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Government of India

Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation
Room No. 201, G Wing

New Delhi, dated 11th November, 2009

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

The undersigned is directed to enclose herewith a copy of the minutes of the 69%
meéting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee of Ministry of Housing and
Urban Poverty Alleviation held on 29% October, 2009 under the Chairpersonship of
Secretary (HUPA) to consider and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Secvices to
the Utban "Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission

gNNURM).
2. The appraisal agencies (i.e. HUDCO, BMTPC) are requested to convey the decisions

of the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee to all the State implementing
agencies/nodal agencics for BSUP and IHSDP to take appropriate follow up action as per

the minutes of the meeting,

3. A copy of the minutes is forwarded to the Sccretarics in-charge of BSUP aad IHSDP

if the States/UTs with-a-request to_take further follow up action. (_‘ _

Wmdmn) <

Deputy Director (BSUP)
Telephone 011-2306 1519

Encl: Minutes of the meeting

To

Members of the CSMC as follows:

The Secretary, Ministty of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.

The Sectetary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure, New Delhi,

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

The Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO

Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi.

The Secretary, Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Dethi.

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

The Secretary, Department of School Education & Literacy, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.

The Joint Secretary and FA, Ministry of Utban Development and Ministry of HUPA,

New Delhi.

9. The Chief Planner, Town and Country Planning Organisation (TCPO), LP. Estate, New
Delhi.

10. The Adviser, CPHEEO, Ministry of Urban Development, Nitman Bhavan, New Delhi.

11. The CMD, Housing and Urban Development Corporation Ltd., HUDCO Bhavan,

India Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi.

12. The Joint Secretary JNNURM)/Mission Director, Ministry of Housing and Utrban
Poverty Alleviation, New Delhi — Member-Secretaty

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

1. Shri Mukhopadhyay, Principal Secretary, Urban Development Department, Government -
of West Bengal, Nagarayan Bhavan, DF-8, Sector-I, Kolkata 700 064
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2. Shri B.P. Barat, Secretary, Kolkata Metropolitan Development Authority, Government of

West Bengal, DF-8, Sector-1, Salt Lake, Kolkata-64
3, Shri Chintamani, Director, SUDA, Government of Uttar Pradesh, 10-Ashok Marg, Navchetna 2

Kendra, Lucknow.
4. The Chief Executive Officer, Gujarat Urban Development Mission, GMFB Building, Sector-10A,

Gandhinagar — 382 016,

Copy to the Secretaries in charge of Basic Services to the Urban Poor (BSUP) and
Integrated Housing & Slum Development Programme (IHSDP) in the States /UTs:-

The Principal Secretary,

Urban Development &

Municipal Administration Department
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
L-Block Secretatiat

Hyderabad — 500 002

- The Principal Sectetary,

Housing Department,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
L-Block, A.P. Secretariat,
Hyderabad — 500 002

The Secretary,

Municipal Administration Department,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
L-Block Sectetariat,

Hyderabad-500 002,

The Principal Secretary,

Urban Development & Tourism,
Government of Arunachal Pradesh,
Civil Sectetariaf,

Itanagar.- .

The Commissioner & Secretary,
UD Department,
-Government of_Assam,. -

The Sccretary,
Urban Development Department,
Government of Bihar,

Assam Secretariat, Vikash Bhawan,
Dispur, Guwahati -781 006. New Secretariat, Patna..
The Additional Secretary & Director The Sccretary (Housing),

(BUDA),
Urban Development Department,
-| Government of Bihar,

Government of Bihar

Sachivalaya
Patna — 800 015

Vikash Bhawan,Patna.

The Secretary, The Secretary(FHousing)
Urban Administration & Development Government of Goa,
Department, Secretariat Annexe,

Government of Chhattishgarh,
Room NO 316, DKS Bhawan,
Mantralaya, Raipur -492 001.

EDC House,
Panaji- 403 001

The Principal Secretary(UD) & Housing,
Government of Gujarat,

Block No, 14, 9° Floor,

New Sachivalaya,

Gandhinagar-382 010.

The Chief Executive Olficer,

Gujarat Utban Development Mission,
GMFB Building, Sector-10A,
Gandhinagar — 382 016

The Commissioner & Secretary,
Department of Urban Development,
Government of Haryana,

SCO-20 Sec.7C,

Chandigarh — 160 001.

The Secretary (UDD),

Government of Himachal Pradesh,
Shimla - 171 002

The Secretary,

Housing and UD Department,
Government of Jammu & Kashmir,
New Secretariat, Srinagar.

The Principal Secretary (Housing),
Government of Himachal Pradesh,
Shimla - 171 002
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The Director,

| Utban Local Bodies

Government of Jammu & Kahsmir,
151-A/D, Gandhi Nagar, Jammu.

The Secretary

Urban Development Department,
Govemnment of Jharkhand,
Ranchi -834 §04.

The Secretary (Housing)
Government of Tharkhand,
Project Building, Dhurwa,
‘Ranchi-834004

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 Iarnataka

Room No.436,

4" Floor, Vikas Sauda

Dr. B.R.Ambedkar Road

Bangalore 560 001

The Secretary (Housing),

-t Government of Kerala,

Secretariat,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 001

The Principal Secretary,

Local Self Government Department
Government of Kerala
Thiruvasanthapuram — 695 001

The Sectetary ,

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

The Executive Director
Kudumbashree

State Poverty Eradication Mission
“Government of Kerala ==

2" Floor, TRIDA Building,
Chalakuzhy Road, Medical College (PO),
Thiruvananthapuram 695 011,

The Principal Secretary,
Urban Administration and Development
Department,

2| .Government of Madhya Pradesh,

Mantralaya,
Bhopal - 462 032

The Principal Secretary (Housing &
Environment},

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya, Ballabh Bhavan,
Bhepal - 462 032

The Commissioner,

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

The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of Maharashtra,
Room No.425, 4" floor
Mantraalaya, Mumbai-400 032

The Principal Secretary (Housing),
Govettiment of Maharashtra,
Room No.268,

2" Floor, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-400 032

-Commissioner & Secretary,
Urban Affairs & Housing,
Government of Meghalaya,
Main Secretariat Building
Shillong-793 001

The Secretary,

Housing, UD & Municipal Administration,
Government of Manijpur,

Chief Secretariat,

Imiphal -795 001

The Commissioner & Secretary,
Urban Development & Poverty Alleviation

+ Department
| Governmerit of Mizoram,

Civil Secretariat, Aizwal-796 001.

The Prinéipal Secretary,

Utban Development Department,
Government of Nagaland,
Kohima — 797 001

The Cominissioner & Secretary, Works &
Housing,
Government of Nagaland

Kohimsa —- 797 001

The Principal Secretary (Housing & UD),
Government of Otissa,

" Orissa Secretariat,

Bhubaneswar - 751 001




The Principal Secretary(LSG)
Government of Punjab
Mini Secretariat

The Secretary (Housing & UD)
'Government of Punjab,
Room No.419, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9

Sector-9, Chandigach 160 001

Chandigarh 160 001

‘The Principal Secretary, The Secretaty,

UDH & LSG Department, Local Self Government Department,

Government of Rajasthan
Room No. 29, Main Building,
Secretariat, Jaipur

Government of Rajasthan ,
Rocm No.39, S5O Building,

| Government Secretariat ,

Jaipur 302 005.

The Secretary,
Department of UD & Housing,
Government of Sikkim,

The Secretary (Housing & UD),
. Government of Tamil Nadu,
Fort St. George, Secretariat,

NH 31A, Chennai —600 0609
Gangtok - 737 101
The Secretary, The Secretary (UD),

Municipal Administration & Water Supply,
Government of Tamil Nadu,
6" Floor, Ezhilagam Annexe,
Chepauk, Chennai— 600 009

Government of Tripura
Civil Secretariat,

Pt. Nehru Complex,
Agartala-799 001

The Principal Secretary (UD & MA)
Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Room No.825,

The Principal Secretary (Housing),
Government of Uttar Pradesh,
325 Bapu Bhavan,
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8" floor, Bapu Bhawan,
Lucknow — 226 001

Tucknow =226 0017

The Director,

SUDA,

Government of Uttar 1'radesh,
Navchetna Kendra,

10, Ashok Marp, Lucknow.

The Principal Secretary (UD),

| Govetnment of Uttarakhand,

Uttarakhand Secretariat,
4 B, Subhash Road
DEHRADUN - 248 001.

The Project Director JNNURM),
Urban Development Directorate,
Government of Uttarakhand,
43/6, Mata Mandir Marg,
Dharampur, Dehradun - 248 001

The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of West Bengal,
Nagarayan DF-8, Sectorl,
Bidhannagar, Kolkata 700 064

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

The Secretary (Housing),
Government of Puducherry,
Chief Secretariat,
Puducherry-605 001

The Secretary,

Local Administration Department
Government of Puaducherry,
Chief Secretariat,

Puducherry-605 001

The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of NCT of Delhi,

9" Floor, C Wing,

Delhi Secretariat, IP Estate, New Delhi.

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

The Commissioner & Secretary,
(Relief & Rehabilitation),

UT of Andaman & Nicobar Islands,
Secretariat,

Port Blair —744 101

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

.Secretariat,
Mati Daman-396 220
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The Secretary (Housing & UD), The Chief Town Planner,
UT of Dadra & Nagar Haveli, Town & Country Planning Department,
Secretariat, uT Adrrumstrauon of Dadra & Nagar
Silvassa-396 220 Haveli, 2* Floor, Secretariat,

Sitvasa — 396 230.

Copy to:

1. The Joint Secretary to Hon’ble Prime Minister (Kind attention Shri R. Gopalakrishnan),
PMO, South Block, New Delhi.

PS to Hon’ble Minister (HUTPA)

Sr. PPS to Secretary (HUPA)

Joint Secretary (H), Ministry of HUPA

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

The Joint Secretary (UT), Ministry of Home Affairs, North Block, New Delhi

Director (UPA), Ministry of HUPA

OSD (JNNURM), Ministry of HUPA.

9. Director {Administration}, Ministry of HUPA

10. DSgNNURM), Ministry of HUPA

11. USJNNURM), Ministry of HUPA

12. DD(PC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

13. DD(Data & MIS}, NBO, Ministry of IHTUPA

14. DD (NRC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

A

L ~No

15, S0_(IHSDP), Ministry.of HUPA - e S

6. Monitoring Cell NNURM), Ministry of HUPA
17. The CMD, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Road , New Delhi-110 003

18. The CMD, HPL, Jangpura, New Delhi-110014
19. The Executive Director, BMTPC, Core 5 A, First Floor, India Habitat Centre, Lodhi

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

Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi 110 003. _
21. The Director, Indian Institute of Technology Roorkee, Roorkee, Uttarakhand ~ 247 667

Copy to:- Guard folder on JNNURM (\
Py J \ @
(M. Jayachandran)

Deputy Director (BSUP)
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MINUTES OF THE 69 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, 29t Qctober, 2009

The 69% meeting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring
Committee (CSMC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Utban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission
(JNNURM) was held under the Chairpersonship of Secretary, Ministry of
Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation in New Delhi on 29% Qctober,
2009 (at 11 AM in MIS Centre of NBO, Room No. 120, G Wing Nirman
Bhawan). The list of participants is at Annexure — I.

2.1. Welcoming the Chairperson and Members of the CSMC, the
Mission Director/Joint Secretary (JnNURM) informed that a number of
meetings have been held by Secretary (HUPA) with representatives of

States/UTs recently  tcgatding “implenentation—of--already-approved
projects as well as submission of new projects under BSUP and IFISDP.
The States/UTs have also been requested to come up with realistic
estimates of requirement of ACA during the current financial year 2009-
10. He requested States/UTs to immediately reconcile the figures and
inform the Ministry of the exact requirement of ACA under BSUP and
IHSDP during the year 2009-10. The States should gear up their
machinery to submit proposals sccking 204 and subsequent instalments
with all supporting documents such as Utilistation Certificates, duly filled
up worksheets, report of independent technical inspection, TPIM o
IRMA repott along with comments of SLNA, etc. Similatly, States/UTs
(which have balance 7-year ACA allocation) should submit new project
proposals for approval of the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring
Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee without any delay. They
should prepare a plan of action in this respect in order to ensure that such
ptoposals ate brought up before the CSMC/CSC well in time. He also
informed that the last meeting of the CSMC/CSC in the current year will
be held by 28.2.2010 as Ministry of Finance/Ministry of Home Affairs
will not be able entertain any proposals for release of fund after 5®

March, 2010.
(Action: States/UT's)

2.2, Mission Director/Joint Secretary (JNNURM) requested all the
States/UTs to submit (i) utilisation certificate in respect of the grant-in-
aid released by the Ministry in March, 2007 for conducting capacity




building programme under JNNURM, (i) requirement for PMU-PIUs,
(ii)) DPR reimbursement charges, (iv) TPIMA charges and (v) additional
amount due towards projects sanctioned in 2008-09 prior to revision of
unit cost under IHSDP from Rs.80,000 to Rs.100,000 per unit. FHe
informed: that the Ministry has recently approved a new set of guidelines
for providing financial assistance for comprehensive capacity building
programme under JNNURM and requested all the States to submit
necessaty proposals for financial assistance. In addition, support will be
available under 5% A&O/IEC funds to develop centres of
excellence/national/regional resource centres for promoting capacity
building at the state/local levels. The Committee noted the approvals
accorded by Minister for Housing & Utban Poverty Alleviation and
decided that OSD (NBO) would print the consolidated guidelines and
circulate the copies to States/UTs to enable them send proposals for
consideration by CSMC/CSC. He also reiterated the important points
emphasized by the Chairperson in the earlier meetings of CSMC/CSC for
adherence/implementation by the States/UTs/ULBs (Annexure-II).

