REGISTERED POST/BY HAND

No.N-1 1()26,/2//2()08/BSUP/JNN URM —Vol XV
Government of India
Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

, Room No. 201, G Wing
New Delhi, dated 15™ 1D ecember, 2008

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

The undersigned is directed to enclose herewith a copy of the minutes of the 43
meeting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee of Ministry of Housing and
Utban Poverty Alleviation held on 26™ November, 2008 under the Chairmanship of Sccretary
(FIUPA) to consider and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services 1o the Urban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawzharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission (JNNURM).

2. ‘the appraisal agencies (Le. HUDCO, BMTPC) are requested to convey the decisions of
the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee to all the State implementing apencies/nodal
agencies for BSUP and 1HSDP to take appropriate follow up action as per the minutes of the

meeung.
3 A copy of the minures is forwarded to the Secretaries in-charge of BSUP and THSDD in
the States/U'T's with 4 request to take ﬁn't‘hcr follow up action. /‘

( - Jayachandran)
Deputy Director (BSUP)
Telephone 011-2306 1519
Encl: Minutes of the meeting

Tao
Members of the CSMC as follows:
[, The Scereeary, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.
2. "T'he Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Bxpenditure, New Delhi,
3. The Principal Adviser (MDY, Planning Commission, Yojana Bhavan, New Delhi.
o "Uhe Secretary, Ministry of Hovieonment and Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CCO Complex,
Lodhi Road, New Delhi. -
5. The Secretary, Ministry of Secial Justice and Fmpowerment, Shastri Bhavar, New Delhi.
6. 'lhe Seererary, Ministry of Elealth and Family Welfare, Nirman Bhavan, New 12clhi.
The Seeretary, Department of School Fdueation & Literacy, Shasiri Bhavan, New Delhi,
8. 'I'he Joint Seeretary and 1A, Ministry of Urban Development and Ministry of TIUPA,
New Delhi. ‘
9. "The Chief Planncr, Town and Country Planning Organisation (ICPOY; LY. Estate,
New Dethi.
{0, The Adviser, CPHIGO, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhﬂ"\’?ln, New el
L The CMID, Housing and Urban Development Corporation Tid,, TTUTCO) Bhavan, India
Habitat Centre, Todhi Road, New Delhi,
IZ.Ihe Jomnt Seeretary (JNNURM)/Mission Director, Ministry of Housing and Urban
Poverty Alleviation, New Delhi - Member-Secretary

Copy to the concerned officers in respect of projects considered in the meeting:-

L sShe Mahesh Singh, Deputy, Municipal Commissioner, Surat, Municipal Sevasadan, Muglisarai, Surat,
Ciujarat, '



1o

The Additonal CRO, Gujaral Urban Development Mission (CLIM, GMER Building, GLUDA

Oyffice, Scetor 10-27, (mndhm’ujqr Gujaral.

.

avchetna Kendra, Jucknow
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’ The Scererary,

r Housing and U1 Department,

i Government of Jammu & Kashmir,
New Sccretariat, Srinagar

The Principal Secretary ([Tousing),
Government of [Himachal Pradesh,
Shimia - 171 002

‘ The Director,
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Government of Jammu & Kahsmir,
151-A /D, Gandhi Nagar,
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Urban Development Department,
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The Secretary (Housing)
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" The Principal Secretary (UD),
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Copy to:

The Joint Sccretary 10 Hon'ble Prime Minister (Kind attention Shri R, Gopalakrishnan),
) ¥ !

The Joint Sccretary  (PP), Ministry of Minority  Affairs, Room No.1125, 11" Floor,

l.
PMQO), South Block, New Dieihi,

2. PSs to ITon’ble Minister (HUTA)

3. Sr PPS to Secretary (FIUPA)

4. Joint Seeretary (1), Ministry of [TUPA

5.
Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

0. The Joint seeretary (UT), Ministry of Flome Affairs, North Block, New Delhi

7. Direcror (UPA), Ministry of HUPA

5 O8SD (JNNURM), Ministry of [FIUPA.

9. Director (Administration), Ministey of FIUPA

0. DSINNURM), Ministry of FTUDPA

11. US{NNURNM, Ministry of HTUPA

\AZTDDIIC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

The fixeeutive Direclor, BMTPC, Core 5 A, Iirst Uloor, Tndia {Tabitat Centre, Lodhi Road,

The Dircetor (Corporate Planning), HUDCO, “HTUDCO Bihavan”, India Ilabitat Centre,

13 DD(Daa & MIS), NBO, Ministry of [TUPA
14 DD (NROY, NBO, Mimstry of TIUPA
15. 50 (THSDP), Ministry of [TUPA
16. Monitoring Cell (INNURM), Ministry of HUDPA
7. The CMD, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Road , New Delhi-110 003
18 "The CMI, TIPL, Jangpura, New Delhi 110014
19.

New Delht-110 003
20,

Lodhi Road, New 1elhi 110 003,
21,

Copy tor- Guard folder on INNURM

The Dircetar, Indian Institute of 'I'echnolc}gy Roorkee, Roorkee, Uttarakhand — 247 667

/le/@@

(M. Jayachandran)
Deputy Director (BSUTY



MINUTES OF THE 43¢ MEETING OF THE CENTRAL
SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC)
OF THE SUB-MISSION ON BASIC SERVICES TO THE
URBAN POOR (BSUP) UNDER JAWAHARLAL NEHRU
NATIONAL URBAN RENEWAL MISSION (JNNURM)

Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi, 26* Novembert, 2008

The 4% meeting of the Central Sanctioning and  Monitoring
Committee (CMSC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nchru National Urban Renewal Mission
(INNURMj) was held under the Chairpersonship of Secretary, Ministry of
Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation in New Delht on 26 November,
2008, T'he list of participants 1s at Annexufe = I

2.1 Welecoming Scerctary (HUPA) & Chairperson and  Members of
CSMC, Joint Sccretary & Mission Ditector (JNNURN) informed  the
Commitiee that the web-enabled INNURM Online Tracking System
developed by the Centre for Crood Governance {CGG), Hyderabad has
been pressed into operation by the Mission Directoratc. Andhra Pradesh
and Gujarat are the pionecers in using this system and sending progress
reports on BSUP and THISDP to the Ministry of Housing & Urban
Poverty Alleviation online.  Fle requested that all State/UT Sceretaries
may take immediate action to adopt the tracking system to monttor the
progress of BSUP and [FISDP and send progress reports Lo the Mission
Directorate online. He  informed  thar CGG s conducting  training
programmes on the use of the c-tool from time to time and the State
f.evel Nodal Agencies may be i1 touch with the Director General, CGG

for imparting, tralning to theiwr officets.

