REGISTERED POST/BY HAND

No.N-1 I026/2/2{)08/BSUI’/\JNNL"RM Vol XV
Government of India
Mintstry of FHlousing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

Room No. 201, (§ Wing
New Delhi, dated 27 December, 2608

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

The undersigned is divected to enclose herewitly a copy of the minutes of the (4™ mecting
ot the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee of Ministry of Fousing and Urban
Poverty Alleviation held on 10" December, 2008 under the Chairmanship of Sceretary (HUPA)
to consider and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poor
(BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Rencwal Mission {(INNURM).

2, The appraisal agencics (i.c. [TUDCO, BMTPC) are requested to convey the decisions of
the Cenitral Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee to all the State implementing agencies/nodal
agencies for BSUDP and HTSDP o take appropriate follow up action as per the minutes of the

meeling,
3 A copy of the minutes is forwarded 1o the Secretarics in-charge of BSUDP and I1ISDP in

.

M. Jayachandran)
Deputy Director (BSUD)
Telephone 011-2306 1519

the States/ U with a request to take further follow up action.

Encl: Minutes of the meeting

To

Members of the CSMC as follows:

The Scerctary, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New [Delhi

The Seeretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Fxpenditure, New Delhi.

The Principal Adviser {(LIUD), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhavan, New Delhi,

The Seeretary, Ministry of nvironment and Dorests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex,
Ledht Road, New Delhi,

5. The Secrelary, Ministry of Soctal Justice and Lmpowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.

0. The Secretary, Ministry of ealth and Family Weltare, Nicman Bhavan, New Delhi,

e S

7. The Seeretary, Department of School Tducation & Literacy, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi
8. The Joint Secretary and [0\, Ministry of Urhan Development and Ministry of FILPA,

New Delli.
9. "The Chicf Planocr, Town and Country Planning Otpanisation (TCPOY, LD, Lsete,
New Delhi.
1O, The Adviser, CPTIIEO, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavar, New Delhi.
L1 "Phe G, Housing and Urban Development Corporation Lrd., [HIDCO Bhavan, India
tlabitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi,
L2 The joint Sceretary (INNURAM)/Mission Director, Ministry of Housing and {rban
Poverty Alleviaton, New Delhi — Metnber-Secretary

Capy to the concerned officers in tespect of projects considered in the meceting:-

5. sShri Chintamani, Dircctor, SUDA, Government of Utar Pradesh, 10-Ashok Marg,
Navchetna Kendra, Lucknow
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Urbar Development &

The Commissioner & Sccretaty,

5 Sl Senthil Kumar. P, Director of Municipal

Chennal

1 [he Managing Director, APUTTDE, O /o -in-C, Public ilealth, A C. €

Copy to the Secretaries in charge of B
Intagmted Housing & Slum De Development .
‘I'he Principal Secretary,

Municipal Administration Department

CGovernment of Andhra Pradesh,

I Block Secretariat
yduﬂmd - 500 0oz

Lhe Sceretaty,’

Municipal Administration anrlmmr

Covernment of Andhra Pradesh,

T.-Block Secretaciat,

l-[ydcrlﬂbﬂd—S()O 002,

U Department,
CGovernment of-Assam,-
Assam Secretaria,

Digpur,
Guwahati 781 O 06. PPatna.,
lhu [\ddlll(-)lilllg‘crctmy & Duutor o _17}1;‘;(,El;l__lr}Z[h)_\lull;yi_ ot T

(1L DA), . =

Uthaa Development Jepartment,
Covernment of Bihar,

Vikash Dhawan,

Pattra -
1he SLLrLI‘uy

Urban Administration & Development
Departinent,

Covernment of Chhattishgath,

Rooiri NO 316, DKS [3liawan,
M,mtm]_ﬂ Raiput - 492 (01 7
The Principal Hc(-rc-l'uy( JD) & H()ll\ll\?i |
Crovernment of Gujarat,

Block No, 14 9" Floor,

New Sachivalaya,

CGandhinagar-382 010,

The C omml\.amm © & Seurcts uy,

e )mlﬂcnt of Urhan Development,

Covennent of
S0 20 Se. T,
(001 T

laryana,

C hqmlig’u

The Principal Sceretary,

Urban Development & Tourism,
Government of A runachal Praclesh,
Civil Secretariat,

[lanagat.

“{he Secrerary,
[Jrban Development Department,
Ciovernment of Bihar,
Vikash Bhawan,
New Sceretariat,

Govesment of Bihar
Sachivalaya
Patna — 200 015

Te Seerctary(t [;)U;ng.)_
Government of Goa,
Secretariat Annexe,
G THouse,

Panaji- 403 N

The Chief 1 xeculive ()f{mr

Ciujarar (Irhan Developmoent Misston,
GMED
Gandhinagar — 382 o, -

“The Seerctary (U1, B
Clovernment of | frnachal
Shimila -

\(_llﬂi"llﬁ[l atl IOLI Clovernn et Uf '{lﬂll NAdi,

Suards, Hy ‘derabad

asic Services to the Urban Poot (BSUP) and
t Programme ( (IHSDP) in the States/UTs -
[ The Pnnctpﬁl Scerelary,
[Tousing Department,
Covernment of Andhra Pradesh,
[ Block, A.P. Secrerariat,
Hydcmbnd — 500 002

Huilding, Scotot- 1OA,
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171002




_Fl‘hc Secretary,
' Mousing and UD Department,
Government of Jammu & Kashmir,

New Secretariat, Srinagar

The Principal Sectetary (Housing),
Government of Himachal Pradesh,
Shimla — 171 002

|

‘The Director, _
| Urban Local Bodies
Government of Jammu & Kzhsmir,
151-A/D, Gandhi Nagar,

I Jammu.

The Sccretary

Utban Development Department,
Government of JTharkhand,
Ranchi -834 004,

‘The Secretary (Fousing)
Government of Tharkhand,
Project Building, Dhurwa,
Ranchi-B834004

The Principal Secretary (Housing)
Government of Karnataka,.
Room No.213,

2" Floor, Vikas Sauda
Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Road, Bangalore-560 001

"The Principal Secretary to Government
UD Department,

Government of Karnataka

Room No.436,

4" Floor, Vikas Sauda

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Road

Bangalore 560 001

The Secretary (Housing),
Government of Kerala,
Secretariat,

Thiruvanan thapuram — 695 001

E

The Principal Secretary, _
Local Self Government Drepartment
Government of Kerzla
‘Thiruvananthapuram - 695 001

The Secretary |

Local Self Government,
Government of Kerala,
Thiravananthapuram-695 001

N

"The Exccutive Director

IKudumbashree

State Poverty Ciradication Mission
Government of Kerala

2™ Floor, TRTDA Building,

Chalakuzhy Road, Medical College (PO,
’l'hiruvsumnthﬂpuram 0695 011.

The Principal Secretary, :
Urban Administration and Development
Department,

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya,

Bhopal - 462 032

The Principal Sceretary (Housing &
Finvironment),

Covernment of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya, Ballabh Bhavan,
Bhopal - 462 032

The Commissioner, .