.. (Action: States/UTs/Appraisal Agencies)

]

2.3.  Mission Director and Joint Secretary (NNURM) informed that the
last date for receipt of proposals for the Incentive Award for Cities and
States is 5% November, 2009 and requested the States to submit necessary

proposals to OSD (JNNURM).
(Action: States /UTs)

3.1. Welcoming the participants, Sectetary (HUPA) and Chairperson,
Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee (CSMC) emphasised the
need to ensute quality check in all the projects under BSUP and 1HSDP.
She said that the proposals from the States seeking second and
subsequent instalments should invariably be accompanied by a report on
the quality check conducted by independent agencies and TPIMA along
with comments from the SLNA. All the States/UTs should complete the
process for engaging TPIMA without any delay to avoid stoppage of
release of 274 and subsequent instalment. ‘Till such time TPIM is in place,
quality check should be conducted through reputed agencies or IRMA
and their reports along with comments of the SLNA should be sent to
the INNURM Ditectorate of Ministry of HUPA. The States/UTs should
ensure that necessary paper work conforming to the requirement of the
JNNURM Directorate are complete in all respects before they come up
with proposals seeking 2°¢ and subsequent instalments so that projects are

not held up for want of such procedural requirements.
(Action: States /UTs)
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3.2. Secretary (HUPA) and Chairperson, Central Sanctioning &
Monitoring Committee (CSMC) suggested that States/UT's should come
up with supplementary demand in. case some critical infrastructure
components were left out at the time of original approval of the projects.
The components such as watet and sewer pipeline connection, separate
toilet and bath, etc., that were inadvertently left out eatlier should be
provided so that the beneficiaries do not suffer from lack of such
facilities. However, the costing should be based on the SOR of the year
in which the original project was approved. Any escalation on this

account is to be borne by the State/UT/ULB.
(Action: States/UT's)

3.3, Referring to the proposed Rajiv Awas Yojana, Secretary (HUPA)
said that comments on the draft of the guidelines for the scheme sent to
all the States/UT's must be sent by 15 November to enable the Ministry
to complete necessary formalities for the launch of the Scheme which

—envisages_a_Slumn-free India. She requested the State/UT Secretaries to

undertake preparatory tasks such as survey of slums, slum mapping using
GIS, preparation of slum-free city/state plans, development of legal
framework for property rights to slum dwellers, addressing issues of
inclusive urban planning to prevent growth of slums in future, exploting
PPP projects for slum development/redevelopment/rehabilitation
projects,

(Action: States/UTs)

4. For the CSMC Meeting, the following proposals were put up in the
agenda: '
(a) Proposals for 3+ ingtalment of ACA received from:
i, Uttar Pradesh (2 projects at Agra)
. West Bengal (4 projects at Kolkata)
(b) TPIM Proposal from Uttar Pradesh
(0 PMU/PIU proposal from Gujarat

Bref details of the agenda ate at Annexure-IIT.




5.  Proposals for 31 instalment of ACA
Uttar Pradesh

5.1.  The Committee considered the proposal for releasing 37 instalment
for 2 projects in Agra, The Committee approved the proposal subject to

the following:

o Infrastructure component in all the projects should be upto the

desired mark.
o The State shall ensure that town planning norms as applicable to
low income settlements are followed while laying down

infrastructute networks.

5.2. Abstracts of the approval for releasing 37 instalment for
the 2 projects at Agra are at Annexure-IV (Col. A & B)

(Action: JNINURM Directorate — to
recommend release of fund

L}
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West Bengal:

5.3. 'The Principal Secretary (UD), representing the State referred to the
decisions taken in the 65¢ meeting of CSMC held on 15.7.2009 and satd
that on account of an observation about quality of road being executed in
one of the projects, release of 20 instalment and 3¢ instalment for all the
13 projects approved in the said meeting has been held up. He requested
the Committee to reconsider the decision and to release 2nd/3xd
instalment for the remaining 12 projects as necessary quality check has
been ensuted in all the projects. Regarding Chandannagore, the
representative assured that a separate report will be sent very soon. He
also informed the Committee that he is personally supervising such
matters after assuming charge as Principal Secretary (UD) of the State

Government.

5.4. The Committee observed that out of 11 projects for which 2nd
instalment was sought in the 65 meeting of the CSMC, the Central
Monitoring Agency had found that the road being executed in
Chandannagore (Phase I) was not up to the mark. The Committee had
requested the State to furnish independent quality inspection repotts
within 15 days of the meeting and also to furnish original UCs in respect
of 3 projects at North Dum Dum (Phase I), Chandannagore (Phase I)

and Hoogly.
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5.5.

The Committee decided the following;

The State should undertake regular inspection of the projects
through independent professional agencies and if there is deviation,
the State should come up with corrective measures;

The JNNURM Ditectorate should check whether quality check
repotts, accompanied by comments of SLNA, are received and are
satisfactory in respect of the 12 out of 13 projects (i.e., excluding
Chandannagore) and that original UCs have been received. This
will be processed on file. After this, recommendation for releasing
the 2nd/3rd ingtalment for 12 projects (approved in the 65 meeting
of CSMC) will be made;

For Chandannagore the State should send independent quality
report along with its comments. BMTPC will submit a report
regarding rectification: of the shortcomings noticed ecaslier. Based
on the repotts received the release would be recommended by the
Mission Directorate. '

5.6.

(Action: JNNRUM-Directorate—to-recommend-release
of fund subject to verification of quality check report and
UC; State Government/SLNA - to furnish quality check
report in respect of Chandannagore and furnish original
UC); BMTPC to report whether the shortcomings noticed
earlier have been rectified).

‘I'he Committee then considered the proposals secking release of

3t instalment for 4 projects in Kolkata. Director (NNURM) informed:

5.7.

¢ For the projects at (i) Rishra and (i) Baruipur thete is no provision

for water supply;
8 DUs have been dropped from the project in Rishra

The representative of the State-informed:

The State would provide water supply with tndividual water
connection. Necessary action has been taken for infrastructure
connectivity with UIG; and

8 DUs have been dropped (out of 128 units) due to non-availability
of adequate land. Efforts will be made to complete all DUs.
Otherwise, revised costing will be submitted at the time of seeking
4 instalment by reducing the cost of 8§ DUs.

5\'}(




5.8.  The Committee approved the proposal for release of 3w instalment
for the 4 projects subject to the following:
s The State should take all measures to include everyone in the slum;

e There should not be any change materially affecting the project
(such as change in the unit size, no provision for toilets/bath, etc);

¢ Necessaty infrastructure for individual water supply connection
with connectivity to city-wide netwotk should be planned and
executed well before the completion of the projects. As water
pipelines have to be laid under the roads, advance action for the
same should be taken before finishing the road works;

e 1In case some infrastructure components were left out at the time of
orginal approval of the projects, State is free to come up with
supplementary demands (SOR at the time of approval of the
original project to be adopted and any escalation to be borne by the
State/ULB).  The components such as pipeline connection,
separate toilet and bath, étc., that were madvertently left out earlier

should be provided so that the bcneﬁcmrle% do not suffer fLOrn lack

lll
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of such factities.
5.9. Abstracts of the approval for releasing 3 instalment for the 4

projects at Kolkata are at Annexure-IV (Col. C, D, E & T)

(Action: JNNURM Directorate — to
recommend release of fund

6. TPIM Proposal

Uttar Pradesh

6.1. Director (SUDA), Uttar Pradesh presented the proposal for
appointment of Third Party Inspection and Monitoring Agency (IPIMA)
for the BSUP and IHSDP projects in the State. The work 1s proposed to
given to thre€ agencies, viz, II'T, Roorkee, Infrastructure Professional
Enterprises P. Ltd, New Delhi (IPLE) and Shristi Utban Infrastructure

Development Ltd, New Delhi (Shristi).

6.2. The Committee observed the following:

1) Two agencies namely, IPE and Shristi are empanelled agencies. IIT
Rookée is not an empanelled agency ;

2) The SLNA should ensure that work to TPIMA is as per capacity of
the agency and that the value of the work to TPIMA is within the
prescribed ceiling specified in the toolkit. ;

3) SLNA should clarify whether the rates are inclusive of taxes or not;

4) SLNA should ensure that there is no conflict of interest in
awarding the work, as per the toolkit;

W~




s

5) SLNA should submit agency-wise costing; and
6) SLNA should certify that:
i CVC guidelines have been followed;
ii. Guidelines of the State Government regarding award of
contract have been followed;
ili.  There is no conflict of interest as per toolkit; and
iv. The reports will be furnished as per the toolkit.

6.3  The state representative requested that since IIT Rootkee is a
technically qualified institution, the proposal to accord a part of TPIM
wotk to ITT Roorkee may be accepted. The Committee agreed to the
request of State Government with the condition that the toolkit of TPIM
would be followed by the said institution. The Committee also clarified
that the presctibed ceiling on the award cost may be applied on the group
of projects being awarded to the agencies. '

6.3 The-Committee approved the proposal for engaging M/s IPE,
New.Delhi,.Shristi, New_Delhi and IIT, Roorkee as TPIMA for the

State of Uttar Pradesh subject to the State furnishing

clarification/certification as at paragraph 6.2.  above and
submitting SL.SC approval for same.

6.4  The State has since furnished the compliance report. The State
(Finance Controller) has furnished the requisite certificate. GoUP has
informed that selected agencies have been allotted work as per their
capacity and within prescribed ceiling limit of the toolkit. The proposed
rates are exclusive of taxes. The revised proposal as submitted by the
State is at Annexure — V (a). The agency wise break-up is as-under

i)  SHRISHTI - No of Projects — 71 (22 BSUP and 49 IHSDP)

at 2 total fee of Rs. 1.985 crores
i)  IPE - No of Projects — 98 (32 BSUP and 66 IHSDP) at a

total fee of Rs. 2.704 crores ,
i)  II'T-Roorkee No of Projects — 22 (13 BSUP and 9 IHSDP) at

a total fee of Rs. 0.658 crores
The release of funds would be subject to submission of SLSC

approval.
(Action: State Government)

7
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West Bengal

6.5. The representative of the State, Principal Secretary (UD) requested
the Committee to give final approval to the State’s proposal for TPIM
(considered in the 68" meeting of CSMC held on 1.9.2009).

6.6. The Committee observed that.in principle approval to the proposal
for TPIM in the State of West Bengal was accoided subject to the
following:

e The state would certify that
© The relevant State guidelines and State norms have been

followed through a transparent process; the reports will be as
pet toolkit of the Ministry; and there is no conflict of interest
in case of agency proposed.
s SLSC/SLCC approval will be reported.
e The State would submit the detailed project-wise amount required
comprising desk review charges, number of site visits required and

total sitc visit"charges—in—a~tabular- form —The-taxes _should_be

mentioned separately.

e The State would ensure that the total cost is within the ceting
prescribed for BSUP and IHSDP separately in the toolkit.

» The State must ensure that the agency proposed has the requisite
capacity to take up the wotk as per the Band allotted to it by the

Ministry.

6.7. SLNA has submitted the compliance report fulfilling the conditions
imposed by CSMC. However, as mentioned in the compliance report the
proposal was to be put up in the meeting of SLSC to be held on 4
November 2009. The State has informed that the rates arc inclusive of
taxes. SLNA has also submitted agency-wise statement of award of work
whetein the finapcal ceilings have been observed on the group of

projects warded to an agency.

6.8 After consideration of the compliance reports by the State, the
Committee approved the proposal which is placed at annexure V
(b). The agency wise break up 1s as under : -

e M/s Arvee Associates Architects Engineers & Consultants Pyt. Ltd,
Hyderabad - No of projects — 84 (42 BSUP and 42 IHSDP) at a

total fee of Rs. 304.85 lakhs
e M/s SGS India Pvt. Ltd, Mumbai - No of projects — 56 (29 BSUP
and 27 THSDP) at a total fee of Rs. 209.3 lakhs
8\rg”
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¢ M/s BLG Constructions setvices Pvt. Ltd, Jodhpur- No of projects
= 43(19BSUP and 24 THSDP) at a total fee of Rs. 173.55 lakhs

The total value of TPIM work proposed to be awarded is Rs. 687.7
lakhs for 183 projects. The release of funds would be subject to

submission of SLSC approval.
(Action: State Government)

7. PMU/PIU

Gujarat )
7.1.  The representative of the SLNA, Gujarat presented proposals for
setting up of PMU and PIUs in the State.  He informed the Committee
that though 2 PIUs (I each for Rajkot and Vadodara) have been
approved, no PMU for the State was approved. He rcquested the

Committee to approve the proposal for setting up:-

i——T-PMU (at-the State level).at Gandhinagar;

ii. 2PIUs (for BSUP projects) at Ahmedabad and Surat
ii. 4 PIUs (for covering IHSDP towns).

Regarding the proposal for 4 PIUs to cover IHSDP towns, the
representative of the SLNA requested that these may be sanctioned at
Bhavnagar, jamnagar, Kadi and Valsad to cover 32 THSDP towns, instead
of the 4 the locations shown in the agenda (i.¢, Gandhinagar, Bhavnagar,
Jamnagar and Surendranagar). He made a presentation on the
geographical location and its contiguity.

7.2. The Committee approved to set up the following:-
i.. 1 PMU (at the State level) at Ghandhinagar;
ii. 2 PIUs (for BSUP projects) at Ahmedabad and Surat; and
iii. 4 PIUs at Bhavnagar, Jamnagar, Kadi and Valsad to cover 32
IHSDP towns and other towns that may be taken up under RAY.