22 Drawing attention of the States/UTBs towards the implementation
of Prme Minister’s 15 Pomnt programme, ]S & Misston Director
(INNURM) requested the State/U] representanves o come up with
project proposals ander BSUP and THSDP from those cities /localities
within citics which have a predominant minotity population. He also
requested them to come up with proposals for implementation of TPIM,
cstablishment of PAMUs and P1USs, Community Development Network to
tap Community Participation Lund and avail Central Assistance towards
the reimbursement of the cost of preparation of DPRs. He informed that
any proposal for such reimbursement would need to be appratsed by the
appraisal agency concerned (which had appraised the BSUP/LHSDP
project for sanction). ‘T ensure tmely disposal of the proposals, the
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appraisal agencies may take a maximum of 15 days for appraising such
proposals and send Appraisal Reports to OSD (NNURM) & Director
(NBO).  Any difficulty in making such time bound appratsals should be
brought to the notice of the INNURM Mission Directorate for taking
remedial action. At the time of recommending the reimbursement of cost
of preparation of DPRs, the appraisal agency should ensure that adequate
numbet of project documents, with all revisions carried out based on the
stipulations of the CSMC/CSC Mceeting, 1s made available o QSD
(INNURM), who is the custodian of all JNNURM documents. These
include authenticated copies of otiginal DPRs, revised DPRs, appraisal
repotts, and physical and financial abstracts of projects. Copies of the
same would also need to be kept with the appraising agency for record
and production as required under the Right to Information Act 2005,

2.3 Referting to the clarifications sought by somce States regarding
setting up of PMUs and PIUs, Joint Secretary & Misston  Director
(INNURM) informed that there would be a common PMU at State level
for projects implemented under the 4 components of INNURM, viz.
UTG, UTDSSMT, BSUP and THSDP. The financial assistance from the
Ministty of Housing & Urban Poverty Alleviation for sctting up of PMUs
and PLUs will be for placement of destgnated specialists for issues relating
to the urban poor. ‘The number of PIUs in a State may vary depending
upon the magnitude of capacity building-related support needed and the
size of projects sanctioned or proposed. Vot a number of citics/towns
together, a single PIU can be sct up at a convenient location, if found
feasible.

24 Joint Sccretary & Mission Director (INNURM) reiterated  the
important points emphasized by the Chairperson of CSMC in the catlier
meetings for implementation by the States/UTBs (Annexure-IT). [l
requested the States/ULBs to follow the same.

3.1 In her opening remarks, the Chaitperson, CSMC and Scerctaty
(MUPA) requested the State Governments/ULBs to ensure that the
bencfictaries are able to pay their contribution  for projects.  Any
contribution amount beyond their financial capacity may lead to the
imposition of unduce burden on them. Therefore, special care needs to be
taken while deciding upfront beneficiary contribution or [4M] payment.
She requested the State/U'l" representatives to pay mote attention to the
issues of service delivery to the utban poot under INNURM, cspecially
implementation of the 7-Point Charter of 138 UR/THSIDP. She emphasized
that the primary objective of INNURM is to focus on urban policy with
Central  Assistance acting as an incentive., Sceretary (HIUPA)  further
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emphasized that the State/ Ut Governments should ensurce the proper
targeting of beneficiaries who should satisty the cligible crireria preseribed
under the guidelines of BSUP/IHSDP. Special atiention should also be
paid to ensurc the convergence of already existing universal services of the
Covernment for education, health and social sccurity. Proposals for
wdditional schools or additional rooms 10 existng schools must be part of
the DPRs. The capacity of the existing schools to absorb the chldren
from colonies being developed under BSUP and THSDP needs to be
studied. ‘The estimate of school-going children {including those trom the
new colonics) and demand for classrooms in terms of prevailing norms,
capacity in existing «chools and the additional capacity required should be
worked out. Stmilar excrcise should be done for providing health care
facilities.  Durther, action needs to be taken to provide other community
infrastructure and factitics. Detailed estimates of requircments as pet
norms, availability and gaps fo be addressed have to be prepared at the

initial stage of project preparation itsclf.

32, ‘The Chairperson, CSMC reiterated the need to strengthen Urban
| ocal Bodies to ensure that the 740 Amendment Act is implemented. She
patticularly emphasised two pro-poor reforms, 1o (1) internal carmarking
within utban locally body budgets for basic services o the urban poor and
(i) provision of basic cervices to the urban poor including security of
cenure at affordable prices, improved housing, watet supply, sanitation and
ensuring delivery of other already  existing aniversal services of the
govetnment for cducation, health and soctal secutity to be implemented n
+ time-bound manner. Revitalising the functioning of ULBs would help
them discharge the functions devolved by State Governments cffectvely,
leading 1o better urban local governance and pro-poor service delivety.
Without implementation of local government reforms, INNURM would
remain a mere infrastructurce upgradation programmec, and none of the

policy changes it hoped to drive would materialisc.

33, Drawing the attention of State Governments/ULBs towatds
evolving a viable mechanism for maintenance of the assets created under
BSUP and THSDP projects, cspeciaily the houses, the Chatrperson, (ISMC
and Secretary (HIUPA) informed that many States are finding it difficult to
put 10 place an cffective O&N system for maintaining the houses and
common factlites constructed. Some States Lave established Restdent
Welfare Associations and are facilitating the cr ation of a revolving fund,
which includes contributons from beneficiaries. The Chairperson destred
that the Mission Directorate comes up with general gutdelines on the
maintenance of these asscets and upkeep of cleanliness and hygiene 11 the
housing complexes / colonics developed ander BSUDP and THSDP.
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3.4, The Chairperson, CSMC and Secretary (HUPA) instructed that the
appraisal agencies should submit their appraisal reports in time, say within
15 days from the date of reccipt and must give fortnightly reports on the
proposals recetved, proposals appraised and those pending appraisal. Any
difficulty faced in completing the appraisal of projects should be brought
to the notice of the Mission Directorate promptly for taking remedial
action. She also said that there is an urgent necd to ensure tmely
completion of the projects already approved with utmost quality, She
requested the States/ULBs to draw up a plan of action for cach project
and inform the Mintstry the likely date of secking next installment and the
time required for completion. A detailed plan showing the dates of
sanction of cach project by CSMC/CSC, release of Central Share by
Ministty of Finance/Home Affairs, release of Central and State Shares by
State F'inance Department to the State Level Nodal Agency, release of
funds to the UL.B/Implementing Agency, floating of tender, issues of
wotk order, milestones of progress targeted such as foundation, lintcl,
roof, completion in all respects, occupation, cte., should be drawn up to
cnable the Ministry to understand the progress on ground. The central
level monitoring agency, namely BM'IPC, should gather all details during
State/city visits and bring forth issucs in implementation, if any, to the
nottce of the Minisiry, State/Ul” Governments,/Nodal Agencies/ ULLBs
may also bring to the notice of the Ministry issucs requiring intervention
promptly.  Sccretary  (HUPA) desired  thar States/ULBs, which  are
planning to avail of sccond or subsequent installment in the month of
March, 2009 may try to advance it to January by taking suitable measures
to ensure that projects do not get affected by any likely cut in the budgct
in the last quarter of the financial year. They may appreciate that delay in
telease of funds would lead to delay in the completion of projects and
undue burden on the poor beneficiaries who take loans to meet their own
contribution,

