No. N-11026/2/2008/BSUP/INNURM-Vol 1{f \/"if,f
Government of India
Ministry of Housing & Urban Poverty Alleviation

Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi
Dated 4" June, 2008

OFFICE MEMGRANDUM

The undersigned is directed to forward herewith a copy of the Minutes of the 36"
Meeting of the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee (CSMC) of the Mimistry of Housing
& Urban Poverty Alieviation held on 7" April 2008 under the Chairmanship of Secretary (HUPA)
1o consider and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poor (BSUP)
under the Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission (INNURM}Y.

2, The appraisal agencics (i.e. HUDCO, BMTPC} are requested to convey the decisions of
the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee to all the State implementing agencies/ nodal
agencies for BSUP and IHSDP to take appropriate follow up action as per the Minutes of the
Mecting.

3. A copy of the Minutes is forwarded to the Secretaries in-charge of BSUP and [HSDP in
the States/ UTs with a request to take further follow up action. M
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Under Secr¢tary (INNURM)
Encl: Minutes of the Mecting

To:

Members of CHMC:-

i The Secretary, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan , New Delhi.

2.The Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure, North Block , New Delhi

3, The Principal Adviser (HUD), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhavan, New Delhi

4.The Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex, Lodhi
Road, New Delhi

5.The Sceretary, Ministry of Social Justice & Empowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi

6. The Secretary, Ministry of Health & Family Welfare, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi

7.The Sceretary, Department of Education, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi

8 The Joint Secretary& FA, Ministry of Urban Development & Ministry of HUPA, New Delhi

9.The Chief Planner , Town & Country Planning Organization, [.P. Estate, New Delhi

10. The Adviser, CPHEEOQ, Ministry of Urban Development, New Delhi

11. The CMD, Housing & Urban Development Corporation, HUDCO Bhavan, India Habitat

Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi
12. The Joint Secretary &Mission Director (JNNURM) Ministry of Housing & Urban Poverty

Alleviation , New Delhi

Copy to the concerned officers in respect of projects considered in the meeting:-
1.Shri Barun Kumar Ray, Secretary , Kolkata Metropolitan Development Authority, DD-I,

Sector-1, Salt Lake, Kolkata- 64
2.Shri Mahesh Singh, Deputy Municipal Commissioner, Surat Municipal Corporation, Surat
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" The Seerctary (UD & Heusmg), P'he Secretary (Housing),
Chandigarh Administration, Government of Puducherry,
UT Secretariat, Sector 9, Chief Secretariat,
Chandigarh-i60 001. Puducherry-605 001.
The Secretary, The Principal Secretary (UD),
Local Administration Department, Government of NCT of Delhi,
Government of Puducherry, 9" Floor, C wing.
Chief Secretariat, Dethi Secretariat,
Puducherry-605 001 [P Estate,
New Delhi

The Additional Secretary (UD), The Commissioner & Secretary,
Government of NCT of Delhi, {Relief & Rehabilitation),
Delhi Secretariat, UT of Andaman & Nicobar Islands,
[P Estate, Secretariat,
New Dethi-110 002. Port Blair-744 101.
The Secretary(Housing & UD), The Secretary (Housing & UD),
UT of Daman & Diu, UT of Dadra & Nagar Haveli,
Secrctariat, Secretariat,
Moti Daman-396 220. Silvassa-396 220.
Copy to:-

I The Joint Secretary to Hon’ble Prime Minister (Kind attention Shri R. Gopalakrishnan},

PMO, South Block, New Delhi.

2. PS to Hon’ble Minister (HUPA).

3. Sr. PPS to Secretary(HUPA)

4. Joint Secretary (H), Ministry of HUPA.

5. Dircetor (UPA), Ministry of HBUPA

6. OSD (JNNURM), Ministry of HUPA

7. DS(INNURM), Ministry of HUPA

8. DS(INNURM)Ministry of HUPA
L—e  US (JNNURM)Ministry of HUPA

10. DD(JPC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

i1. DD(Data & MIS), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

12. The CMD, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan, Lodhi Road, New Declhi- 110 003.

13. The CMD, HPL, Jangpura, New Delhi- 110014

14. The Executive Director, BMTPC, Core 5A, First F loor, India Habitat Centre, Lodh
Road, New Dethi- 110003.

15. The Director (Corporate Planning), HUDCO “HUDCO Bhavan”, India Habitat Centre,
Lodhi Road, New Delhi- 110 003.

16. The Director, Indian Institute of Technology, Delhi, Hauz Khas, New Delhi- 110 016.

17. The Director, [ndian Institute of Technology, Roorkee, Roorkee, Uttrakhand-247 667.
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1& (J.A . Vaidyanathan)
ecretary(JNNURM)