7.3.  Abstract of the approval are at Annexure VI (a), (b), (c), (d),
(e) and (f).

(Action: JINNURM Directorate to

recommend release of 1st instalment of ACA

for 1 PMU and 6 PIUs)

8. The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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9.

" {07 Shi D Mukliopadhyay; Principal Secretary (UD), Government of West Bengal,

11.

ANNEXURE-I

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE 69" MEETING OF
CENTRAL SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE
(CSMC) OF BSUP HELD UNDER THE CHAIRPERSONSHIP
OF SECRETARY (HUPA) ON 29.10.2009

Ms. Kiran Dhingra, Secretary, ... ce e ee.. in Chair

Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Allevmnon

Dr. P.K. Mohanty, Mission Director & Joint Secretary (JNNURM), Ministry of
HUPA

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

Shri Vivek Nangia, Director (NNURM), Ministry of HUPA

Shti V.K. Gupta, Deputy Financial Adviser, Ministry of HUPA

Shri K.L. Dhingra, CM.D., HUDCQO, New Delhi

Shri Naresh KR. Dhiran, Town & Country Planner, T.C.P.O., Ministry of Urban
Development

Shri Deena Nath, Deputy Director, Department of Expenditure, Ministry of

Finance
Shri Umraw Singh, Deputy Director (JPC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA
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Nagarayan Bhavan, DF-8, Sector-1, Kolkata-700 064
Shri Chintamani, Director, SUDA, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow

12. Shri Chhanda Sircar, Director, SUDA, Government of West Bengal.
13. Shri Kousik Das, Chief Engineer, M.E. Directorate, Department of Municipal Affairs,

Government of West Bengal

14. Shri $.K. Chaudhary, Exccutive Director, HUDCO, New Dclhi
15. Ms. Usha P. Mahavir, Deputy Chief, HUDCO, New Delhi

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

17. Shri D.P. Singh, Development Officer, BMTPC, New Delhi

18.

19.

20.

Shri Vijay Anadkat, Team Leader, PMU, Gujarat Urban Development Mission,

Gandhinagar
Shri Liby T. Johnson, Specialist (Social Development), PMU, Kudumbashree, TRIDA

Building, Medical College PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala
Ms. Anju Singh, Project Office, District Urban Development Agency, Mathura, Uttar
Pradesh

. Shri KR, Meena, Executive Engineer, Municipal Council, Bhilwara, Rajasthan
. Shri M. Jayachandran, Deputy Director (BSUP), Ministry of HUPA
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ANNEXURE-II

IMPORTANT POINTS REGARDING FORMULATION,

EXECUTION & MONITORING OF BSUP AND IHSDP PROJECTS

CDPs and Slum Development Plans

The first generation CDPs have not addressed the requirements of
housing and infrastructure in slums/low-income settlements adequately.
States/UTs should revisit their CDPs, identify all the slums in their cities
and towns — both notified and non-notified, develop database, and
assess the needs for both 7n sitw and relocation projects. As far as
possible, priosity should be accorded to in sy development of slums,
keeping the livelihood needs of the urban poor in view. Time-bound
Slum Development Plans need to be prepared for all cities and towns to
pursue the agenda of Slum-free Cities/Towns in view of the mandatory
reform...regardmg the provision of entitlements and amenities to the

urban poot in accordance with the 7-Paint CHartet of JNNURM:

Sium & Socio-economic Surveys

Sutvey of slums and potential beneficiaries for coverage under BSUP
and IHSDP projects is a must for the meaningful formulation of DPRs.
All efforts should be made for the proper conduct of detailed slum
surveys and household socio-economic surveys to identfy the
projects/facilities to be included under DPRs. The SLNAs concerned
would be responsible for the conduct of various surveys under the
guidance of the State Secretary concerned. OSD (JNNURM) will
coordinate the conduct of surveys in BSUP cities/towns and other cities
and towns covered / proposed to be covered under IHSDP. He will
communicate necessary guidelines / formats for the conduct of Slum,
Household and Livelihoods Surveys in States/UTs.  Training
programmes as required for effective survey works should be organised
by SLNAs, coordinated by OSD (JNNURM).

Surveys would facilitate the assessment of the felt-needs of slum-
dwellers/urban poor, especially for housing and physical and social
infrastructure including schools, health care centres and other social
/ community facilitles like community halls, common facility centres etc.
Such surveys should cover health, education and livelihood profiles of
the urban poor. The sutvey findings must be utjlized for designing good
BSUR/IHSDP projects, taking into account important aspects such as
dependency load in the existing schools, capacity in hospitals for in- and
out-patients, need for mult-purpose community centres including




livelihood centres, informal sector markets, etc. depending on the
occupational profiles of the beneficiaries and the likely numbers.

In case there is time constraint, regular slum survey and household socio-
economic survey can be preceded by rapid slum and socio-economic surveys for
the purposes of assessing the state of basic amenities in slums and the
felt-needs of beneficiaries, duly considering their broad social, economic,
educational and skill profiles, main and subsidiary occupations etc. so
that appropriate physical and social infrastructure facilities can be
proposed in the DPRs.

Each DPR should be accompanied by a list of beneficiaries based on the
socio-economic survey. Efforts should be made to develop slums
inhabited predominantly by SCs, ST's and other weaker sections living in
sub-human conditions. States/ULBs should ensure that houses under
BSUP and ITHSDP are provided to the needy and the properly targeted
sections. The list of beneficiaries should be notified and placed in the
website of the ULB/JNNURM.

States/UTs should go in for issues of bio-metric identity cards to
beneficiaries based on the socio-economic survey and computerization
of data/records_This is to_ensurc that they do not sell the dwelling units

»

N

and squat elsewhere. Further, the States/ULBs may impose conditions
that the houses constructed under INNURM cannot be transferred over
a specified period or that the same would be on a long-term lease. The
possibility of sale/alicnation/misuse of housing units constructed under
BSUP and [HSDP should be prevented.

Consultation with Beneficiaries

o Consultation with beneficiaries is a must before deciding on preparation
of DPRs. Willingness of the beneficiaries should be taken for any
rehabilitation/relocation projects proposed and also for payment of
beneficiary contribution.

Affordability of the urban poor should be kept foremost in view while
wotking out beneficiary contribution. Any contribution amount beyond
their financial capacity may lead to the imposition of undue burden on
them. Therefore, special care needs to be taken while deciding upfront
‘beneficiaty contribution or EMI payment. States/UTs may arrange
loans under Differential Rate of Interest scheme for beneficiaries to
enable them to meet their share. Overall construction cost of the

housing unit may also be kept at a minimum.

Mandatory Clearances/Approvals

o The State Level Nodal Agency/implementing bodies should ensure that
the necessary clearances/approvals such as environmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) regulation clearance, land use clearance,
etc. are in place before the DPRs are posed to the State Level Steering
Committee/State Level Coordination Committee, as the case may be,
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for consideration. The CEQ of the SLINA and State Secretary concerned
should place the necessary technical clearances/approvals under various
Jaws, including FEavironmental, Town Planning and Municipal laws, etc.
and certificate that the estimates coantained in the DPRs are
authenticated/certified by the technically competent authorities under
the State PWD Core/rules before the SI.SC/SLCC.

* The layouts proposed for housing colonies under BSUP and IHSDP,
showing various land uses and facilities proposed must conform to the
prevalent Town Planning Rules/norms, as applicable to low income
housing/informal settlements. Copies of layouts and housing designs
must invariably accompany DPRs when the same are sent to Appraising
Agencies.

Housing & Infrastructure Components
¢ The Ministty of Housing & Urban Poverty Alleviation has circulated
Model DPR document to all States/UTs. The same is also placed in the
Ministry’s web site for INNURM. A “whole slum’ approach will need to
be adopted covering provision of land tenute, affordable housing and
basic SCLVICES. mummn ] hE whole  slum proposed for

development/redevelopment/relocation should be dé-notified afterthe ==
BSUP or IHSDP project is implemented. However, consideting the

difficulties in practice and special needs of the urban poor at some

locations, clusters having more than 15 housing units can also be

considered. Under the whole slum approach, it must be ensured that

pucca houses left out of housing programme should be provided with

individual toilet facilities with a view to achieving total sanitation.

» The housing component should generally be at least 50% of the total
project cost with a view to achieving the targets fixed under the Mission

" and also giving primacy to the provision of shelter to the urban poor
except in cases where housing units have already been constructed/are
being constructed under VAMBAY or other EWS scheme of Central or
State Governments.

e Adequate provision should be made for water supply, sewerage,
drainage, solid and liquid waste disposal in the colonies proposed for
development under BSUP or IHSDP. Individual water and sewer
connection should be provided. Digester technology, where immediate
connections to city sewer systems are not feasible, could be adopted in
the place of dual-pits/septic tanks, wherever feasible.

Education, Health & Other Facilities
* Proposals for additional schools or additional rooms in existing schools
must be part of the DPRs. The capacity of the existing schools to absorb
the children from colonies being developed under BSUP and IHSDP
needs to be carefully studied. The estimate of school-going children
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.(including those from the new colonies) and demand for classrooms in
terms of prevailing norms, capacity in existing schools and the additional
capacity required should be worked out.

e Similar exercise should be dohe for providing health care facilities —
hospitals, health centres, maternity centres etc.

e Action needs to be taken to ensure that other community infrastructure
facilities like electrical sub-stations, transformers, water supply
reservoirs, parks, playgrounds, bus stops, local markets, post offices etc.
are also made available to the poor.

o Detailed estimates of community facility requirements as per planning
norms, availability and gaps to be addressed have to be prepared at the
initial stage of project preparation itself. "

Colony Layouts & Housing Designs
» The colony layout plan should be socially cohesive and should facilitate
social interaction amongst the dwellers. LEfforts should be made for
providing at 30% open areas along with 15% organised green area in the

layouts.
~e~Adequate-spacesmust be.provided in the layouts_for community facilities. _
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including social and livelihoods infrastructure. The layout plan must
include designated space to take care of convergent services such as
health, education and recreation, informal sector markets, livelihood
centres, pens for animals (if permitted and required) etc. in accordance
with the specific needs of each of the slum pockets and their
beneficiaries.

o The houses proposed should have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
separate bathroom and latrine, individual water connection and sewer
connection. Aspects such as storage space for keeping things 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 etc., are some of the
nuances that can be thoughtfully incorporated in the design of the
houses for the poor.

e In the case of more than G+3 structures, provisions for ramp/lifts may
be made to ensure that the old, disabled and children are not put to
inconvenience.

e While priority should be given to accommodate physically challenged
beneficiaries in the colonies, suitable barrier-free environments need to
be provided for them in the proposed projects.

e The Ministy of HUPA, with the help of HUDCO and BMTPC, has
developed good designs of houses, colonies, ramps and various types of
social infrastructure facilities which could be appropriately used while

14\)(5”
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formulating project proposals. A Toolkit has also been published in this
regard. The same may be referred to.

The State Level Nodal Agency/ULBs/other implementing agencies may
adopt innovative designs for layouts and houses for the poor, multi-
purpose community centres, informal sector markets, animal pens, etc.
not only in BSUP and IHSDP projects but also in their own
programmes taken up by Housing Corporations/Boards etc. duly
considering the models presented by FIUDCO and BMTPC in the

Toolkit published by the Ministry.

Developing Green Habitats

» States/UTs should take action to develop green habitats for the urban

poor duly providing as many green belts, parks, avenue plantations, etc.
as possible. Road-side plantations with tree guards and block plantations
in the colonies taken .up under BSUP and IHSDP should be given
ptiority by the ULBs/Departments dealing with Patks, Plantations and
Urban Forests.

Tall seedlings, say 4-5 years old may be procured and planted in BSUP

and~IHSDP- colonies- so -that-they get established_quickly_without the
need for careful nurture and maintenance. '

Connectivity to City Infrastructure

o The infrastructure networks being developed under BSUP and IHSDP

should invariably be integrated or planned to be integrated with trunk-
line city infrastructure facilities, either already existing or being
developed under UIG / UIDSSMT or State Government programmes
in accordance with CDPs.

The States / ULBs should ensure proper coordination amongst various
agencies engaged in the implementation of JNNURM (UIG, UIDSSMT,
BSUP and IHSDP) and other schemes to make sure that slums and low-
income communities are linked to city-wide infrastructure systems. The
project appraisal teams for UIG, UIDSSMT, BSUP and IHSDP must

ensure such type of linkages.
Infrastructure facilities provided to slum-dwellers/urban poor in the
BSUP and [HSDP colonies should not be inferior to those in the

surrounding areas.

Q&M - Maintenance of Assets

* Proper maintenance of assets and upkeep of cleanliness and hygiene in

the housing complexes / colonies developed under BSUP and IHSDP
should be given utmost importance. States/UTs must develop viable
and sustainable mechanisms for the maintenance of the houses and
common infrastructure facilifes created under BSUP and IHSDP
though suitable mechanisms such as colony welfare associations, local

(.
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body-residents partnerships, institutional arrangements of collection of

monthly maintenance charges etc.

» Wherever infonmal sector markets are taken up as a part of social
infrastructure facilides in colonies, their operation on 2 time-sharing
basis by inhabitants or their associations can be considered by the ULB
concerned for enabling wider coverage of beneficiaries, without allotting

space to any one person permanently.

Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for Welfare of Minorities
e An important objective of the new programme is to ensure that the
benefits of various government schemes for the underprivileged reach
the disadvantaged sections of the minority communities. In this regard,
care should be taken to take up clusters of minority beneficiaties to the
extent possible. Wherever feasible, efforts should be made to allocate up
to 15% of targets under BSUP and IHSDP for the minorities.