3.5, Reiterating the need for policy reforms, the Chairperson, CSMC and
Sceretary (HUPA) made it clear that the Central assistance for INNURM
projects has to be taken as an incentive for attracting State/ULB funding,
and directing State/ULB attention to the magnttude of the problems
facing cities and towns. ‘There is a special need to focus on the problems
of the urban poor and implement time-bound action plans for the
provision of basic amenitics and scrvices under the 7-Point Charter.
Central funding alone would not be sufficient to meet the challenges of
urbamization and urban poverty.  The task of augmenting the pace of
implementation of reforms along with the achicvement of targets under
the investment programmes taken up under INNURDM 15 of patamount
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importance. Ground level visibility of INNURM 1 critical. Spectal
attention needs to be pad O achicving  the Mid-Term Targets
communicated catlicr to State Chief Seereraries [vide DO. Letter No.N-
'l1027/42/2007—BSUP/jNNURM dated 8" August, 2007 from Secretary
(HUPA))

3.6, Scerctary (HUPA) urged Al the States/UTs to give prionty 1o
conducting socio-cconomic surveys before formulating projects. ‘This
would facilitate assessing the needs of the beneficiartes, especially for
schools, health centres and othet social /community facilitics. Basced on
the $OCIO-CCONOMIC SUTVEY, biometric identity cards should be issued to
the beneficiaries to ensure that they do not sell the dwelling units and
squat clsewhere. Seererary (1TUPA) suggested that 1t would be appropriate
f 2 uniform format is designed for biometric idendfication of slum
dwellers, leading to a uniform database across the country. DS
INNURM) would get a study conducted and put up the required

pt'op()snl.

4, The CSMC constdered the following pmposnls (bricf derails of the

Agenda are at Annexure-I1T):-

(1) Proposal for releasing 2nd /3 instatlment to 4 BSUP projects
in Surat, Gujarat;

(i1) Proposal for reimbursement of the cost of preparation of
DPR for 5 BSUP projects i Uttar Pradesh

clease of _ 2n4/3x installmenis

Gujarat

5.1, Deputy Secretaty (INNURM) bricfed the Commitiee  on the
proposals sceking release of 200 and 3 installment for 2 BSUP projects
cuch in Surat, Gujarat. e said that all the 4 projects have achicved mote
thatt the requisite 70% financial target and that all the pomts 10 the
relevant check lists have been complicd with. The projects arci-

(a) 27 installment

(1) Flousing for Urban Poor at Kosad (DPRJ\*’)_‘,

Gy Housing for utban poorat Kosad (Fl4-FI5) - DPRV;

N

(b) 3 installment

(1) Deraled Project Report for Slum Relocation at Surat (DPR-1)



(i1)  Housing for Urban Poor at Kosad (DPR-III), Surat Municipal
Corporation

Regarding the projeet titled “Detailed Project Report for Slum Relocation
at Sutat (DPR-1)7 it was observed that (i) there 1s slight modification in
the layout plan from what was approved by CSMC; and (i) work for
construction of 184 dwelling units has not yet been started.

5.2, The representative of the State of Gujatat made 2 presentation on
the progress of implementation of the projects in the State. He informed
the Committee that the State/ULB has achieved progress in the
implementation of reforms as per the timelines. Internal carmarking of
budget for the urban poor has been completed (20% of city/town budget
is carmarked for utban poor and incentive from State level is also
contemplated). In so far as carmarking 20-25% of developed land in all
the housing projects for FWS/TIG category is concerned, as per the
Town Planning Act of Gujarat, 10% land for the designated town
planning arca is reserved for KWS, which in practice translates into more
than 20% of developed land for housing being carmarked for the poor. Tt
was informed that the Surat Municipal Corporation is reserving 20% of
land for WS, He further informed the Committee that the 7-Point
Chacter s implemented in all the projects; tenure is initially piven on leasc,
tnsurance scheme is made available to labourers/unorganized sector
wotkers under welfare scheme of the Municipal Corporation of Surat and
vocational training is imparted to the urban poor as per the requirement
of the market.

5.3, The representative of the State of Gujarat informed the Committee
that in one project site local residents have raised some objection due to
which construction of 184 units under the project titled “Detailed Project
Reportt for Slum Relocation at Surat (DPR-1)” could not be started. It was
expected that the matter will be settled amicably/or construction started in
a suitable alternative site. Regarding change in the destgn and layout in the
satne project, the officer informed the Committee that the same have no
implication on the cost and the changes conform to the BSUP guidclines.

5.4, 'The Committee noted that the overall performance of the State of
Gujarat in implementing urban reforms and JNNURM projects is quite
satisfactory. ‘The Committee approved the proposals for release of 2073w
installments for 4 BSUP projects in Surat, Gujarat, subject to the

following condition:-
() Before the State/ULB comes up  with proposals  for
subscquent installments under BSUP and THSDP, the State
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should firm up the date by which the decision for reserving
0% of the land for urban poor will be translated 1nto
Notificagon/Regulaton. Tt should also furnish a certificate
indicating acrual percentage of land earmarked tor EWS/1IG
category in public and private housing projects, layouts, zonal
plans and master plans under the Town Planning Act of
(Gujarat.

Giy 3 installment for the project tutled “Detailed Project Project
for Sturn Relocation at Surat (DPR-T)7 was approved subject
i the condition that 4™ instaliment would be released after
settlement of dispute in respect of construction of 184 units.
If no sctdement was reached av the ume of sceking 4™ and
final installment for this project, the Central share for the
disputed housing units (housing + infrastructure) would be
deducted from the final installment; and

(i) L'he State/ULD should furnish a certificate to the appratsal
agency regarding changes made in the layout of the project
dtled “Detailed Project Project for Slum Relocation at Surat
(DPR-T). "The appratsal agency should cxamine the same to
check whether the changes conform to the BSUP guidclines
and that whether they have any cost implication. | f there was
any deviation, the same should be teported to the Central
Sanctioning and  Monitoring Comimittee  for appropriate

dectsion.

5.5. ‘the Chairperson, CSMC and  Secretary  (LTUPA} once agTain
emphasized that as the core of INNURM 1s arban secror reform, the State
Governments/ULBs must implement the reforms stipulated under the
Mission Guidelines as per the fimeiines agreed o in MOAs and any
deviation in the same should be addressed cxpcdi{immly. She also
ceiterated  that the projects sanctioned have o be exccuted as per
sanctioned DPR and any cscalation in costs would need to be borne by
the State/ULB.