Urban Administration & Development,
Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Nagar Palika Bhavan, Shivaji Nagar
Bhopal -462 016

The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of Maharashtra,
Room Ne.425, 4" floor
Mantraalaya, Mumbai-400 032

The Principal Secretary (Flousing),
Government of Maharashtra,
Room No.268,

2" Floot, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-400 032

| Commissioner & Secretaty,
Urban Affairs & Housing,
Government of Meghalaya,
Main Sccretariat Building

l Shillong-793 001

|

The Secretary,

Housing, UD & Municipal Administration,
Government of Manipur,

Chief Secrctariat,

Imphal -795 001

N
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['he Commissionet & Secretary,

|
\

Department
Crovernment of Mizoram,
Civil Secretariat,
| Atzival-796 001
[ I
Fﬂ?@ﬁiﬁﬁc’?& Secretary, Works &
l Housing, ' '
| Government ofNagalﬂnd
I\ Kohima — 797 001

The Principal Sceretary(1.8G)
Gavernment of Punjab
Mini Sccretariat
Seeror-9,
Chandigarh 160 001

. ——

‘I'he Principal Sccretary,
UDLT & L3G Department,
| Government of Rajasthan
Room No. 29, Maia Building,
Scerctariat, Jaipur

[

“The Secretary, :
| Department of UD & flousing,
Government ol Sikkim,
NEI3LA, :
Gangtok — 737 101

“I'he Sccretary,

I Municipal Administration & Water supply,
Government of Tamil Nadu,

6" Vloor, Fizhilagam Anncexe,

Chepauls, Chennai— 600 009

.
The Principal Secretary (UD & MA}
Covernment of Uteat Pradesh,
Room No.825,
g flowr, Bapu Bhawan,
_I_,u_ckmm: 226 001
e Director,
SULA,
Government of Ut
Naveherna Kendra,
10, Ashole Marg,
Lucknow.
I'he Project Director UNNURM),
| Urban Development Directorate,
! Government of Urtarakhand,
' 43/6, Mata Mandir Marg,
) Dharampur,

LDch mdgn_—ﬁﬂ%ﬂ()l -

| tar Pradesh,

—_—

Utban Development & Poverty Alleviation

The Principal Secretary,
Urban Development Department,
Government of Nagaland,

| Kohima - 797 001

R I
The Principal Secretary {Housing & UL,

Government of Orissa,
| Orissa Secretariat,

Bhubaneswar - 751001

The Secretary ([Housing & Vi3]
Government of Punjab,

Room No.419, Mini Sceretariat, Sector-9
Chandigarh 160 001

e ————————

The Sccrct.urymf—
i ocal Self Government Deparunent,
Government of Rajasthan,

Room No.39, $SO Building,
Gaovernment Sccretariat

Jaipur 302 005.

I R
The Secretary (1 fousing & Uy,
Government of T'amil Nadu,
Fort St. George, Sceretariat,
Chennai —600 009

| "T'he Sccretary (UD);—
Government of Tripura
Civil Secretariat,

Pt. Nchru Complex,
Agartala-799 001

e ———

‘The Principal Sceretary {[Tousing),
Crovernment of Uttar Pradesh,
325 Bapu Bhavan,

Lucknow — 226 001

. R —
The Principal Sceretary (U,
Government of Uttarakhand,

Uttarakhand Secretariat,
4 B, Subhash Road
DEHRADUN — 248 G011




The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of West Bengal,
Nagarayan IDF-8, Sectorl,
Bldhqnmgar A
Kolkata 700 064

The Secretary (UD & Housing),
Chandigarh Administration,
UT Secretariat, Sector- 9,
Chandigarh-160 001

The. Secretary (Housmg)
Government of Puducherry,
Chief Secretariat,. _
Puducherry-605 001 . .

The Secretary,

Local Administration Department
Government of Puducherry, '
Chief Secretariat,

Puducherry-605 001

"The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of NCT of Delhj,
9" Floor, C Wing,: -

Delhi Secretariat, IP Tsmte New Delhi.

The Additional Secretary (UD),
Government of NCT of Delhi,
Delhi Secretariat, IP Estate,
New Delhi-110 002

The Commissioner & Secretary,
(Relief & Rehabilitation), -

UT of Andaman & Nicobar Iqlﬂnds
Secretariat, :
Port Blair ~744 101

The Secretary (Housing & UD),
UT of Daman & Diu, - -
Secretariat,

Moti Daman-396 220

The Secretary (Housing & UD)

The Chief Town Planner,

Ut of Dadea & ng’lr Flaveli,
Secretariat, ‘
Silvassa-396 220

]

Town & Country Planning Department,
UT Administration of Dadra & Nagar
Haveli, 2" Floor, Secretatiat,

levaqq - 396 230.

Copy to:

1.

GoA e

16.

17.71
18.

19

20.
" Lodhi Road, New Delhi 110 003,

21.

Cdpy to:- Gunrd folder or; jNNUR_M

The Joint Sccretary to Fon’ble Prime Minister {Kind attention Shri R. Gop'\l'lklishnnn),
PMO, South Block, New Delhi. '
PS to Hon’ble Minister (IHUPA)

Se. PPS to Secretary (FIUPA)

Joint Secretary (I), Ministry of HHUPA

The Joint Secretary (PP), Ministry of Minority  Affairs, Room No.1125, 11" Tloor,
Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

The Joint Secretary (UT), Ministry of Home A ffairs, North Block, New Defhi

Director (UPA}, Ministry of HUPA

OSD (]NNURM) Ministry of HUDPA,

Director (Administration), Ministry of FIUPA

- DSINNURM), Ministry of HUPA

. US(INNURM), Ministry of FIUPA

. DDPPC), NBO, Ministry of HHUPA

- DD(Data & MIS), NBO, Ministry of [TUPA
DI (NRC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA.

. SO (IHSDP), Ministry of HUPA

Mcnimrmg Cell NNURM), Ministty of HUPA ,
he CMD,; NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Road , New Delni-110003"

'The CMD, HPL, Jangpura, New Delhi-110014

The Lxecutive Director, BMTPC, Core 5 A, First Floor, India Flal Jl['l[ Centre, Lodhi Road,

New Delhi-110 003

The Director (Corpomtc Planning}, HUDCO, “HUDCO thvqn” In(lm Ihbmt (cnrre

The Director, Indian Institute of'Iechnologv Roorkee, Roorkr—:e Uttqquhmd 247 667

1. Jayachandran)

Deputy Director (BSUP}



MINUTES OF THE 4478 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, 10t December, 2008

‘The 44" meeting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoting
Committee (CMSC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission
(INNURM) was held under the Chairpersonship of Sceretary, Ministry of
Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation in New Delhi on 10" December,
2008, The list of participants 1s at Annexuse — L

2.1 Joint Sccretary & Mission Director  JNNURM; welcomed
Chairperson and Members of CSMC. Fmphasizing the importance and
the use of web-enabled [INNURM Online Tracking System, he requested
all the States to make full use of the e-tool.  Fle said that the system,
developed by the Centre for Good Governance (CGG), FHydcrabad has
already been used by the States of Andbra Pradesh and Gujarat who have
found the same uscful and in order. He requested other States/Ul's to
contact the JNN ('RM Mission Directorate of the Ministry in casc there is
any difficulty ot problem in its usc. The CGG, Hyderabad has alrcady
conducted 3 training programmes on the use of the Online T'racking
System, which was co-ordinated by the National Project Cootdinator of
the GOL-UNDYP Project on National Strategy for Utban Poort.

2.2. Joint Sccretary & Mission Director (INNURM)  drew special
atention of the States/ULBs towards completion of the sanctioned
projects and requested them to come up with proposals for release of 20
and subsequent installments of ACA. He also requested them to advance
their demand for approval of projects/release of ACA scheduled for the
month of February/March, 2008 Pre-ponement of such demand would
lead to relcase of fund in the current financial year itsclf. In casc State
Governments/ UL Bs are able 1o release their 200/ 30/ 4 installments at
one go, given the speed of project execution, SLINAs could send
proposals for muluple installments at a time.