Appraisal Check Lists
e Responsibility for the technical specifications in DPRs (adherence to

w1
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~State—-PWDH-—Code—and___Goyvernment  Orders) and  their

endorsement/apptoval by the competent authority lies with  the
ULB/implementing authority/State Level Nodal Agency. The appraisal
agencies must also ensure that the technical specifications are duly
certified by the technically competent authorities as per State
Government Public Works Code/Government Orders. Authenticated
estimates (rates and bills of quantities) duly signed by appropriate
authorities must accompany the DPRs/Appraisal Reports.

e The SLNAs/Appraisal Agencies should specially devote attention to the
following aspects:

* Land availability for housing the poor — verification of
ownership;

* Land tenure status — patta, temporary patta, occupancy right
etc.;

= Awvailability of State share, ULB share, Beneficiary contribution
as pet Guidelines of BSUP/IHSDP;

*  Willingness of beneficiaries to pay for their contribution.

"  Housing design — two rooms, kitchen, balcony, individual toilet,
individual water connection - refer to the Design Manual
circulated by the Ministry;

»  Adherence to town planning norms — Layout plans/designs
should conform to town planning regulations applicable and be
duly signed by competent municipal authority/SLNA officer;

*  Provision of adequate open space in layouts — for green belts,
parks, playgrounds, avenue plantations, roads etc.;

16\%/-
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*  Authentication by competent engineeting authority as per State
Government PWD Code/Otder duly signed by engineers of
approptiate level and SLNA Chief Executive Officer;

»  Identification of eligible beneficiaries - process for issue of
biometric identity cards must be completed within one month
after sanction of projects, in general;

=  Rapid/detailed socio-economic survey of beneficiaries — details
to be provided;

"  Proper identification of needs of community infrastructure

* Provision of required civic infrastructure including social
infrastructure such as community hall, livelihood centre,
information sector market, animal pen, etc. Estimation of
requirements must be based on judicious norms.

*  Connectivity of slum infrastructure facilities with city-wide
trunk infrastructure networks — water supply, sewerage,
storm drainage, roads etc. — ensuring connectivity of local
infrastructure being taken up under BSUP/IHSDP with
facilities being created under UIG/UIDSSMT.

»___Availability/provision of basic amenities like post offices, bus

stops, transport services, local shopping complexes; electricity-
transformers, sub-stations, water supply overhead tanks/ground
level service reservoirs etc.

*  SLSC/SLCC approval, project-wise (not in a block) with all
details clearly indicating estimates, plans, availability of State
share and agreement to mect cost escalation.

Time & Cost Over-runs

e The BSUP and IHSDP projects are generally required to be completed
in 12 to 15 months. In the case of Special Category States/UTs and
projects requiring special considerations, 3 to 6 months additional period
could be provided: It is expected that any escalation in the project cost
would be botne by the State Government/ULB concerned.

» For reducing escalation in the cost of projects, the following options
could be exercised by the implementing agencies:-

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

iy  Encouraging labour contribution from the beneficiaries under the
supervision of qualified technical personnel;

iliy  Bifurcating tendering (between housing component and
infrastructure component) with a view to reducing the possibility
of time and cost overruns; and

iv)  Creating/using a revolving “Basic Services for Urban Poor
(BSUP) Fund” earmarked out of the municipal budget and
supplemented by other innovative measures like cross-
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subsidization, State Government support etc. for meeting cost
escalation.

Setting up of PMU/PIUs

¢ The States/UTs should submit proposals to OSD (J/NNURM) who will
get the same appraised and bring up before the Central Sanctioning &
Monitoring Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee. Transparent
methods should be adopted in the selection and appointment of
professionals in PMUs and PIUs. Such appointments should not be
permanent in nature but only in terms of short-term engagements. No
appointment should be seen as a place for parking the dead-wood.
States/UTs must take all care to ensure that the PMU/PIUs have
competent personnel.

o Each appointment to PMU/PIU should be based on prescribed terms
of reference and the deliverables should be measured. Various activities,
tasks and outcomes have to be clearly spelt out in the TORs.
States/ULBs should exercise utmost caution in making such
appointments on a contract basis. They should try and ensure minimum

- - expenditure .by. selecting / appointing professionals at an appropriate

it

remuneration rather than immediately opting for tlie maximum-amount
indicated by the Centre. Flowever, the calibre of such professionals
should be of a reasonably high level. If néed be, qualified persons from
Central/State Government/ULBs could be taken in PMU/PIU on
deputation.  The personnel with PMUs/ PIUs should work in
tandem/collaboration with the State Level Nodal Agency / ULBs.
These personnel should also assist in the implementation of other
programmes like SJSRY.

Fees for Preparation of DPRs
e The States/UTs should submit proposals for reimbursement of fees to
the concerned Appraisal Agency which had appraised the projects. The
Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in examining the claim with
particular reference to the wvarious 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 report to the Ministry for releasing Central Assistance for
reimbursement of charges towards the cost of preparation of DPRs
(both in the case of DPRs prepared by in-house personnel as well as by
consultants). These will be considered by the Central Sanctioning and
Monitoring Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee. After approval,
recommendation will be sent to the Ministrty of Finance/Ministry of
Home Affairs for releasing Central Assistance out of the ACA allocation
for the particular State/UT in the case of projects ptepared by

consultants.
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o The Central Assistance for DPRs prepared through in-house personnel
of the States would be released: from out of the 1% JNNURM fund in
the Budget of Ministry of HUPA as decided in the Central Sanctioning
& Monitoring Committee /Central Sanctioning Committee Meetings
earlier. While sending proposals for reimbursement of project
preparation charges, the appraising agency must ensure that two copies
of DPRs (duly revised based on decisions of CSMC/CSC) are provided
to OSD (JNNURM) for record. The Appraising Agency should also
keep two copies of DPRs with it in safe custody so as to be able to meet
requests for information under the RTT Act, 2005.

Community Development Network (CDN)
¢ The States / UTs should prioritise and get necessary approval from
SLSC/SL.CC to- the proposals concerning Community Development
Network (CDN) so as to seek support from the Community
Participation Fund. Such proposals received 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 Natonal Project

— Coordinator/Deputy Secretary JNNURM). The reports will then be

placed before the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commitice for
consideration.

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

Quality in Execution of Projects

e Housing for the poor does not mean poor quality housing. Utmost
emphasis must be accorded to the quality execution of houses and
infrastructure faciliies for the poor. High quality construction,
functional units, vector-free atmosphere and healthy living environment
should be ensured in the housing projects under BSUP/IHSDP.
States/UT's should establish both internal and external quality assurance
mechanisms in the case of all BSUP and IHSDP projects.

» State Secretaries in charge of BSUP and IHSDP should ensure that all
the projects approved are inspected by independent high level teams
from time to time to ensure quality in execution and timely completion
of projects through removal of all hurdles

¢ Beneficiary committees must be constituted to supervise construction of
houses. States/UTs should take steps for conducting social audit of
projects under BSUP and IHSDP similar to NREGA.
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‘Third Party Inspection and Monitoting (FPIM)

o TPIM should be instituted to bring in transparency and quality in the
implementation of all BSUP and ITHSDP projects. The Ministry will be
providing necessary financial and technical assistance to the States / UT’s
for TPIM. A Toolkit has been prepared and communicated to the States
/UTs.

e Those States/UTs who have not been able to establish TPIMA for
BSUP and IHSDP projects may use the services of independent review
and monitoring agencies engaged for UIG, UIDSSMT or other
programimes.

» Before final installment is released under BSUP and IHSDP projects,
TPIM or quality inspection report until such time a TPIMA is engaged,
will be required from the concerned States/UTs unless the CSMC/CSC
is of the opinion that the release need not be stopped for the present in
the interest of completing houses for the urban poor, who have
contributed their share.

Capacity-Building-Activities .

4

» In the year 2006-07, the Mm1stry of HUPA had released fund to the
State Governments for capacity building activities including research and
training towards implementation of BSUP and IHSDP projects. Unless
the Stafes/UTs submit ufilisation certificates for the funds released
earlier, further releases of Central Assistance would be held up, as
utilisation certificates have to be furnished within 12 months from the
date of closure of the financial year to which financial sanction pertains.

e Capacity building is one of the bigpest constraints in the execution of
projects and reforms under JNNURM. The States/U'T's may take full
advantage of the IEC facilities under JNNURM, the National
Programme on Capacity Building for Urban Poverty Alleviation and the
programme of National Network of Resource Centres (NNRCs).

City/Town Poverty Reduction Strategy

e The city of Rajkot (Gujarat) has brought out a City Poverty Reduction
Strategy Report. Other cities/towns may bring out similar reports. They
may prepare comprehensive Slum Development Plans with a view to
pursuing the goal of Slum-free City. The toolkit prepared by the
National Strategy for the Urban Poor project may be referred to.

¢ States/UTs must develop agenda for Slum-free Cites and Towns and
prepare and implement time-bound action plans with specified

milestones for progress.

Key Reforms - Core to the Urban Poor
» Special attention should be paid fot the implementation of the three key
reforms stipulated under JNNURM that are critical to the urban poor: (i)
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internal earmarking within local body budgets for basic services to the
urban poor; (i) provision of basic services including the implementation
of 7-Point Charter in accordance with agreed timelines; (i) earmarking
at least 20-25% of developed land in all housing projects (both public
and private agencies) for EWS/LIG category with a system of cross
subsidization. States/UTs must develop broad state level policy
frameworks to facilitate the implementation of these reforms in all cities
and towns.

* The issues of land availability for housing the urban poor and providing
them security of land tenure are important issues to be addressed by
States/UTs/ULBs if the goals of JNNURM are to be attained.
States/UTs need to develop a policy framework including tangible
reforms in master planning paradigm and process urgently.

Convergent Delivery of Social Services
e It is necessary to integrate provisions of health, education and social
security with land tenure, housing and other amenities for the urban
poor to enable them to lead a descent quality of life. Urban Local Bodies

—and-State Governments-have a critical role to play to ensure the proper

convergence of faciliies under the already available schemes for
education, health, social sccurity, etc. implemented through different
Departments/Agencies. The DPRs should list out the deficiencies in
terms of access to school, primary health centre, provision of social
welfare and other facilities so that timely remedial measures can be taken
up in accordance with the socio-economic survey. Provision of adequate
infrastructure by way of school/additonal class rooms and health carc
centres should be taken at the formulation of the DPR itself. A mere
statement that adequate number of schools/health centres is available in
the vicinity of the proposed housing colony would not be sufficient. The
State/ULB/implementing agencies concerned should certify that such
faciliies 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, widow pension, disability pensions, health
insurance, maternity bencfit scheme, etc. should be ensured to benefit
the urban poor selected under JNNURM and other programmes.

e ‘The States/UTs must take all steps to ensure the convergence of BSUP
and THSDP with other ongoing schemes such as UIG, UIDSSMT, Sarva
Sikhsa Abhiyan, Health Mission, Aam Aadmi Bima Yojana, Rashtriya
Swasthya Bima Yojana, National Social Assistance Programme, Prime
Minister’s Employment Generation Programmes, SJSRY etc. Shelter and
basic amenities to the urban poor may not suffice them to move above
the poverty line. In particular, State Governments/ULBs should make
effort to dovetail the implementation of SJSRY with JNNURM. This
step would provide the urban poor with access to livelihoods and enable
them to overcome poverty. Programmes for skill development, self-

21\%’
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employment, community mobilization, development and empowerment
are necessary to facilitate sustained improvements in the living

conditions of the urban poor and develop ‘inclusive’ cities.

Projects for in situ Development
e States /UTs should come up with adequate number of projects for in-
situ development with good lay-outs and type designs. The emphasis
should be to provide a better and supportive atmosphere for living and
working. The in-situ development projects should not end up with
creation of another cluster of unplanned houses without access to water,
sanitation and social infrastructure. Suitable planning and infrastructure
provision norms must be adopted. The quality of infrastructure provided
to housing colonies under BSUP and IHSDP projects should not be

inferior to those available for surrounding areas.

Handholding in Relocation
e In the case of relocation projects, the process of shifting to a new
environment with inadequate facilities, near-loss of contact with close
relatives.and.being far off from work places can be very traumatic. The

States/UTs should engage social counsellors and Community
Development Department personnel/Community Organisers in ULBs
to work closely with the beneficiaries and ensure that the process of
transition to the new multi-storeyed housing complex/environment/
location is as smooth as possible.

¢ Time-bound programmes must be implemented to provide all basic
amenities to the urban poor in the relocation colonies, including city
transport services and local market complexes.

Sense of Belongingness

o To create a sense of belongingness, the slums may be named in
consultation with' the intended beneficiaries. 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 is not
prohibitive.

» Beneficiaries must be closely involved in the planning, identification,
implementation, monitoring, review and social audit of JNNURM

projects.

IEC Activities — Awareness Building
* Ina people-centric programme like BSUP and THSDP under J]NNURM,
there is a need to generate awareness amongst both the targeted so that
they are abele to receive what s intended for them by the Government.