56, The derails of 20 and 3+ installments ﬂppmvcd arc at Annexure-

IV.

Reimbursement of Cost of Preparation of DPRs

Uttar Pradesh

RE OsD UL\JI\IURM) madc a pl'cscnmti(m on the pmpnsni {or
reimbursement of cost of prcpamtiun of DPRs by GoUb. fle informed
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the Committee that HUDCO has appraised the proposal received from
the State of Uttar Pradesh seeking reimbursement of cost incurred for
preparation of DPRs by the Consultants for 1 BSUP project cach in
Lucknow, Mathura, Allahabad, Kanpur and Meerut. He further informed
that the proposals were in order,

0.2. The Committee approved the proposals for reimbursement of
the cost of DPRs prepared by Consultants for the BSUP projects in
lucknow, Mathura, Allahabad, Kanpur and Meerut, details of which are at
Annexure-V. Release of the fund will be made on receipt of
authenticated copy of the DPRs concerned in the Ministry.

7.1. OSD (JNNURM) informed the Committee that in order ro
spread the message about the implementation of BSUP and THSDP and
to create awareness among the masses and the targeted beneficiaries about
the programme, templates for print and clectronic media advertisements
would be brought out by the Ministry of Housing & Urban Poverty
AMleviagon,  Secretary (FIUPA) emphasized the need for consistent and
coherent slogans and themes,

7.2. The Committee was of the opinion that in a people-centric
programme like BSUP and THSDP under INNURM, there is a need to
generate greatet awareness amonyg; the targeted sections so that they
recetved what 15 intended for them by the Government. Any awarcness
campaign should have a national appeal and recall value. "I'he Committee
decided that the Ministry may, therefore, develop templates for print and
clectronic media campaign and pursuc the same directly as well as through
its PSUs and undertakings whose mandates complement  those  of
INNURM. The States /ULBs could bring out advettisements in vernacular
languages with local adaptation. ‘They should ensute that the local
adaptation does not deviate from the letter and spirit of the national
tempiates and the messages conveyed are oaly about the programme and
related policy advocacy.  ‘They should also ensure that all such media
campaign s 1n accordance with the rtelevant rules and regulations
appiicable. Cost of such campaign, in accordance with Government
approved rates, would be rembursed to the States/UILBs under TEHC
component of INNURM subject to limits fixed by CSMC. Proposals for
retmbursement of such expenditure will be submitted through TUDCO
which will put up the same to the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring
Committee for its considetation and approval of reimbursement through
Department of Fxpenditure, Ministry of Tinance ot Ministry of Home
Affairs, as the case may be.
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8 Concluding the meeting, the Chairperson of CSMC and Sccretary
(HUPA) said that cfforts should be madce by all stakeholders involved 1n
the implcmcmation of BSUP and IHSDP projects to ensurce that not only
the projects are implemented without time and cost overruns and with
utmost quality, appropuate policy reforms are taken at the State and local
levels to steer planned and inclusive urban development that places
people at the centre stage of urban policy. lior this, they should gear up
the INNURM implementation process by fixing milestones for progress,
undertaking  regular monitoring and developing State and caty Jevel
framewotks.  She urged  the representatives of States/UTs/ULBs/
pﬂmstamls/implcmcnting agcncics/appmiszﬂ ageneles Lo adhere to the
approved guidehines as well as undertake measures for the smooth
implementation of projects and reforms through monthly reviews 1o
cnsure thae the intended benefits reach the poor and deprived seCHons in

slums and low-income sertlements.
Q. ‘T'he mecting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chart.
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ANNEXURE-I

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE 43 MEETING OF CENTRAL
SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF BSUP HELD
UNDER THE CHAIRPERSONSHIP OF SECRETARY (HUPA) ON 26.11.2008

Ms. Kiran Dhingra, Secretary, .o.. in Chair
Ministry of Flousing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

Dr. P.K. Mohanty, Joint Sceretary (JNNURM) and Mission Director, Ministry of [TUPA
Shri Lalit Kapaur, Additional Director, Ministry of Lnvironment & forests

Shri 2.8, Negi, OSD (NN URM), Ministry of FIUPA

Shri Alkesh Sharma, National Project Coordinator, GOT-UNDD Project on Narional
Strategy for Urban Poor

shei VA Gupta, Deputy Financial Adviser, Ministey of Urban Development

Shrt Vivek Nangia, Deputy Secretary (INNURM), Ministry of FHIUPA

Shri Deena Nath, Deputy Director, Ministry of Finance

Shrt AL Vaidyanathan, Under Secretary (JNN URM), Ministry of TTUDA

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

1. Shti Mahesh Singh, Deputy Municipal Commissioner, Surat, Gujarat
2. Shri Chintamani, Director, Stare Urban Development Agency, Government of Urear

Pradesh, Lucknow

13. Dr. Shailesh Kumar Agrawal, Ixceutive Dircctor, BMTPC, New Delhi.

4. Shed 8.K. T'eipathi, Director (Corporate Planning), FIUDCO, New Delhi,
15. Ms. Radha Roy, Assistant Chicf, [TUDCO, New Delhi

L6, Shri AP, Tiwarl, AC (D), [TUDCO, New Delhi.

7. Shri Sudeep Das, Appraisal Officer, [HTUDCO, New Delhi

18. Shri Arun Rana, AO, HUDCO, Tucknow

19. Shrt Muley Anzu, Chief Officer, Latur Municipal Council, Mzharashra

20. Shri Jatin Rachi, Consultant, UMRIZD & MALKADPUR, Akola, Maharashtra

L. Shri Mahendra Dave, Consultant, Akola
22, Shri Ashok Dudani, Engineer, Muniepal Council, Achalpur, Maharashtra

23. Shet V. Chauhan, Junior Fngineer, Municipal Council, Achal hur, Maharashtr
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24, Shri Primbak K Dhengale Paril, Chief Officer, Ichalkaranji Municipal Council, Kolhapur,

Maharashtea
. Shri tlaval Prashant, Consultant, Kolhapue, Maharashtra
. Shri Ajit S. Bankar, Deputy C14L (INNURM), MITAIDA, Mumbai
- Shrt R Bohade, Assistant ngincer, METADA, Mumbai
- Shri Vijay, Team Leader, PMU, Gujarat Urban Development Mission, Gandhinagar
- Shri Uday Gajbhiye, Architeer, Municipal Councll, Tumsar, Maharashira
. Shirt M, Javachandran, Deputy Director, Ministry of TIUPA.
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ANNEXURE-II

