‘there is a provision of Rs. 95 crore for 16 New Medium
Irrigation Projects of Rajasthan. Chairman desired that specific
provision should- bp ‘made 'by the State Government for Gararda
Medium Irr1gat1on Scheme and’ 1nt1mated to CWC/Plann1ng
Commission. - : : : .

The Committee found “the Project aééeptabie subjéct to
concurrence of State Finance Department and obta1n1ng the.
cleéarances from tha forest- and R&R anePstS..,

(Action : State Govefnhéht,
: Planning Commission)

S1.No. 2&3/1996 - Krishna Delta Modernisation:
' including Pulichintala Dam 2
i ‘ Project (Major), Andhra Pradesh:. .
CCA ) : ¢ r 4,22,000 ha. ' :
Annual Irr1gat1on 3 "5,;75.,000 ha.
_Estimated Cost .. : | fKr1shna Delta Modern1sat1on :
(SOR 1995-96') .~ . . ‘ Rs. 659.1% cru

i S -PuTch1nta1a Dam Project F -
e . .Rs, 506,27 cr.
Total o RS 1165 36 cr.

1\..

The AdV1eory Comm1ttee had discussions on the comb1ned TAC e
note of the above projects alongwith supp1ementary notes
distributed “among the members Just before the meeting. “The
representative of CGWB stated that as per the ~ report: only 25%
of the total command 'area ‘of Krishna Delta is occup1ed by fresh:
ground water zone and the - remaining 7.5, % area is occup1ed by

water of poor ' quality. Water table- is also’ high which® may_f”n'”

result in water -1ogging. In reply to the above points raised by .

representat1ve of CGWB,” Dr.-  .K.N.- Raja Rao, Consultant (ISR)
Govt. 6f AP, stated: that_.aCCOrd1ng- 3 fhe1r State Ground
Water .Board, ground water.table 'is rising slowly.. Moreoven

population of delta area -is rising _rapidly due to which. there

will be more ground water drawal. So, ‘there is no ‘danger of water‘;‘“.

Togging.  With regard to the quality of ground water,. Dr. K.N.
Raja Rao stafed that _quantum of ground water has been estimated
as 9.16 TMC - after exc1ud1ng sa11ne water dn consultation
with Statp Agr1cu1fure Deptt. and’ State Ground WBter Board

The representat1ve of M1n1stry of Weifare stated that the .~
R&R Plans were " dcceptable’ except that nrovision for m1n1mum

of 2 ha. of land for each tribal family should be made - -

mandatory 1in the R&R Plans. He also stated that the issue had
been sorted out during discussions with officials of Govt. of
A.P. sufficient amount was provided 1in the project estimate
for R&R. ' ) . '

\

Adviser, I&CAD . ..of PTann{hg.Commision stated that
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ern§ica1 proposal of Cauvery De1tﬂ Modern1sat1on project was
earlier not considered by tha Advisory Committee on the plea
that consent from other basin states was required. He suggested
~that in view of this, this project should also not be considered

“hy. the, .Advisory . Committee. Member (WP&P) pointed out that

the case of Cauvery Delta Modernisation Project was different
because sharing of Cauvery watars is yet to be decided by the
tribunal whereas 1in case of Krishna water, shares have aiready
been allocated and proposals are within allocations made by the
tribunal, --So there is no reed for consent from other. basin
states in case of the Krishn: 'Delta Modernisation-Project.
Chairman, CWC stated that according to KWDT. award, basin
States were ' free to reallocate water from within their share
in case .of Krishna Basin, whereas. case of Cauvery basin, the

tribunal was still to give 1+s award declaring the share of -
. each basin State ' : :

Adv1ser (I&CAD) wanted to know how the saving . of water
due to modern)sat1on had been guantified.” Dwe111ng at .length on
the . .works - proposed’ to be c¢arried out in "the Krishna .Delta

'_Modern1sat1on Projéct as detailed.in para 2.2 of TAC note, Dr.
. K.N. . Raja Rao, on behalf of . Govt. ‘of A.P., pointed out that

the present 1eve1 of eff1c1enty -of the-systaM'_was assessed as
40% and the increased level of. efficiency of 55% after carrying

’fout a11 the works including 1ining in selected héabhes, was an
- under est1mat1on - - ' - ;

The Advisory Committee .decided to recomménd_the.above

':pqojects as techno—econom1ra11y—~v1ab1e subject to the

compliiance . of outstanding issues by the Govt. of A.P. as

" mentioned in-the Para 17 (i) and (ii) of TAC note and a1sq para

II (i) to (v) & Para 111 of the supp1emnntary note

| _The Govt. of A;P. has‘qbtﬂ1ned concurrence of their.Finance
and’ Planning Deptt. for Rs. 656.2 crore: faor- Modernisation of

‘Krishna Delta Project. The cocst was finalised in CWC as Rs.

659.16 crore. The -Govt. .of A.P. -is also required 'to obtaan

concurrence of Finance Deptt for the 1ncreased cost.

'In case of Pulichintala Dam PrDJeCt Govt of AiPT has

ﬂa1ready 0bta1ned concurrance of their Finance Deptt, for Rs.
609 crore whereas : the -cost finalised in CWC is Rs. 506.2 crore.

8o no fresh concurrence is reguired from State Finance Deptt in
case of Pulichintala Dam Project.

' * (Action : State Government,
Planning Commission)

1.No. /1996 : Bhima Lift Irrigation Project,
Andhra Praedsh
CCA : 96647 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 83779 ha.
Estimatad Cost + Rs. 744 cr. (SOR 1993-94)
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Shri Kanwal Nath, Financial Adviser, MOWR stated that
depreciation for pumps was adopted as 6.25% whereas it
should have been 8.23%. Director, Cost Engg. clarified that
this had been corrected -to 8.33% for working out B.C. Ratio. He
further clarified that for working out rates of individual items,
depreciation is taken in accordance with the standard 1ife of the
mach1ne as a Stra1ght line variation.

Shri Kanwal Nath also pointed out that for working out B.C.
Ratio, gross receipts after canal irrigation have been calculated
showing some expenditure on .fodder whereas 1in the Krishna
Delta Modernisation Project, no such expenditure on fodder was
shown. It . was pointed out that” in case of Krishna Delta
Modernisatioﬁ,'onTy increase in yield due td8 modernisation had
been considered and it was assumed that expehditure on inputs had
not subetant1a]1y changed ,

The progect was accepted by the Advisory - Comm1ttee as
techno-economically viable "subject to obtaining clearance from
Ministry. of Environment and Forests from env1rcnmenfa1 angle for
the projedét by. Govt, of A.P. and COmp11ance of -various technical
comments of -CWC and ‘other appraising agencies: as mentioned . in
para 11.0 of -TAC note and Rara II of the eupp1ementary note;;

(Action. :” State Government,
P1ann1ng Comm1831on)

4

S1.No. 6/1996-97 . Sri Rama Sagai Project Stage-II

: . “Andhra Pradesh
" A S 2,37,600 ha.
Annua1 Irr1gat1on -z 2,532,400 ha. — :
) E8t1mated Cost wow E Rs. 697 7 cr. (SOR 1995 96)

The' mod1f1ed est1mafe of the project was received in CWC

‘fcr_ ‘Rs.1190.77 crore which was ‘examined -in CWC and cost was

finalised as Rs, 697.7 crore. The Serretary(WR) des1red to know
the reasons for such a drastic reduction in the cost. The
Director, Cost Engineering Dte. "gave a brief account of various
heads under which cost had been reduced. With-.reference to Para
12(ii1) of the TAC note, the Advisor, Planning Commission
stated that forest clearance is also required” for- the project

_because  making modifications in the project " to avoid reserve
forest during construction may result 'in . .many changes 1in the

project. This contention was accepted.

The Advisory Committee accepted the prcjectfes techno-
economically viable subject to:-

1. Obtaining approval of APSEB for raguired quantum. of energy
and rates of energy for pumping the ground water.

2. Obtaining the forest clearance for the project.

3, Substantiation of the provisions in respect of
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distributaries and minors, water course and drainage on the basis
of microplanning of the command to an extent of 10% of the total
CCA.

4. Compliance of various technica] comments as listed 1in
para 11.2 of the TAC note, by the Govt.- of A.P.
(Act1on : State Government,
Planning Commission)

$1.No. 7/1996-97 : Flood Flaw Canal Project -from SRSP
. (High level Canal Progpct), Andhra Pradesh
CCA b + 1,32,000 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 1,02,000 ha.
Estimated Cost : Rs. 1331,30 cr. (SOR- 1992~93)

A brief discusion was held. regarding B.C.Ratio of the
project. The B.C, Ratio of the project comes to-only 1.02. As the
project benefits Nalgonda district which is a-drought prone area,
it was -decided that project can be accepted for a B.C. Ratio
lower than 1.5. The Advisory Committee decided to accept the
project as techno-economically viable subject to the: following
conditions:- ' . : .

1. The Govt. ‘of A.P. shall obtain environmental clearance
from Ministy of Environment & Forests, Govt. of India and
Govt., of A.P. will submit a certificate that no forest land is
invoived in the project.

2. THe Govt.  of A.P. shall obtain clearance of R&R Plans from
Ministry of Welfare, Govt. of India.

3. The Govt. of A.P. will obtain a certificate from State
Agriculture Deptt. regarding rates of produce as Rs. 13,200 per
ton for ground nut and Rs. 14,300 per ton for chillies at 1992 93
price level and furnish the same to CWC. . 3

4, The Govt. of A.P. shall comply to the technical observation
of CWC and other appraising agencies as mentioned in para
17 of the TAC note, : ' :

(Action - State Governmeht!
Planning Commiasion)

4

‘The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the chair.
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State Government Officers: Himschal Pradesh

1. Smt. C.P. Sujaya, FC-cum-Sccretary, I&PH, Government of HP,

2. S.M. Bhardwaj, Superintending Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar
Circle, Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP.

2. §.L., Gulson, Assistant Engineer, I1&PH, Shah Nehar Circle,
Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP.

4. B.R. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, I&PH, Shah Nehar Circile,
Nurpur, Dist. Kangra, HP.

Andhra Pradesh

1. Amitabh Bhattacharya, Secretary, Irrigation, Government of AP,

2. P.K. Agarwal, Secretary, Projects, Government of AP.

P B. Rosaiah, Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department,
Hyderabad. - - 2

4. K.N. Raja Rao, Consultant (ISR), Government of AP, Hyderabad.

5. V. Subba Rao, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Circle,
Vijayawada, AP.

6. J.P. Subbaiah, Superintending Engineer, Pulichintala Project,
Vijayawada, AP.

7. M.A. Rao, Superintending Engineer, NKLI Project, Mahbubnagar,

Rajasthan
1 R.D. Sharma, Addl. Cchief Engineer, Kota Zohe, Rajasthan.

2. R.P, Mathur, Assistant Engineeér, Lift Irrigation, Sub-
division, Kota, Rajasthan.
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No. 16/27/96-PA(N)/ 2357 -~ Qq¢p Dt. 24/06/96.
GOVERNMENT QF INDIA
CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT APPRAISAL (NORTH) DIRECTORATE

407, SEWA BHAVAN,
RK PURAM, NEW DELHI-66.

FAX : 91-11-6876516.

Subject: 65th meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood
Control and Multipurpose Projects held on 14/06/96.

Find enclosed a copy of the Summary Record of discussions of
the above mentioned meeting for information and necessaary action
prlease. )

Encl.: asa. _  / {:i”7
kbiaj R E Ve AT
(SC CHITRARA)*Y/6/5)
CE, PAO &

Member Secretary -
Advisory Committee.

Copy to:

MEMBERS QF COMMITTEE

S/Shri

1. Dr., M.S. Reddy, Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources,

S.S5. Bhawan, New Delhi.
2. Shri Ramesh Chandra, Chaiirman, CWC.
3. Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finence, North Block,

New Delhi.
4, Secretary, Department of Power, S.S5.Bhawan, New Delhi,
B+ Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran

Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

8. Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperaticn, Krishi
Bhawan, New Delhi. '

7. Secretary, Ministry of Welfare, Room No. 604, A-Wing, Shastri
Bhawan, New Delhi.

8. Director General, ICAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi.

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

L/JO. Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New
Delhi.

11. Adviser (Energy), Planning Commission, Yojana PBEhawan, New
Delhi.

12. Kanwal Nath, Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources,
S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi. ;

13. Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, NH-IV, CGO New Complex,
Faridabad-121001.

Copy also to:

1. Member (D&R), CWC.
2. Z. Hasan, Member (WP&P), CWC,
3. G.R. Keskar, Member (RM), CWC,.
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4, K.C. Aggarwal, Commissioner (Projects), Ministry of Water
Resources, S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi.

Bs Commissioner (PP), Ministry of Water Resources, S.S.Bhaswan,
New Delhi.

6. Commissioner {(Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO
Complex, Lodi Road, New Delhi.

7. Commissioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex,

Lodi Road, New Delhi,

8. S.L. Pahuja, Chief Englneer (PPQ), CWC,

9. K.C. Manchanda, Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC,.

10. V.K., Mathur, Chief Engineer (UGB), CWC, Jal Tarang Bhawan,
Pratap Bagh, Aliganj, Lucknow -~ 226020,

11, Director (Project Appraisal - North), CWC.