B
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Awareness needs to be generated amongst the non-targeted sections so
as to improve urban policy and highlight how the concerns of the urban
poor are vety relevant to them. Any awarencss campaign should have a
national tone, tenor, appeal and recall value, backed by consistent and
coherent slogans and themes. The States/ULBs could bring out
advertisements in vetnacular languages with local adaptation of the
ternplates prepared by the Ministty of HUPA. States/ULBs should
ensure that the local adaptation does not deviate from the letter and
spitit of the national templates and the messages being conveyed are
only about the programme and related policy advocacy. They should
also ensure that all such media campaigns are in accordance with the
relevant rules and regulations applicable. Cost of such campaigns, in
accotdance with Government approved rates, would be reimbursed to
the States/ULBs under the TEC component of IJNNURM subject to
limits fixed by CSMC/CSC. Reimbursement will be made if prior
approval of the Mission Directorate/CSMC/CSC in the Ministry of
HUPA was obtained before launching such campaign. Proposals for
reimbursement of such expenditure will be submitted through HUDCO,

which_will put_up the same to the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring

Committee for its consideration and approval of reimbursement through

Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance or Ministry of Home
Affairs, as the case may be.

Progress Reports on Implementation

The States/ULBs should send Quarterly Progress Reports/ Monthly
Progress Reports on projects as well as reforms as per prescribed
formats, without fail to enable the Ministry to report to the Prime
Minister’s Office in time. Further, one page abstract on the status of
implementation of projects and reforms must be presented before
posing the details of project proposals in the meetings of Central
Sanctioning & Monitoting Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee.
State/UT Secretaries in charge of BSUP and IHSDP should take
monthly review of the implementation of projects and reforms under
BSUP and [HSDP. Copies of the minutes of such review meetings
should be sent to the Mission Directorate in MoHUPA.

Focus on Urban Policy
» There is an urgent need for States/UTs to focus on broader urban

policy and urban management reforms to address not only the backlog
and current urban issues but also the challenges of future urban growth,
say in the next 20-25 years, so that the conditions that led to urban decay
are prevented well in time. We should not be in a situation where we are
perpetually chasing slum upgradation; States/UTs should plan
proactively in anticipation of the future patterns of urban growth due to
the factors of rural-urban migration, wurban-urban migration,

&
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reclassification’ and natural increase. Without the implementation of
urban planning and local government reforms and capacity building for
effective. urban management, JNNURM would remain a mere
infrastructure upgradation: prograrnme, and none of the policy changes
for vibrant; productive, sustainable and-inclusive cities that JNNURM

hopes to drive would materialize.
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Kotkata, West Bengal.

-

The total project cost is Rs, 2.4029 Cr. with the Central
Share is Rs. 1.0923 Cr.

Total amount for 1% and 2™ Instaliments of Rs. 0.5462
Cr. have already been q@mmmma.

Request for 3™ installment recommended for release
is Rs. 0.2731 Cr.

floated for all the houses & work order have been
issued to all houses.

Total 56 houses are fully completed ‘and occupied.
Progress of amenities appears to be mmzm*mnﬁoa‘ as
per appraisal agency.

Constitution of Basic service s to the urban poor fund

constituted and earmarking of BSUP Funds has been
achieved.

‘Earmarking of at least 20-25% of developed land in

housing projects for poor —in progress.

Conditions imposed by CSMC have been complied
with.

Houses sanctioned for construction were 128, Tender

K o
o (€CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR ﬁmcv-gwmmmos-ﬂu
OUm | _ {Rs. in Crores)
o sl.|  Mission City, Project Title Total|| Central| State |2*'/3rd Brief Summary h Page
= No State . Cost|| Share | Share | Install - No.
2 ment -
<X A {Kolkata, Request for Sanction 0.27 The project had been approved in 9™ meeting held
PR
Waest Bengal of 3™ Instaliment for on 02.02.2007 and 2™ instailment was approved in
Rehabilitation of 1 45™ CSMC meeting held on 16.12.2008. N
slum in Rishra (Phase-I)
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. BRIEF.SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING COMMITTES

(CS&MC) UNDER NPMHW SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-II}
=\ . _

{Rs. in Crores)

Mn B. | Kolkata, Request for Sanction . 2.50 > The project had been approved in6" meeting held on
rNc West Bengal of 3 Installment for _ 02.02.2007 and 2™ installment was approved in 45
b ) improvement of Slum CSMC meeting held on 16.12.2008.
= in Gayeshpur under > The total project cost is Rs. 20.03 Cr. with the Central
BSUP through KMDA, Share is Rs. 10.01Cr.
\ West Bengal

> Total amount for 1% and 2™ Installments of Rs. 5.01,
Cr. have already been released.

» Request for 3™ installment recommended for release
is Rs. 2.5032 Cr.

» Houses sanctioned 33&03&823: were 958, Tender
floated for all the houses & work order have been
issued to all houses. Work started on 750 houses.

» Total 350 houses are fully completed and 200 of
them occupied. Progress of amenities appears to be
satisfactory as per appraisal agency.

» 200 DUs more than 50% completed and 100 DUs are
completed between 25 to 50%.

> Constitution of Basic service s to the urban poor fund
constituted and earmarking of BSUP Funds has been
achieved. .

» Earmarking of at least 20-25% of developed land in

L housing projects for poor —in progress.

C |Kolkata, Request for Sanction _ 2.23 | » The project had been approved in 7™ meeting & 8™

West Bengal of 3" Installment for m held on 14.12.2006 & 29.12.2006 and 2" instaliment| 03

Rehabilitation of 13 al was approved in 49" CSMC meeting on 15.1.2009.

02

69% CSLME meeting , dated : 29.10.2009 ( Agenda Bricf) G Pagpfat 6
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF_AGENDA FOR nOZm:um_ﬂbﬂOZ TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING.& MONITIORING COMMITTES

ﬁnmm:SD UNDER mbmHn SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-II)

(Rs. in Crores)

slums in Kalyani m
{Phase-I) Kolkata,
West Bengal

>

>

>

The total project cost is Rs. 17.81 Cr. with the Central |

Share is Rs. 8.90 Cr.

Total amount for 1 and 2™ Hsmﬂm__am:ﬁm of mm 4.45|.

Cr. have already been released.

Request for 3 installment sought for release is Rs.
223¢Cr. .¢
Houses sanctioned for construction were 899, Tender

floated for all the houses & work order have been
issued to all houses.

Total 810 houses are @._u\ completed and 650 houses
occupied. Progress of amenities appears to be
satisfactory as per appraisal agency.

59 DUs more than 50% completed and 30 DUs are
completed between 25 to 50%,

Conéstitution of Basic service s to the urban poor fund
constituted and earmarking of BSUP Funds has been
achieved {29.07%).

Earmarking of at least 20-25% of developed land in
housing projects for poor — in progress.

Kollkata, Request for Sanction
West Bengal of 3" Installment for
w BSUP scheme for the
town of Baruipur,
KMDA, West Bengal

1.21

The project had been approved in 22" meeting held
on 07.11.2007 and 2™ installment was approved in
57" CSMC meeting held on 13.02.2009.

The-total project cost is Rs. 10.08 Cr. with the Central
Share is Rs. 4.85 Cr.

Total amount for 1% and 2™ Installments of Rs. 2.423

04

69% CSAME meeting , dated : 29.70.2009 ( Ugenda Brief )
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR nOZMHUmwb._.HOZ TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING noggamnm_

{CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission- 1)

_ (Rs. in Crores)

" Cr. have already been released.

> Request for 3" installment sought for release is Rs.

1.2115 Cr, .

» Houses sanctioned for construction were 543, Tender

floated for all the houses & work order have been

issued.-to all houses. T

> Total 360 houses are fully completed and 162 houses
occupied. Progress of amenities appears to be
satisfactory as per appraisal agency.

> Constitution of Basic dervice s to the urban poor fund
constituted and mm_._.:.m_.xm:@ of BSUP Funds has been
achieved,

> Earmarking of at least 20-25% of developed land in

. housing projects for poor - in progress.

» Conditions imposed by CSMC have been complied
with,

E. | Agra, Uttar

Request for Sanction

1.70 | > The project had been approved in 31* meeting held

Pradesh of 3" Installment for on 013.2.08 and 2™ instaliment was approved in 60"
DPR for “Integrated CSMC meeting held on 21.02.2009.
development of > The total project cost is Rs. 14.79 Cr. with the Central
Kanshiram Taj Nagar Share is Rs. 678 Cr. 05
(Phase-Il), Agra Uttar > Total amount for 1% and 2" Installments of Rs. 3.3914
Pradesh Cr. have already been released.

» Request for 3™ instaliment sought for release is Rs.
16957 Cr. i
[ 8
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR nOZmHUmWP._.HOZ TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING COMMITTES

(CS&MC) UNDER mbmmn SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-IT}

(Rs. in Crores)

> Houses sanctioned for construction were 608, Tender

floated for all the houses & work order have been
issued to all houses. -

> Total 360 houses are fully completed and 162 houses

occupied. Progress of amenities appears to be
satisfactory as per appraisal agency. T
No house is yet completed. Agency mentioned that
160 DUs are more than 50% completed and 348 DUs
are completed more than 25%.

Constitution of Basic m.wgnm s to the urban poor fund
constituted and earmarking of BSUP Funds has been
achieved.

Earmarking of at least 20-25% of developed land in

housing projects for poor — in progress,

Agra, Uttar
Pradesh

Request for Sanction
of 3 Installment for
DPR for "Integrated
development of
Manniya Kanshiram
Jee Kalindi Vihar I & 11
). Agra Uttar Pradesh

1.97

The project had been approved in 31 meeting held
on 14.3.08 and 2" installment was approved in 60"
CSMC meeting held on 21.02.2009.

The total project cost is Rs. 19.04 Cr. with the Central |

Share is Rs, 7.88 Cr.

Total amount for 1" and 2™ Installments of Rs. 3.94
Cr: have already been released.

Request for 3™ installment sought for release is Rs.
1.9692 Cr.

Houses sanctioned for construction were 632, Tender

06

__

69" CSAME meeting , dated : 29.710.2009 ( Ugenda Brief )

floated. for all the houses & work order have been
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING COMMITTES

|
T
|

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

(Rs. in Crores)

W Comi|

Arnnex-~11

issued to all houses,

Total 360 houses are fully completed and 162 houses
occupied. Progress of amenities appears to be
satisfactory as per appraisal agency.

No house is yet completed. Agency mentioned that
26 DUs are more than 50% completed, though at'the
time of 2* installment 166 DUs were shown more
than 50 % completed and 466 DUs are completed
more than 25% to 50%.

Constitution of Basic m\mw%nm s to the urban poor fund
constituted and mmﬂﬂm\ﬂ&:m of BSUP Funds has been
achieved.

Earmarking of at least 20-25% of developed land in
housing projects for poor - Earmarked

TOTAL

9.88

~—
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N-1135/7/2009-IHSDP Aeansgr-ll - Lomkd
Government of India

Ministry of Housing & Urban Poverty Alleviation

Subject: TPIM Proposal from State of Uttar Pradesh.

State Urban Development Authority (SUDA) has submitted
proposal for appointment of TPIM Agency for BSUP and IHSDP in

Uttar Pradesh.

2. The work is to be proposed to allocated to three agencies
namely IIT Roorkee, IPE and SHRISTI. The amount per site visit is
Rs.30, 000 and desk review it is Rs. 1 lakh.

Observations:-

Two-agencies-namely-IPE.and- SHRISTI. are_empanelled____._

(i)
Agencies. IIT Roorkee is not as empanelled agency

CSMC may take a view on this.

(ii) SLNA needs to ensure that the value of the work to
TPIMA is within the ceiling specified under toolkit.

(iii) SLNA needs to ensure that work to TPIMA is as per
capacity of the Agency.

(iv) SLNA needs to clarify whether the rates are inclusive of

taxes or not.

(v) SLNA needs to certify that
i)  CVC guidelines have been followed.
ii)  Guidelines of the State Government regarding

award of contract have been followed.
- iii)  There is no conflict of interest as per tool kit.
iv)  The reports will be furnished as per the tool kit.