IMPORTANT POINTS REGARDING FORMULATION AND
EXECUTION OF BSUP AND THSDP PROJECTS

o In case there is time constraint, a regular $OCLO-CCONOIMIC sutvey can
be prcccdcd by a rapid survey Sor identifying beneficiaries, thelr main and
subsidiary occupations, their edneational and skill profile apd felt-needs so as 1o
design appropriate social infrastructure for each project Willingness of the
beneficiaries should also be taken for any cehabilitation/ relocation
projects.

o Affordability of the utban poor should be kepr foremost 1n VIeW
while wortking out Beneficiary Contribution.  Overall construction
cost of the housing unit should be kept at a minitmum. The housing
component should generally e at least 50% of the total project cost
with a view to giving primacy to prc)visiun of shelter to the urban
poor exeept whete housing units have already been constructed/are
being constructed under VAMBAY or other 1WS scheme of
Central ot State Governments. turther, considering the difficulues
and special needs of the urban poor at some locations, clusters
having morc than 15 houstng units can lso be considered.

e liach project should be accompanied by a list of beneliciaries based
N SOCIO-CCONOIMIC SUTVEY and ULBs should go for bio-metric cards
and ensurce that houses ate allotted to properly tarpeted beneficiaries
and the p()ssibility of sale/misuse of housing units is avoided. The
list should be notified and placed in the website of the
UL/ NNURM.

e T'he layout plan must be sociatly cohesive and should facilitate social
\nteraction. lifforts may be made for providing at least 30% open
sPAces with 15% green area in the layouts and adequate soctal and
livelihoods infrastructure.

e Adcquate space must be provided (Lr cominunity activitics,
informal scctor markets, livelihood activities, pen for animals (1f
permitted and required), space to take cate of convergent scrvices
such as health, education and recreation conforming to the spectfic
needs of cach of the slum pockets and their beneficiaries,

o ‘I'hc houses proposed should have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
separate bathroom and latrine, individual waicr connection and
sewer conpection. Aspects such as storage space for keeping things
i rooms/kitchen, location of kitchen, location of toilet and
bathroom in the houses t© facilitate privacy, independent access
from both rooms to toilet and bathroom, leaving a small spacce for
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fitting exhaust fan in kitchen and toilet, balcony for drying clothes
cte., are some of the nuances 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 sector markets and  animal pens, etc. prepared and
compiled by HUDCO and BMIPC. The Toolkit published in this
regard may be referred to. :

* ‘The State authorities, in consultation with appraisal agencies, should
ensure that necessary clearances such as environmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) repulation clearance, land use
clearance, cte. are obtained. They should also ensure that necessary
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 cscalation in the project
cost 1s borne by the State Government/ULB concerned.  Lior
reducing escalation in the cost projects, the following option could
be excercised:-

) Putchasing materials (cement, steel, sanitary pipes, electrical
ttems) in bulk, wherever considered prudent and feasible with
a view to reducing cost;

i) lincouraging labour contribution from the beneficiatics under
the supervision of qualified personndl;

iy Bifurcatng  tendering  (between housing component  and
infrastructure  component) with a view to reductng  the
possibility of time and cost overruns; and '

tv)  Creating/using a revolving “Basic Services for Urban Poor
(BSUP) Lund” carmarked out of the municipal budget and
supplemented by other innovative measutes  like  cross-
subsidization for mecting cost escalation,

* Wherever informal sector markets are taken up as a part ot social
infrastructure, their operation on a ume-shattng basis by inhabitants
for enabling wider coverage of beneficiaries can be considered by
the ULB concerned.

* Adequate provision should be made for solid and hquid waste
disposal and digester technology could be adopted in place of dual-
ptts/septic tanks, wherever feasible.

* Road-side plantations with tree guards and green belts are advisable.
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o Responsibility of the technical specifications {adherence to State
PWD Code) and theit approval by the competent authority lies with
the ULBs/State Level Nodal Agency. ‘'he appraisal agencies must
ensure that technical specifications are duly approved by the
technically competent authority as per State Government Public
Works code.

e Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of
the Minorities: Aw wportant objective of the new prograrinie Is fo ensire
that the benefits of various government schenres for te snderprivileged reach the
disadvantaged sections of the prinority communifies. 10 this regard, carc
should be taken to take up clusters of minority beneficiaries to the
extent p()ssiblc. Wherever feasible, cefforts should be made to
allocate upto 15% of targers and outlays under BSUP and IFISDP
for the minoritics.  Stmilarly, priofity should be given  to
accommodate physically challenged beneficiaries.

e Capacity Building Activities: 1n the year 2006-07, the Ministry of
HUPA had released fund to the Sgate Governments for capacity
building  activitics including Rescarch  and  ‘Training towards
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projecis. Unless the States
submit utilisation certficates fot the funds released carlier, further
release of Central  Assistance would be held up, as utilisatton
certificates have to be furnished within 12 months from the date of
closure of the financial year to which financial sanction pertains,

o Status of Project Implementation: The States/ULBs should
present Quattetly Progress chorts/M(_mthly Progress Repotls as
per preseribed format, without fait to cnable the Minisity to repott
to Prime Minister’s Office in time. lfurthet, one page abstract on
the status of in’lplcmcnmti(m ol projects and reforms must be
presented betore presenting the details of project proposals in the
meelings of Central Sanctioning & Monitoring, Committee/Central
Sanctioning Committee.

o Setting up of PMU/PIA/PIU: The States/ULs should submit
pmposnls to the ofo OSD (JNNUR;\-’I) which will get the samce
appraised and bring up before the Central  Sanctioning &
Montoring Commitice/Central Sanctoning (ommittee.
Lransparent method  should be adopted in the sclection and
appotntment of pmfcssimmis n PMUs and  PIUs. Such
appointments should not be permanent in nature but only 1n terms
of short-term engagements. ‘The appointments should not be scen
as a place for parking the dead-wood. Ilach appomoment should be
based on prescribed terms of reference and the deliverables should
be measured. Vartous acovitics, tasks and outcomes have to e
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clearly spelt out in the TORs. States/UILBs should exercise utmost
caution in making such appointments on a contract basis, The
States/ULBs should try and ensure minimum expenditure by
sclecting/appointing professionals at an appropriate fee rather than
tmmediately opting for the maximum amount indicated by the
Centre. However, the calibre of such professionals should be of a
rcasonably high level. If need be, qualificd  persons  from
Central/State Government/UILBs  could be  raken 1n
PMU/PIA/PIU on deputation. The personnel with PMUs/P1Us
should work in tandem/collaboration with the State Tevel Nodal
Agencey / UlBs.