Under

Copy to: Guard folder on INNURM



MINUTES OF THE 368 MEETING OF THE CENTRAL
SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF
SUB-MISSION ON BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR
(BSUP) UNDER JAWAHARLAL NEHRU NATIONAL URBAN
RENEWAL MISSION (J]NNURM)

Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi, 70 April, 2008

The 36" meeting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Commuttee
(CSMC) of Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poor (BSUP) under
Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Rencwal Mission (JNNURM) was held undet
the Chairmanship of Secretary, Ministry of IHousing and Urban Povetty
Alleviadon in New Delhi on 7% April, 2008, List of participants s af
Annexure — L.

2. Joint Secretary {JNNURM) welcomed the partcipants for the frst
CSMC meeting of the financial year 2008-09. He requested the States/ULBs to
concentrate on implementation of already-approved projects so as to achieve
the mid-term targets committed before the Prime Minister. [mphasis should
also be given for capacity building activities for project management and qualbty
control. In the year 2006-07, the Ministry of HUPA had released funds to the
State Governments for capacity building activities including Research and
Training towards implementation of BSUP and IHSDP projects. Unless the
States submit utilisation certificates for the funds released earfier, further release
of Central assistance will be held up, as utilisation certificates have to be
furnished within 12 months from the date of closure of the financial year to
which financial sanction pertains. Mission Director & [S (INNURM) asked the
States/ULBs to present one page abstract on the status of implementation of
projects and reforms and furnish QPRs before presenting the project proposal

in future meetungs of CSMC.

3. Joint Secretary (JNNURM) informed the Committee that many States
have been cnquiring about the procedure for submission of proposals for
claiming fee for preparation of DPRs under BSUP and IHSDP. He clartfred
that since the projects have been approved based on the IDPRs which have the
approval of SLSC/SLCC, there is no further requirement of approval of the
same by SLSC/SLCC. He also informed the Commitree the following
procedures for appraisal of proposals regarding claim for DPR preparation

charges, setting up of PMU/PIA/PIU at State/ULB level, Community
Development Network:-



PMU/PIA/PIU: The States will submit proposals 1o the office of OSD
(INNURM) which will get the same appraised; and bring up before the Central
Sanctioning & Monitoring Commuttee.

Fee for Preparation of DPR: The States will submit proposals 1o the
concerned Appraisal Agency (HUDCO, BMTPC ctc.) which had appraised the
projects. The Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in examining the claim with
particular reference o various stages of improvement and modificatons that
were brought out in the DPR before they were finally approved by the Central
Sanctoning and Monttoring Committee/ Ceatral Sancuoning Committee. The
Appraisal Agency will submit proposals to the Ministry for releasing Central
Lssistance towards the cost of preparation of DPRs (both in the case of DPRs
prepared by in-house personnel as well as by consultants). These will be
considered by the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee.  After
approval  of  CSMC, recommendation  will be sent to Ministry of
Finance/Ministry of Home Affairs for releasing Central assistance out of the
ACA allocation for the particular State/UT. The Central assistance for DPRs
prepared through in-house personnel of the States would be released from the
1% INNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of HUPA.

Community Development Network: The State will proritse and get
necessary  approval  from SLSC/SLC to the proposals for Community
Development Network. Such proposals recetved 1n the Ministry of HUPA will
be appraised by a team working ander the GOL-UNDP Project on National
Strategy for Utban Poor. 'The report will then be placed before the Central
Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee after examination by DS (JNNURM).