12, Director (Project Appraisal - Central), CWC.

13. Director (Project Appraisal - South), CWC.

14, K.N. Keshri, Director (PPO N&S), CWC.

16. R.K. Khanna, Director (PPO), CWC.

16. M. Ganeshan, Director (ECO), CWC,

17. R.S. Goel, Director (EM) & (EIA), CWC.

18. O0.P. Khanda, Director (M&A), CWC, Jal Tarang Bhawan,
Pratap Bagh, Aliganj, Lucknow - 226020.
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1. P.K. Agarwal, Secretary(Irrigation), Government of AP,
Secretariat, Hyderabad, (AP).

2. @G. Prabhakar, Dy. Chief Engineer, Irrigation Department,
Errum Manzil, Hyderabad, (AP) - 500 487.

A4 Ch. Venkateshwara Rao, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation
Construction Circle, Kurnool, (AP) - 518 0035,

4, Y. Abdul Basheer, Executive Engineer(I&CAD), Kurnool, (AP).

Orissa

1. Dr. B.P. Das, Engineer-in-Chief(Water Resources), Bhubneshwar,
(Orissa) - 400180.

2. K.C. Panda, Executive Engineer, Government of Orissa, kK-11-12,
NDSE - II, - 110 049,

stha

1. A.S. Kapcor, Chairman, IGNB, Bhawani Singh Road, Jaipur -

302 005.

2. S.P., Sharma, Chief Engiuneer, IGNP, Canal Colony, Blikaner -
334 002.

3. R.P. Mathur, Assistant Engineer, Lift Irrigation, Sub-
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4., P.D. Mahanandani, Superintending Engineer, IGNP, Bikaner -

334 002, :
B S.N. Mathur, PO, IGNB, Bhawani Singh Road, Jalipur - 302 006.
6. N.K. Agrawal, Assistant Engineer, IGNP, Canal Colony,

Bikaner - 334 002.
7. R.K. Gupta, Assistant Engineer, IGNP, Canal Colony,

Bikaner - 334 (002.
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1. Rajiv Kumar, Superintending Engineer, ICC, DA-T7, Dhulkwan
Colony, Civil Lines, Jhansi -~ 284 001.

2, Mahendra Singh, Assistant Engineer, ICD, DA-4, Dhukwan
Colony, Civil Lines, Jhansi - 284 001.
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1. J Sinha, Consultant(PF-1), Dept. of Expenditure.

2, Dr. §.C., Verma, Jt.Director, Ministry of Environment & Forest.

3. N.K. Sahu, Jt. Project Director, Department of Agriculture &
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4, N.C. Jain, Dy. Director, CEA.
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6. Hemant Kumar, Dy. Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission.

7. A.S,Gupta, Dy. Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission.

8, S.B, Srivastava, Jt., Commissioner (I), MOWR.



Summary Record of discussions of the 66th
Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held
on 14/06/96 at 1100 Hrs. in the Committee
Room of Central Water Commission, New Delhi,.

The 65th Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood
Control and Multipurpose Projects was held on 14/06/96 at 1100
Hrs, at New Delhi, under the Chairmanship of Secretary, Ministry
of Water Resources., Welcoming the participants, the Chairman,
requested the Member-Secretary to start the proceedings by taking
up the Projects one after the other.

A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure - I,
ltem No,Il ! Copsjderation of Projects by the Advisory Committee,
I ation Schemes

Sl1. No. 10/96-97 : Patharai Irrigation Project,
(Medium), Uttar Pradesh. -

CCA : 3509 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 2998 ha.
Estimated cost : Rs. 31.66 Crore (SOR 1994)

Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Construction Circle,
Jhansi (UP), explained the revised Project proposal to the
Committee.

Representative of Planning Commission, pointed out that
concurrrence of State Finance Department for updated cost of Rs.
31.66 Cr. is yet to be obtained by the Project Authorities,.
Superintending Engineer, UP, explained that the matter has
already been taken up with the appropriate authorities and it is
hoped that the clearance from State Finance Department will be
received within two months.

Representative from Ministry of Environment & Forest and
Director (EIA), Central Water Commission pointed out that no
Report has been received regarding compliance of Environmental
safeguards suggested by Ministry of Environment & Forest at the
_time of previous clearance and it was further suggested that
implementation of these should be persued vigourously.

The Project Authorities were advised to furnish the
following to Ministry of Environment & Forest and Central Water
Commission:

1. R&R master plans to be prepared in detail and to be
furnished as early as possible.



2 Catchment area treatment plan and it's quarterly
implementation report.

3, Composgition and proceedings of State level and Project level
Environmental Monitoring Committee.

Superintending Engineer, UP explained that some measures
have already been inlitiated in the last two years and further
streas will be laid to speed up the balance work of environmental
safeguards.

Since this is only a Revised Project, the same was accepted
subject to concurrence of State Finance Department.

{Action : State Government/
Planning Commission)

.

Rengali Irrigation Sub Project LBC-II
(Major), Orissa.

CCA : 93501 ha.

Annual Irrigation : 177651 ha.

Estimated cost Rs. 705.15 Crore (SOR 1996)

Chairman, Advisory Committee, enquired about the status of
clearance of the project from Ministry of Environment & Forest &
Sccial Welfare. The Project Authorities apprised the Committee
about the status of clearance from Ministry of Environment &
Forest and Ministry of Welfare and that the proposal for
dereservation of forest area for whole of the Rengali Irrigation
Project has been furnished by Government of Orissa to Ministry of
Environment & Forest. Representatives of Ministry of Environment
& Forest, informed that the compliance has mostly been done and
the clerance is expected to be igsued shortly. The Committee was
informed that the processing of the clearance from Ministry of
Welfare is in advanced stage 'and the clearance letter is likely
to be issued shortly. ‘

The Committee was informed that at the time of clearing the
Rengali Irrigation Project earlier, Planning Commission had
obsersved to consider the irrigation intensity of 140% and for
completion of Soil Survey by the State and to review the cropping
pattern. The 1irrigation intensity at 190% now proposed for this
sub-Project was also discussed. It was informed that detailed
s0il surveys has now been done and the State Agriculture
Department of Orissa has concurred for the irrigation intensity
of 190%. The financial concurrence of the State Finance &
Planning Department of Government of Orissa for the estimated
cost of the project has also been received.

The project was found acceptable subject to arranging the
following by Government of Orissa.

(i) The clearnace from Ministry of Environment & Forest,
regarding Environmental & Forest aspects, and



(i1) Clearance of RA&R Plan from Ministry of Welfare. (The
cle~rance from the Ministry of Welfare has since been received).

(Action : State Government/
Planning Commission)
S1, No, 8/96-97 : K.C. Canal Modernisation Project (Major),
Andhra Pradesh.
CCA :+ 146200 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 110482 ha., ’
Estimated cost : Rg, 674.29 Crore (SOR 1994-96)

Chairman, Advisory Committee, enquired about the status of
clearance of the project from Ministry of Environment & Forest
and Ministry of Welfare. It was informed that this aspect has
been discussed in the Environment Appraisal Committee meeting of
Ministry of Environment & Forest.

Regarding clearnace from Ministry of Welfare, the Committee
felt that since only one ST family is affected, the same may be
covered in Ministry of Environment & Forest clearance.

The issue raised by Ministry of Agriculture, about the crop
vyields adopted for the project was also considered. As the crop
vields adopted are similar to those adopted in already approved
Srisailam Right Branch canal Project (SRBC Project) the Committee
decided to adopt the crop yield as furnished by Agriculture
Department of Government of Andhra Pradesh.

Regarding the regeneration of 2.6 THMC of water and
avallability of 2.5 TMC of ground water for conjunctive use, the
Project Authorities assured to make available to CWC (i) the
observed data on regeneration of flows & the report of CGWB
regarding the conjunctive use of surface and ground water. The
Project Engineers also assured the Committee to furnish the
concurrence of APSEBR regarding availability of power for
exploitation of ground water to CWC. Member (WP&P) pointed out
that regeneration should not be considered as additional water
availability for the purpose of KWDT allocations.

The project was found acceptable subject to (i)
Environmental clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forest and
(ii) Submission of APSEB concurrence regarding availability of
power for exploitation of ground water.

(Action : State Government/
Planning Commission)

S1., No. 10/96-97 : Indira Gandhi Nahar Project stage-I,
(Extension, Renovation & Modenisation)
Major - Rajasthan.

CCA : 6567600 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 557600 ha.
Estimated cost : Rs. 121,92 Crore (SOR 1992-93)

- ——



On being enquired about the =status of clearnace of Ministry
of Environment & Forest, the Project Authorities expressed t’»
view that this Project has been cleared earlier and since the
Project envisages completion of the left over works of Stage-I,
clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forest may not be
required,

The Committee after considering all aspects found the
Project acceptable subject to clearance from Ministry of
Environment & Forest. '

(Action : State Government/
Planning Commimssion)

S1. No. 10/96-97 : Indira Gandhi Nahar Project stage-I1,
(Major), Rajasthan.

CCA : 1316265 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 859116 ha,
Estimated cost : Rs. 1398.00 Crore (SOR 1992-93)

The Committee was informed that the project authorities have
not been able to furnish the monthly working table for
eatablishing the success rate of 75% required for Irrigation
Projects. The Chairman, TAC enquired about the problems in regard
to the prepartion of integrated monthly working tables for
establishing the irrigation success rate in the Project. The
Project Authorities explained their practical problems in this
regard and this was taken note of., Thereupon, Member(WP&P),
Central Water Commission clarified to the Project Authorities
that upto 50% dependable flow may be considered for Project in
Drought Prone Areas but the irrigation success rate has to be
kept as 75% with the final scenario of development of the system
and attempt should be made for preparation of integrated working
tables for establishing irrigation success rate.

Regarding clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forest,
the Committee decided that since there is no change in water
utilisation, Gross Command Area etc. the clearance from Ministry
of Environment & Forest for this Project may not be required.

The Committee was also informed that Stage-~1 was approved
for 110% intensity of irrigation and the Project Authorities have
now proposed an irrigation intensity of 100% for Stage-I. The
saving of water resulting will be utilised for Stage-II. The
Committee took note of this.

The Project was found acceptable.

(Action : Planning Commission)

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the chair.



LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
MEMBERS QF COMMITTEE

S/Shri
1. M.,S. Reddy, Secretary, Water Resources. In the Chair
2. Ramesh Chandra, Chairman, CWC. Member

3. J Sinha, Consultant(PF-I), Dept. of Expenditure

(Representing Secretary (Expenditure)

Ministry of Finance),. Member
4, Dr. S.C. Verma, Jt. Director, Ministry of

Environment & Forest

(Representing Secretary, MOEF). Member
6. N.K. Sahu, Jt. Project Director, Department of

Agriculture & Cooperation, Crops Division

(Representing Secretary, Agri. & Coop.) Member
6., N.C. Jain, Dy. Director, CEA

(Representing Chairman, CEA). Member
7. Dr. A.N. Bhowmick, Member, CGWB

(Representing Chairman, CGWB). Member

8., Hemant Kumar, Dy. Adviser (I&CAD) and
9, A.S.Qupta, Dy. Adviser (I&CAD)

(Representing Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission) Member
10. Kanwal Nath, JS&FA, MOWR. Member

11. S.C. Chitkara, Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC. Member-Secretary

ecjal Invitees:

1, Z, Hasan, Member (WP&P), CWC.

2. G.R. Keshkar, Member (EM), CWC.

3. K.C. Aggarwal, Commissioner (PR), MOWR.

4. S.B. Srivastava, Jt. Commissioner (I), MOWR.
- (Representing Commissioner (I), MOWR).

CWC and Qther Qfficers:

1. S.L. Pahuja, Chief Engineer (PPO) & (BPMO), CWC.

2. K.C, Manchanda, Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC.

3. V.K, Mathur, Chief Engineer (UGB), CWC, Jal Tarang Bhawan,
Pratap Bagh, Aliganj, Lucknow - 226020,

4. K.N. Keshri, Director (PPO N&S), CWC.

6. R.K. Khanna, Director (PP0), CWC. -

6. M. Ganeshan, Director (ECD), CWC,

7. R.S. Goel, Director (EM) & (EIA), CWC.

8. 0.P. Khanda, Director (M&A), CWC, Jal Tarang Bhawan,
Pratap Bagh, Aliganj, Lucknow - 226020.

9. A.K. Kharya, Dy. Director (PA-N), CWC,

10, B.B. Haldar, Dy. Director (PA-N), CWC.

11. S.K. Srivastava, Dy. Director (PA-C), CWC.

12. R.K. Jain, Dy. Director (PA-S), CWC.

13, V.K.R. Das, Dy. Director (PPO), CWC.

14. Jalal-uddin, Dy. Director (PPO), CWC.

15. I.S. Gupta, Asst. Director (PPO), CWC.

16. S.B. Dey, Extra Asst., Director (PA-N), CWC.

17. P.K. Burman, Extra Asst. Director (PA-N), CWC.

18. R.N. Dakshy, Extra Asst. Director (PA-N), CWC.



State Government Qfficers: Andhra Pradesh

1. P.K. Agarwal, Secretary{Irrigation), QGQovernment of AP,
Secretariat, Hyderabad, (AP},

2. G. Prabhakar, Dy. Chief Engineer, Irrigation Department,
Errum Manzil, Hyderabad, (AP) - 500 487.

3. Ch. Venkateshwara Rao, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation
Construction Circle, Kurnool, (AP} - 518 005.