Put up for CSMC’s consideration.
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STATE URBAN DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
PROPOSAL FOR BSUP TPIM a ' .
- ; o .bz.:uczq._z,nxomm . : .
NAMEOFCITY | PROJECT COST - NOOF, | AMQUNT “TOTAL .| AMOUNT” ALLOCATED
VISIT PER | PROPOSED |, AMOUNT - PROPQSED TO . |
PROJECT | PER VISIT.| FOR SITE -
LT | evis
2 . . : -ﬂ 4 K w . ...u
i 3169.64 8 ".|UT, ROORKEE] i
Meerut s , . e
.. . 5; i IIT, ROORKEE
Meerut ) .;.“._m: 48 6 LR
_ " . 2343.97 i
Mearit 4 ) 6 )
e .| ..2480.78
Meerut « na u. m
T © -5674.25 .
Meerut e ¢ ,“m‘
: . 3058.73 B

) ....._Smdo_..:w,

- Meerut ©

o,




3 . “ STATE URBAN DEVELQRMEN: AGENCY
. . PROPQSA FOR: _zm_uv PiM
ﬁrh.\/ .. L . >3acz,_...mz CRORE Al
T ’ SL DISTRICT T _uzohn._, NG ,8,.::. AMOUNT = TOTAL ™ [ALLOCATEDHG]
NO | OCOST VIS © AMOUNT . PRAPOSED LAMOUNT.TO il
4 - : ot 1 FOR SITE '|PER PROJECT] BE. PAID FOR .
: VISIT ] FORDESK | “THE
% e : * REVIEW ..E_u.:mﬂ.
. : q..i g T N
t zﬁm:m.smmmv . 0.021. . 1.5-0,031 |NT, ROORKEE]|
Satiaranppr. 0.012.. +0.022 - T, ROORKEET .
"18agpat’ D49 n.022 _:, moozzmm :
.. 7 [Meerat, 0.022 |iT ROORKEE||
Bijnaur L 0.022°
Biinaur_ ©.0,028
Meerut . ) 0:031 -
P Meerut. -BI3E 0:003: 1 20,0187 .0.0%: 0.028
Sahzranpu Saharanpuf 1172l 0:00351 0.0 :0. 0.034: -
TOTA 0.240 i )
rl.? P ey e s e AR o e s e - " ) .
e Bl = T PN R A e s i, s -

<



STATE URBAN DEVELOPMENT AG
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ENCY

- AMOUNT IN.CRORE

ND OF VISIT
PER PROJECT

AMOUNT TOTALAMDUNT
PROPOSED FER| FOR SITEViSIT

AMOUNT ™

- ALLOCATEDTQ -
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! 25 | Kanpur 29.39 [,
W_Nw 2B |. " Kanpur 14.02-
) mw —-Kanpur - - 28.50 I
\W =28 | . Kanpur .. 28.56 _
< Varanasi - 32,26 .
Varanasi .. 43.36.. ..
Mathira - | 23.42 i
.- Mathura [T 3386 - . :
L ToTAL . . 908.64
] i
. i :
- . s '
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By BROPOSAL FORHSDP TP - -
2 ) . . T . ., -AMOUNT IN CRORE
SLNO DISTRICT LB FROJECT “AMOUNT '} ,_,o._ua..“ >.2.0c.24 ‘AMOUNT TOTAL:AMOQUNT TO[ALLOCATED T0
1 COsT” .__wovommu FER FOR SITE Vi§ FROPOSED FER BEPAID FOR THE. |~
g - A 71 SO LT i :
PR 1 T N 3 , % T
- 1 mm:?mgm_.:mmm Hariharaur, 1.97 IPE-
. R . : . . ,
o “f2. [Balampyr , - Utraula.- 1.78 IPE
3, mma_agmammm Hariharpurl 1,830 IPE’
- . ﬂ s . - ) S t
4. Ooax:mu:q
5. wmanrmuwmn:mmm
ﬂ.. H LTI

AUraiya ,
Jcaem :

. [Kanpur Nagar
Lakhimpur
Chanduli
Jalaun
_.E_m_.__._




« |24 |Kanpur Dehat Jhinjhak __vm
. % : ~[Banda Naraini IPE
%6, {Etah . |Etah
., 27 Allgarh  |Aigarh P
28 Gazipur Sadat A
_ i |Chanduli - Chandulj (Ph-11)_
CirjChandull T Mugalsara; :
s [Ghaneul - IChara
. Farrukhabad - Farrukhabad. .
Farrukhabad Mohammidabad:
Kannyj * "« jChibramait- :
) Xm_::_._u ! HW.D\,N..__..
, |Faizabag. JFaizabad
: Pratapgaih Pratapgarn_
Locknow ) z_.m:a:m... .
' Gorkhapur - Gorkhapur®
. Falehpur Fatehpar.
Sant Ravidas™ - Bhadahi -

Chandult .

L |Mugalsarai ;.

Sultanpur

Stltanpur
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!xﬂ. STATE URBAN DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
: PROPOSAL FOR BSUP _ . .
4 . AMOUNT IN CRORE .
.MH,; SL NAME OF -vwof_mn.ﬂ NQO OF >30h__24. TOTAL >.3.0C2H . TOTAL ALLOCATED TO
T NO CITY COST VISIT PER. END_UD.WWU AMOUNT FOR PROPOSED PER >?AOE2._.._4.0 BE
m_.m_ . PROJECT | PER VISIT SITE VISIT szLmnﬂ FOR PAID FOR THE
2 ‘ : DESKREVIEW |  PROJECT
< 1 2 3 4 5] 5 7 8 | g
1| Agra 35.14 8 0.003 | 0.024 0:01 |  0.034 SHRISTI |
2|1 Agra 116.25 12 .0.003 0.036 0.01 0.046 SHRISTI
3 [ Varanasi | 68 4 0.003 0.012 | . 0.01 0.022 SHRIST! .
4 | Varanasi | g.45 4 -0.003 | 0.012 0.01 . 0.022. SHRISTI <
5 | Varanasi | 2481 6 0.003 | . 0.018 0.01 0.028 | SHRISTI | —
6 | Varanasi | 56.7a 10 0.003.| 0.030 0.01 0.040 SHRISTI F
| 7 | Varanasi | 3432 8. | 0.003 0.024 0.01 | 0.034 SHRIST]
8 | Kanpur | 60.42 12 |7 0.003 0.036 0.01 _.0.046 SHRIST
9| Kanpur | 19.74 6 0.003 0.018 0.01 - 0.028 SHRISTI
10| Lucknow | 177.52 12 0.003- | 0.036 0.01 0.046 | SHRISTI
11| Lucknow | 12.56 7 0.003 | 0.021 0.01 0.031 SHRISTI
121 Lucknow 5.95 5 0.003. 0.015 0.01 0.025 _ SHRISTI
KE Lucknow | 19.33 7 0.003 | - 0.021 0.01 0.031 SHRISTI |
14| Agra 95.18 10 0003 0.030 [ 0.01 0.040 SHRISTI
15 Agra 71.34 10. 0!003 | 0.030 0.01 .- 0.040 _SHRISTI
16] Agra 39.78 10 0/003 0.030 0.01 0.040 SHRIST!
17| Mathura | 88.40 10 00003 | 0.030 . 0.01 0.040 SHRISTT
18 Kanpur 36.68 3 0.003 |. 0.024 0.01 . 0.034 SHRISTI
19| Kanpur 36.07 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRIST]
20| Kanpur 31.36 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRISTI
21| Kanpur | 30.66 8 0.003 | - 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRIST|
o 122 Kanpur | 36.51 8 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRISTI e
o TOTAL | 1041.56] 181.00] | 0.066 0.543] 0.220 0.763! I vy
e 5 =
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. . SL DISTRICT uLB PROJECT |7 NOOQF | ">30cz._..,.. ..aoﬁ»r o \ ALLOCATED |’
~Ivo ) COST | VISIT PER | PROPOSED". | AMOUNT FOR vnom_o.q.mv R TO
¢ , mnohmn..n, CPERVISIT. | SITE vistT .vwo._mn...,wow. .
- .1, L2 u. - .4 ..:u
. |Rae-Barellig” Rae-Bareliie

: Bulandshar

Bugrasi

"I 'SHRIST

-

. mc_maam:mq

“|Chatiar-

-~ Bltandshar-

Khanpur-

-...{Mathura

Mathiirg

JLM
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Moradabad

o Kanpur

L
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Proposal for establishment of PMU in GUJARAT

Proposed Financial Support:

| [(Housing and slum Development) — 1 No. 600000
2 |Specialist (Social Development) — 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
Specialist |
3 (Community Mobilization and MIS) -1 No. 12 20,000 600000
4 Specialist (Poverty Management) — 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
=~ = ——|-—5—|Research & Training Coordinator — 1 No, 12 40,000 480000
Sub Total 1 | 2880000
0
6 Travel Expenses (20% of the total annual 060000
support)
Operational Expenditure : A
! (10% of total annual support) ‘_ _480000
Contingencies Expenses
8 (10% of total annual support) 480000
GRAND TOTAL 4800000
Observations:

The total funds to be sanctioned to the state may be restricted to Rs 40 Lakhs only
pet’annum keeping in view the ceiling limit as per the toolkit.

b The Educational Qualification and scope of work of the key professionals is in
accordance with the guidelines /toolkit of the PMU.

d The approval is subject to the ratification of the proposal by the State Level Steering
Committee (SLSC).

The financial support, formulation and scope of wotk of PMU will be strictly in
accordance with the terms and conditons laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for

establishment of PMU/PIU.




P
2 |Specialist (Social Development) — 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
Specialist
5 (Community Mobilization and MIS) -1 No. 12 50,000 600000
4 |Specialist (Poverty Management) — 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
5 |Research & Training Coordinator — 1 No. 12 40,000 480000
| Sub Total 1 | 2880000
6 Eax:el E\',xpenses (20% of the total annual 960000
— = lsEppor) T
Opetational Expenditure
L (10% of total annual suppott) 480000
Contingencies Expenses
8 (10% of total annual support) 480000
‘ Sub Total 2 1920000
GRAND TOTAL 4800000

: n«m{zﬁ\.‘aaym.p e R Ty ok )'f S ,_‘_w_—-_ﬂlz_-:_"-‘:j"‘.:" AT LR
T MG U RAT e S

Total Annual Support for Ist year

Total Annual Support for 2nd year Rs 40.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 3rd year Rs 40.00 Lacs
TOTAL SUPPORT Rs 120.00 Lacs
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Proposal for establishment of two PIUs in Gujarat:

AHMEDABAD & SURAT
Support for each PIU:
SRDoSIHon i e
T R 9
R AR R T AR & R
! (Housing and slum Development) - 1 12 50,000 600000
2 |Social Development Officer - 1 12 50,000 600000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 12 S0,00d 600000
4 |Research Officer - 1 12 30,000 360000
5 |Research and Training Coordinatot - 1 12 h '2(_)—,(-)(56 - 240000
_ Sub Total 1 2400000
' o,
6 Travel Expenses (20% of the total annual 800000
support)
Operational BExpenditure |
7 (10% of total annual suppott) 400000
Contingencies Expenses
8 (10% of total annual support) _ 400000
GRAND TOTAL 4000000
Observations:

2 The Bducational Qualification and scope of work of the key professionals is in
accordance with the guidelines/toolkit of the PMU. '

b The proposal for financial suppott is appraised as per the population of the mission

city.
'The approval is subject to the ratfication of the propos
Committee (SLSC).

C al by the State Level Steering

and scope of wotk of PMU will be strictly in
ditions laid down in the guidelines/ toolkit for

) wg«”

d The financial suppott, formulation
accordance with the terms and con
establishment of PMU/PIU.




Appraised Financial Suppost fo

Annsex~W Comie]
 each PIU of AHMEDABAD & SURAT

n! ﬂ 3 a]

‘gn_z aﬁi&% 2 R T
, [Project Coordinarot 12 50,000, 600000
(Housing and <lum Development) - 1 No.
2 [Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
4 |Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
5 |Research and Training Coordinator - 1 No. 12 20,000| 240000
' Sub Total 1 2400000
Travel Expe:nses '
6 (20% of total annual support) , 800009
I Operational Expeaditure , |
! (10% of total annual support) | ' | 400000
Contingencies Expenses
0
8 (10% of total annual support) 40000
Sub-Total 2 _ 1600000
4000000

¢ (100%)
Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%) Rs 30.00 Lacs
Total Annual S-upport for 3td year (50%) Rs 20.00 Lacs
|TOTAL SUPPORT Rs 90.00 Lacs
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Proposal for establishment of four PIUs in Gujarat for IHSDP towns:
GANDHINAGAR, BHAVNAGAR, JAMNAGAR &

SURENDRANAGAR

Pro;ect Coordlnator o R
(Housing and slum Development) - 1 12 30,000 360000
2 |Social Development Officer - 1 12 30,000 360000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 12 30,000 360000
—~4~|Research Officee~1___ |12 30,000 360000
5 |Research and Training Coordinator - 1 12 20,000 240000
Sub Total 1 1680000
Travel Expenses |
¢ (20% of the total annual support) 560000
Operational Expenditure o
7 (10% of total annual support) ' 280000
- o {Contingencies Expenses
8 (10% of total annual support) 280000
GRAND TOTAL 2800000
Observations:
a The Educational Qualification and scope of wotk of the key professionals is in

accordance with the guidelines/toolkit of the PMU.
b The proposal for financial support is apptaised as per the population of the mission
city.
The approval is subject to the ratification of the proposal by the State Level Steering
Committee (SLSC).