4. Joint Secretary (JNN URM) highlighted the necessity of keeping all
project- related documents ready to answer any query under RTI. Chairman
and Secretary (FIUPA) said that NBO i1s the custodian of records of [NNURM
project. Appraisal agencics should, thercfore, submit all the copies of the DPRs
1ad related documents to OSD (INNURM), without further delay. They should
also kept copies which could be retrieved with no loss of time in case needed in

connecton with RTT Act 2005.

51  Chairman, CSMC and Secretary (HUPA) said that in all meedngs, before
new projects are taken up, 4 status report on already sanctioned projects and
reforms should be brought up before the Committec. The States should submit
Quarterly Progress Reports in time without fail. This should not only contain
information on physical and financial progress of the projects on hand, but also
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the timcline and achicvement of reforms. In addition, in the context of
reporting to Prime Minister’s Office, they should also send Monthly Reports
capturing salient features of progress in prescribed formats,

5.2.

Chairman, CSMC and Secrerary (HUPA) Tad special emphasis on the

following:-

(2)

(b)

(©)

Mid-Term Targets:  Tocused attention is required to be paid to the
commitment made by the Ministry of HUPA in the review meeting taken
by the Hon’ble Prime Minister on 15.6.2007. Accordingly, the mid-retm
targets were communicated to the States vide 1DO. Letter No.N-
11027/42/2007-BSUP/INNURM dated 8" August, 2007 from Secretary
(ITUPA) to Chief Secretaries.  Secretary (HUPA) called upon the State
(GGovernment representatives to take all steps to fulfill the mid-term
targets. Not only the targets have to be met but it should be ensured that
the houses and infrastructure construcred meet the requisite parameters

of quality.

Quality of Projects:  Housing for the poor does not mean poor
quality housing. Utmost emphasis must be given to quality of houses for
the poor. A vector-free atmosphere and healthy living envitonment
should be ensured in all housing projects taken up under BSUP/IHSDYP.

Third Party Inspection and Monitoring (TPIM):
States/ULBs/Parastatal agencies should pay attention towards quality
assurance and the importance of third party inspection and monitosing of
projects (I'PIM). The Ministry would give necessary assistance to the
States for TPIM.

Socio-economic Survey: No efforts  should Dbe  spared  for
conducting socio-economic surveys of potenual beneficiaries including
preparation of bio-metric cards. Such surveys should emphasize liealth,
educational and livelihood profiles. This survey would assist in designing
good BSUP/IHSDP projects by taking into account important aspects
such as dependency Joad in the existing schools, hospitals, need for mult-
purpose community centres including livelihood centre/informal sector
market, etc. HUDCO and BMTPC have devcloped good designs of
houses, colony layouts and various types of social infrastructuse which
could be appropriately used while formulating project proposals.

3/!le iy
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(¢) Convergence of Health, Education and Social Security: It 18
necessary to integrate provisions of Health, Education and Social Security
with Housing for Poor to cnable them to lead an improved and dignified
life. ‘The Urban Local Bodies and the State Governments have a leading
role to play to cnsure propet convergence of facilites under the already
available schemes for education, health and social security implemented
through different departments/ fields. The projects should list out the
deficiencies in terms of school, primaty health centre, provision of social
welfare mmeasures etc. so that imely remedial measures in accordance with
the socio cconomic survey can be taken up.

54 Chairman, CSMC urged upon the States to come up with projects,
especially for in-situ development, with good Jay-out and design. In the case of
in-situ projects, the cmphasis should be to provide a better atmospherc of
living, ‘The in-situ development should not end up with creation of another
cluster of houses without access to watet, sanitation and social infrastructure.

54 Chairman, CSMC and Secretary (FIUPA) drew attention of all the
stakcholders towards development of Community Development Networks.
The dynamics of the CON should lead to fraternity with the neighbourhood s0
that the issucs of alienation of all sotts are climinated. CDN should work
towards better inter- and inira relationships in colonies to get over the dividing
forces. T'his will strenpthen a feeling of soldarity among the residents,

55  To create a scnse of Dbelongingness, the slums may be named in
consultation with the intended beneficiaries. Provision of a low-cost enclosure
around common spaces/layouts in slum pockets  being covered under
BSUP/IHSDP can be considered by a State/ULB in the interest of safety and a
sense of local identity, if the cost s not prohibitive and the beneficiaries want

such enclosures.