4, Y, Abdul Basheer, Executive Engineer(I&CAD), Kurnool, (AP).

Orissa

1. Dr. B.P. Das, Engineer-in-Chief(Water Resources), Bhubneshwar,
(Orissa) ~ 400180.

2. K.C. Panda, Executive Engineer, Government of Orissa, K-11-12,

NDSE - II, - 110 049.

Raissthan

1. A,S. Kapoor, Chairman, IGNB, Bhawani Singh Road, Jaipur -
302 005. .

2, S.P, Sharma, Chief Engineer, IGNP, Canal Colony, Bikaner -
334 002,

3. R.P, Mathur, Assistant Engineer, Lift Irrigation, Sub-
division, Kota, Rajasthan. <
4, P.D. Mahanandani, Superintending Engineer, IGNP, Bikaner -
334 002.
5. S.N. Mathur, PO, IGNB, Bhawani Singh Road, Jaipur - 302 005.
6. N.K. Agrawal, Assistant Engineer, IGNP, Canal Colony,
Bikaner - 334 002,
7. R.K. Gupta, Assistant Engineer, IGNP, Canal Colony,
Bikaner - 334 002.

Uttar des

1. Rajiv Kumar, Superintending Engineer, ICC, DA-7, Dhukwan
Colony, Civil Lines, Jhansi - 284 001,

2. Mahendra Singh, Assistant Engineer, 1CD, DA-4, Dhukwan
Colony, Civil Lines, Jhansi - 284 001.
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Subject: RHth meet ina of Advisdry Committee on Irfigation. Flood
Control and Multipuripose Projects held on 4/02/97.

Find enclosed a copy of “thg Summary Record of discussions of
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2., Ramesh Chandra, Chairman, CW({, Member
3. B.N.Navalawala, Adviser (I&CAD) .
Planning Commissinon Member
4. B, K. Aggarwal, Chief Engineer, :
(Representing Chairman, CEA) _ Member
5. Mrs. Amita Paul, Director j : S . '
(Representing Secretary, Ministry of Welfare) Member My " S
6. R.Ranjan, Directnr (Finance)
(Representing Financial Adviger, MOWR) ' Member
7. D.8.8, Murthv, Director, CGWR,
LRepresent ing Chairman, CGWB]), Member
“ & &, Bhowmik, Addl, Director, o :
(Representing fecretary, MOEF), P Member i
9. A.K.Raina, Asstt., Director b L ’ . ;
(Representing Secretary (Expanditure) i
Ministry of Finance}, Member
10..Secretary, Department of Power S, Bhawan, New Dalhi.Member
11,Diretor General, ICAR, Krish Bhawan New Delhi, Member
12.8%ecretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperat1on. ~
Krishi Rhawan New Delhi, l Member
13, Advisar (Eneragy},Planning Fﬁ¢m1qs1on, Yojina Bhawan,
New Delhi, Membar
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1. Z. Hasan, Member (WP&P), "CWC. R { :
2. N.,Suryanaraydnan, Member (RM), CWC
3, N.V.V.Char, Chal|rman-in-charge, :
Brahmaputra Roand & Comm1951onar (ER), MOWR,
4, K., Manchanda, |Chief Engineer (PMG], CwC. F
5. Suresh Chandra, [Chiaf Enginear (FM) CWC,
6. P.V, Rao, Directinr (PA=N), CWC.
7. K.N, Keshri, Director (EIA), CWC.
B, M,K. Sinha, Dirgctor (PA-S), CWC. :
9. S.K, Srivastava, Director (PA-C), CWC,’ -
10.8.G, Kaushik, Director (PPO-C),| CWC. ’ |
t1.L.D0. Jangde, Dirlactar, CE(I), CWC. ;
12 B.B. Haldar, Dy.| Director (PA-N), CWC. ., o
12.Lalji, Dy, Director (PA-C), cwcl ' o
14.4alal-Uddin,Dy.Diirector (PPO- C)}CHC ;
15.Lalit Kumar, Dy. Director (Monitoring & Appraisal), CWC,
faipur. . :

17.4,P qlngh Dy .Dirpctor ,CEA
1A, Deena Nath, Sr. Investigator Mi

Expenditure,: |
: |

1R, B2 M Jha,Scientialk-D,CGWR, Faridaijd.

igstry of Finance, bePt.of

|
|

state Government Qfficers: ; . Co

Orissa __”4

1. R.N.Senapati, Sqcretary, water‘Resourcae. Govt. of Orissa,” .

2. Dr. B.P, Das, Eng1neer—1n—ChieH(water Resources), Bhubneshwar.

"3. K.C. Panda, Exedutive Engineer.‘eovernment of Orissa, K111 12.
NDSE - II, New Delhi-110 049.

Rajesthan

H.K. Hingorani, IChief Enginear,| Irrigation (IDR), Jaipur,
. Krishna chandra, Director MIS (Irrigation Deptt.).
. T.M. Shah, Executivn Engineer, BE 1'Dn,, Irrigation Daptt.,
lidaipur, | "
Rhupendra Mehta, 1Asstt. Engineer, S&I On., Udaipur.
G.L. Arora, A=ctt Engineer, S&I Dn., Irrigation Deptt.,
" Udaipur, i

1 M) ==

oA

Uttar Pradesh

{ | .

1. B.S.Lali. Prinqgipal Secretary, Govt. of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow, I |

2, PRam Singh, CE (Saryu), Irrigation Deptt., Faizabad.

2, Roop Chand, Chief Engineer, Irrigation, U.P,

4, S.K.Agrawal, SE &P (F), Lucknow.

5. Rakesh Mohan, Ex Enginenr. CBNK, Balrampur.

8 0. P SwnghaI Lia{son Officar, Govt of U P., New De!hi

Guiarat - ? : P =
| ' L
1. V.M. Yagnik, SE,|NWRD, Govt., of . Gujarat, Gandhi .
! ) , y nagar Qu arat.
2. S.H.lTr1ved1, Dyl. Ex. Eng1nner, NHRD' Govt, of Ghjasat
5 Sachivalaya, Gandhinagar, Gujarat. '
;. P.j. Patg1. Ex.quineer NWRD, Govt, of Gujarat, Gandhinagar.
. Y. H. valikarimwala, Asstt, Eng1nser. Narmada & Water - Reeourcee,

Vadadara, , I
Assan | |
1, P.Neng, g t | | i

p fal acretary, Govt. of Asshm, Irri i

s ! . ! rigation Departmenp,
2 P.C. Kalita, Chaitman, rap Authority, Upper Assam,
A. K, C. Sarma. Add fhiaf Engineer. £.0. Dapt

) * A O - L L] . S p

4 JoNL Mazumdar, Ex ? kit ‘L""'ahatr1

Engineer, lrr\gatioﬁ Peptt., Assam,

Brabmaputra Board off |cers |
. S.Fk.Chatavar thy Ganerg! Manager, Brahmaputra Board, Guwahat'i

2. K.K, Sharm: '
e rma, Ex. Emginear, Liaaeon Offica, Palika Bhavan, New

3. R.M.Das, Ev. Enginser, Brﬂhmaoutra.soard. Guwahati,
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Summary Record of discussions of the 66th
Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held

on 4/02/97 at: 1100 Hrs. in the Committee Room
of Central Electricity Author1ty, Sewa Bhawan,.
R.K.Puram, New Delhi.

s

The 66h Meeting of ‘Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood
Control and Multipurpose Projects was held. on 4/02/97 at 1100
Hrs. at New Delhi, undnr the Chairmanship of Secretary, Ministry
of Water Reeourcee The Chairman, Advisory Committee welcomed
the participants and refuested them to introduce themselves,
Thereupon he renuested the Member-Secretary to start the
proceedings by taking up/ the Projects one by one.

A list of participahts is enclosed .at Annexure - 1.

|

CONSIDERATION OF PROJECTS BY THE ADVOSORY COMMITTEE

blIrrigation Projects

S1. No. 26/96-97 : Lowbr Suktel Irrigcation Project, Orissa
CCA : 23500 ha. ' : ’
Annual Irrigation : 29845 ha.

Estimated cost : Rse. P217.1279 Crore

Chairman, AdvismyinOmmittee requested the representatives
of Orissa to prpqantLbr19f1y the project proposals for
consideration of the Committee, Arrnrdino1v Fnainnnr-in PhinF
Irrigation Department, vernment of Orissa nwp1ﬂ1nnd the prOJnct
proposals and requested |the Committee to accept fthe proposal in
view of drought condit1#ns prevailing in the District Bolangir
and visit of the Hon’ble Prime Minster to the affected area,
The Chairman, Advisory Committee desired to know the probilems 1in
complying the outstanding comments (as mentioned on page 5 & & of
the TAC Note), such as (learance of the project by the Ministry
of Environment and Forests, including clearance for submergence
of forest land; concurnence of State Finance Dppartment and.
Planning Department. for |the cost estimate as finalised in CWC;
clearance of Ministrv of Welfare for R&R of tribhal peopulation,
conjunctive nse of <surflace and ground ‘water, possibilities of
participatory managementl dam design aspects and so on,

The Engineer-in~-Chief, Orissa assitred that necessary
clearance of MOE2F and MOW will be obtained within three months
period and other outstanding comments attended to. The Adviser,
I&2CAD, Plannina Commission, affirmed the need for following .
single window clearance procedure instead of accepting the
proposal subject to clearance of MOW/MOEZF etc, The Advisor
(I&CAD), Planping Commicssion pointed out that in view of drought
conditions in the area crops which require less water than paddy
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|

|
should bhe conszidered for cavering more command nven by following
the principle of eviengive drrigation. Engineer~-in~chief
Irrigation Deptt,, Orissa assured that the study would be carried
out. After discussion the| Advisory Committee accepted the project

subject to condition thaq necessary clearance of MOERF and MOW,

concurrence of State Finance Department for modified cost and

compliance of other obseqvations ghould bhe completed within six
months, r '

|
|
S1. No. 27/96-97 : Lower!lndra Irrigation Project, QOrissa
CCA : 29900 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 38,870 ha.
Estimated cost : Re. 211.70 Crore

|
|

(Action : State Government)

Explaining the project proposal and urgency of idrrigation
facilities reauired to be :provided in Kalahandi District which is
drought prone, the Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department,
Government of Orissa requested the Advisory Committee to accept
the proposal, The Chairman pointed out about the outstanding
comments and desired to krow the problems/status in compliance of
the outstanding comments of this project which were more or less
similar' to the outstandirg comments in case of Lower Sulte]
Project.

The Enagineer-in-Chief explained the position of clearance
required from MOEF and MOW and assured that reauisite clearanc
would be obtained and other outstandina comments complied withi
six months. Representative from Ministry of welfare, state
that Govt. of Orissa shov1d give an undartaking that R&R Pla
will conform to National Rehabilitation Policy as and whe
approved. After come discussion, Advisory Committee accepted th
project subiect to condition that necessary clearance of MOEF an
MOW , and compliance of other observations should be complete

CLEE D 33 D

within six months, i

|

D



S1. No. 29/96-97 l Subernarekha Irrigation Project {(Major),

Orissa
CCA ;1 109627 ha.
Annual Irrigation :| 187462 ha.
Estimated cost :l Rs. 1013.68 Crore

i(RS. 790.32 Crore for works in Orissa +
Rs. 223.36 Craore Qrissa share cost for
| common work in Bihar)
Enginear-in-Chief, Govarnment of Orissa explained in brief
about the project. | Member Sacretary pointed out that the project
was accorded investment clearance by the Planning Commission in
Decembar, 1995 foriRs. 790.32 Crore. In this clearance the share
cost of Orissa for [common works in Bihar amounting to Rs. 223.36
craore was not included though the same was considered in 8.C,
Ratio calculations. He added that in order to include this share
cost the supplementary TAC note has been put up to TAC.
Representative of Ministry of Welfare desired to know about R&R
aspects of Ichha %}m which was explained by Engineer-in-Chief,
Government of Orissa. The project note was found acceptable by
the Advisory Commititee. . ;| . ... .- . ' 2

(Action : Planning Commission)

§1. No. 24/96-97 | : Bandisendra Medium Irrigation Project,
- Rajasthan

CCA : 2784 ha.

Annual Irrigation (- 4091 ha.

Estimated cost : Rs. 13.041 Crore-
. | =

!

The correctién made 1in the TAC Note circulated with the

Agenda regarding danal transmission efficiency was read out by
Member-Secretary. |
f

After detailed discussion the project was found acceptable

by the Advisory Committee subject to the clearance of R&R Plan

from the Ministry of WwWelfare, Government of India, and

concurrence of Sta#e Finance Department for finalised cost within

six months. i

{Action : State Government/

Planning Commission)
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S1. No. 25/96-97 : Sukli Medium Irrigation Project, Rajasthan
CCA : 3978 ha.

Annual Irrigation : 3889 ha.