2.3. Joint Secretary & Mission Director (JNNURM) referred to the huge
balance of ACA for the States of Maharashera and West Bengal ander
BSUP. He impressed upon the States to take immediate action for

L2
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coming up with ‘sufficient number of BSUP projects. If more hand-
holding workshops were requited to prepare projects, the Ministry would
extend necessary help to the States. He also drew attention of all the
States/UTs towaids instituting Third Party Inspection and Monitoting
(TPIM) mechanism. The' States/UTs may select any of the agencies
empanelled by the Ministry. Alternatively, the States/UT's may select any
other agencies through a - transpatent method. e requested the
States/UTs to also come up with proposals for obtaining Central fund for
setting up Community Development Networks (CDN). Joint Secrctary &
Mission Director NNURM) said that as part of the cfforts to enhance
the capacity of the States/ULBs/parastatal agencles, the Ministry had
decided to reimburse cost of in-house preparation of Detailed Project
Reports (DPRs).  The States/UTs should come up with ‘neccessary
proposals for reimbursement of such costs with all the checklists flled up.
In the case of proposals for reimbursement of cost of DPRs prepared by
consultants, such proposals will be scrutinized by the appraisal ‘agency
concerned.  Thereafter the same will be put up before the' Central
Sarictioning and Monitoring Committee fot approval. .

2.4 Joint Scctetary & Mission Director NNURM) said that some of
the-important points emphasized by the Chairperson of CSMC in the
catlier mectings for implementation by the States/ULBs have been
compiled (Annexure-II). FHe requested the States/ULBs to follow the
samec.

3.1, In her opening rematks, the Chairperson, CSMC and Sccretary
(HUPA) requested the lagging State Governments/ULBs to ensure that
necessary proposals were prepated for utilizing the balance ACA
separately for BSUP and THSDP.  While some of the States have
cxhausted their allocation, many States are yet to submit adequate number
of proposals. |

3.2, “lhe Chairpetson, CSMC reiterated the need to strengthen Urban
Local Bodies to cnsure that the 74% Amendment Act is implemented in
letter and spirit. She particularly emphasised two pro-poor reforms, i.c. (1)
internal carmarking within urban local body budgets for basic services to
the urban poot and (ii) provision of basic services to the urban pooT
including security of tenute at affordable prices, improved housing, water
supply, sanitation and ensuring delivery of other already existing universal
services of the government for education, health and social secutity to be
implemented in a time-bound manner. Revitalising the functioning of
ULBs would help them discharge the functions devolved by State
Governments effectively, leading to better urban local governance and
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pro-poor service delivery. Without implementation of local government
reforms, [NNURM would cemain a mere infrastructufe upgradation
programme, and none of the policy changes it hoped to drive to devclop
vibrant and inclusive cities would matetialise.

3.3.  The Chairperson, CSMC and Sccretary (HUPA) reiterated the need
to ensure imely completion of the projects already approved with utmost
quality, States/ ULBs should draw up a plan of action for each project and
inform the Ministry the likely date of secking next instaliment 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 Ministry of
Finance/Home Affairs, release of Central and State Shares by State.
linance Department to the State j evel Nodal Agency, release of funds to-
the ULB/Implementing Agency, floating, of tendet, issucs of work order,
milestones  of  progress targeted such as foundation, lintel, toof,
completion in all respects, occupation, etc., should be drawn up o enable
the Ministry to understand the progress on grOURE. ‘The central level
monitoring agency, namely BMIPC, should gather all details  duting
State/city visits and bring forth issucs in implementation, if any, to the
notice of the Ministry. State/UT Governments/Nodal Agencies/ULBs
may also bring to the notice of the Ministry Issucs requiring intervention
promptly. Secretary (FIUPA) desired  that States/ULBs, which are
planning; to avail of sccond of 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 budget
in the last quatter of the financial year. States may appteciate that delay in
release of funds would lead to delay in the completion of projects and
unduce burden on the poor beneficiaries who take loans to meet their own
contribution. Sccretary (HUPA) forther informed that in view of the need
to strengthen monitoting of BSUP and THSDP, HUDCO and its regional
offices will be involved by BMITPC, which is receiving support for
monitoting-related works from the Ministry. She desired that five tecams
comprising officers from Bl F1I'PC/HUDCO/ Ministry be formed and they
may visit projects ip different zones and send repotts.

34, Chairperson, CSMC and Secretary (HUPA) made it clear that the
antr,allrassi'stancc for JNNURM projects has to be taken as an incentive
for attracting State/ULB funding and directing State/ ULB attention to the
magnitude of the problems faced by cities and towns. There 1s 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 services under
the -7-Point Charter. Central funding alonce would not be sufficient to

meet the challenges of urbanizaton and urban poverty.  The task of

3 e
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augmenting the pace of implementation of reforms along with the
achievement of tatgets under the investment programmes taken up under
JNNURM is of paramount importance. Ground level visibility of
JNNURM is also critical. Further, special attention needs to be paid to
achieving the Mid-Tetrm Targets communicated earlier to State Chief
Secretaries [vide DO. Letter No.N—l'l027/42/2007—BSUP/_]NNURM
dated 8t August, 2007 from Secretary (HUPA)]

4. For the Mecting of the CSMC, 3 new BSUP projects from Uttar
Pradesh and proposals for releasing 274 installments (2 projects in Tamil
Nadu and 1 project in Andhta Pradesh) were put up in the Agenda, brief
details of which arc at Annexure-I11.

New Projects

Uttar Pradesh _ .

5.1 Representative of the State Government of Uttar Pradesh (Director,
SUDA) made a presentation on three BSUP ptoject proposals for
Vatanasi. The Committee took note of the following:-

¢ 'The tatio of housing to infrastructure is 49.64%: 50.36%

* Majority of the roads proposed are of 3 mts width in view of severe
congestion in the location;

* 'The catpet area of 7 houses proposed for Ruppanaput is limited to
20.20 sq.mts as additional space is not available;

52. 'The representative of the State Government requested  the
Committee to approve the projects taking into consideration that these are
~for in-situ development of slums in the highly congested historical and
religious city of Varanasi.  “The Committee tequested  the  State
Government to ensure that biomettic identification of the beneficiaries in
all the projects should be given priority. Director (SUDA), Government
of Uttar Pradesh assured that biometric identification of the beneficiaries
would be conducted in all the projects, including those approved carlier.

5.3, After discussions and taking the observations of appraising agency
into account, the -Committec approved the proposal.  Abstracts of the
approved components of the 3 projects ate at Statement-I to I of
Annexure-IV. | '
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 Release of 274 installment

Tamil Nadu

6.1. Deputy Secretary (INNURM) informed the Committec that the
proposal s to release Ded installment for 2 BSUP projects (1 each from
Tiruvottiyur Municipality and Madhavaram Municipality under Chennal),
~famil Nadu. He said that in both the projects, 1007 financial utilizatton
has been achicved. The State/ULB share has been fully released and
atilized. In the case of Madhavaram, at the time of approval of the
projects, the CSMC had imposed certain conditions. Some of them such
as granting pattas to the beneficiades and biometric identification of
beneficiarics are project specific. ‘These are yet to be complied with by the

State/ UL,

Andhra Pradesh _

6.2. Deputy Sccretary (JINN URM) then presented the ptoposal for

releasing 200 installment. for the BSUP project in Visakhapatnam, Andhra
Pradesh.  Fle said the project has achieved 84% utilization of the release,

The State and ULB shares have been fully released and utihzed.

6.3, The Committee approved the proposal to release 299 installment for
2 projects in Chennal agglomeration and 1 project in Visakhapatnam
subject to the following conditions:-

e lior the project in Madhavaram Municipality, the conditions
imposed by the Central Sanctioning & Monitoting Committee at the
time of approval of the project should be complied with before the
State comes up with proposal for releasing 3 installment.