56 Chairman, CSMC also reiterated  that proposals for release of 2
instalment should be based on the actual progress on the ground. He requested
all States to come up with proposals in the prescribed format for second and
subsequent instalments  for already sanctioned  projects with appropriate
wilisation certificates in the prescribed formats. Progress on sanctioned
projects should be accorded Top Priority. Central share along with State
<hare should be rcleased to ULBs within 2-3 days of receipt of funds. Any
delay on this account would result in delay in the completion of projects which
would put poor beneficiates in undue hardships.



5.7. Chairman further pointed out that special attention should be paid for
implementation of the three reforms stipulated under [NNURM that are
critical to the urban poor: (i} internal earmarking within lTocal body budgets
for basic services to the urban poor; (it) provision of basic services including the
7-point charter in accordance with agreed tmelines; (i) carmarking at least 20-
25% of developed land in all housing projects (both public and private agencics)

for EWS/TLIG category with a system of cross subsidization.

5.8.  Chairman, CSMC also drew attention of the States/UTs towards the
Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of the Minorities.
An important objective af the new programme is o ensnre thal the bensfits of variors
sovernment schemes for the underprivileged reach the disadvaniaged sections of the minorily
commmnities. 1n this regard, care should be raken to take up clusters of houstng
for minority beneficiaries in slums to the extent possible. Wherever possible,
upto 15% of targets and outlays under BSUP and 1TISDP should be carmarked

for minoritics.

0. Chairiman also drew attention of the members of the CSMC and States’
representatives to the following issucs, raised in previous meetings, dircctly
related to impeoving the quality of life of the urban poor:-

o In casc of time constraint, a regular socio-cconomic survey can be
precedec by a rapid survey for identifying beneficiaries, their miain and subsidiary
occupations, therr educatronal profile and skill base and felt-needs so as fo design
appropria‘e svcial infrastructure for each project. Willingness of the beneficraries
should aiso be taken for any rehabilitaton/relocation projects.

o Affordability of the utban poor should be kept in view while working out
Beneficiary Contribution. Overall construction cost of the housing unit
should be kept at a minimum. It was suggested thar generally the
construction cost of a dwelling unit may not excecd about Rs.2.50 lakhs
with 25% extra for hill states. The housing component should gencrally
be at least 50% of the total project cost with a view to giving primacy to
provision of shelter o the urban poot except where housing units have
already oeen constructed/are being constructed under VAMBAY or
other EWS scheme of Central or State Governments. Further,
considerng the difficultics and special needs of the urban poor at some
locations, clusters having 15 housing units can be considered.

e FEach project should be accompanied by a list of bencficiaries based on a
socio-cconomic survey and ULBs should go for bio-metric cards,



wherever feasible, to avoid the possibility of sale/misusc of housing units
allotted to propetly targeted beneficiaries,

The layout plan must be socially cohesive and facilitate social interaction.
[ifforts may be made for providing at least 30% open spaces with 15%
green area in  the lay-outs and  adequate social and livelihoods
infrastructure. '

Adequate space must be provided for informal scctor markets, livelihood
activities, pen for animals (if permitted and required), space to take care
of convergent scrvices such as health, education and recreation
conforming to the specific needs of cach of the slum pockets and theit
bencficiaries.

The houses proposed should have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
separate bathroom and latrine, individual water connection and scewer
connection. Aspects such as storage space for kecping things 1in
rooms/kitchen, locatdon of kitchen, location of toilet and bathroom in
the houses to facilitate privacy, independent access from both rooms to
toilet and bathroom, leaving a small space for fitting cxhaust fan in
kitchen and toilet, balcony for drying clothes etc., are somc of the
puances that can be thoughtfully incorporated in the design of the houses
for the poor.

‘The State authorities/ULBs may adopt some of the innovative designs
and layouts of houses, multi-purpose community centres, informal scctor
markets and animal pen etc. prepared and compiled by HUDCO and
BMTPC (Toolkit to be circulated by OSD (INNURM)).

The State authoritics in consultation with appraisal agencics should
enstre that necessary clearances such as environmental clearance, Coastal
Regulatdon Zone (CRZ) regulation clearance, land use clearance, ctc., are
obtained. They should also ensure that necessaty technical approvals are
sccured from the competent agencics as per State PWD Code.