Estimated cost : Rs. 18.698 Crore (SOR 1994-95)

After brief discussion the Project. was accepted by the TAC

subject to the Concurrence of R&R Plan from the Ministry of

welfare, Government of India, and concurrence of State Finance

Department within six month

(Action : State Government/
Planning Commission)

S1. No. 22/96-97 : Goma [Irrigation Scheme, Gujarat.
CCA : 4804 ha,

Annual Irrigation : 7039 ha.

Estimated cost : Rs. 47159 Crore

|
After a brief discussipn the Advisory Committee decided to
accept the project as techno-economically viable and recommended
for investment clearance sybject to the.concurrence of the State
Finance Department for the updated cost, ' :

(Action : State Government/
’ Planning Commission)

}

, : A
S1. No. 28/96-97 : Upper Beda Medium Irrigation Project, M.P.
CCA : 9900 ha. :
Annual Irrigation : 13365 ha.
Estimated cost : Rs. B9.5146 Crore (SOR 1995-96)

The representative of the Ministry of Environment and
Forests pointed out that since the cost of the project is more
than Rs., A0 Crora, the project is required to be cleared from the
environmental angle in accordance with para 3(b) of Environment
Impact Assessment Notificaﬁion 1994 (as amended on 4.5.1994).
Director, EIA, CWC assertedfthat according to Item No, 2,3(i) of
Forest Conservation Act, 1980 (as amended on October 25, 1992),
all Hydel Projects, Irrigation Projects with a command area of
over 10,000 ha, and all mining projects 1involving diversion of
forest area of more than 20,ha. should require clearance from the
enviornmental angle, Therefore, only such 'proposals shall be
simultanaouslty referred to Fhe Environment Wing of the MOE&F for
clearance from environmental angle alongwith the proposals for
forest clearance. Member (WP2P) and Advisor (I&CAD) also opined
that the condition for environmental clearance of medium projects
should be delinked from the cost criteria rather it should be on
physical basis. Finally, tﬂe project was accapted subject to the



|
|
|
|
~learance from MOE&F, Sta+
Welfare within six months.

|

-

e Finance Department and Ministry of

(Action :

S1. No.

CCA : 22834 ha.

Annual Irrigation : 168098 ha.
Estimated cost : Rs. 34,0646 Crore

Chief Engineer, UP Irrigation Department explained
inflormed that construction of the project
1977 and presently almost 80% of the work has been
yielding benefits also.

about the project. He
was started in
completed which started

Ministry of Welfare, dest

families affected by the project.
State confirmed that out bf

and as such no clearance from Ministry of Welfare
informed that arrangements for
those 168 families has already been made.
Chairman, CWC pointed out that this project was started prior to
the enactment of Forest Gonservation Act and for that reason

It was also
rehabilitation of

State Government/
Planning Commission)

31/96-97 : Chittaurgarh Reservoir Project, U.P.

in brief

-Director,

red to know {if there are any SC/ST

The representatives of UP

the 16 families displaced from the
submergence area of the prbject, no tribal population is involved

is required,

forest clearance for the project may not have been obtained.
According to the project authorities,

Department. |
i

The praoject has bee

accepted by the Advisory Committee

subject to the following observations:

(iY Obtaining clearance

from R&R aspects and Foregt angle.

(i1)
the spillway. i

(iii) Obtaining concurren
cost. ,

—

e of State Finance for the finalised

(Action:

the cost of forest land as
well as cost of plantation have already been paid to the Forest

nf Ministry of Environment and Forests

Examination by the State CDO the additional provisions for

State Government/
Planning Commission

rasettlement and

»

Q%



S1. No. 23/96-97 1 Mo
Pro]
CCA x 277(Q
Additional benefits : 1374
due to modernisation
Estimated cost : Rs.

The Project, being =a
Eastern Region was accepteqg

(i) Concurrence of the St
cost,

dernisation of Jamuna Irrigation

ect, Assam.

5 ha.

8 ha.

60.27 Crore (SOR 1995-96)

modernisation scheme in the North-
subject to the following conditionsa:

Ate Finance Department for the updated

(ii) The review of dasign

State Government at the eajﬁiest.

flood studies to be taken up by the

{iii) The overall efficiency accepted as 60% to be revised in

actual operation (say five
if needed subsequently and

ich informed accord1ng]y

years) and c¢ropping pattern mod1fied

k4

State Government/

(Action : P
Planning Commission) .

Drainage Schemes ;

la
i

Drainage of Patidarang and its adjoining

Low-1ying area under Mangaldai Civil
Sub-Division

S1. No. 30/96-97
Estimatged Cost : Rs,
Area Benefitted 41

Population Benefitted : 84,

|

Chairman-in-charge,
MOWR explained briefly ab
scheme iz to be financed .

The scheme with a 8.C
ha Committee,

t

7.65 Crore

,08 Sq.Km.

375 : L

|
Brahmaputra Board and Commissioner (ER},

Ut the scheme, He informed that the

édnr Grant-in-aid.

.Ratic of 2.48 was found acceptahble by

(Action: Planning Commission/
Flood Control Deptt./

Government of Assam)



1. No. 32/96-97 : HarAang Sub-Basin Drainage Development
Schem Assam.
Estimatged Cost g 81 Crore
Area Benefitted : 11 85
Population Benefitted : 41, 54[

Chairman-in-Charge, BRrahmaputra Board and Commissioner (ER), -
MOWR explained in brief about| the scheme, He mentioned that the
inder the North East Council, is one |
of the schemes of the Prime| Minister's package for the North=
Eastern Region, He informed |that the Brahmaputra Board will be I
axecnuting the scheme and this is the first scheme to be executed :
by Brahmputra Board. The Adyisor (I&CAD), Planning Commission
poitnted out that under the Brahmputra Board Act, 1980, no project
can he taken up by the Beoard unless the State Government make
available land free of cost for this purpose and also undertake
to take over the maintenance |in the post construction stage. He
wanted to know whether the cgoncurrence of the State Government
had been obtained, Officers| of the B8rahmputra Board clarified
that Government of Assam |lhave furnished a "No Objection .
Certificate” for implementation of the scheme by the Board and if i
any private lands are to be gcquired, Brahmputra Board will have i ol
to pay the compensation althdugh the ‘action to acquire the land ‘| "' . -
will be taken by the Assam Gofernment ’ - '

scheme, . originally envisaged

The scheme was found acceptable.

(Action : Planning Commission/

L
|
‘ Brahmput,ra Board) ’ '

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair.
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1. ter Resources, In the Chair

2. Ramesh Chandra, Chairman,| CWC. E : Member

2, B.N.Navalawala, Adyiser ([I&CAD)}
Ptanning Commission

4, B.K, pgoarwal, Chief Engi
(Reprezenting Chairman, CEA). Member

5. Mrs. amita Paul, Director _ .
(Representing Secretary, Ministry of welfare) - Member: . -

6. R.Ranjan, Director (Finangce), %3 :

Member

{(Representing Financial Addviser, MOWR) Member
7. D.S.8. Murthy, Director, CGWB,
{Representing Chairman, CGWR). o Member .

8. S.Bhowmik, Addl., Director]|,
(Representing Secretary,

9. A K.Raina, Asstt. Director
(Representing Secretary (Expendityre)'
Ministry of Finance).

10 8. C."Chitkara, Chief Engi

QEF), Member

Member
eer (PAQ), CWC, Membar-Secretary

Z. Hasan, Memher (WPRP)}, CWC,

N, Survanarayinan, Member I[RM), CWC
N.V.V.Char, Chairman—in—ctarge, .
Brahmaputra Board & Commissioner (ER), MOWR,

W —

C. Manchanda, Chief Engineer (PMQ), CWC,

resh Chandra, Chief Engineer (FM), CWC.

.V, Ran, Directar (PA-N), CWC,
.N, Kechri, Director (EIRA), CWC.

K, Sinha, Director (PA-S), CWC,

K. Srivastava, Director]l (PA-C), CWG.

.G. Kaushik, Director {PPO-C), CWC,
0. .Jangde, Director, CE(I), CWC,
B.B, Haldar, Dy. Director! (PA-N), CWC.
10.Lal1ji, Dy. Director (PA-C), CWC,
t1.talal-llddin,Dy.Director (PPO-C),CWC, ‘ b
12.talit Kumar, Dy. Director (Monitoring & Appraisal), CWC,

Jaipur, { ,

13.R.M,Jha,Scientist-0,CGWRB,Faridabad,
14.M.P.Singh,Dy.Director , CEA.
15,0eena Nath,Sr.Investigater ,Ministry of Finance, Dept.of
Expenditure. ' :
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State Government Officers:
2Lale Gove o LS A ; .
Nrissa e o g
1. R.M.Senapati, Secretary, Water Résources, Govt, of Orissa. P

2. Dr. B.P. Das, Engineer+in-Chief(water Resources), Bhubneshwar,
3. kK.C, Panda, Executive Engineer, Government of Orissa, K-11-12, .
NDSE - 11, New De1hi~1}0 049,

Rajasthan

1. H.K., Hingorani, Chief Engineer, Irrigation (IDR), Jaipur,
2. Krishna Chandra, Director MIS (Irrigation Deptt.).
2. T.M. Shah, Executive ETgineer, SE I On., Irrigation Deptt.,
Udaipur, .
4., PBhupendra Mehta, Ascstt| Engineer, S&I Dn., Udaipur,

5. G.I., Arora, Agestt, Engineer, S&I Dn., Irrigation Deptt.,
edaipar, . :

Lttar Pradech

. 8.5.tali, Principal Secretary, Govt. of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow, . ;

2. Ram Sinah, CE (Saryu), {Irrigatinn Deptt., Faizabad,

2. Ronp Chand, Chief Engireer, Irrigation, U.P.

1, S K . Agrawal, SE I8P (FY, Lucknnw,

5. Rakech Mahan, Ex. Engineer, CBNK, Balrampur,

6. 0O.P.Singhal. Liaison Ofifficer, Govt, of U.P., New Delhi,
Guiarat ’

1. V.M, Yagnik, S NWRD, Govt. of Gujarat, Gandhinagar, Gujarat.

E,
2. S.H. Trivedi, Dy. Ev, |[Engineer, NWRD, Govt, of Gujarat, °

Sachivalaya, Gandhipagar, Gujarat.

3 P.1. Patel, Ex,Engineer, NWRD, Govt, of Gujarat, Gandhinagar,

4 Y.H. Valikarimwala, Assitt., Engineer, Narmada & Water Resources,
Vadodara -

t. P.Meoa, Secretary, Govi, of Acesam, 1Irrigation Department,
Guwahati .

s P.CFalita, Chajrman, [AD Autharity, lpper Assam.

K, ¢. %arma, Add]l, Chipf Engineer, F.C.Deptt., Guwahati.

J.N. Mazumdar, Ex., Engipeer, Irrigation Deptt., Assam,

B oo

Brahmaputra Reard Qfficers

L Chakravorthy General| Manager ,Brahmaputra Board,Guwahati

. §.K

2. K.,K.Sharma, Ex, Engineer, tLiajson Office, Palika Bhavan,New
Dalhi ,

2. R.M.Dag, E£v. Engineer, Brahmaputra Board, Guwahati,

alaral:
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COVERNMENT OF INDIA
("5"F'5"‘”‘AF WATER COMMAR S:")N
UHEZCT APFRAISAL (NORTH) DIRECTORATE

407. SEWA BHAVAN.
RK PURAM. NEW DELHI-66.
FAX . 91-11-6875516.

Subject © 67th mecting of Advisory Conunmittee on Irrigation.Flood Control and Multipurpesc
Projcets held on 09/09/97,

Find enclosed a copy of the Summary Record of discussions of the above mentioned mecting for
information and necessary actipn please.

Fncl.: az.
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(SC CMEKAEU\/ 7
CE, PAD &
Membey Seetela. y

Advisory Cominittce

S/5hn

b pMata Prasad, Scerctary, Waater Hesources In the Chair

2. Ramesh Thandra, Charman, (W, Mcember

3. Maohendra Singh. Assti. Bueetor (Representing Secretars (Expenditure), Miember
Ministry of Finance).

4, Secrctarv(Power), 55 Bhavan, Minstry of Power, New ielh, Moember

5. Secretrv{Environment & Forests), CGO Complex. MOEF, New Dclhi Member

6. Scerctany, idepit of Agnienltwe &2 Coop.. Knshi Bhavan, New Delli . Mombe

7. MD Paliath, Direcen, (Bepicsenting Scorctary, Mimsty of Welfare). Meinber

8. BR Sharma, Asst, Dirceter-General(0W i), (Representing Director-General Member
ICARY.

G MEP Siaeh, Beone, Pirector, (Represeniing Charsman, CEA), Member

1 Capt. (2x) 84 singly, St 2udvisor, (Reovesenting, Advisor (148:CAD), Planiing, Moember
Compussion}

11 Adwiser (Eneigy ;. Slannig Commuission vicmber

12. Shailendin Pandey. Finoncal Advisor, MOWR, S5 Bhavan, New Delhi - Member

13, AR Bokehi Scientist D) (Representing, Chaitnnan, CGWB). Viember

l’:' (\ Ty \".r:o fan=..