" d The financial support, formulation and scope of work of PMU will be strictly in
accordance with the terms and conditions laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for

establishment of PMU/PIU,
5




(Housing and slum Development) - 1

360000

[ H

i

s |

2 [Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 12 30,000 360000
4 |Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 . 360000
5 [Research and Training Cootdinator - 1 12 20,000 240000
Sub Total 1 1680000
Travel Expenses
¢ (20% of total annual support) 560000
Operational Expenditure
7 i
(10% of total annual supportt) 280000
Contingenciésﬂ Expenses T T
8 (10% of total annual support) _ 280000
Sub Total 2 - 1120000
” 2800000

GRAND TOTAL

Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%)
Total Annual Suppott for 3ed year (50%)
TOTAL SUPPORT

21.00 Lacs

14.00 Lacs
63.00 Lacs




Annexure-1V

to the minutes of 69th CSMC (BSUP) dated 29-10-2009

(Rs. in Lakh)
Amount recommended for % of
Total | Total State| Central Share released so far Amount Amount | Amount release as 2nd/3rd amount
Name Total | Central| Share of o, of | Of State+|of State + % of installment of ACA recommend
of the |Name of City|Name of the Project Project { share %wﬂw_.._“_.“._u:nn Central | Utilisati MFWM Nrmm. _:mm“n. ed to a__.m
State Cost | Approve 1st 2nd Share on enell. enets. ion 2nd 3rd tota
d other | instalm| [nstalmen| Total }-urrzed| Share | share Instalm | Tnstalm| Tota) | Central
expenses) ent o , released | utilized ent ent share
approved
= Detail Project Report for .
o .
Al 2 |Agma "Integrated Development of 1479.22| 678.281 691.37|169.57) 169.57| 339.14] 339.14] 100%] 300.16] 300.16{100%| 0.00!169.571 169.57] 25%
= “Kanshiram Taj Nagri Phase-11". __
-]
R L.
m Detail Project Report for , ; .
“Integrated Development of - P n " a -
B| o |[Agra "Manniya Kanshiram Jec Kalindi 1903.77 .mm....mum 792.221196.92| 196.92| 393.84( 393.84| 100%| 397.09] 397.09(100%| 0.00/196.92| 196.92} 25%
Vihar T & 11",
TOTAL FOR UTTAR PRADESH (2 PROJE( 1 366.49] 366.49| 732.98 0.00} 366.49 366.49
BSUP Scheme for the town of w :
c Kotkata | ipur, (Kolkata Metropolitan | 1008.02| 484.60| 484.60]121.15| 121,15 242.30| 223.43| 9204} 210.60| 19428 929 | 0.00l121.151 12015l 25%
(Baruipur) Area), West Bengal. i .
Rehabilitation of 13 slums in ] ]
p| 2 [Kolkata | ani Phase: Kolkats, West |1780.66| 890.33] 890.33|222.58 222.58| a45.16| 445.17| 100%| 703.03| 703.03|1000%| 0.06|222.58] 22258 25%
© (Kalyani) Bengal _ .
i &
&
Kolkata [mprovement of Slum in Gayeshpur _
- pro yeshp
£} @ |(Gayeshpurunder Basic services for urban poor {2002.56{1001.28| 1001.28|250.32| 250.32| 500.64| 376.73| 75%| 532.54 400.77| 75%| 0.00/250.32| 250.32] 25%
z | through KMDA West Bengal ! ,
Kolkata Rehabilitation of 1 slum in Rishra _._ 1 ” - o - : o . - <0
F (Rishra) (Phase-I) : Kolkata, West Bengal 240.29 _oo._wu 109.231 27.31 27.31| 54.62| 49.35] 90%| 3820] 52.59|%0% ] 0.00] 27.31| 2731 23%
TOTAL FOR WEST BENGAL (4 PROJECT ] 621.36] 621.36]1242.72 0.00{621.36] 621.36
2nd Installment Approved Rs. 0,00 Lakh
3rd Instaliment Approved Rs. 987.85 Lakh
. GRAND TOTAL Rs. 987.85 Lakh
Y
\ 5 @
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| Auentywise Gost Sumiaty for TPIA
ency + SHRISTI . . {Amgan!in Crores)
5. |Schems |Totsl No.of |Total Ag par GOl JAmount [Proposod
Ho.lNamz  |Profects  {Profect” [Percent Amounk
5 . _laloted L . :
JAesye | 0 22 0%321.23 X L 0.783] —~ .
2] IHSRE 48 1041.586]. 5] 10415 1.222] —
Totaf 1] 135279 12.022 1.985 -
Agency : IPE {Amount in Creees)
! S.-{%chems [Tofal Mo, of {Tota)  |As per GOY {Amount  (Froposed
-}’ No[Nama  Projects  [Project  |Percent Amobunt
Altoted Gost
H{BSUR . - BDA.64). 5% 4,543 1.0044 ~
HIHSOP GBI &82.33 1% 3823 o]
Do jgat | A8l 4290, 8 [ = | 8367 | o 2705 e -
4 .
__Agency : IIT, Roorkes . [Ampuntin Crores)
S. |Scheme [TotalNe. of [Tofat  [Ag per GOl [Amount |Froposed £
! No.|Name  |Piojects  {Project  |Percént Amount
! i lalloted _[Cost |
! 11BSUP A3 38103 .5% 1.905 041517
_2|IHSDP _B £7.82] %) 0878 . . @24 ~
Total 23 440.65 2583 o@sal -
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STATE URBAN

'DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
PROPOSAL FOR BSUP w '_ .
AMOUNT IN CRORE
..w_nm. NAME QF PROJECT NO Om. ‘ AM OCZH %..OH»L.. AMOUNT TOTAL ALLOCATED TO
NG CITY COST VISIT vmm_ﬂ vN,Om.Omm,U AMOUNT FOR PROPOSED PER AMOUNT TO BE
PROJECT PER VISIT SITE VISIT PROJECT FOR PAID FOR TUE
" _ DESK REVIEW |  PROJECT
10, 2 3 4 .| 5 5 7 g 9
4| Agra 35.14 &+L] 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRISTI
2 | Agra 116.25 12:{ [ 0.003 0.036 0.01 0.046 SHRISTI |
3 | Varanasi 4.68 41 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
4 | Varanasi 8.45 4 ] 0:003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
15 | Varanasi | 2481 6 | | 0.003 0.018 0.0 0.028 SHRISTI
| 6 [ Varanasi | 5674 10 | | 0.003 0.030 0.07 0.040 SHRISTI
| 7 | Varanasi | 34.32 8 { | 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRISTI
| 8| Kanpur | 60.42 12.] | 0.003 0.036 0.01 0.046 SHRISTI
Kanpur 19.71 6:] 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 - SHRISTI
Lucknow | 177.52 1249 | 0.003 0.036 0.01 0.046 SHRISTI
Lucknow | 12.56 711 0.003 0.021 0.01 0.031 SHRIST)
‘Lucknow |  5.95 51 | 0.003 0.015 0.01 0.025 SHRIST!
Lucknow {. 19,33 7.1 0.003 0.021 0.01 0.031 SHRISTI
Agra 195.18 10} 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 SHRIST!
Agra 71.34 101 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 SHRISTI
Agra 39.78 101 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 SHRIST!
Mathura 88.10 101 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 SHRIST!
Kanpur 36.68 8} 0.003 0.024 -0.01 0.034 SHRISTI
Kanpur | 236.07 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRIST!
S 20| Kanpur | 31.38 8l | 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRISTI
. 21 Kanpur | 30.66 81 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRISTI
22| Kanpur | 3651 8! | 0.003 0.024 | 0.0t | 0.034 SHRISTI
[ 1" TovAL | 1041.58] 18100 0.066] 0.543 0.220 0.763
EN “Z/t, ~
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STATE C_waz DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

|

_umOHuOmw}r FOR IHSDPR TPIM
"_ ! : AMOUNT IN CRORE
SL | DISTRICT ULB PROJECT || NO OF AMOUNT |  TOTAL AMOUNT TOTAL ALLOCATED
NO COST | VISITPER | PROPOSED | AMOUNT FOR PROPOSED PER| AMOUNT TO BE TO
PROJECT | PER VISIT SITE VISIT | PROJECT FOR | PAID FOR THE
, DESK REVIEW PROJECT
1 2 3 4 K 5 & 7 . 8 3 1D

1 |Rae-Barolic |Ras-Barelis 20.85 7 0.003 0.021 0.01 0.031 SHRIST]

2 {Buandshar |Bugras 3.65] 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST)
Bulandshar | Chattari 2.29) 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 _SHRISTS
Bulandshar [Khanpur 2.21] 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST!
Mathura Nandgoan 8.93 4 0.003 _0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST)
Mathura ~ ~ [Chata 1.55) 4 0.003 0012 |~ 0.0 - 0.022 SHRIST |
Mathura Gokut * 2.83 4 0.003 0.012 _0.01 0.022 SHRIST)
Mathura  |Raya 1.53] 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST( |
Balrampur  |Pachprenw 1.02 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST?
Behraich Salargan 7.93| 4 0.003 .0.012 .07 0.022 SHRIST)
Ghaziabad |Fareednaga q.ﬁwh 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022° SHRISTI

r : .
Ghaziabad |Arthala 562 4 0.003 0,042 G.01 0.022 ~ SHRISTI
Bareilly Nawabgan] 1.38 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
Bareilly Sanoa 447] 4 0.003 0:012 _0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
Faizabad Beekapur 2i22 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
Sitapur .{Biswan Gl44 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTU
Pratapgarh  |Kunda Bi43 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTY
Kannyj Chibramau 5.90 4 o.oow. 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
Kannyj Tirva 7370 4. 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTU |
Kannuj Saurikha 347 B 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 mxm_mdl
Moradabad | Moradabad 1.31 B 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 SHRISTI
Moradabad |[Thakurdwar m.m.\ _ 6 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 SHRIST!

a i .
Kanpur Rasoolabad 5.24 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
Dehat ’ f I
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2 24 Mwﬂwﬂ_, Derapur \_mm 4 0.003 _o.o\_m 0.01 U.uze SRS
~ 25 lKanpur  |Amraudha 1.790 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
UH. @ Behat } .
X 26 |Etah Nidhuiikalan | A.m_m 4 0.003 | 0.012 0.0 0.022 SHRISTI
Z 27 |Etah Awagarh 259 6 0.003 | 0018 | 0.7 0.028 SHRISTI
2 28 |Hardoi  [Gopamau 380 4 0:003 | 0012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST]
<« 29 |Azamgarh [Saraimeer | 3.85! 4 0.003 | 0.012 0.01 . D.022 SHRISTI
30 |Sonbhadra [Ghorawal 15.42 7 0.003 0.024 0.01 0,031 " SHRISTI
31 |Mirzapur  fChunar 5.97 6 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 SHRISTI
32 [Santkabeern Imn:mﬁuc? m.w__ﬁﬂ 5 0.003 0.018 0.01 D.028 SHRISTI
agar 1l ] .
33 |GBNagar |Jewar 8.70 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
34 |Aligarh Aligarh 1777 7 0.003 0.021 0.01 _ 0.031 SHRISTI
35 |Aligarh  [Aligarn 15:37 8 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 | 0.034 SHRIST|
38 |Mirzapur  Mirzapur 20i72 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRIST!
37 |Basti Basti 4158 6 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 SHRISTI
38 lAzamgarh |Azamgarh 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRIST!
39 |GBNagar  |Dadri ; 7 0.003 0.021 0.01 0.031 SHRISTY
40 |Aliahabad ~ {Kuraon 4'97 4 0.003 - 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST)
141 [Allahabad  |Shankargar w»”._ 7 4 0.003 0.042 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
. h .
i Q@EF Mm ;Allahabad _%um_mma_ m.ou 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST
o O et |Auraiya  |Achida 3.59] 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST!
| g % JAUaba  [Babarpur 488 © 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 SHRISTI
! 45 |Auraiya  [Dibiyapur 1.75] 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRISTI
m 446 |Auraiya  [Fafoond 1.50] 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 SHRIST!
A\AM\R\MM 47 |Ambedkarna Kichhaucha 188 6 0.003 0.018 |  0.01 - 0.028 SHRISTI
| g ar . . , :
M%y.m.f e rer Ajuwa 3.45] & 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 SHRISTI
_ . 48 |Dsoria Lar 28.01 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 SHRIST
TS ar 321.23) 244 | 0447 | o0.732 0.490 , | 1222
- — Y12~
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STATE

URBAN DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
PROPQSAL FOR BSUP TPIM | %
- - B AMOUNT IN CRORE
SL z©ﬁz>zm OF CITY | PROJECT COST | NO OF VISIT AMOUNT | TOTAL AMOUNT AMOUNT TOTAL AMOUNT TO|  ALLOCATED TO
PER PRQJECT PROPOSED PER| FORSITE VISIT | PROPOSED PER BE PAID FOR THE
_WT VISIT PROJECT FOR PROJECT
: DESK REVIEW
1 2 3 4} 5 5 7 8 3
1 Agra 14.79 B 0.003 0.018 0.01 .0.028 IPE
2 Agra 19.03 Bl 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 IPE
3 Agra 51.98 10 0.003 | 0.030 0.01 0.040 IPE
4 Agra 127.27 12 0.003 .0.036 0.01 0.046 IPE
5 Mathura 4.57 4 0.003 0,012 0.01 0.022 IPE
6 Mathura 5.01 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0,022 IPE
7 Mathura 37.63 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 \PE
=8, |  Mathura 31.70 8 0.003 0.024 .. 0.04 0.034 IPE
" 9.1 Alahabad 3.33 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 IPE
10 | Allahabad 19.15 6 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 IPE
4 11 | Allahabad 23.43 7 0.003 0.021 0.01 0.031 IPE
112 Varanasi 5.69 ; 0.003 0.015 0.01 0.025 IPE
;Vrb Varanasi 5.1 ‘4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 IPE
e Varanasi 30.59 {8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 \PE
Kanpur 8.85 15 0.003 0.015 0.01 0.025 IPE
Kanpur 59.85 12 0.003 0.036 0.01 0.046 IPE
Kanpur. 35.51 18 0.003 0.024. 0.01 0.034 IPE
. Lucknow, 32.52 {8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 IPE
PR Lucknow 49,57 110 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 IPE
% 20 T Cucknow 26.62 1.7  0.003 0.021 0.01 0.031  |PE

&




= :
= ‘| :
{ SN . =
Nm gz ﬁlﬁ Lucknow 35.96 10 o.oom_ 0.030 0.01 0.040 IPE
2 N1 22 | Allahabad 7.39 4 & 0.003 _0.012 0.0 0.022 PE
o 1 23 Altahabad 15.14 6 & 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 IPE
<& | 24 Agra 34.78 104 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 (PE
| 25 Kanpur 29.39 6 ! 0.003 0.018 0.0 0.028 iPE
26 Kanpur 14.02 6! 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028 IPE
[ 27 | Kanpur 28.50 6 | 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 _ |PE
28 | Kanpur 28.56 64 0.003 0.018 0:01- 0.028  [IFE R
| 29| Varanasi 32.26 104,49 0.003 0.030 0.01 0.040 IPE
30 | Varanasi 43.36 107 .(  0.003 0.030 |- 0.01 0.040 IPE
31 1 Mathura 23.42 6 i 0.003 0.018 | 0.01 0.028 IPE
| 32 | Mathura 23.66 6 1 0.003 0:018 0.01 0.028  JiFE |
TOTAL 908.64 228.00 0.096| 0.684 0.320 1.004 n
N— N7 Ry /%.
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STATE URBAN DEVELOPNMENT AGENCY