6.4. 'Lhe details of 27 and 3" installments approved are at Annexure-V.

6.5. ‘Lhe Chairperson, CSMC and Secretary (FIUPA) once again
emphasized that as the core of INNURM is urban scctor reform, the State
Governments/ULBs must implement the reforms envisaged under the
Mission Cuidelines as per the timelines agreed to in MOAs and any
deviation in the same should be addressed expedidously. In particular, the
Srate Governments/ULBs should address the ssues of land availability for
the urban pooy. She also peiterated that the projects sanctioned have to be
exccuted as per sanctioned DPR and any cscalation in costs would need to
be borne by the State G_ovemments/ULBs.

7. Concluding the meeting, the Chairperson of CSMC and Sccretaty

(HUPA) said that efforts should be made by the stakcholders involved 1n

the implementation of BSUP and [HSDP projects to ensurc that not only

the projects asc implemented without time and cost overruns and with
Lo



utmost quality, appropriate policy reforms are also taken at the State and
local levels to steer planned and inclusive urban development that places
people at the centre stage of utban policy. For this, they should gear up
the JNNURM implementation process by fixing milestones for progress,
undertaking regular monitoring and developing State and city level
frameworks. She urged the representatives of States/ UTs/ULBs/
patastatals /implementing agencies/appraisal agencies to adhere to the
approved guidelines as well as undertake measures for the smooth
“implementation of projects and reforms through monthly. reviews to
ensure that the intended benefits reach the poor and deprived sections in
slums and low-income settlements.

8. The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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ANNEXURE-I

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE 44" MEETING OF CENTRAL

SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF BSUP HELD

B 1

Ha e

10.
11.
13,
L.
15:
UG
~17.
18,
19,
20.

21

22
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.8
28,8

29,

30,

A1.

32.

33

24,

35.

L 36.
37. st
38.
39
40
41.

42

Fa

43,
-+

UNDER THE CHAIRPERSONSHIP OF SECRETARY (HUPA) ON 10.12.2008

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

D P Mohanty, Joint Secretary (JNNURM) and Mission Dlr.,ctor L\/,Jnlsfry of HUPA

Shri D.S, Negi, OSD (NNURM), Ministry of HUPA
Shri Naresh K. Dhiran, Town Planncr TCro, Mmistry of Urban vadopm(_nt

" Shri Vivek Nangn Deputy Secretary (INNURM), Ministry of HUPA .

Shri W N .Massey, Under Secretary (19, Ministry of Urban Development,

- Ms.Priya, Nair, Assistant Dircetor (Plan I'inance-T), Mintstry of Finance, New.Delh: .

Shti Sitaram Kuntc Secretary Ilousing, Govcmmcut of Maharashtra,
Shri (,hmmmml Director, SUDA, Government of Uttar Pradesh, | ud\now
Shri Umraw Singh, DLputy Dircctor, Ministry of HUPA
Shei-Asholk Kumar Sharma, SO {JPC), Ministry of FHUPA
Shri, Swapan B(:mlyopddhyay, Accounts Officer (JNNURM), ! Ilmstry of IHHUPA
Shri Anil Kumar Srivastava, MDD %nowl ountain Consultant, Lucknow
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ANNEXURE-II

IMPORTANT POINTS REGARDING F ORMULATION AND
EXECUTION OF BSUP AND IHSDP PROJECTS

* In casc there is time constraint, a regular socio-economic survey can
be preceded by a rapid survey for identifying beneficiares, their main and
substdiary occupations, their educational and skill profile and felt-needs so as 1o
design appropriate social infrastructure for each project Willingness of the
beneficiaries should also ‘be taken for any rehabilitation/relocation
projects. . | e o

* Affordability of the urban poor should be kept- foremost in view
while working out Beneficiary Conttibution, Any contribution
amount beyond their financial capacity may lead to the imposition
of undue burden on them. Therefore, spectal care needs to be taken
while deciding upfront beneficiary contribution or TiM] pavment.
Overall construction cost of the housing unit should be kept at a
minimuth:  The housing component should . generally be at least
50% of the total project cost with a view to giving primacy to
provision of shelter to the utban poor except where housing units
have alrcady been constructed/are being  constructed  under
VAMBAY or other EWS scheme of Central or State Governments,
Further, consideting the difficuldes and special needs of the urban
poor at some locations, clusters having more than 15 housing units
can also be considered.

* Dach project should be accompanied by a list of beneficiaries based
on socio-economic survey and ULBs should go for bio-metric cards
and ensure that houscs are allotted to properly tarpeted beneficiaries
and the possibility of sale/misusc of housing units is avoided. The
list should be notified and placed in the website of the
ULB/JNNURM.

* ‘The layout plan must be socially cohesive and should facilitate social
interaction. Effotts may be made for providing at least 30% open
spaces with 15% green area in the layouts and adequate soctal and
livelihoods infrastructure.

¢ Adequate space must be provided for community activities,
informal sector matkets, livelihood activities, pen for animals (if
permitted and required), space to take care of convergent services
such as health, education and trecreation conforming to the specific
needs of each of the slam pockets and their beneficiatics.

* The houses proposed should have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
separate bathroom and latrine, individual water conncction and
sewer connection. Aspects such as storage space for kecping things
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in rooms/kitchen, location 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 exhaust fan in kitchen and toilet, balcony for drying clothes
ctc., are some of the nuances that can be thoughtfully incorporated
in the design of the houscs for the poor.

The State authorities/ULBs may adopt some of the innovative
designs and layouts of houses, mult-purposc community centres,
informal scctor markets and apimal pens, ctc. prepared and
compiled by HUDCO and BMTPC. The Toolkit published in this
regard may be referred to.

T'he State authorities, in consultation with appraisal agencics, should
cnsure that necessary clearances such as cnvironmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zonc (CRZ) regulation clearance, land usc
clearance, ctc. are obtained. They should also cnsure that necessary
technical approvals are secured from the competent agencics as per
State PWD Code.

Since these projects arce required to be gencerally completed i 12 to
15 months, it is generally cxpected that any escalation in the project
cost is borne by the State Government/ULB concerned.  For

reducing cscalation in the cost projects, the following option could

be exercised:-

) - Purchasing materials (cement, steel, sanitary pipes, clectrical
items) in bulk, wherever considered prudent and feasible with
a view to reducing cost; '

1) Fncouraging labour contribution from the benefictarics under
the supetvision of qualified personnel;

iii)  Bifurcating tendering  (between housing component and
nfrastructute  component) with a view o reducing  the
possibility of time and cOsL OVEITUNS, and

) Creating/using a revolving “Basic Services for Urban Poor
(BSUP) Fund” carmarked out of the municipal budget and.

supplemented by other innovative measures like  cross-
subsidization for meeting cost escalation.

Wherever informal sector matkets arc taken up as a part of soclal
infrastructure, their operation on a time-sharing basis by inhabitants
for enabling wider coverage of beneficiaries can be considered by
the ULB concerned.

Adequate provision should be made for solid and liquid waste
disposal and digester technology could be adopted in place of dual-
pits/septic tanks, wherever feasible.
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* Road-side plantations with ttee guards and green belts ate advisable.

* Responsibility of the technical specifications (adherence to State
PWD Code) and their approval by the competent authority lies with
the ULBs/State Level Nodal Agency. The appraisal agencies must
ensure that technical specifications are duly approved by the
technically competent authotity as per State Government Public
Works code. '

¢ Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of
the Minotities: An important objective of the new programme is to ensure
that the benefils of varions government schemres for the underprivileged reach the
disadvantaged sections of the minority communities. In this regard, care
should be taken to take up clusters of minotity beneficiaries to the
cxtent possible. Wherever feasible, efforts should be made to
allocate upto 15% of tatgets and outlays under BSUP and THSDP
for the minotities. Similarly, priority should be given to
accommodate physically challenged beneficiarics.