Moember (D38 R), CW(.

i

7 Membar tWEED), OWC, éi/ s .\Q}\
": TO Sundarpabu, Member (R, CWC, )g&» ) QQ\:})

g

RK Paroshac, Comnnssiones (Projecis), MOWER. < \
>

5 8C Sud, Cemmssioner (Indus), MOWIL \X) @
6 Commmssiong (3'?’). MOWR g D) 2
: o & -

7 Conmmssioner (1R, pEOVIR o é \c\"Y
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9. Chicf Engmcer (PPO), CWC
10. Chict Engincer (FMO), CWC, .
11. SC Chadha, Chief Engincer (Indus). CWC, Chandigarh.
12. AK Chakrabarti, Chicf Engincer (BB Basin). CWC, Shillong.
13. Chict Engincer (Upper Ganga Basin), CWC. Lucknow.
14, Chicf Engineer (Narmada Basin). CWC, Bhopal.
1S PV Rao, Dircctor (PA-N). CWC.
16. MK Sinha.Dircctor (PA-S). CW,
17. ASP Sinbw, Dircctor (PA-CY, (WL,
18. KN Keshri,iZirector (E1A). CW{.
19 RK Khanna, Director. CAL), CW(C.
20. YK Sharma. SE(C). indus Basin. Chandivarh. CWC
21, Jatinder Kumar, US(B&T), MOWR.
27" Avinash Mishra, SRO, 1&CAD. Planning Commission.

" Siate Covernment Officers:

Assasn

1. Scerctary, frngation, Goycrnment of Assam, Sceretanat, Gauhati (Assam).

2. § Sen, Chief Engincer, fragationBepartment, Chandmari, Guwahati - 3, Assam.
3 P Debnath, Executive Engincer, Karbi Anglong, Irrigation Deptt., Assam.

4. R Amin, Assistant Exccutive Engincet, Karbi Anglong. Irrigation Deptt., Assam.

Hunzcnal Fradesh

I, Arvind Kaul, Fimmancial Comnmissioner cum Scerclary(1PH), Govt. of Himachal Pradesh, HP -
171002

2. Abhigyva Chauhan. Chicf Envincer (Project). 1& PR, Shimla.
2) : i j

e
i dq

Jammu & Kashn

. Sceretary, Jrmgation & Power HE Depanment, Government of J&K., Civil Sceretariat,
Srinagar - 191001, :

2 Indenjit Singh, Chicf Engincer, Triyaation & Flood Control Department. Jammu

Madhya Pradesh

1. MS Billore. Advisor, NVizA, Raomada Bhavan, Tulsi Nagar. Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh

2. AM Naik, Mcmber(Engincering). NVDA. Nanmada Bhavan, Tulsi Nagar. Bhopal. Madhya
Pradesh.

Manipur

.o Seerctars (1), Trogation & Power Departinent. Government of Mampur, Imphai - 795001
2 K ibotomba Swmgh. Superintendiog, Gepneer driigation & Flood Control Dept., Manipur.

Uttar Pradosh

b Scerctasy, brepation Pepotment, Goveronent of Uie Pradesh, Fucknow (UP) 226001
2 Lngineci-m-Chicl, Trapanon o peeiment, Gosernment of Uttar Pradesh, 4-Canal Colouy,
Lucknow (UP) - 226001

FM Sicddhei, Supenmtending, Enginees . WO, Kaepor, Uttar Pradesh _

oo She Prakash Singh, S8 Lordpanhion Svisson -2 Linpation Depte, Allahabad,

5. 1A Ruzvic AB-FEL brngation Dwvision -2, lingntion Beptt, Allahabad.



Summary Recordl of dizcwnsions of the 6'/th Meeting of
Advisory Commilies on lrrigation, Flood Control snd
Multipurpese vojecss neid on 09/09/97 at 1100 Hrs.
m the Commilice  Heom of Central  Water
€ ommission., Seoe Wi wen, B Moram, New Delbi.

The o7th Mecting ol Adsison Cormitice on irngation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projeets

was held under the Charmanshup ol Scerctmy, Mnustey of Water Resourees on 09/09/97 at 1100
Hrs. at Sewa Bhawan, R Puram. Naw el

Scerctary (WR) welcomed  the particspanis and  requested  them to mtroduce  themsclves.

Subsequently, he called upon the Member “ecrctan 1o nke up the projects for discussion as per the
Apgendu. Brcl of discussious on the projects 1s as under.

A list of paruicipants 1s cnclosed al Annexure - |

ITEM -l COMSIDERATION Or PRQUECTYS BY THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Irrigation Projecis

KLKot :Rhahone Sabib §ift irripating Pratect, Phoge bl {Medinm: Revised), 1P

1A 2640 ha.

Annual frrigation 3432 ha.

T 4

Kstimated cost Rs. 11.42 Crore

The representative of Government of Himacha! Pradesh bricfly explained about the project and
informed that an cxpendiiure of Rs 11.35 Cr had already been incurred and the project is likely to
OC Conpieicd duang e current fmeid s, e/ 4w He adso clansfied that peither displaceniens
of people nor diversion of forest kand is mvohved m the project. It was apreed that no clearance s
reuned from MOEE . Hhe project was accepied by the Advisons Conmtiee, subyect o coneurence
from State Fiance Depll. Accordimg, 1o the State Representative, concurrence of” Stale Finanee

Depariment had ancady been obGuned g copy of the same will be conumumcated 1o CWE d
Planmng Comnussion

{rction @ Stale Gover mmend/Tianntng Covnrmission)

ShMe.z Sidbamta devipation Frejoc? (lacdinm), B

1A 150 ha.
Anpusl levigation 1348 ha.
inetanmand el cannd s, 33.6Z 7 rore

The Chicl Engincer (Moject). LEPH Deptt - Goveanment of Hiachal fradesh briefly preseoted the
project and informed that concurience of the Stte Finanee Reptt . for taking up the project, Tind

Leen obtained. ite eeentioned that no expenshinre had vet been nanae on the poogeet Scerctary. WR



poimted cat that the clenranee of Baemes Popte was suhp o oo e lGthnent of omnaber of

conditeny B Gosvn el e the csprated cont v dilTeonne Therefors o evarad e froen

Proance Prepa ooy be subotted 3 Tete gepesentatiee sotoomed that they were ¢ pleae U

ABASTD ag well as some other sources, To a query from Secretar

S
(WR), Chief neneer (PAQ), CWE clanfied that since the forest land involved is onlv 5 ha and no
displacement of parulation s prvolved, clearnee from POEF s ot cequired, O was finths
nenftoned that cleareee ol Repionsd £ oy rion of Forests would, however, be sequired The
representative from the State informed that the case had alieady been submitted tor obtainiag, the
forest clearanee trom the concerned anthonlics,

possiblity of asastanee from N/

The project was found acceptable by (he Advisory Conmitice, subjeet to forest clearance and
cicarance rom State Finance Uepartment.

@

an

SNe 3 ¢

pemanki T mmmps € maned Weadect (M = fog), 1F

TN HAADE fis.
Ammangd frripe jom 29748 ha. (additionsi)

wgied epst ks, 47.92 Crore

The represemtative of Cove, of ULE. explawned bneflv about the project and stated that an amount of
R 2 92 Cr. had already been speat He also informed that fonds for the project were stopped fo
want ol ds fechno-ceenomie eleagaes 30 wan also bronet s out that nather dieplacement of
pepudations nos deversion of toresi Bt s ineetved m the peep <0 oad poelearanee from MOBE ¢
lt'llllil('(l

The project vas aceepled by the Advison,
Finance Depte

Commniter subject to the concurrence by the Siate

CCA 21862 ha.

£ kg m 33400 k.
fited s tedd oot My, 204 e

Project propesals of Fuse idevised Report of Chonbal Linpentien Frojeet estimated o cast Re 254
Coovvere presoatd b Sapee psteidiogs Do Vivaabal Progecrs Gove o Marmpue to the Advesy
Conemtice fos considaabon Secrctay, MOWR desired 1o know about the current vear budget
allocation and heny the project is pneposed to be financed 5 50 Govt, of Mampur informed that
provision for cutrent vem i, 199798 1s Rs. 20 Cr. and it 15 nioposed to toke financial assislance
for (he projeet nnder AIBY TFurther, Scerelary (3¢} desired (o know about the clearance of R&R
Plun from mmistry of Welfare The repeesentative of Minstre of Welfare informed that &R Plan
of Thoubal Pioject had boon prepared i consuliation with the persons hikely to be affected which s
a favourable powt Bowever . he angdeaged that clonliention

moa By ponre seelt g moneis

K



compensation o place of land compensation for the acquired lands arc required from Stalc
Governmment officials betore according, clearanee to its R&R Plan Reparding environmental

clearance, Sk Govt of Manpur axbeated that o would be obtained from MOLF within three
maonths tme

Fally afler these deliberations. the project was found acceptable for Rs. 254 Cr., subject to the
foliowing conditions:

1) Prvironment arsd Pored detance from Moty o Enviromnent and Forests should be
obtawmed, prelerably swithim 3 montls.

i) Clearance of R&ER Plan from Ministry of Wellaie should also be obtained, preferably withm 3
months

ity Monioring of ground water levels m the connected arca in post project stage should be

undertaken for a couple of years and conyunctive use of surface and ground water be planncd. 1f
found feasible.

SL.No.5: Modernisation of Ranbir Canal Project (Major), J&K
COA 38608 ha.
Annual frrigation 49418 ha.

Wstimrated cost Hs. 84.4 Crore

Chief Yangmeer, Timgatson sia Flood Control Depadiment, Government of J&K brelly presented the
projeet o the Conmultee and cinphasised the importance of the progeet which 1s suvated o hilly
arco He mentioned that the project would be proposed for inclusion in AIBP for which its techno-

ceconemic clearance s a pre-requisite, He atso miormed that the State Fanance  Departient
concurrence tor the project was alrcady given. CL(PAO). CWC and Mcmber-Seeretary informed
about the leticr of MOEF regarding requircmient of vublic hearing for cimaronmental cicorance of
the project The Commuitee. however, felt that smee this 1s a 90 years old existing canal and the
present propesal imvelves onlv modermisation. and veither ®isplacement of population nor diversion
of forest jand was mvolved in the project. need for public hearmg should not be insisted upon by
MOEF. The project was found acceeptable by the Commitiee, subject to clearance from MOEF.

4

(Action : /Mianning Cemurission)

sEMNe.6 : Mandha Dam Mroject (Magor), 1.5,
L] 3

CUA $1ER7 b,
A | frwigzniion 28234 b
atiamted st Mg, 18723 Urowe

The Represeatative ol Government of Ution fradesh boetiv explamed about the project tor swhich an
expendhture of about R 107 0 hed alicady been wmcuired, He mformed that efiorts were beinp,

5



mide fon abtiaog lenrance Gom RECTE At Diaed descweenon the preopet sk ncecptod I’)' {hi
{\d\'i:uu'\’ Comumtiee, subypeet o eleigange Do RTOET and Sede Tovmes Departnuent, !

{Actwen : Sinte Govermment)

SENo.7 @ flawapanr Lift frvipation Heleme (Medinm) 1s€ Revised - Assam.

€A 3040 ha.
Annual frripation 3887 ha,

Estnnnied cost is. 14,93 (rove

Chiel Engincer, hogation Depatment, Government of Assame outhned the briel detinls of the
Scheme. The representative of TCAR pointed out that being a bl schemie, costly water s proposcd
to be utilised for cultivation of suparcane. w about 20% of CCA which is not o maini crop of Assam
As such. cropping pattern may be madified. Chiel Engmcer. hagation, Assam informed that
cropping pattern has been finahsed by the State Agicultine Depadment Seeretary, MOWR added
that it may be due o hiph remmeative value o suparcane 1CAR epresentative Gadher added tha
he can sugpest many hiph vatue crops Like hortienltural coopn o place of suguscane:. Clel Enpineer
trripation. Departiment, Assam stated tht he has voted the point and will consult Apiicaliure
Departiment in this repand '

Alier discusgion the project waz aceeptod by the TAC mabyeet o canentience of” State Foance

Departiment for the updated cost and torest eleanmec from competent suthonity,
{Aadiomn @ Stete Goves munerd/Dhuamesey, Comeinssion )

SLNo.8: Tawideinhmp 1A Bovipation o hepme (NYealinea) 1n st leviced - Assmn

TN JG50 dean,
Armsareal Brefiradioom 5054 T
Kstimated cost Re, 37.27 Crore

After briel discussion, the project was aceepted by the TAL, subyect to the concurrencs of State
Finance Department for the updated cost.

(Arctien: Giate Government/Planning Conmnission)



ITERM - Bxtengion of tiine {or Ypoer Reda Madium Project, M.P. for

cosprpafioaigse ol AV R

A nRO¢ ha,
Annaaal rrvigation 13363 ha.

Fstimaated cost k5. 89.5t1 Crore (1995-96 Price
level)

The above project was aceepied by the Advisery: Commuitlee in s 60th meeting beld on 4.2 97,

subject to the elearance from MOVEF, State Fmance Deptt . and Mistey of Welfare within six
mionth

he cepreseninove of Mapmada Valles Pacciopment Authonny mdormed that clesanee for R&R
Plan had alicady been acearded by Koy o Wellire and fall effortss were bamg made dor
obtming clearance lom MOEE and See Poanee Reptt. He requested the Advisory Comimittee to

axfend the fime it e seether fopr i s cempleling dic task towards comphance of TAC
observations The Camanttee sccepted the reqeusal

(A et Ulpenpwpe et/ NNV D/ Planning Commission)

The mecting ended with vote of thanks (o e Chan
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Mimstry of Finance).