Fees for Preparation of DPRs: The States should submit
proposals to the concetned Appraisal Agency which had appraised
the projects. The Appraisal Agency has a crucial tole in examining
the claim  with particular reference to the various stages  of
improvement and modifications that were brought out in the DPRs
before they were finally approved by the Central Sanctioning and
Monttoring  Committee/Central Sanctioning  Committee.  The
Apprasal Agency should submit proposals to the Ministry for
teleastng Central Assistance towards the cost of preparation of
DPRs (both in the case of DPRs ptepared by tn-house personnel as
well as by consultants).  These will be considered by the Central
Sanctioning  and  Monitoring  Committee,  Aftor approval,
tccommendation will be sent to the Ministry of l"inancc/Ministry of
Flome Affairs for teleasing Central Assistance out of the ACA
allocation for the particular State/Ul" in the case of projects
prepated by consultants. The Central Assistance for DPRs prepated
through in-house personnel of the States would be released from
out of the 1% JINNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of FIUPA
as deaided in the Centeal Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee
/Central Sanctioning Committee meetings carlier.

Community Development Network (CDN): "The States / Ul
should priotitise and pet necessary approval from SESC/STCC o
the  proposals  concerning Community Development Network
(CDON) so as to scck Community Participation Lund. Such
proposals reecived in the Ministry of HUPA will be appraised by a
team working under the GOI-UNDP Project on National Strategy
for  Urban  Poor  coordinated by ~the National Project
Coordinator/Deputy Sccretary JNNURM). ‘the reports will then
be placed before the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commirtee,
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Community Development Networks  involving Neighbourhood
Groups,  Neighbourhe yod  Committees  and  Comm untty
Development Societics should be promoted so that the dynamics of
the CDN lead to fraternity in the neighbourhoods and the 1ssues of
alicnation of all sotts are climinated.  CDN should work towards
better inter- and intra- relaoonships in colonics to get over the
dividing forces. ‘This will strengthen a fecling of solidarity among
the residents.

Third Party Inspection and Monitoting (TPIM) mechanism:
‘[PIM should be insaruted to bring transparency and quality in the
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects. The Ministry 1s
riving necessary assistance to the States for TPIM. T'oolkit has been
prepared and communicated to the State Governments.

Quality of Projects: Housing for the poor does not mean poot
quality housmg, Utmost emphasis must be grven to the quality of
houses for the poor. A vector-free atmosphere and healthy living
cnvironment should be ensured in the housing projects under
BSUP/THSDP.

Socio-economic Survey: No  ctforts should  be  spared  for
conducting socio-cconomic  surveys  of notential beneficiaries
including preparation of bio-metric cards.  Such surveys should
cover housing, health, cducational and livelthood profiles of the
utban poot. ‘The surveys would assist in designing  good
BSUP/IFISDP projects by taking into account important aspects
such as dependency load in the existing schools, capacity of
hospitals  for in- and out-patients, need  for mult-purposc
community centres including livelihood centre and informal sector
markets.  [HUDCO and BMTPC have developed ovod designs af houses,
colowies and various lypes of social infraitricliure Jactlities which conld e
appropriately used while, Jormulating project propasals. 1 Toolkil bas also been
published.

City Poverty Reduction Strategy Report. 'The city of Raikot
(Gujarat) has brought outa City Poverty Reduction Strategy Report.
Oyther cities/ towns may bring out similar repotts.

Convergence of Health, Education and Social Security: 1t1s
necessaty Lo Integrate Provisions of Health, Fducation and Social
Sceurity with Hlousing for the Poor to enable them to lead a better
guality of life. "The Utban J.ocal Bodies and State Governments
have a critical tole to play to ensure propet convergenet of facilities
under the already available schemes for cducation, health and social
securtty implcmcmcd through different dcpnttmcnts/ﬁclds. I'he
projects should list out the deficiencies in terms of access Lo school,
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primary health centre, provision of social welfare measures so that
tmely remedial measures in accordance with the SOCLO-CConomic
sutvey can be taken up. Provision of adequate infrastructure for
school and health care should be taken at the formulation of the
project itself. A\ mere statement that adequatc  number of
schools/health centres is available in the vicinity of the proposed
housing colony would not be sufficient. The State/UI.B/
implementing agency should certify that such facilities available in
the vicinity are also accessible to the slum dwellers. Similarly proper
convergence of schemes in the realm of social security such as old
age pension, health insurance, matetnity benefit scheme, ete. should

be accessed to benefit the urban poor sclected under INNURM.

Projects for in-situ development: States should come up with
projects for in-situ development with good lay-outs and type
designs. ‘T'he emphasis should be to provide a better and supportive
atmosphere for living and working. “I'he in-situ development should
not end up with creation of another cluster of houses without
access to water, santtation and social infrastructure,

Sense of belongingness: 1o create a sense of belongingness, the
slums may be named in consultadon with the intended benceficiaries.
Provision of a low cost enclosure around open spaces n the slum
pocket being covered under BSUP/THSDP could be considercd by
States/ULBs, if the cost is not prohibitive,

Three key reforms core to the urban poor:  Spccial attention
should be paid for the implementation of the three key reforms
stipulated under INNURM that are critical to the urban poor: (1)
internal carmarking within local body budgets for basic scrvices to
the urban poor; (i) provision of basic services including  the
implementation of 7-Point Charter in accordance with agreed
timelines; (iii) carmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in all
housing projects (both public and ptivate agenctes) for [WS/1.1G
category with a system of cross subsidization,

The poor are squeezed out of the urban land market and the 1ssuce
of land for housing the poor and informal sector activities and
secutity of land tenure must be accorded top-most priority by the
State Governments and UT,Bs.
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BSUP
39 [nstatlment

City /State - Surat / Gujarat
Project Title . Housing for Urban Poor at Kosad (H1) (DPR-I1})
Financial Assessment (Rs. lakhs)

1. | CSMC Approval 6" CSMC/ 28-11-2006 ]

2. Total Project Cost 7203.34

3. Central Share 3428.568 -

4, State/ ULB share (Excluding 3428.568

A&OE, Contingency etc) |
dug released utiized %utilized
vis-a-vis
Tdue release |
5 Central share (19 +2™ 171428 | 171428 | 171428  100% 100%
Installment)

8. State/ ULB Share (Excluding 171428 | 3163.99 | 3163.99 | 184.57% 100%
i Ben. contribution) [ A N RPN SR
7. TOTAL T | Tamss | 4p7a27 | 4ve2v | 14228% | 100%

8. Amount sought I L

9. Recommended release as Rs.857.14 lakhs

3" installment |
Physical Progress
Parameter Housing Infrastructure

1 Sanctioned 5280 0|
2 Tender Floated o 5280 0

3 Work order Issued 5280 0

4 Work started o 5280 I

5 Upto 25% completed 5280 0

B 25-50% completed 1680 --

7 More than 50% completed 38001 ]

8 Fully completed -- -

9 Occupied o -- ]

Reforms Status (Pro-poor Reforms)