Since these projects are required to be generally completed in 12 to 15
months, it is generally expected that any escalation of the project cost 13
borne by the State Government/ULB concerned.

A low cost boundary of barbed wire or low-height brick structure may be
considered  for construction around  the  project site (slum
location)/common spaces (0 give 4 Sense of belonging to the inhabitants
of a slum, if the cost is reasonable and the beneficiaries desire the same.
The State Government/ULB is to take a final view on this as per the local
conditions.

Wherever informal scctor markets are taken up as a part of social
infrastructure, thelr operation on a time-shating basis by inhabitants for




enabling wider coverage of the bencficiaries can be considered by the

ULBs concerned.

e Adecquate provision should be made for solid and liquid waste disposal
and digester technology can be adopted in place of dual-pits/sepric tanks
wherever feasible.

» Road-side plantadons with tree guards arc advisable.

7. Chairman, CSMC and Sccretary (FIUPA)  further said  that the
responsibility of the technical specifications (State PWD  Code) and their
approval by the competent authority lies with the ULBs/State T.evel Nodal
Agency. The appraisal agencies must ensure thar technical specifications are
duly approved by the competent authority.

8. Tor the Mecting, 2 new projects from Kolkata, West Bengal and a
proposal for releasing sccond instalment of Central assistance to a BSUP
project in Surat, Gujarat wese put up in the agenda. Bricf details of the agenda
are at Annexurce-11. The chairman, CSMC requested the representatives of the
State Government to give an account of the following:-

(1) Brief details of physical and financial progress of already approved prajects
imetiding the acinal avatlability of Ceniral share, State share, ULDB share,
beneficiary contribution, loan component, tentative schedule for sccking
20d instalment of Central share, number of houses actually
constructed, stage of progress of housing and infrastructure, cic.

(i) Basic details of the present proposals such as total project cost and
its break up into housing and infrastructurc  components
(percentages); break-up of cost of housing and infrastructure under
Central Share, State share, ULB share, Beneficiary contribution,
loan and parastatals; and

i) Design of colony layout and housc layout proposed.

9.1. Representative of the State Government of West Bengal made a
presentation on the 2 projects.  The representative of the Minstry of
Fnvironment & Forests drew attention of the Committee towards a need for
improving the projects in so far as provision of sanitation is concerned. [t was
pointed out that instead of providing individual sepric tanks and chlorination
chambet, the proicct may take up digester facilities for a cluster of houses. This
would provide better environment which would be free from diseases.
Adoption of digester for a cluster of houses would also save the land otherwise
used for individual septic tanks. The Committee, therefore, advised the

ke
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States/ULBs to adopt appropriate technology and make suitable modificatons
in the project proposals. ‘The representative of the State Government informed
the Committec that possibilities of the proposed modification for adopting
digester facility will be explored in consultation with the appraisal agency and
the State Departments. A report in this respect would be sent through the
appraisal agency (HUDCO).

92 The State nodal agency (KMDA) has since informed through the
appraisal agency that the proposed sites ate in the close vicinity of Air Port and
there is tremendous scarcity of land. Hence, it will not be possible to provide
digesters in the instant proposals.

93 in view of decision conveyed by the State nodal agency, the two projects
stand deferred to cenable the State/ULB to come up with pros and cons of
providing individual septic tank and chlorination chambers (in more than 4000
houses under the proposed two projects), instead of providing digester facilities

at a few places.

10, ‘The Committee then considered the proposal for release of 2nd
instalment of Ceatral assistance for the BSUP project in Surat, Gujarat. Deputy
Secretary (JNNURM) informed that the States/ULB has furnished required
documents and utilisation certificate as  per prescribed  guidelines. The
Committee approved the proposal for releasing the 2nd instalment for BSUP
projects in Surat Details of the approved proposal arc at Annexure-II1L.