4 MDY Paleuh, Pricctor (Representing SecreCiy . Minstne of Wellare), Metnbr

q

BIC Shanmn At Dinecton Cenon G079 (Repesentimg, Darector Cencial, Membiet
AR

6 MP Smph. Reputy Directorn, (Representing Charman, CEA). Mcmber
T Capt (B} 85 Sweh. JC Advisor, (Representing, Adviser (FECAD). Planning, Member

Cormmission)

] Shadendia Pandey | Fomt Deoretzay 7 Boveen! Advigser, MOWR Member

Y AR Babshe Sarewtisg £2) CAepreyentme @ hannun, COWHY Member

1O 5C Uik, Chref idngineey £ Ay 00 Mcmber-
seeretary

Special Imvidees:

I T Sundarababn, Member (300 000

2 RE Parachar, Commussioner (Moyeetad AR

VoSO Saed Donmesaane s (e Loty

WO and othor (Milreers:

boooRKC Manchonda, Chiel Bngmeer (87300 000

2. 5C Chadha, Cluef Bngincer {ndosy, Chendiparh, CWE

A AR Chiakrabar(, Cinef nganear (704 Soan Shillong W

A PV Ran, Tincctm (A W), {700

S0 WK Smha inreeeron (a0 1) 0 R

6 ALY Sinha, Daeator {34 O 7T

! KN Reshyidinector (1A, W

X RK Rhanna Doecten, CUAD), UV

9 YK Shonmo, SE(C), Indus Pasio, Chavedpegh, CWC

PO o Saon I Daecion (BPA By 2w

VOO daan EA Brpeecos (PA DT LT

12 Jatnder ke PIG(MA0), R0 E

I‘\ _:'\\”'l;lﬁ'l "‘r:lIRIl!:l. :';”}‘ |.'-.":r r‘;i). :’]:-;-.nlup 'A:\:'nnlu;.:”)"'

Sq:nﬁq‘- l‘,_:{_\-\;'hr. reepcgnt r;"n\-'ﬁh-:‘-u 31

Ay

|5 oo, Cheel Enganeer, rpgationtepaiiment, Chandman, CGuwahat - 3, Assan

2 P Debnath, Exceutive Engincer, Karb Avplong. Trmgation Beptt | Assam

I R Anan, Avavinat oseentiae Fopdneess T ey A opdong, Tooeation 1lepty | Assio

Iaenaedad Vyedesh

! Nevged Soand ) bypnea ] Uoproreess 0 Tt AR ORI et ol Thmnehel ¥l



http:1ndllFl.11
http:illt'.lL

2. Ablupya Chauhan, Chiel Eugineer (oject), BEPTL, Shimba

Janme & Isnsiante

Lo dndenpt SophChieC Eapmeer Togation 8 B loed Contral Prepartment, Ly

Madhyn Pradesh
. MS Billore, Advisor. NVDA, Bhopal. Madhya Pradesh.
2. AM Naik. Member Engincering, NVDA . Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh.

Manipur

]
L]

1. K Ibotomba Singh, Superintehding Engineer, Irrigation & Flood Control Dept., Manipur.

Uttar Pradesh

1. M Siddiqi. Superintending Engineer. IWC, Kanpur, Uttar Pradesh.
2. Shri Prakash Singh, EE, Irrigation Division -2, Irrigation Deptt., Allahabad.
3. 1A Rizvi, AE-HI, Trrigation Division -2, Irripation Deptt., Allahabad.

-



No. 16/27/96-PA (N)/ HEE—|2 1

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 1
CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION

PROJECT APPRAISAL (NORTH) DIRECTORATE

407, SEWA BHAVAN,
RK PURAM.

NEW DELHI-110 066.
FAX:91-11-6875516.

Dated: 09/07/1998.

Subject: 68th meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and
Multipurpose Projects held on 12/06/98.

Summary record of discussions of the above meeting-held at New Delhi on 12*
June 1998 is énclosed for information and necessary action please.

Encl.: As stated above. - e, g (1T
- s Uoapime - ¢
BB TN @"\‘T_‘i/
T LR (R.N.P.SINGH)
oot [ L C ..--—- CE (PAO) &
D Member Secretary -
fa ,' 3/ 1[52}"'" Advisory Committee
COQV!Q; Cae.-

MEMBERS OF COMMITTTEE:

Chairman, Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi.
~Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi.
* Secretary, Department of Power, S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi.

Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhawan CGO Complex, New
Delhi.

B -

5. Secretary, Ministry of Welfare, Room No. 604, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
6. Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi.
7. Director General, ICAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Dethi.
8. Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi.
Chairman, Central Ground Water Board. Jam Nagar House, Man Singh Road, New Delhi-11.
\)((Adwser (I&CAD), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. 'L’b
11. Adviser (Energy), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. C\!&: ‘o
12. Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi. Q_\,\ S -
ATl Nt
, L
i ((S (_J ? ™~ SO ey )
(2] @ Lt ST LG
) T N ™ A%\‘ c%
oN\C { ‘
a + f ?\ ‘i‘\ X \“



Special Invitees:
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12
13.
14.
15
16.

17.

18.

16

20.
21.

22,
23,

24,
25.
26.
7
28.
29.
30.
3.
32.

0.
1. Commissioner (Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road. New

Member (D&R), CWC,

Member (WP&P), CWC.

Member (RM), CWC.

Principai Secretary, Irrigation & CAD Department, A.P. Secretariat. Hyderabad-500 022.
Secretary, Irrigation & Power Department, Government of Maharashtra, Mantralaya.
Mumbai-400 032.

Commissioner and Secretary, Irrigation & Power Department, Govt. of Orissa,
Bhubaneshwar.

Secretary. Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh. Lucknow - 226001. (UP).
Secretary, Irmigation Department, Government of Assam, Chandmari, Guwahati-3.
Commissioner (Projects), Ministry of Water Resources.

Commissioner (PP), Ministry of Water Resources.

Delhi.

Commissioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi.
Chief Engineer (PPQ), CWC.

Chief Engineer (PMQ), CWC.

Chief Engineer (FMOQ), CWC.

Chief Engineer, Brahmputra & Barak Basin, CWC, Jamir Mansion, Nongshtllong, Shillong-
793014.

Chief Engineer, Upper Ganga Basin, CWC, Jaltarang Bhawan, Pratapnagar. Aligang.
Lucknow-226020 (UP).

Chief Engineer, Narmada Basin, CWC, Bhopal (M.P.).

Cngineer-in-Chief, Immgation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, 4-Canal Colony.
Lucknow-226001 (U.P.).

Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department, Govt. of Orissa, Bhubaneshwar-751001.
Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation Department, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh, Eram Manzil.
Hyderabad-500 841.

Chief Engineer, Irrigation Planning Department, Govt. of Maharashtra, Mantralya. Bombay-
400 032. '

Member (Engineering), Narmada Valley Development Authority, Narmada Bhawan. Tulsi
Nagar, Bhopal (M.P.).

Director, Project Appraisal (North), CWC.

Director, Project Appraisal (Central), CWC.

Director, Project Appraisal (South), CWC.

Director, Cost Appraisal (Irrigation), CWC.

Director, Project Preparation (Central), CWC.

Director (EIA), CWC.

Director (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Guwahati.

Director (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Bhubaneshwar.

Director (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Nagpur.

Copy for information to:

1.

PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources.




Summary Record of discussions of the 68th Meeting of Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects
held on 12/06/98 at 1200 Hrs. in the Committee Room of Central
Water Commission, New Delhi.

The 68th Meeting of Advisory Committee on Imrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose
Projects was held on 12/06/98 at 1200 Hrs. at New Delhi, under the Chairmanship of
Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources.

A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure - [.

Chairman welcomed the participants and made introductory remarks highlighting the need
for making concerted efforts to make fuller utilization of the irrigation potential already
created and early completion of the ongoing projects. To facilitate this, Government of
India has already launched AIBP. Thereafter he called upon the Member Secretary to take
up the Projects for discussions. Summary of discussions on the Projects is as under:

A RENGALI IRRIGATION SUB-PROJECT (RIGHT BANK CANAL
FROM 0.00 KM TO 112 KM) - ORISSA (REVISED-MAJOR)

Estimated Cost 2 Rs. 738.27 (1996 Prices)
CCA i 1,00,500 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 1,70,850 ha.

After brief introduction of the project proposal and its likely benefits etc. by the Member
Secretary the project was taken up for discussion.

Chairman desired to know whether the apportioned cost of dam and barrage has been
taken into account while working out benefit cost ratio. It was informed that the Rengali
Dam and the Samal Barrage were completed in 1984 and 1995 respectively. Their
apportioned costs have been added to the cost of Rengali Irmigation Project RBC while
working out the B.C.Ratio. Chairman, CWC pointed out that the intensity of irrigation of
170% considered in the project is on the higher side and may lead to water logging in the
command area. It was clarified by the State representatives that the command area with
slope of 6 to 7% towards river has good natural drainage system. Ground water table
being low in 90% of the command area as well as basin receiving low rain fall, the
problem of water logging is not expected. For drainage in the remaining area, a provision
of Rs. 1.17 Cr. has been made in the estimates of the project. However, conjunctive use of
eround and surface water as practiced in Hirakud Project and regular monitoring of ground
water table in the command area ‘were suggested. The State representatives informed that
the study has indicated the ground water has only marginally increased in the vicinity of
Rengali Dam during last 10-15 years. It was also informed that a separate Environmental
Cell has been created under a Director for monitoring the rise in water table and to study
water logging problems.



Alter the above discussions and the Rengali [rrigation Sub-project RBC (0-112 km.) being
a part of already cleared Rengali Irrigation Project in (March 1978) without any change in
scope, the scheme was found acceptable by Advisory Committee subject to:

(1) Concurrence of State Finance Department for the revised cost estimate ol
Rs. 738.27 Cr. :

(i)  Conjunctive use of ground and surface water.

(ii1)  Monitoring of rise in water table in the command area with information to
MOEEF.

(Action: State Government/CWCQC)

2 DHAURAGOTH IRRIGATION PROJECT-ORISSA (NEW- MEDIUM)

Estimated Cost : Rs. 16.80 Cr. (SOR - 3/1997)
CCA 2 2230 ha.
Annual Irrigation 2 3010 ha.

Discussions on the project started with the brief introduction of the project proposal and its
benefits etc. by Member Secretary. Chairman desired to know the outstanding issues
related with the project from State Government Officers. [t was informed that ‘in
principle’ forest clearance had been accorded by Ministry of Environment and Forests.
However, formal approval after compliance of some of their observations is to be 1ssued.
In this connection , it was intimated that Ministry of Welfare wanted the plan to have
provision of imgated land for tnbal family @ 5 acres per family. For this purpose state
authorities informed that, land is being earmarked and the modified proposal would be
submitted to the Ministry of Welfare shortly for clearance of R&R Plan. As regards R&R
plan it was noted that a provision of Rs. 57.25 lakh has been made in the project estimate.
Representative of Ministry of Welfare, however, pointed out that the copy of R&R Plan
has not been received. State Officers agreed to send the copy of the Plan shortly and
assured to pursue the matter to obtain the ciearance of R & R plan by MOW in about six
months time. The need for conjunctive use of surface and ground water was also
suggested which could enhance imigation facilities to more areas besides warding off anv
water logging problems. This suggestion was agreed to by the State officials.

Finally, the project was acceptable for Rs. 16.80 Cr. (at March 1997 price level) subject to
the following conditions:

(i) Clearance of R&R Plan by Ministry of Welfare.
(11) Concurrence of State Finance Department for estimated cost of Rs. 16.80

Cr.

(iii)  Regular monitoring of ground water levels in the command area and
possibility of conjunctive use of ground and surface water.

(Action: State Government/CWC)



3. TALAMBA IRRIGATION PROJECT - MAHARASHTRA (NEW-MAJOR)

Estimated Cost : Rs. 289,09 Cr. (SOR - 1994-95)
CCA 3 20,000 ha.
Annual Irrigation 2 28,900 ha.

The Project was introduced by the Member Secretary indicating brief proposal. benefits.
subniergence detalls etc. :

Representative from Ministry of Environment and Forests informed that since the project
was cleared from environmental angle way back in May 1985, fresh EIA Report and
Management Plan would be needed for their concurrence. As regards the forest clearance
of 197 ha. Coming under submergence, the project authorities assured to obtain it
expeditiously. It was suggested that the forest clearance and concurrence of EIA and
management plan from MOEF should be obtained in about six month’s time. It was noted
that provision of Rs. 665.18 lakh under Environment & ecology, Rs. 25.81 lakh under
plantation and Rs. 286 lakh towards R&R package have been made in the estimate. Since
no tnbal population is involved, the R&R plan would require clearance by MOEF only.
The State officers assured to follow up and obtain necessary clearances.