1.{a) Internal Earmarking of

(b)Constitution of Basic
Services to Urban Poor
Fund

Funds for Urban Poor

Turban poor ]

Achieved- 20% of budget earmarked for urban poor

5 Basic Services to Urban
poor

Nil

Water Supply - 78%

Sanitation - 84%

Solid waste Mgt -97%

Primary education - 75%

Health care - 90% ]

3.Earmarking at least 20-
25% of developed land in
housing projects for the

. pocr

190% of reserved land for EWS. SMC has acquired further

Achieved. As per T.P. Act of Gujarat 10% of reserved land is
reserved for EWS. However, SMC are to reserve approx.

land for the construction of EWS
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f BSUP 7
2nd Installment ]

- City /State : Surat / Gujarat
Project Titl - Housing for Urban Poor at Kosad (H2-H3) (DPR-IV)
Financial Assessment (Rs.lakhs)
CSMC Approval 6" CSMC/28-11-2006 B

2. | Total Project Cost 9149.72

Central Share 4354.88

4. | State/ ULB share 4354 .89
(Excluding

A&OE,Contingency etc

released utilised Y%utiiised
Vis-a-vis
due

108872 | f00% |~ ~To0%
n State/ ULB Share | 1088.73 | 114176 | 114176 | 10487% 100%
Excluding Ben. contribution ,' i
7. | TOTAL 2177.45 | 223048 | 223048 | 102.44% 100%
Amount sought 1678.29 | r

Recommended release | Rs. 1088.72 lakhs '
as 2" installment

Physicai Progress

Parameter Infrastructure
Sanctioned _ 6768
Tender Floated 6768

1
2
3 | Work order Issued
4 Work started o
5 | Upto25% completed
6
7
18
9

25-50% completed
Mare than 50% completed
Fully compieted

. Occupied _

Reforms Status (Pro-poor Reforms);
1.(a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for

' Urban Poor _ ] |
(b)Constitution of Basic Services to

| Urban Poor Fund )
2. Basic Services to Urban poor Water Supply - 78% !
Sanitation - 84% |
Solid waste Mgt - 97% j
Primary education - 75% |
. Health care - 90% _’

Achieved. As per T.P. Act of Gujarat 10% of j
reserved land is reserved for EWS However, SMC J
are to reserve approx. 20% of reserved land is

reserved for EWS.

i 3.Earmarking at least 20-25% of
I developed land in housing
projects for the poor

]
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BSUP
ond Installment -

City /State - Surat / Gujarat
Project Title : Housing for Urban Poor at Kosad (H4-H5)DPR-V)
Financial Assessment (Rs.lakhs)
1 [ CSMC Approval __ [8" CSMC/2912-2006 . —
2. Total Project Cost \oss7e4
'3.__| Central Share ~ |470870
4. State/ ULB share (Exciuding 4705.71
A&OE Contingency etc) -
due released utilised Putilised
| VIS-a-viIs
| | cue release
5 | Central share - | 117643 | 117643 | 1176.43 T 7100% | 100% |
5| State/ ULB Share (Exduding | 117643 | 21210 108602 | 92.48% | 89.76% |
Ben. contribution) - o
7. TOTAL 935286 | 2388.53 | 226445 | 96.24% | 94.80%
8 Amount sought | 181344 ]
9. Recommended release as Rs.1176.43 lakhs
| 2™ nstalment [
___Physical Progress e
Parameter Housing Infrastructure |
17| Sanctioned - 7392 0
2 Tender Fioated T e 0]
3 Work orderlssued | 7392y 0O
4 Work started B 7392 0
5 Upto 25% completed 792
€ | 2550% completed S
7 | More than 50% completed R S
'8 | Fullycompleted | S
| 9 | Occupied IR B - o]
Reforms Status (Pro-poor Reforms) S -
1.(a) Internal Earmarking of Achieved- 20% of budget earmarked for urban
Funds for Urban Poor poor
(b)Constitution of Basic | Nil
Services to Urban Poor i
Fund [ (U .
2. Basic Services to Urban | Water Supply -78%
poor | Sanitation - 84%
i Solid waste Mgt -97%
Primary education - 75%
Health care - 90% o

3.Earmarking at least 20-25% Achieved. As per T.P. Act of Gujarat 10% of
of developed land in housing reserved land is reserved for EWS However,
projects for the poor SMC are ‘o reserve approx. 20% of reserved land
is reserved for EWS.

]



A‘TU NGx*lﬁ
BSUP
3 Installment

TARLE 4 b EvpA

City /State
Project Title

- Surat / Gujarat
: Housing for Urban Poor at 20 various locations (DPR-1)

Financial Assessment

CSMC Approval
Total Project Cost

Central Share

4, State/ ULB share {Excluding
A&OQE, Contingency etc

| Centrai share (15 +5 o

Installment

IS

4 (Rs. lakhs)
5" CSMC/11-10-2006 _ J
6274.12 | ]
3137.06 *r
3137.06 |
| due utilized %utilized '”!
Vis-a-vis |
due release |
1568.54 | 1568 54 | 1568.54 | 100% 100%
1568.54 | 222020 | “ 222020 | 141559 100% f

State/ ULB Share (Excluding

Ben. contribution)
TOTAL

| 8. Amount sought
9. Recommended release as
L | 3™ installment

.‘“‘".G" o,

Physical Progress

Parameter
Sanctioned
Tender Floated

Work order Issyed

Upto 25% completed
25-50% completed

More than 50% completed
Fully completed
Qccupied

3
4
5
6
7
8
9

Funds for Urban Poor

Work started

|
120.77% | 100%

3137.08 3788.74

1097.97
Rs.784.27 lakhs

3778.74

I

Infrastructure
T

Reforms Status Pro-poor Reforms)
1.(a) Internal Earmarking of | Achieved- 20%

of budget earmarked for urban poor

(b)Constitution of Basic Nil o }
Services to Urban Poor r
Fund . L

2. Basic Services to Urban Water Supply - 78% /

poor Sanitation - 84%

Solid waste Mgt -97%
Primary education - 759 '
Health care - 90%

3.Earmarking at least 20-
25% of developed fand in
housing projects for the 20%

_ fand

Achieved. As per T.P. Act of Gujarat 10%
reserved for EWS. However, SMC are to reserve approx.
of reserved fand for EWS. SMC has
for the construction of EWS

of reserved land is ’
l

acquired further

N

2. y
9”@

Lo MJ'?/K



Agenda :-

state Urban Development

-~ a -
JARNTUELY 1 Lomkz]

Y

Appraisal of claims of DPR preparation charges in respect of
5 BSUP schemes of Uttar Pradesh (Lucknow, Mathura,

Allahabad, Karnpur & Meerut)

Agency, UP has submitted proposal for

reimbursement of fees for preparation of DPR in prescribed proforma duly

signed by them.