11, Joint Secretary (INNURM) informed the Commitice that the Delhi
Government has taken a decision that for all BSUP projects the benefictary
contribution per dwelling unit will be limited to Rs.60,000/-. This was carlier
discussed in the 34 mecting of the CSMC held on 14.3.2008. ‘Then the
Committee also took on record a communication received from the Chief
Secretary, Government of National Capital Tertory of  Dclhi
(N(‘).F.()S(?)/UD/JNN URM/2008/CS/1221 dated 7.3.2008) indicating that
Beneficiary Contribution in all the projects approved so far may be fixed at Rs.
60,000/-. The Committee had then asked the Appraising Agencies to provide
the revised costing of all the projects sanctioned for Delhi, with Central share
remaining unchanged, before the CSMC. Joint Secretary (INNURM) informed
the Committee that the Appraisal Agencies have now obtained revised details of
the beneficiary contrbution in all the 8 BSUP projects approved for Delhi
carlier, with amount of Central share remaining the same. The Committee

placed on record the revision.
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12, Concluding the meeting, the Chairman of CSMC and Sccretary (HUPA)
once again urged the States/UTs/ULBs/parastatals  {eg, Development
Authority)/implementng  agencies/appraisal  agencies (0 adhere  to  the
guidelines/undertake measures for smooth implementation of the projects t

benefit urban poor.

13, The meeting ended with a vote of thanks 1o the Chair,




ANNEXURE-I

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS INTHE 169 MEETING OF CENTRAL SAN CTIONING AND
MONTTORING COMMITIETR (CSMC) HELD UNDER THIE CHATRMANSHIP OF SECRETARY
(HUPA) ON 7.4.2008

|. Dr. Harjit S. Anand, Secretary <. in Chair
Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

3 Dr. P.K. Mohanty, Joint Secretary and Mission Director, Ministry of HUPA

3. Shri D.S. Negi, OSD (JNNURM), Ministry of HUPA

4. Shri V.K. Gupta, Deputy Financial Adviser, Ministry of HUPA

5. Shri Vivek Nangia, Deputy Sceretary, Ministry of HUPA

6. Shri P.K. Monga, Deputy Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure, North
Block, New Delhi.

7 Shri Lalit Kapur,A.D. Ministry of Environment and Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO
Complex, New Deijhi

8 Shri Avinash, Ministry of Health.

9. Shri S.K. Tripathi, Director (Corporate Planning) HUDCO, New Delhi.

10. Shri Umraw Singh, Deputy Director, Ministry of HUPA

11, Shri Barun Kumar Ray, Secretary, Kolkata Metropolitan Development Authority, DD-1,
Sector-1, Salt Lake, Kolkata-64.

{2 Shri Vivek Bharadwaj, Special Secretary (UD), West Bengal, DE-8, Sector-1, Salt Lake,
Kolkata

13, Dr.D.Subramanyam, Executive Director, HUDCO, Kolkata Regional Office, Kolkata

14. Ms, Usha P. Mahavir, Deputy Chief, HUDCO, New Delhi.

15. Ms. Radha Roy, Assistant Chief, HUDCO, New Delhi.

16. Shri Pankaj Gupta, Development Officer. BMTPC, New Delhi

17. Shri S.R. Dogra, Under Secretary 10 represent Secretary. School Education Literacy, Ministry of
HRD, Shasiri Bhavan, New Delhi. '

18, Ms. Mamta Verma. Additional CEO, Gujarat Urban Development, MPFB Building, Sector 10-
A, Gandhi Nagar.

19. Shri Mahesh Singh, Deputy Municipal Comumissioner, Surat Municipal Corporation, Surat

20. Shri Debasish Basak, Town Planner, Surat Municipal Corporation, Sural

21. Shri Amit Sardana, Team Leader, PMU, INNURM, KMDA, Prashasan Bhavan, Salt Lake,
Kolkata

72 Shri M.Zacharaiah, Procurement Specialist, APUFIDC, Hyderabad

23, Shri M.S. Raghuvendra, Urban Consultant, APUFIDC, Hyderabad.