It was pointed out that the cost of project is Rs. 289.09 Cr. while the provision in 9th Plan
for this project is only Rs. 10.00 Cr. which would affect the construction schedule. State
representative clarified that the additional funds for this project would be available from
Konkan Immgation Development Corporation and the project will be completed as per
schedule.

After discussions the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee with the following
conditions:

(1) Approval of R&R Plan by the Ministry of Welfare.

(11) Concurrence of Environmental Impact Assessment Report and Management Plan
by Ministry of Environment and Forests.

(i11)  Clearance for 197 ha. of forest land by Ministry of Environment and Forests.

(iv)  Concurrence of State Finance Department for the cost of project i.e. Rs. 289.09 Cr.

(Action: State Government/CWC)

4. PROVIDING KHARIF CHANNELS IN HINDON KRISHNI DOAB —
UTTAR PRADESH (REVISED-MAJOR).

Estimated Cost : Rs. 39.24 Cr. (SOR - 1996-97)
CCA 0 31420 ha.
Annual Irrigation £ 11600 ha.

Member Secretary briefly outlined the project proposal and its benefits etc. Chairman
desired to know from the project authonties about the source of water. It was informed
that the water would be drawn from Eastern Yamuna Canal with its necessary
remodelling. It was also clarified that the requirement of 10 cumec of water for the project
(during kharif period only) is from within the allocated share of Yamuna water to the Uttar



Pradesh State. On a query from Commissioner (Projects). MOWR, the State Officers
confirmed that no barrage has been constructed on Krishni River as per the earlier proposal
cleared by the Planning Commission and thus no infructuous expenditure has been
incwrred on the project.

Finally. the Committee accepted the project for Rs. 39.24 Cr. subject to the following
observations:

(1) Concurrence of the State Finance Department for the estimated cost.
(11) Regutar monitoring of ground water levels in the command area.

(Action: State Government/CWC)

3. NOTE ON CHAGALNADU LIFT IRRIGATION SCHEME-A.P.
(NEW - MAJOR).

Estimated Cost ¢ Rs. 43.05 Cr. (SOR: 1994-95)
CCA ¥ 19,263 ha.
Annual Irrigation : 10,118 ha.

The project proposals were explained in brief by Member Secretary. Chairman desired to
know from the project authorities about the status of compliance of CSMRS observations.
It was informed that they had received the comments recently and would comply shortly.

The project was accepted at an estimated cost of Rs. 43.05 Cr. (at 1994-95 SOR) subject to
compliance of CSMRS observations. :

(Action: State Government/CWC)

6. KAR MEDIUM IRRICGATION PROJECT—- MAHARASHTRA (NEW-
MEDIUM)

Estimated Cost z Rs. 44.71 Cr.

CCA : 8,220 ha.

Annual Irrigation 3 6359 ha.

The Member Secretary briefly described the project proposal, its benefits, submergence
details and project affected people etc. It was also informed that the forest clearance has
already been given by the MOE&F and MOW has also approved the R&R Plan. After
brief discussion, the project was accepted by the Committee with the following

observations; :

(i) Concurrence of the State Finance Department.
(11) Monitoring of ground water level in the command area.

(Action: State Government/CWC)



% BURISUTI YIRRIGATION PROJECT-— ASSAM (NEW-MEDIUM)

Estimated Cost 5 Rs. 34.70 Cr. (SOR: 1995-96)

CCA . 7060 ha.

Annual Irrigation 2 11500 ha.

After brief introduction of the project proposal, it was taken up for discussions by the

Committee. The Chairman enquired about the necessity of the project in view of
availability of ground water. The project authorities clarified that the utilization of ground
water has already been considered and provision for some 20 shallow tube wells has been
made In the project as suggested by CGWB. The Chairman pointed out that a number of
projects are under construction and it would be desirable to take up new project only after
completion of at least one of the on-going projects.

The project was accepted by the Committee subject to the following:

(1) Monitoring of ground water level in command area.
(i)  Concurrence of State Finance Department.

(Action: State Government/CWC)

8. UPPER BEDA MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECT-MADHYA PRADESH
(Extension of timefor compliance of TAC observation regarding)

Estimated Cost : Rs. 89.51 Lakh (SOR: 1995-96)
CCA 2 9900 ha.
Annual Irrigation 2 13365 ha.

This project was accepted by the Advisory Committee in its 66" Meeting held on 4.2.97
subject to the clearance of MOEF, State Finance Department and Ministry of Welfare
within s1x months.

The Project authonties informed that the necessary statutory clearances have now been
obtained and submitted to CWC. It was decided that the scheme could be recommended
to Planning Commission for the same cost as accepted earlier by the Advisory Committee.
for investment clearance.

(Action: Planning Commission /CWC)

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair.
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Summary Record of discussions of the 69th Meeting of Advisory
Committec on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects
held on 6/10/1998 at 1100 Hrs. in the Committece Room of Central
Water Commission, New Delhi.

The 691th Meeting of Advisory Committee on kirigation, Flood Control and Nlultipurposc
Projects was held on 6/10/1998 at 1100 His. at New Delhi, under the Chairmanship ol

Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources.

List of participants is enclosed at Annexure - L.

Chairman welcomed the participants.  Summary of discussions on the Projects is as under:

1. PRIYADARSHINI JURALA PROJECT - ANDHRA PRADESII
(NEW - MAJOR)

Estimated Cost : Rs. 545.82 Cr. (1997-98 Prices)
CCAH 2 41,360 ha.
Annnal Irrigation : 47,835 ha.

The project had carlier been considered by the Advisory Commiltee in jts 39" Mceting held
on 12" April 1988 and found acceptable for an estimated cost of Rs. 204.75 Cr. at 1985-86
price level subject to environmental clearance from Ministry of Environment and forests.
The Ministry of Environment and Forests' accorded approval to the projccl in Apuil 1994

subject to implementation of mitigative measures.

The projcclt:'estimales were updated at the current price level incorporating the provisions for

environmental mifigative measures and progress made thereon.

- The estimated cost of the project was finalized in CWC for Rs. 545.82 Cr. and put up to

TAC for consideration and acceptance,

A brief presentation of the project proposals, likely benefits and the progress ol the project
was made by Shri K.Prakash, Superintending Enginecr, Imigation Department, Govermment
of Andhra Pradesh. He intimated that the project is in advance stage of construction and
likcly to be completed by October 2000. Regarding the land acquisition issue in Karnataka

portion, it was informed that the matter has already been scttled. As regards R/R for the



project-afiected persons, it was informed that out of 7 Rehabilitation Centres, 5 have
already been developed with nccessary civic and other amenities and people have moved
mlo them. Development works in remaining 2 centres are under progress. Representative
from MOW asked the project authorties to submit the R&R action plan which was agreed
to by the project represcentative.  Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission stated that as the
agenda notes wore reccived late he was not in a position to offer any comments. Regarding
water logging problems raised by Chairman, CWC, the project representative intimated that
the entire command area was well drained and ground water was also 10 to 15 m below the
ground level. However, 1f was suggested/lhal project authority shoulci monilor {he ground
water level with view 1o plan and encourage ground water utilization in future. The projecl
was Tound acceptable for modified estimated cost of Rs.545.82 Cr. (at 1997-98 price level)

subject to following observations:

(1) that State Government will take up monitoring of groundwater on long term
basis and will formulate proposal for conjunclive use of ground water wilh
surface water in due course.

() that the R&R action plans for the Project affected persons will be submitted
to Mimstry of Welfare [or their perusal and acceptance cven though no tribal
population 1s aflected by the project.

(Action: State Government/CWC/Planning Commission)

2w DZUZA IRRIGATION PROJECT-NAGALAND (NEW- MEDIUM)

Estimatex{ Cost : Rs. 49.00 Cr. (1996-97 Prices)
CCA ; 7500 ha.
Annuaal Irrigation E 11500 ha.

A brief discussion was held during the meeting on the project. Chairman, CWC informed
that annual irrignﬁon from the project was 11500 ha. (instcad of 13500 ha. as mentioned in
the TAC note) and hence the intensity of irrigation was only 153% (inslcad of 180% as per
the TAC note). The project was found very aﬂ'ract.ive with I3.C. Ratio of 2.04 and cost per
ha. of annual irrigation as Rs. 42,600/-. 'The Commifice accepted the project for an

estimated cost of Rs. 49 Cr. (At 1996-97 price level)

{Actlion: CWC/Planning Commission)


http:ofRs.545.82

3. RENUKA DAM PROJECT — HIMACHAL PRADESIT
(NEW-MULTIPURPOSE)

Estimated Cost 3 Bs. [224.64 Cr. (May 1997 Price)
Power Generation 3 212 MEKwh.
Water Supply to Delhi : 542.5 Mm3 Annually

Chavman, Advisory Committee expressed concemn about the economic viahility of the
project as the cost per cubic metre of water supply at the ddm site itself was Rs. 2.46 and it
waould go up considerably considering the cost of wat v caryier system for conveving water
from Renuka Reservoir (o Delhi and the cost of water treatment and distribution cle.  In
view of this it was suggested that it would be desirabile to obtain concutrence of Government
ol Delhi belore taking decision on the projeet proposal.  Chairman, CWC opined that the
project should be first discussed in the Upper Yamuna River Board in swhich al} the basin
States including Government of Delhi are represented., Adviser (I&CAD), Planning
Commisston suggested circulation of the detaded project reports to all the basin States.
Chatrtnan. Advisory Commitiee indicated that this could be considered m specific cases as
the project reports undergo changes during the process of cxamination. It was also felt that
the project representative should be present in the meeting to clarify anyv point raised in the

meetng.

In view of above, the Committee decided 1o defer consideration/aceeptance of the project
-'1

for the time being and suggested that:

(1) the project should be discussed in the Upper Yamuna River Roard;
(i) specific views/concurrence of Government of elhit should be obtained: and
(i) the project should be put up to the Advisory Committce again after doing the

needful as in (1) and (1) above.

(Action: CWC)



/

4. BALH VALLEY IRRIGATION PROJECT — I1.P.
(2"° REVISED-MEDILUM).

Estimuted Cost : Rs. 12.02 Cr. (1998 Price)
CCA § 24190 ha.
Annual Irvigaticn : 3037 ha

The Project proposal was briefly explained by Shui A.K.Mahajan, Superinlending Engineer,
Irmigation Depariment, Government of Himachal Pradesh. He mentioned that the project
was carlier acoorded investment clearance by the Planning. commission fwice for an
estimated cos! o s, 302.71 Lakh in1982 and Rs. 822.00 Lakh in 1992, Hc also informed
that an amount « " Rs. 1166 Lakh has already been spent and the project would be

completed during i1 current financial year.

Chairman, CWC poin' d out that the economic analysis did not include the loss (o power
generation due to diver: n of water for irrigation. However, he appreciated the concept of
giving priority [or provid e irrigation facilities to the enroute cultivable lands of the Beas-

Sutlej Link Hydel Chann.

After some discussion, the ‘roject was accepted by the Advisory Commiltec for an

~estimated cost of Rs. 12.02 1 1998 price level.

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

“‘

The meeting ended with vote of thanks te the Chair,
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Summary Record of discussions of the 70th Meeting of Advisory Committee
on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held on 27/01/1999 at 1500 Hrs.
in the Committee Room of Ministry of Labour, Shram Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg,
New Delhi.

The 70th Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose
Projects was held on 27/01/99 at 1500 Hrs. at New Delhi, under the Chairmanship of
Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources. A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure - L.

Chairman of the Advisory Committee welcomed all the participants and thereafter discussions

on the following projects were taken up as per the agenda.

1. LIFT IRRIGATION PROJECT IN CHANGER AREA — HIMACHAL
PRADESH (NEW MEDIUM)

Estimated Cost : Rs. 28.37 Cr.
ccA 3 2508 ha.
Annual Irrigation § 3041 ha.

Chief Engineer (PAO) explained the project proposal and put up the project for the
consideration of the Committee. Chairman, CWC enquired about the rate of energy charges
considered in working out B.C. Ratio of the project. Representative from Planning
Commission pointed out that the fund provided for the project during the 9" Five Year Plan is
not adequate. As such State Government may be advised to provide adequate fund for the
project so that the project is executed as per the schedule. Further he suggested that a
certificate to the effect that no forest land is involved in this project should be obtained from
the Forest Department. Representatives from Ministry of Agriculture pointed out that the
water rate taken in this case is on lower side and should be increased. Secretary (MOWR) also
agreed with this view and suggested that water rates should be increased to recover the O&M
cost of the project. However, the water rates are not project specific and Government of
Himachal Pradesh would need to review it separately.  After some discussions, the project was

accepted techno-economically viable subject to following conditions:

(i) Concurrence of State Finance Department for the accepted cost; and

(i) Certificate from the Forest Department stating that no forest land is involved.

(Action: State Government)



2. GUMANI PROJECT - BIHAR (REVISED-MAJOR)

Estimated Cost 3 Rs. 85.55 Cr.
CCA 4 22,923 ha.
Annual Irrigation i 16,194 ha.