M/s Shristi Urban Infrastructure Lid.

(SUIL) was appointed for preparation of

BSUP schemes of Lucknow, Mathura, Allahabad & Meerut approved in the
g csMC meeting held on 29.12.2006 and Kanpur approved in the 9™ cSMC

meeting held on 2.2.2007. The details are given below:
L (Rs in lacs)
S.No [Name of | Approved |‘n—r Project] DPRprep. Admissible]  Amount Balance
City meeting / Cost| Charges to| amount (2% already| DPR prep.
date approved| be paid to of PC or Rs|released by Charges
the 75 lacs) the| requested
Consultant Ministry {(6-7}
(1) {2) (3) (4) {5) (&) 7 (8)
1 |Lucknow 8th CSMC / 3252.65 54.3% 54.39 1.50 52.85
29.12.2006
2 [Mathura 8th CSMC / 457.79 7.65 7.65 0.91 6.74
29.12.2006
3 {Allahabad 8th CSMC/ 333.59 5.58 .58 0.67 491
29,12.2006
4 |Kanpur 9th CSMC / 885.27 14.80 14.80 1.50 13.30
02.02.2007
5 |Meerut 8th CSMC/ 3283.57 54.91 54.91 1.50 53.41
29.12.2006 B
Iﬁ 137.33 137.33 6.08 131.25

Note . The actual DPR preparation charges {
are inclusive of service tax @ 12.24% (S.Tax prevailing a

As per the above table, the amount reque
131.25 lacs for all the five projects,
Re 137.33 lacs, since Rs 6.08 lacs has alread

out of total DPR prep

through the funds released by the Ministry earlier.

)

Col. 5} is 1.49% of the Project Cost. The figures
¢ that the time of roising bill},

sted for total reimbursement is Rs
aration charges of
y been paid to the Consultant




Annexure-IV

to the minures of $3ed CSAIC (BsL!
(Rs. in lakh)

% of
State Share Amouat \.ﬁvnﬂ_«nmqamo_. amount
2 approved release as 27/3 approved
nm Total {excluding Central share so far released Amount of Amount of] Amount of installment of ACA tor the total
central A&OE, Central State+ State+ Central
Name of Name of share | contingeney, ™ ame share “oof | ULB share|ULB sharc aof 2 3" sharc
city Project Approved etc) installment | installment| Total utilised | urilisation | released utilised | utilisation | installmemt installment | approved
Detatled
Project Report
for Slum
Relocation ar
m Surat {DPR-I) 3137.06 3137.06 784.27 784.27( 1568.53 1568.54 1.000 2220200 222020 1.00 0.00 784.27 25.00%
2| Surat
S Housing for
Urban Poor at
Kosad (DPR-
1), Surat
Municipal
Corporadon 3428.57 3428.56 837.14 857.14( 1714.28 1714.28 1.007 487827 487827 1.00 857.14 25.00%




Annexure-IV
to the munures of $3cd CRMIBSUP)
Rs. in lakh)

G\.- m.
A approved e
State Sharc Amount aﬂzw_«gr&a o amount
) release as 27 /3 ) .
u approved . approved
mm Total (excluding Central share so fac released Amount of Amount off Amount of| instatlment of ACA to the total
central A&OE, Central Statet Statet Central
Name of Name of share | comtingency, I 2 share %af | ULB share| ULB share *of 2 3" share
city Project Approved cte) installment | installment] Total utilised | utilisation | released utilised | utilisation | instaliment| installment approved
i Tousing for
Urban Poor ar
~osad (IDPR- ‘
.,..m IV, Surar ..
mu Syrat | Municipal
O Corporation 435458 4354.89 1083.%2 0.00| 1088.72] 108872 100]  114L706p 114156 1.04 1088.72 n.0a 25007
[ lousing for
urban poor at
Kaosad (HA-H3)
- DPRY 470571 170571 1176.45 Q000 117645 117643 1.00 121210 1068.02 0.0 117643 000
Total] 15626.22 15626.22 3006.56]  1641.41] 5547.96] 3547.97 _ 9452.33]  9328.23 3000 2265.15 1641.41]
Total 2nd instalment approved 2265.15
Toral 3rd instalment approved 164141

and Total of 2nd and 3rd instalment approy 3906.56

Note:- 3rd installment for the project titled “Detailed Project Project for Slum Relocation at Surat (DPR-I)” was approved subject to
the condition that 4th installment would be released after settlement of dispute in respect of construction of 184 units. If no
settlement was reached at the time of seeking 4th and final installment for this project, the Central share for the disputed housing
units (housing + infrastructure) would be deducted from the final installment.

YL,
@@/@



DPR PREPARATION CHARG

ES IN RESPECT OF 1 BSUP PROJECT EACH FOR LUCKNOW, MATHUR

IN UTTAR PRADESH

Annexure-V

to the Minutes of 43rd CSMC (BSUP)

A, ALLAHABAD, MEERUT AND KANPUR

(Rs. In lakh)
—
Amount eatlier released
Admissible by Ministry of HUPA
amount (2% of | Amount vide sanction letter Amount approved
Number/ date Total the PC or 75 claimed No.G-20011/11/ for release by
SL | Name of of CSMC | project cost |lakhs which ever by the |2006/BSUP/ INNURM Department of
No.| the City Name of the BSUP Project Meeting approved is minimum) State dated 28.3.2007 Expenditure
&) (2) (3) *) &) 6) ) (&) )
Integrated Rehabilitation Project for Urban
Poor staying in slums in Lucknow under  (8th CsMC/
1 1 Lucknow |BSUP 29.12.2006 3232.65 65.05 54.39 1.50 52.89
Integrated Rehabilitation Project for the
Urban Poor staving in slums in Mathura |8tk CSMC/
2 | Mathura |under BSUP 29.12.2006 457.79 9.16 763 0.92 6.73
Integrated Rehabilitation Project for the
Urban Poor staving in slums in Allahabad  |Sth CSMC/
3 | Allahabad [under BSUP 29.12.2006 333.59 6.G7 5.58 0.67 4.91
Integrated Upgradaton & Housing Project
for the Utban Poor in 5 slums {Tarapur,
Shyam Nagar, Zakir Coleny, Jaibhim
Nagar & Lakhipura) in Meerut under 8th CSMC/
4 Meerut  [BSUP 29.12.2006 3283.57 G3.67 5491 1.50 53.41
Integrated Rehabilitation Project for the
Utzban Poor staving in shums in Kanpur 9th CSMC/
> | Kanpur [under BSUP 2.2.2007 885.27 1771 14.80 1.50 13.30
TOTAL §212.87 164.26 137.33 6.09 131.24

Note:- Recommendation for release of the approved amo

in the Ministry

.

unt will be made on receipt of authenticated copy of the DPR
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