* Capacity Building Activities: In the year 2006-07, the Ministry of
HUPA had released fund to the State Governments for capacity
building activities including Rescarch and Training towards
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects. Unless the States
submit utlisation certificates for the funds released carlter, further
release of Central Assistance would be held up, as utlisation
certificates have to be furnished within 12 months from the date of
closure of the financial year to which financial sanction pertains.

e Status of Project Implementation: The States/ULBs should
present Quartetly Progress Repotts/Monthly Progress Reports as
per presctibed format, without fail to cnable the Ministry to report
to Prime Minister’s Office in time. Further, one page abstract on
the status of implementation of projects and reforms must be
presented before presenting the details of project proposals in the
mecetings of Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee/Central
Sanctioning Committee, .

e Setting up of PMU/PIA/PIU: The States/UTs should submit
proposals to the o/o OSD (JNNURM) which will get the same
appraised and bring up before the Central Sanciioning &
Monitoting ~ Committee/Central  Sanctioning  Cominittce.
Transpatent method should be adopted in the sclection and
appointment of professionals in PMUs and PIUs. Such
appointments should not be permanent in nature but only in terms
of short-term engagements. The appointments. should not be scen
as a place for parking the dead-wood. Fach appointment should be
based on prescribed terms of reference and the deliverables should
be measured. Various activities, tasks and outcomes have to be
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cleatly speit out in the TORs. States/ULBs should excrcise 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
immediately opting for the maximum amount indicated by the
Centre. However, the calibre of such professionals should be of a
reasonably high level If need be, qualified persons from
Central/State  Government /ULBs  could be taken  In
PMU/PIA/PIU on depumtion. The pcrsonncl with PMUs/PIUs
should work in tandem/ collaboration with the State Level Nodal
Agency / ULBs.
Fees for Preparation of DPRs: The States should submit
- proposals, to the concerned Appraisal Agency which had appraised
the projects. The Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in cxamining
the claim with ~partticular reference to the vatous stages of
“improvement and modifications that were brought out in-the DPRs
- before they were . finally approved by the Central Sanctioning and
Monitoring  Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee.  The
- Appraisal Agency should submit proposals to the Ministry for
releasing Central Assistance towards the cost of preparation of
DPRs (both in the casc of DPRs prepared by in-housc personnel as
well as by consultants). These will be considered by the Central
Sanctioning and  Monitoting Committee.  After  approval,
recommendation will be sent to the Ministry of ['inance/Ministry of
Home Affairs for relcasing Central Assistance out of the ACA
allocation for the particular State/ Ul in the case of projects
prepared by consultants. ‘I'he Central Assistance for DPRs prepared
through in-house personnel of the States would be teleased from
out of the 1% JNNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of HUPA
as decided in the: Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commuttee
/Central Sanctioning Committee meetings carlier. o
Community Development Network (CDN): ‘The States / Uls
should  prioritise and get necessary approval from SLSC/SLCC to
the proposals concerning Community Development Neework
(CDN) so as to scek Community Participation Fund. Such
proposals received 1n the Ministry of HIUPA will be appraised by a
team. wotking under the GOLUNDP Project on National Strategy
for Urban Poor coordinated. by the National Project
Coordinator/Deputy Secretary (JNNURM). The reports will then
be placed before the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commuttee.

Community Development Networks involving Neighbouthood
Groups, - Neighbourhood Committees  and  Community
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Development Societies should be promoted so that the dynamics of
the CDN lead to fraternity in the neighbourhoods and the issues of
alienation of all sorts are eliminated. CDN should work towards
better inter- and intra- relationships in colonies to get over the
dividing forces. This will strengthen a fecling of solidarity among
the residents. . ' . _

® Third Party Inspection and Monitoring (TPIM) mechanism:
TPIM should be instituted to bring transparency and-quality in the
implementatdon of BSUP and IHSDP projects. The Ministry is
giving necessary assistance to the States for TPIM. Toolkit has been
prepared and communicated to the State Governments,

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

* Socio-economic Survey: No efforts should be spared for
conducting socio-economic sutveys of potential beneficiaries. This
would facilitate assessing the nceds of the beneficiaries, especially
for schools, health centres and other soctal/community facilitics,
Based on the socio-economic survey, biomectric identity cards
should be issued to the beneficiarics to ensure that they do not sell
the dwelling units and squat clsewhere. Such surveys should cover
housing, health, educational and livelihood profiles of the urban
poot. The surveys would assist in designing good BSUP/IFISDP
projects by taking info account important aspects such  as
dependency load in the existing schools, capacity of hospitals for in-
and out-patients, necd for multi-purpose community centres
ncluding livelihood centre and informal scctor markets. HUDCO
and BMTPC have developed good designs of houses, colonies and varions typey
of social infrasiructure facilities which could be approprialely nsed while
Jormulating project proposals. A1 Toolkit has also been published,

¢ City Poverty Reduction Strategy Report. The city of Rajkot
(Gujarat) has brought out a City Poverty Reduction Strategy Report.
Other cities/towns may bring out similar reports. B

* Convergence of Health, Education and Social Security: It is
necessaty to integrate provisions of Health, Education and Social
Security with Housing for the Poor to enable them to lead a better
quality of life. The Urban Local Bodies and State Governments
have a critical role to play to ensure proper convergence of facilities
under the alteady available schemes for education, health and social
security implemented through different departments/fields. The
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-~ projects should list out the deficiencies in terms of access O school,
ptimary health centre, provision of social welfare measures so that
timely remedial measures in accordance with the $0Ci0-CCoNOMic
survey 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 adequate  number of

‘schools/health centres 1s available in the vicinity of the proposcd
housing colony would: not be .sufficient. 'The State/ULB/
implementing agency should certify that such facilities available in
the vicinity are also accessible to the slum dwellers. Stmidarly proper
convergence of schemes in the realm of social security such as old
age pension, health insurance, maternity benefit scheme, etc. should
be accessed to benefit the urban poor sclected under INNURM.
Proposals for additional «chools or additional rooms in existing
schools must be part of the DPRs. The capacity of the cxisting
schools to absotb the children from colonies Leing developed undet
BSUP and THSDP needs to be studied. ‘The estimate of school-
going children (including those from the new colonies) and demand
for classrooms in terms of prevaling norms, capacity in existing
schools and the additional capacity required should be worked out.
Similar exercise should be done for providing health carce facilitics.
Further, action necds to be taken to provide other community
infrastructure and facilities. Detailed estimates of requirements as
per norms, availability and gaps to be addressed have to be prepared
at the initial stage of project preparation itsclt.

Projects for in-situ development: States should come up with
projects  for in-situ devclopment with good lay-outs cand  type
designs. The emphasis should be to provide a better and supporuve
atmosphere for living and working, The in-situ development should
not end up with creation of another cluster of houses without
access to waler, sanitadon and social infrastructure.