24. Shri M. Jayachandran, Deputy Director, Ministry of HUPA
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BRIFF SUMIMARY OF AGENDA YOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORI IC
COMMITTEE (CS&MQC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-I1)

(Rs. in Crores) 4

| s1. | Mission | Project Title | Tetal i Central | State _ Ist Install W Brief Summary | Fage
Mo | City, Cost | Share | Share | -ment | Mo.

| State | (50% |

W _ | : Central

o L . I Share) ‘ m,

A Kolkata, |BSUP scheme 57.28: 2864|2864 716 '+ CDP approved and MoA signed. |

| West “for the town | _ | s SLSC approved the proposal but

m _ Bengal ' of Rajarhat- “ minutes awaited.

7 Gopalpur , o FElected local body in existence. g

_ , “Qurmmm.uﬁg~ ! : » Necessary socio-economic survey for |

m _ 24 Pargnas ! prioritization of slums but amqo_._.mai

| | (Nor+h) ! : | : | questioners is yet to be submitted. ,
| _ _K\SU\»\ West | ! .» The percentage ration of Housing %og_ ) S
| Bengal | m infrastructure is b6:44. ! Mﬁ

f | 7 7 | » 2180 nos. DUs of Single storey mnﬁ_ WM

m | | | ! . structure with carpet area of 30.00 Sq. _ -

| | u,

W | _ | mtr. under in-situ method.

| : _ | : . e Total 7 community centres are|
| , ” -
7 | propesed under social infrastructure.

s Ownership of land is in favour of each |

,m . beneficiary.

| _ _, s The cost estimates is done as per PWD |

m : . SOR 2007 except boundary and street 4_

364 (STMC meeting , dated : 07.04.2008 (Agenda Brief) Page 1 of 3
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:2IEF SUVMIMIARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORIN 5

CONMMITTEE (CS&IVIC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-II)

(Rs. in Crores} o

- .

a /

lights.
The project duration is 18 months.

Kolkata, | BSUP Scheme
West for the town
Bengal of North Dum
Dum (Ph.IT),
m 24 Parganas

| (north) West
J Bengal

|
1
|
i _
i H

58.13

29.06 |

29.06

7.26

CDP approved and MoA signed.

SLSC approved the proposal but
minutes awaited.

Elected local body in existence.

Necessary socic-economic survey for
prioritization of slums but detailed
questioners is yet to be submitted.

The percentage ration of Housing to
infrastructure is 50:50.

1974 nos. DUs of Single storey RCC

structure with carpet area of 25.00 Sq.
mtr. under in-situ method.

Total 21 community centers and 6

livelihcod centre are proposed under
social infrastructure.

Title of land belongs to beneficiary.
The cost estimates is done as per PWD

SOR 2007 except boundary and street
lights.

The project duration is 15 months.

36" CSIMC meeting , dated : 07.04.2008 (Agenda Brief)
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SRIET SUMIMIARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORIN 3
COMMITTEE (CS&VIC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-II)

(Rs. in Crores) ¢

7 Surat, Release of 2" | 7 00 o 1 installment of Central Share|
Gujarat | instaliment | f | amounting to Rs. 7.00 Cr. released in FY
| | w | 2006-07.
! , : N, ‘s State share of Rs. 7.03 Cr. Eoi
_ _ _ released. |
_ ,_ _ + Average 80% of funds are utilized.
n ,_ | e Present proposal is request to release
m , | i of Rs. 7.00 Cr. Central Share as 2™
- | . 7 B installment for project, 3
Total 115.41 577 | 577 2142

36 CSIMC meeting , dated : 07.04.2008 (Agenda Brief)
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Annexure-1t to the minutes of 36th CSMC (Rs. in lalths)

< |Name of|Sl. |Name of |Total State - | Central share so far [Amou |% of |Amount |Amount % of Amount (% of
mm Missicn |No.|Project Central |Share released nt of lutilisati|of State |utilised |utilisat| recommende jamount
city Shared |Approve Centra |on share 10n d for release |recommen
approve |d 1 Share (includin} of 2nd/3rd |ded to the
d utilise g ULB instalment of |total
d share Central Share |Central
released) Share
approved

1st 2nd [Total 2nd 3rd
instal instal
lment  |mment

instalm]instal

ent ment
= 1Surat 1 |Relocation 2800.30]  2844.40| 700.08 700.08] 560.06] 80.00% 703.41 545.10| 77.49%| 700.08 25%
W: of slums in
= Surat (MC

Surat),

Gujarat

L
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