Discussions on the project started after a brief description of the project proposal and the
history of clearances accorded to the project in the past by CE (PAO). Chairman, CWC
desired to know the reasons for very high escalation in the estimated cost of the project. The
representative of the State Government intimated that the cost of the distributory, watercourses
and water supply which were not included in the original project report approved in 1976 had
been taken in the present proposal. Representative from Ministry of Agriculture pointed out
that the yield of paddy adopted for post project condition was on higher side. He also
suggested that some other crops should be tried in the command area instead of taking annually
one crop of paddy. Representative from the State Government clarified that the yield of paddy
in post project condition had been taken as per the advice of State Agriculture Department.
As regards cropping pattern, he clarified that the area was predominantly rice growing.
However, he agreed to consult the State Agriculture Department again. Secretary (MOWR)
desired to know the status of environment and forest clearance of the project. The
representative from Bihar intimated that onty 2.5 ha. of forest land was involved for which
equivalent area of non-forest land had already been transferred to the Forest Department.
However, formal clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest is still awaited. He also
informed that the proposal for environmental clearance had also been submitted to the State
Forest Department for clearance. He was informed that the proposal for environmental
clearance was required to be submitted with Ministry of Environment and Forests directly for
their clearance , and—there—was—saqo_necd to route it through State Eorest Departnrents
Representative of Planning Commission emphasized the need for provision of adequate fund so
that the completion of the project is ensured within the stipulated period of three years. After

discussions the project was accepted subject to following conditions:
(i) Concurrence of State Finance Department;

(ii) clearance by Ministry of Environment & Forests; and

(i)  Provision of adequate fund to ensure completion of the project within the
stipulated period of three years.

(Action: State Government)



3. SIKTIA BARRAGE PROJECT — BIHAR (NEW-MAJOR)

Estimated Cost 2 Rs. 248.10 Cr.
CCA 3 41,334 ha.
Annual Irrigation g 40,509 ha.

While explaining the project proposal, Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC intimated that the project
was carlier considered by the Advisory Committee in its meeting held on 17.8.88 and found

acceptable subject to following observations:

(1) Concurrence of the State Finance Department for the updated cost of Rs.
110.76 Cr.

(i1) Clearance from the Department of Environment and Forests, Government of
India.

Though, the concurrence of the State Finance Department for Rs. 110.76 Cr. was
communicated by Government of Bihar vide letter dated 7.12.91, it has to be obtained again
for updated cost. Further, it was pointed out that environmental clearance of the project is still
awaited. Secretary (MOWR) desired to know the status of environmental clearance from the
State Authoritics. Chief Engineer, Government of Bihar intimated that the project involved
19.54 ha of forest land for which non-forest land had been handed over to Forest Department
along with cost of compensatory afforestation. It was also intimated that they had submitted the
proposal of environmental clearance to the Ministry of Environment and Forest earlier and
would now try to get it expedited. Representative of Planning Commission emphasized the
need for providing adequate fund in the 9" Five Year Plan for timely completion of the project.
After discussions, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to following

conditions:

(i) Environment and Forest clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forests;

(it) Concurrence of State Finance Department for the updated cost of Rs. 248.10
Cr.; and

(iii)  Provision of adequate fund.

(Action: State Government)



4. JIRT IRRIGATION PROJECT — MANIPUR & ASSAM (NEW-MEDIUM).

Estimated Cost : Rs. 48.68 Cr.

CCA : 5,750 ha.
Annual Irrigation ; 9,775 ha.

The project had earlier been considered by the Advisory Committee in its 39" Meeting held on
12.4.88 and found acceptable for Rs. 15.86 Cr. However, Planning Commission had made the

following observations for compliance before according investment clearance to the project:

(1) Formation of Jiri Control Board;
(1) Forest clearance from Assam and Manipur;

(1)  Signing of inter-state agreement between beneficiary States of Assam and
Manipur to take care of post construction scenario including ownership,
operation and maintenance and financing.

Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC informed that North Eastern Council had already constituted Jiri.
Control Board and this Board had held six meetings so far. During these meetings the draft
inter-state agreement to be signed by beneficiary States of Assam and Manipur has been
finalized. However, the agreement is yet to be signed by Assam and Manipur. Regarding
forest land it was informed that Ministry of Environment & Forests had already agreed in
principle for diversion of 15 ha. of forest land in Assam for the project. However, formal
forest clearance is yet to be issued. No forest land in Manipur State is involved in this project.
Chairman, CWC was of the view that produce of paddy adopted for post project condition is
on higher side and it should be suitably reduced for economic analysis. Representative of
Planning Commission stressed the need for signing of agreement by the beneficiary States,
After discussion, the project was found techno-economically viable. However, it was decided
that acceptance of the project will be considered after inter-state agreement is signed by Assam

and Manipur.

(Action: North Eastern Council - Assam & Manipur)



5 UPPER INDRAVATI EXTENSION PROJECT - ORISSA (NEW — MAJOR).

Estimated Cost : Rs.136.67 Cr.,
CcCA : 25,484 ha.
Annual Irrigation 3 41,794 ha.

Chief Engineer (PAO) informed that the project envisaged extension of Left and Right Bank
Canal of Upper Indravati Multipurpose Project to provide annual irrigation benefit of 41,794
ha. in Kalahandi District of Orissa. The proposal has been framed by the State Government
in place of lift canal of Upper Indravati Project. The present intensity of irrigation is 164%
whereas the intensity of wmigation approved for Upper Indravati Project was 170%. Secretary
(MOWR) desired to know the area proposed to be commanded by the Lift Canal in the Upper
Indravati Project. Representative from Orissa informed that command under lift irrigation was
32,000 ha. It was felt that water availability should not be a problem in fthis project as the
command under flow irrigation of this extension project is less than 32,000 ha. and intensity of
irrigation has also been reduced. He further emphasized the need of the project as this project
benefitted drought prone area of KBK Region of Orissa. Representative of Ministry of
Agriculture was of the view that the funds allotted for KBK Region should be utilized fully for
urigation development of that area only and should not be diverted for development in other
area. He was also of the view that possibility of conjunctive use of surface and ground water in
this area should be examined and use of ground water be encouraged as large number of
projects are coming in this area. Regarding forest land, representative from the State
Government intimated that no such land was involved in this project. After discussion, the

project was accepted subject to following conditions:

safl F""’SfL
(1) Environmentalklearance from Ministry of Environment & Forests;

(i1) Clearance of R&R Plan from Ministry of Welfare;
(iii)  Concurrence of State Finance Department for updated cost of Rs. 136.67 Cr.;
and

(iv)  Monitoring of ground water data in post project condition to consider
conjunctive use of surface and ground water in future.

(Action: State Government)



6. JAM IRRIGATION PROJECT- MAHARASHTRA (NEW-MEDIUM)

Estimated Cost ; Rs. 42.63 Cr.
CCA ¢ 6,804 ha.
Annual Irrigation 2 5,474 ha.

The project had earlier been considered by the Advisory Committee in its meeting held in May
1986 and found acceptable for Rs. 11.75 Cr. subject to provision of adequate fund in the 7"
Five Year Plan and Annual Plan and approval of diversion of forest land. CE (PAO), CWC
informed that this project has now been included in the 9" Five Year Plan and provision of Rs.
5.27 Cr. has been made in the Annual Plan for 1998-99. Further Ministry of Environment and
Forests had accorded forest clearance in January 1994. It was also informed that the project is
getting financial assistance from NABARD. Secretary (MOWR) desired to know the status of
progress of work. Representative from Maharashtra intimated that Head Works is almost
complete while 50% of canal network has been completed. He also intimated that a sum of
Rs.35 Cr. has already been spent on this project. Regarding R&R package it was informed that
the persons effected by the project had been rehabilitated by the Project Authority. It was
pointed out that the clearance of R&R Plan should be obtained from the Ministry of Welfare as
this project affects tribal population. Representative from Maharashtra also informed that the
concurrence of State Finance Department had already been accorded for Rs. 40.6 Crore and
enclosed in the Project Report.  After discussions, the project was accepted subject to
clearance of R&R Plan from Ministry of Welfare and concurrence of State Finance

Department for the accepted cost of Rs, 42.63 Crore.

(Action: State Government)



7 PUNASI RESERVOIR PROJECT — BIHAR (NEW-MAJOR)
Estimated Cost y Rs.221.65 Cr.

CcCcA y 30,325 ha.

Annual Irrigation 2 24,292 ha.

The project had earlier been considered by the Advisory Committee in its 15" Meeting held on

28.11.1980 and was accepted for Rs. 26.09 Cr. subject to following observations:

(i) To study for determining the benefits from the additional live storage and its
incorporation in benefit-cost ratio.

(1) To formulate proposal for the rehabilitation of the persons affected by this
project keeping in view the contents of Ministry of Irrigation letter No.
26(9)/80-P.C. dt. 19.5.1980.

(i)  To furnish concurrence of the State Finance Department.

(iv)  Planning and implementation of Soil Conservation Measures by catchment area
treatment.

(V) To examine the possibility of extending irrigation on the right bank.

(v1) To obtain environmental clearance from the Department of Science and
Technology.

Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC informed about compliances of TAC observations made by the
State Government. Chairman, CWC was of the view that hydrology of such projects, which
are being put up after 10 to 15 years should be updated. Secretary (MOWR) also agreed with
his view and stated that guidelines in this regard should be sent to all concerned. Further, he
desired to know the status of progress of work. Representative from Bihar intimated that about
50% of the dam alongwith a part of canal network had already been constructed and only river
needed to be plugged to provide partial irrigation benefit from the Project. He also informed
that a sum of Rs. 58 Cr. had already been spent on the project and they were trying to provide
some irrigation benefits to the farmers from the coming kharif season. Representative from
Ministry of Agriculture wanted that area under rabi crop should be increased as additional live
storage was available in the reservoir. Secretary, MOWR was of the view that water available
would not be much as the 75% dependable yield was less than the live storage of the reservoir.
Regarding environmental and forest clearance, representative of Bihar intimated that the
environmental clearance to the project was accorded by Ministry of Environment & Forests in

June 1982. However, forest clearance of the project from Ministry of Environment & Forests
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is yet to be obtained as an area of 146.54 ha. barren forest land was involved in this project.

After discussion, the project was accepted subject to:

Q) forest clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forests;
(1i) lcarance of R&R Plan from Ministry of Welfare; and

(i) Concurrence of State Finance Department for updated cost of Rs. 221.65 Cr.

(Action: State Government)

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair,



Annexure - I
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE:
S/Shri
1. Z.Hasan, Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources. In the Chair
2. A.D.Mohile, Chairman, CWC. Member
3. K.K. Narang, Director (I&CAD), Planning Commission (Representing Member
Adviser, 1&CAD, Planning Commission)
4. V.M.Sikka, Director, CGWB (Representing Chairman, CGWB) Member
5. M.M.Rawal, Director, CEA (Representing Chairman, CEA) Member
6. Dr.D.K.Paul, Principal Scientist (Representing Director General of (ICAR) Member
7. R.K.Srivastava, Assistant Commissioner(Crops) (Representing, Secretary, Member
Department of Agriculture and Cooperation)
8. Rakesh Ranjan, Director Finance (Representing Financial Adviser, MOWR). Member
9. R.N.P. Singh, Chief Engineer (PAO) Member Secretary

Special Invitees:

1. R. S.Prasad, Member (WP&P), CWC.
2. B.K.Mittal, Member (D&R), CWC.
3. S.M.Sood, Joint Commissioner (Project), MOWR.

CWC Officers:

R.B.L.Tewari, Chief Engincer (PPO), CWC,
ML.K.Sinha Director (PA-N), CWC.

R.K.Khanna, Director, CA (I), CWC.

A.S.P. Sinha, Director (PA-C), CWC.
S.T.Hasnain, Director (PA-S), CWC

K.N.Keshri, Director (EIA), CWC.

S.P.Singh, Director (PP-N&S), CWC.
B.G.Kaushik, Director (PP-C), CWC.
N.C.Chakrabarty, Direcator (M&A), CWC, Shimla.
10. A Mahendran, Direcator (Appraisal), CWC, Nagpur.
11. Jhamman Singh, Director (M&A), CWC, Guwahati.
12. Ram Saran, Dy. Director (PA-N), CWC.

13. R.N.Ray, Dy. Director (PA-N), CWC.

14. R.K.Jain, Dy. Director (PA-S), CWC.

15. Jalal-Uddin, Deputy Director (PP-C), CWC

16. D.N.Dahiya, Dy. Director (PA-C), CWC.

17. R.C.Malhotra, Deputy Director (PP-N&S), CWC.
18. R.N.Dakshy, EAD (PA-N), CWC.

19. P.K.Barman, EAD (PA-N), CWC.

20. S.B.Dey, EAD (PA-N), CWC.

21. G.Rami Reddy, EAD (PA-N), CWC.

Mo PO S (B i L ED et



State Government Officers:

Bihar
1. P.N.Sinha, Chief Engineer, WRD, Deogarh.
Himahcal Pradesh:

1. D.R.Gupta, Superintending Engineer, Shimla.
2. P.S.Verma, Ex.Engineer, IPH, Bilaspur.

Maharashtra:
1. A.G.Patil, Executive Engineer, Medium Project Division, Nagpur.

2. P.V.Morghade, Assistant Engineer (Gr.I), Medium Project Division, Nagpur.

Orissa:
1. G.C.Sahu, Chief Engineer, Upper Indravari Projecat.
2. K.C.Panda, L.O., Department of Water Resources, Govt. of Orissa.
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