Sense of belongingness: "T'o create a sensc of belongingness, the
slums may be named in consultation with the intended beneficiarices.
Provision of a low cost enclosure around open spaces in the slum
pocket being covered under BSUP/THSDP could be considered by
States/ULBs, if the cost 1s not prohibitive. ‘

O&M System for Maintenance:- Maintenance of the asscts and
upkeep of cleanliness and hygiene in the housing complexes /
colonies developed under BSUP and THSDP should be given
importance.  State Governments/ULBs should evolve a viable
mechanism for maintenance of the asscts created under BSUP and
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IHSDP projects, cspecially the houses and common facilities
constructed. o '

Three key reforms core to the urban poor:  Special attention
should be paid for the implementation of the three key reforms
stipulated under J]NNURM that are critical to the urban poor: (1)
internal earmarking within local body budgets for basic services to
the utban poor; (i) provision of basic services including - the
implementation of 7-Point Charter in accordance with -agreed
timelines; (iii) earmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in all
housing projects (both public and private agenciés) for EWS/11G
categotry with a system of cross subsidization, = -
IEC activity:  In 2 people-centric programme like BSUP and
IHSDP under ]NNURM, there is a neced to generate greatet
awareness among the targeted sections so that they received what is
intended for them by the Government. Any awareness campaign
should have a national appeal and recall value with consistent and
coherent slogans and themes. The States/ULBs could bring out
advertisements in vetnacular languages with local adaptation of the
templates prepared by the Ministry of HUPA. States/ULBs should
ensurc that the local adaptation does not deviate from the letter and
spirit of the national templates and the messages conveyed are only
about the programme and related policy advocacy. 'I'hey should
also cnsute that all such media campaign is in accordance with the
relevant rules and regulations applicable. Cost of such campaign, in
accordance with Government approved rates, would be reimbursed
to the States/ULBs under 1I:C component of INNURM subject to
limits fixed by CSMC. Reimbutsement will be made if priot
approval of the Mission Directorate/CSMC/CSC in the Ministty pf
HUPA was obtained before launching such campaign. Proposals
for retmbursement of such expenditure will be submitted through
HUDCO which will put up the same to the Central Sanctioning and
Monitoting Committce for its consideration and approval of
reimbursement through Department of Expenditure, Ministry of
Finance or Ministry of Home Affairs, as the casc may be,



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &
MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-ll

(Rs. in Crores)

£

| SI.1 Mission City, Project Title Total | Central| State Request Brief Summary moml
State Cost Share | Share for 1¢

- |
o . installment o . . ‘ L
A. |Varanasi; Uttar |BSUP Scheme forthe | 5.11] 2.36| 274 0.59|« CDP approved and MoA signed. |
Pradesh Jaiprakash Nagar

U\'NNG,XUK
y4
0

| * SLSC approval is yet to be obiained. _

malin basti, Varanasi, - |»  Elected Local body is in existence.
Uttar Pradesh e DUDA has

identified beneficiaries for the |
project and bio-metric survey will be carried |
out before handing over the houses.

» Complete defails of town & slum level health &

| education facilities fo be furnished.

01

! » Ratio of housing and infrastructure is 50%:

B . 50% of total Project Cost,

« Beneficiaries list, duly certified by ULB have
been submitted. The beneficiaries Contribution| 15 .

To

is 10% of DU cost because dfl beneficiary
belong to Schedule Cast and O.B.C. category.
» Project . envisage fo construction of 135

“dwelling units of 3 Types of house in single
_ _ storied, 12 in G+1 and 12 G+2 structures with
average Carpet area of 25.50 sq. mir. being

in-situ method.

_
| |* The Cost difference of 3 Type of houses is as
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Scheme for },m
Ruppanapur malin.
basti, Varanasi, Uttar

2

|

dated : 10.12.2008

(

, o
Supplemanton

- (Rs.in Crores)

ng to in-stiy
development, majority of the roads are of 3

- mir. Width., _

* Agency has pProposed to provide basic
infrastructure  facilities like water supply,
sewerage, SWD, street lights efc. which will be
infegrated with City-leve| infrastructyre,

* One livelihood centre ¢ in G429 structures. One
community centre s in G4 structure, 3
number of parks ond one rickshaw stand are
proposed under social infrastructure

* The loand is in the name of beneficiaries and
subsequently house fitle will be given as per
guidelines of scheme.

* The estimates are worked out on the basis of

* The project duration is 18 months.

* CDP approved and MoA signed.
* SLSC approval is yet to be obtained.

* Elected Local body is in existence.

* DUDA has identified beneficiaries for the
‘project and bio-metric survey will be carried
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & |
MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-Ii

(Rs. in Crores)

|

out before handing over the houses. l
Complete details of town & slum level health &
education facilities are yet to be furnished.

Raiio of housing and infrastructure is maoh”_
46% of tota! Project Cost. |
Beneficiaries list, duly certified by ULB have]
been submitted. Total 95% of beneficiaries
belong to reserved category so the beneficiary
contribution is taken @ 10% of per DU

Project envisage fo consiruction of 241
dwelling units of 4 Types of house in 173
single storied, 62 in G+1 and 6 G+2 structures
with average Carpet arec of 25.50 sq. mir.
being the in-situ project. Cost difference of 4
Type of houses is as minor to Rs. 500 to 700
only. Carpet area of 7 DUs is less than 25 sq.
mir.

Agency has proposed to provide basic
infrastructure  facilities  like  water  supply,
sewerage, SWD, street :m.__im etc., which will
be integrated with City-level infrastructure.

_

|

H

One livelihood centre in G+ 2 structures. One| IA_
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C. aranasi, Uttar |
Pradesh

structure,
boundaries of 3 parks on sife and one

rickshaw stand are ‘Proposed under sociql
infrastructure. - ‘ ‘

The land is in the name of beneficiaries and
subsequently house fitle will be given as per |-
guidelines of scheme.

The estimates are worked out on the basis of
UP PWD SOR 2008 Varanasi Circle,

BSUP Scheme for the
Maheshpur malin

basti, Varanasi, Utiar

Elected Local body is in existence.
Pradesh

DUDA has identified beneficiaries for the
project and bio-metric survey will be carried
out before handing over the houses.

Complete details of town & slum level health &
education facilities are yet to be furnished.
Ratio of housing and infrastructure s 50%:
50% of total Project Cost.

* Beneficiaries [ist, duly certified by ULB have

The project duration is 18 months.
CDP approved and §o>lmm|myimy. | |

SLSC approval is yet to be obtained. \
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &

MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-il)

(Rs. in Crores)

Anney
e

|

|

_

|

reserved category or minority category so the
beneficiary contribution is taken @ 10% / DU’s

e Project envisage fo construction of 124
dwelling units of 3 Types of house in 112
single storied, 6 in G+1 and 6 G+2 siructures |
with average Carpet area of 25.50 sa. 3:.’_

| Being the in-sifu project. 4

e The Cost difference of 3 Type of houses is as |
minor to Rs. 500 to 700 only. Owing to in-stiy
development, majority of the roads are of 3
mir. Width,

e Agency has proposed fo provide basic
infrastructure  facilities  like  water supply,
sewerage, SWD, street lights efc., which will
be integrated with City-level infrastructure.

e One Livelihood centre in G+ 2 structures. One
community centre is in G+l struciure,
boundaries of 4 parks on site and one
rickshaw stand are proposed under monma:

infrastructure.

e The lard is in the name of beneticiaries and

subsequently house title will be given as per
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTA

RY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL m>ZQ.~OZ_ZO &
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MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO

THE URBAN POOR ﬁwcv;gmmmmo:,_:
: (Rs. in Crores)
T - -

guidelines of scheme. ——

NP
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The estimates gre worked out on the basis of ‘
UP PWD SOR 2008 Varanasi Circle. \
The project duration is 18 months,
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mm_m_u ch7>>m< OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCT IONING & MONITIORING COMMITTEE

=) ﬁﬁmm&)ﬁu CZ_UmW m)m_ﬂ mmm<_ﬂmm ._.O THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-if)
nm _ (Rs. in Crores})
2 | Sl.| Mission City,’ Project Title J Total | Central| State ! Request Brief Summary ’ wnmm_
AW No State Cost. | Share | Share for 2 | No. |
e : H installment ' M
A. |Tiruvottiyur  |Request for 27 H H T 0211« CS&MC had approved the project with project ,,
(Chennai) |Installment - Provision OL , cost of Rs 1.70 Crore, in 9™ meeting held on f
Tamil Nadu | infrastructure facifities | _ | 02.02.2007. ﬂ ,*
| for Tiruvoft | { , o Tota! Central Share approved was 0.85 Cr. | _
r | i i le 1% installment of Central Share amounting # / |
L . # installme a! Sha ounting to _
Municipality, Chenna | Rs. 21.26 Lakhs. released and equal amount | |
Tamil Naclu m | was also released by Staie+ ULB + Beneficiary 1 _7
f Contribution !
« The utilization of central & state share is-100% fo |
, in the project. _
| | , le Internal earmarking of funds for basic services 2 ,ﬂ
’ # | f to urban poor has been achieved with 23% |
J . earmarking. _
| | « 80% of households have access to the basic |
, * _ services 1o the urban poor like; water supply,
SWD, street lighting elc.
o « 2™ instaliment recommended is 25% of central
| | | 1_ f share onvqo,\mm. H
4 _ _ | | ,
Madhavaram | Request for release of ’ _ _ 06 __.m CS&MC had Buﬁﬂo,.\mn_ the project - with project )
(Chennai), Tamil |9 jnctallment- | |  cost of Rs 5.53 Crore, in 10" meeting held on |
Nadv - | Consiruction of houses _F / ’ mwuom.moow. #
| H « Tofal Central Share approved was 2.42 Cr. B
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF A

POOR (Sub-Mission-1I)

facilities for
Madhavaram
Municipality, Chenndai,
Tamil Nady

(CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN
and infrastructyre lirl Ilﬂl o ]

(Rs. in Crores)
instaliment of Central Share amounting fo
Rs. 60.62 Lakhs released and totql State-+ ULB
+ Beneficiary Contribution released amounting
fo Rs. 101.03 Lakhs | |

The utilization of central & state share is 100%
in the project.

Internal earmarking of funds for basic services
to urbon poor has been achieved with 27%
earmarking.

59 DUs out of 433 dwelling units approved are
completed and only 32 DUs are more than
50% completed.

80% of households have access 1o the basic
services fo the urban poor like; water supply,
SWD, street lighting efc.

2 installment of 25% of central share
approved will be subject 1o fulfilling requite
status reports.

st

€. | Visakhapainanm,
Andhra Pradesh

Request for release of
2™ Installment — _
Providing 7352 houses
and basic infrastructure
*on_.:mmm in 22 Urban
Poor seftlements in

11.33 e

To

CS&MC had approved the project with project

~cost of Rs 90.99 Crore, in 4" meeting held on

28.09.2006
Total Central Share approved was 45.33 Cr.

1* installment of Central Share amounting o

Rs. 11.33 Cr. released and total States UIB +

Beneficiary Contribution released amounting to

444

CSAME meeting. , dated : 10.12.2008 ((Agenda Bricf)

Page Yot 3
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING COMMITIEE

(CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO

THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-li)

(Rs.-in C rores)

# | Visakhapatnam, | _ Rs. 21.59 Crores: _ 5 |
Andhra Pradesh m ,_ o The utilization of central & state share + ULB is ’
’ | ‘ 84% & 108% respeciively in the project. To |
_, r « Internal earmarking of funds for basic services 5 J
y “ to urban poor has been achieved with 40% _
| | ' J earmarking. | k
,_ | _ﬂ. Reform commenced and progress cs per | ,_
| | " | schedule. 4
J. e 29 insiallment of 25% of ceniral share _,
! __ approved has been recommended )
F ‘
| Total | ﬁ ~ 1215 | | ]

gah CSEME meeting , dated : 10122008 ((genda Briet)

S
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Annexure-IV
1 CSMC w.v.m@x

Y
PA @:\

] e _— | BRs.inlakh . ]
7 st instalment
Sl . Total Project . Central State  [(25 % of Central
|Ne.|  Name of the State | Name of the Ciry BSUP Project Name / Components Cost | Share 1I.Mw~mmm| mv.ulhmwlrl
- 2 : - _ : ] o R ] _Olg - T
. . BSUP Scheme for Jaiprakash ‘Nagar slum in the city of]
1. [Uttar Pradesh Varanasi Varanasi, Distr. Varanasi, UP .
Tasits - Construction of 135 gew Dwelling wnits {67 DUs @
Rs.1,74,000/- per DU {carpet area 26.30 sqm), 49 DUs (@ Rs
1,73,500/- per DU (carpet area 2531 sqm) & 19 DU @ Rs
1,74,200/ - per DU (carpet area 25.50 sqrm}. 111 DUs are single
STATEMENT.I ,ﬂounmr 12 DUs are O..I m._..onnm & 12 DUs are G+2 ,..wﬂcuaa. which|
inclades 2 rooms with independent access to toilet, kitchen,
separate WC & bath room and verandah/balcony. For single
stoded DUs, pattas are available in the name of the beneficiaries
and for G+1/2 DUs, after construction of the dwelling units, the
same would be aliotted in the name of the female member or in
joint name with selling/ transferring restriction. 234.69 117.35 117.35 29.34
Details of State Share _(Rsinlacs)lAf _ Sub Total (A) 234.69 11735 11735 29.34
| 1) |State grant 212.93) [1. Roads & Pavernents 23.83 11.92 11.92 2.98
| 2) |ULB shate 0.00] 12, Storm water drains 32.03 16.02, 16.62 4.00
3) |Beneficiaries share 2347 |3, Water supply incl. RWEH 46.42, 23.21 2321 ~5.80
| 4) [Other charges 3783 |4 Sewerage 41.40 20.70 20.70 5.18
Tota] State Share 274.23] |5. Parks & Open spaces 0.44 0.22 0.22 0.06
Per DU Finance (Type-1 o
only) (Rs.)! |6. Sereet lightng 10.88 5.44 5.44 1.36
1) |Centra] share 87000.00] 7. Common area like staircase 3.95 1.98 1.98 049
| 2) |State grant 69600.06] |8. Comminity Centre 35.64, 17.82 17.82 4.46
| ) |ULB share 0.00} |9. Livelthood centre 58.98 19.49 19.49 4.87
| 4 |Beneficiaries shaze 17400.00| [10. Rickshaw stand . 4.35 2.28 2.28 0.57
Total 174000.60{ B Sub Total (B) 238.12 119.06 119.06 29.77
“ ) _ Project Cost (A+B) - 472.81 23641 23641, 59.19)
1. A&OE (@ 4% . 18.91 0.00 18.91 0.00
Note : (1) Bensficiaries awmtnbition for all tpe of Dus is| 2. 12C& DPR preparation @ 4% 1891 000} 1891 ~-2.00
10% of DU cost. (2 Agency bas proposed 12 5% eentage| C L : Sub Total (C) 37.83, 0.00 37.83 0.00
&wﬁ%& has been excluded from the project costing, Total Project Cost (A+B+() . 510.64 236.41 274.23 59.10



Annexure-1V

tey the minutes of the 43t CNC BeUD)

L. Rs. in lakh |
A | T
. st instalment
Sl Total Project] Central State  [(25 % of Central
No. Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share Share)
n &) ) . (5] ) B
BSUP Scheme for Maheshpur slum in the city of Varanasi,
2. |Uttar Pradesh Varanasi Distt. Varanasi, UP
Insits - Construction of 124 new Dwelling units {74 DUs (@
R=.1,74,000/- per DU (carpet area 26.30 sqmy), 43 DUs @ Rs
1,73,500/- per DU ({carpet area 2531 sqm) & 7 DUs @ Rs
174,200/ per DU (carpes area 2550 sqm)}. 112 Dis are single
STATEMENT-II ,.#owwﬂ&_ 6 DUs are @.M.H mmono& & 6 DUs are G+2 m.ﬂolm& which
includes 2 rooms with independent access to totlet, kutchen,
separate WC & bath room and verandah/balcony. For single
storied DUSs, pattas are available in the name of the benehgcaries
and for G+1/2 DUs, after constructon of the dwelling units, the
came would be allotted in the name of the fernale member or in i
joint name with selling/ transferring resticion. 215.56 107.78 107.78 26.94
Details of State Share {(Rs in lacs) .P_| . Sub Total (A) 215.56 107.78 Eq.qm_ 26.94
1) |State grant 195281 |1. Roads & Pavements 1681 8,41 8.41 m.@
2) |ULB shaze 0.00| |2. Storm water drains 3027 1514 1514 378
3) |Beneficiaries share _ 21.36 _qumﬂnn supply incl. RWEH 38.39 15.20 19.20) 4.80
4) |Othes charges 34.69 T. Sewerage _27.00 13.50 13.50 3.38]
Total State Share Nme.mw_ 5. Dev. of Parks & Water body 9.99 5.00 5.00 1.25|
Per DU Finance (Type-1
only} (Rs.)} |6, Street highting 14.30 7.25 7.25 131
1) |Central share 87000.00] 7. Common area like staircase 1.98 0.99 0.99 0.25
| 2) |State grant. 69600.00| |8 Community Centre ] 35.64 17.82) 17182 446
3) |ULB share 0.00| |9. Livelihood centre’ 38.98 19.49 19.49] 487
1) |Beneficiaries share 17400000 "|10. Rickshaw stand : 4.55 2.28 2.28] 0.57
Total ; 174000.00| B Sub Total (B) 71841 109.06]  109.06 2726
|1 Project Cost (A+B 433.67 216.83]  216.83 54.21)
[1. A&OE @ 4% 17.35 0.00 17.35 000
Note : (1) Beneficiaries contribution for all fype of Dus ir mHmhmn DPR prepatation @ 4% 1733 0.00 17.35 .00
10% of DU sz, (2) Agency has propased 12.5% QE.a.wm O_l Sub Total (C) 34.69 0.00 34.69 0.00
charges, which bas been excluded from 2he project costing lﬁ Total Project Cost (A+B+C) 468.36 216.83 25153 54.21




o the munues of the 44th CSMC (BSUD

Annexure-IV

I B _ Rs. in FE.HIIJ -
1st instalment
Si. - e Total Project! Central State (25 % of Central
7.3. Name of the State | Name of the Ci)] 1 BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share Share)
L —a_ _ — — =G @ T
] BSUP Scheme for Rupanpur slum in the city of Varanasi,
3. |Uttar Pradesh Varanasi Distt, Vatanasi, UP
Insitu - Construction of 241 new Dwelling units {112 DUs @
- Rs.1,74,000/- per DU {carpet azea 26.30 sqm), 75 DUs (@ Re
1,73,500/- per DU (carpet area 2531 sqm), 47 DUs @ Rs
1,74,200/- per DU (campet area 23.50 sqgm) & 7 DUs @ Rs
, 1,72,500/- (carpet area 20.20 sqm }. 173 DUs are single storled, 62
STATEMENT-III DUs are om._nmﬂoa& & 6 DUS uvs G2 storied which inclues 2
rooms with independent access to toier, kitchen, separate WC &
bath room and verandah/balcony. For single stoded DUs, pattas
are available in the name of the beneficiaries and for G+1/2 DUs,
after constnuction of the dwelling units, the same would be allotted
In the name of the fermale member or in joint name with selling/
f ansferring restriction. 418.95 20948 209.48 52.37
Details of State Share (Rs in lacs)| A . Sub Total (A) 418.95 209.48 209.48 52.37
1) |State grant 349.35] 1. Roads & Pavements 32.11 16.06 16.06 4.01
| 2) {ULB share 000] |2 Storm water drains 3291 16.46 16.46 411
3) {Beneficiaries share 41.90| 3. Water supply incl. RWH 46.85 23.43 23.43 5.86
4) {Other charges 62.60| |4: Sewerage 45.65 22.83 22.83 5.71
Total State Share 453.85 |5. Packs & boundary wall 3270 1635 1635 409
Per DU Finance (Type-1 . : o
only) Rs.) |6. Street hghting 83.63 4182 41.82 10.45
1) [Central share | 87C00.00/ |7. Common area like staircase 1052 5.26 526 1.32
L 2) [State grant 69606.00] 8. Community Centze 35.64 17.82 17.82 4.46
| 3) {ULB share 0.00| 9. Livelihood ceatre 38.98 19.49 19.49 S 487
4) |Beneficiaties share 17400.00] |10. Rickshaw stand 4.55 2.28 2.28 0.57
Tatal ~_174000.00| B . Sub Fotal (B) 363.54 181.77 181.77 45.44
) _ Project Cost (A+B) 782.49 391.25) 39125 97.81
1 A&OE (@ 4% 31.30 0.00 3130 0.00
Note : (1) Benefictaries .8&3?..3;.\@. all tipe of Dus is| 2. IEC& DPR Preparation (@ 4% 31.30 0.00 31.30 0.00
10% of DU cost. (2) Agency has proposed 12.5% centage( C - Sub Total (C) 62.60 0.000  62.60 0.00]
charges, which bas been exclnded  fromr the project costing. : -_Total Project Cost {A+B+(C) 845.09 391.25 453.85 97.81
| ] Total for Uttar Pradesh (3 Projects) 1824.09!  844.49] 97961 211.12
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Annexure-V
to the muinutes of 44th CSMCE BrLD)
Rs in lakh

the Statel  city

Name of] Name of

Name of Project

Total
Project
Cost

Total
central
share

Approved

State Share
approved |t

Central share released so far

nt Total

1st 2nd , of Central
instalmen|instalme

Arnount

share
utilised

%eof
utilisation

-

Amount
Amount T % of amount

Amount of]} of State+ recommende
State+ ULB 3rd d to the total
ULB share} share 2%of 2nd instalm | central share

released | utilised | udlisaton |instalment)ent approved

Chennai (Madhavaram

Construction of

Houses and
infrastrucrure
facilities for
Madhavaram
Municipality,
Chennat
Meiropolitan Area,
Tamil Nadu

242,48

300.470

60.62) 0.000 50.62

60.62

100%

101.230] 101.230 100% 60.621  0.000

Tamil Nadu

Chennai

(

Thituvottiyur) [Municipality)

Provision
infrastructure
facilities for
Thiruvottivur
Municipabty,
Chennat

1701

oo
il
]
L

85.050

21.26] 0000 2126

21.26

100%

30480 30480 100% 2126, 0.000 - 25%

Total for Tamil Nadu

il _ 81.88

Andhra Pradesh

Visakhapatnam

Providing 7352
houses and basic

unban Poor
settlements in
Visakhapatnam, .
Andhra Pradesh ™™

infrastructure in 22

9098 §

4333.2

4563.600

113330 ©.000] 1133.30

932.65

8450

2158.700| 2339.950 108% :um.wc— 0.060 25%

Total for Andhra Pradesh

Grand Total for Tamil Nadu and
Andhra Pradesh

| | 1133.30) |l¢

Note:- For the vno_m.mn. in Chennai ngmmwwﬁmnmﬁ: gnanﬁw:@v the

ﬁ b 1215.18 L J

nom&ﬁ.osm imposed by the Committee at the time of approval of the project should be complied

with-before the State coimes up with proposal for releasing 3rd instalment.

N
@Q/ﬁ
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