" PROPOSAL FOR IHSDP TRIM

A AMOUNT IN CRORE
SLNG|  BISTRICT UL NOOR VISHT AMOUNT | TOTAL AMOUNTE AMOUNT FOTAL AMOUNT YO} ALLOCATEL
FERPROJECT PRDPOSFD PER{ FOR SITEVISIT . FROFOSED PER BE PAID FOR THE

! VISIT PROJECT FQOR DESK FROJECT
! HIAN] 550 _

A 2 R 3 ] Y 3 & 7 [ 4 ] 10

! |Santkabeemaga [Hanbarpar 57/ 0.003 0012 | 0.04 0.0z2 | TBE

: T . . ]

2 [Balmadr Ulrauja 178 4 ¢.003 0,012 0.01 0.022 IPE

& Sankabeemaga (Hartamur- 1.83 & D003 0.042 0.04 0,022 ‘ IPE

r : .
4 Goraknapdr | |Sahjanvean 1.94 4 0.003 0.012 ~0.01 0.022 IPE
5 Sanikabesmaga |Santkabeemaga 2.00 4 0,003 0.012 0.01 0.022 e
r r ] , o -

6 [Aursiya Bithuna 14.73 B 0.003 0.024 0.01 0,034 tPE
lAlrRlYE rAuraya 1418 B 0.003 0,048 4.01 o bzs tPE
5Kanpur Nagar ~ [Bithaor 2,86 g 0,002 0.018 0,01, ~ 0028 tPE
[eakhimpur  Gola 342 4 0.003 0.012 Q.01 0,022 IPE
__{Bhanaul " EERanduE -1 5.58 4 0.003 0.012 .. Q.01 © 0,022 . tPE

atan | Jkaw 328, 4 0.003 -0.012 9.01 0.022 wE

Jalaun "~ IKadurs 425 4 . 0003 0012, . T oot o022~ ) we

JIhansi- - . plhensi 4l 4 0003 0012’ 001 0.g22 WE

S (OUmRaCt © Pdenikpur 3.86 F 0.003 0.012 Q.01 0.022, = Py
N LN TR ) 392 & . 0.003 0:018 0.01 0.028 . 1PE.
ETINE T Mook T IMSRAES 261 4- 0.003 ORI 0,022 . e
|Bands Bisanda 2477 5 _0.003 0.048 0.01 0,028 PE

Jelaun {Ocai 715 4 0,003 0.012 | 0.01 0022 fPe

Harmigpar Kurara 258 4 0,003 0012 0.01 0.032 WE
Unnga .~ 10nneg 251 5 0.003 _0.018 | 0.01 . 0028 - | WE

Faizabad ~  {Gosaigan; 192 4 0003 0012, | 0,01 0.022. 4 e

. {Kenpurnagar "~ [Skrajour 1 0,003 0018 [0 -0.028 e

_[Eewl (Tswarbegar ~ 602 5 0:003 0.010_ | 0.1 0028 | WE

_ﬁ ] LY 19
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24 anpur Denat Jhinihek 7 0.003 0.021 0.031 WE
25 [Sanda Nafainl 4 0.003 0.012 6.022 BE
26 Riah _|Em=h 5 D.003 0.018 0.028 P5.
27 [Adigarh Adigarfy 4 0.003 0.012 0.022 g
i Sadat 4 0.003 0.012 0.022 IPE
29 [crendur Chandufi (PH-1{) 4 0.003 _0.012 0.022 IRE
30 [Chantul hupalsarsi 4, 0,003 6.012 0.022 [
31 Cnancug Chalda 4 0.003 0,012 0.022 e
3 |Farukhabag Ferrukhsbed 4 o.00 0.012 0.022 PE
Famukhsbed |Mohemmdsbad . 4 0.003 0.012 0.022 PE
Kannuj Chibramau- 7 0.003 0.021 0.031 e
Kanndf Tievaol 8 0.003 0.024 0.034 IPE
Faizabad Feizabad 7 0,003 0.024 D.031 PE
Pratapgarh Eralapgarh 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 D.034
Lucknow Wahona 8 _0.003. 0,024 0.01 0.034
AGOTNEDuT | Barkhapur 8 0003~ | 0424 D.C4 0.034 o8
JFawsnpur Fatehpur 4 0.003 0.012 0,01 0.022 I
Sant Ravidas ~ [8hadohi ) 2.002 £.018 0.01 0.028 g
tagar . : - .
Chanduti ygelsarai 4 0003 | G.012 0.01 0.022 IPE
{Sultlanger " [SwgEnpur b 0.003 0.018 0.01 0.028. IFE
Moradabad Ehatwall . 4 0.003 0.012. .01 g.022 P
|Meradabad Umasikala A 008037 | G012 0.01 0.022. IPE
P Nagar  Jova 3 0883 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 IPE
7 [P Nagar, Hasanpur 3 0.003 0.018 0,01 0.028 IPE
J& Magar TAmeeha 6 0.003 0.018 _ b0 B.028 IPE
| Etwah Jaswantnagar 8 0.003 0,018 . o 0.028 iFE
FENSE T [Rempur Rampur _ 8 0.003 8.024 -1 pog 0.034 IPE
Pt Rampur Rampur - B 0.003 0,018 0,01 0.028 B
22 cloeapgat  fAnk 8 0002 ) 0024 0.01 0.034 P&
153 |Pratapdarh Beiha 8 0.003 0,024 a1 0.034 e
2 ucknow — liisihabag B 0,003 0.018" 0.1 0.028: iPE
= ; B2 .
:

e
= YE)
I
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% [lucknow —THakon 1645 & 0.024 0.01 0034 | FE
5 " |Wathura Kasitata 8.82 4 0.012 0.01 0.022 __®e”
# [Mathurs Mringzwen 8.30 4 0012 0.01, 0,022 IPE
B e 166 4 0.012 0.01 0.022 g
% |KarpurDehat  [Shivai 3.83 d 0,012 0,01 0.022 PE
50 iKanpur Behat | | Sikabda 5.28 G 0.018 0.0 0.028 \PE
1B (Bambeck  |Remnsgar 2.59) & 0.012 0.04 0.022 re
92 [Lekhimpor Kiteri (Singani 3.13 & nET: 0.1 YT iz
e — ) A
53 Kaushamdhi — |pbanghanpur 319 & 0012 0.0 0,027 e
S Haiersoed 4211 & 0.018 0.01 0028 IPE
Nababgany 360 8 0.018. 0.01 0.028 I’
gy 3.05, 4 _ _Got2 T gnq 0.022 e
382.33]  347.00 020 | Tqo4 A 086 1.70 T
Y
\
<G)
. o
~D
i % '
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STATE C_NWPZ DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

vﬂOnOmE. FOR IHSDP TPIM

AMOUNT IN CRORE
SL DISTRICT uLB PROJECT NOOF | AMOUNT | TOTAL AMOUNT TOTAL  JALLOCATED TO]
NO noﬂ, VISIT PER | PROPOSED | AMOUNT | PROPOSED AMOUNT TO
PROJECT | PER VISIT | FORSITE |PER PROJECT BE PAID FOR
_ YISIT FOR DESK THE
: REVIEW PROJECT
1 2 3 ; 5 6 7 8 9 A. 0]
' |Muzaffarnagar [Banat 7 0.003 | 0.021 0.01 0.031 |IT, ROORKEE
2 Saharanpur Saharanpur 4 0.003 | 0.012 0.01 0.022 _|!IT,ROORKEE
3 Bagpat Barut a4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 lIT, ROORKEE
4 Meerut Kharkhuga 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 |IT,ROORKEE
5 Bijnaur Jhalu 4 0.003 0.012 0.01 0.022 [iIT,ROORKEE
6 |Binaur Jhalu 6 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 |lIT, ROORKEE
7 |Meerut Hastinapur 7 1 .0.003 | 0.021 0.01 0.031 ]!, ROORKEE
8 Meerut , Lawar B 0.003 0.018 0.04 0.028 |IIT, RODRKEE
9 Saharanpur Saharanpur 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 JuT, ROORKEE
_ TOTAL 50 0.027 0.150 0.090 0.240
W Ny 5 ®
- »“.,_M»ﬂ...). z : .m.
a\ﬁ .\m.w..a...m..o.w DN&GQMKWMG g
”A\mp ...,.no._ﬁ.fp o .ﬁp
wmqf r.. AW.& %@ -
.Aﬁc
\~d\~a\\

B SO T
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3 - . | :
Q " STATE URBAN DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
=4 3 PROPOSAL FOR BSUP TPIM _
( ) v AMOUNT IN CRORE
o ///.\ SL 4 NAME OF CITY PROJECT COST MZ,O QF AMOUNT TOTAL AMOUNT TOTAL ALLOCATED
g NO | VISIT PER PROPOSED| AMOUNT | PROPOSED| AMOUNT TO TO
N ! PROJECT | PER VISIT | FORSITE PER BE PAID FOR
2 VISIT PROJECT THE
< i FORDESK | PROJECT
: REVIEW
1 2 : g 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 31.70 il 8 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 '0.034 [IIT, ROORKEE
Meerut Hr )
2 . 19.15 '} 6 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 .0.028  |NIT,ROORKEE
Meerut
3 23.44 16 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 |iiT,ROORKEE
Meerut
4 24.81 I8 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 0.034 |IIT, ROORKEE
Meerut t . :
5 56.74 _ 8 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 0.034 |IT, ROORKEE
Meerut : _
6 30.59 _ 6 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 |T, ROORKEE
Meerut :
7 34.32 1 8 | 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 0.034 |/IT, ROORKEE
Meerut . :
8 35,51 8 0.003 0.024 0.01 0.034 {7, ROORKEE
‘Meerut
9 : 19.71 8 , 0.003 | 0.024 0.01 0.034 [T, ROORKEE
Meerut . . .
33.08 6 d 0.003 | 0.018 0.01 0.028 |IT, ROORKEE
Meerut
14.02 : 10 , 0.003 | 0.030 | 0.01 0.040 [VT. ROORKEE|
Meerut
-28.56 _ 7 0.003.| 0.021 0.01 0.031 |IT, ROORKEE
) Meerut . _
m, 29.39 7 0.003 | 0.021 0.01 0.031 |IT, ROORKEE
Meerut
m N 381.03 || 96 0.039 | 0.288 0.13 0.418
w « %w\ fw\ ) - 3K -
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Date: 30.10.2009
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

This is to certify that:-
I- IPE and Shristi are empanelled Agencies by MoHupa

Government of India & IIT Roorkee is very reputed institution

of Government of India in Civil Engg.
_Selected—-Agencies—have been allotted -the work for

TPIMA within. the ceiling limit of toolkit provided by

MoHupa, G8¥érnment of India.
3-  SLNA/SUDA U.P. ensured that allotted work to agencies

for TPIMA is as per capacity of the Agencies.
4-  Proposed. ratés of agencies for TPIMA are exclusive of
taxes quoted by the firms and shall be chargeable as per norms.
apart fronrtheir finanieial package.
v-  SLNA/-SUDA-U.P: followed the followmgs -
1) CVE guidelines have been:followed: :

- - ii):Guidelines-ofthe ’State:Govemment regardlng award
- ofcontracthaverbeendolowed:~. ~o~ . Tl
""" viii) There-is rioconflictyof intétest as per. tool klt
AR W)’Tﬁe reportS“Wﬂi'be furmshed as per the tool klt

B S %@1

fe Teeemeonoeetoe oo (VUKL Srivastava)
o el e e e 2 2T 7 Finance controller

gz e e T e e e on behalf of Director,
- IV :{“ Rl - SUDA/SLNA
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€ost Implication for Appointing TPIMA for BSUP Costs in Rs. Lakh —
- A B < D I E I F G H
SINg Name of ULB/ Document - Feld VE'SH: Taotal
Project Project cost! sop of the{  review :::l";::z‘: Cost. Fi;:t::si: Cost (C+F) | “8oneY 0
* [project cast field visits* | P&° visit cost (DXE)- assigned
| rgpes ™ | _ssosos]  wea| axs | e [es | a9 | 455 e
2 |Baidyabatl 1023.20 512 1.35 8 0.35 24 4.15 Aarvee
3 |Bally Ph-1 264.85 1.32 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 arvee
4 |Bally Ph-1T 3244.17 16.22 1.35 8 0.35 8 4.15 Aarvee
5 |Bansberia Phel 2B06.95 14.03 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3,10 harvee
& {Bansbera Ph-I 1378.38 6.89 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Asrvee
7 |Baranagar Ph-1 431.37 2.16 1.35 5 .35 1.75 3.10 Aarvee
B |Barasat Ph-I 1438.45 7.19 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 310 |Aarvee
9  |Barasat Ph-II 5885.32 29.43 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
10 {Barrackpore Ph-] 1447.59 7.24 1,35 4 0.35 1.4 2.75 Aarves
11 |Barrackpore Ph-11 3504.11 17.52 1.35 B 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
12 |Barvipur Ph-l 1008.02 5.04 1.35 4 0.35 14 2.75 Aarvee
13 [Barutpur Ph-Tf 5533.61 27,92 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
14 [Baruipur Ph-111 266,42 133 135 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
1S [Bhadreswar Ph-l 5644,32 28.22 135 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
--16 - |Bhatpara Ph-l-~—-— | = -1791,38]— -ic-B:96 -~ - 1.35mix [+ nvs & - 035 |- 14 - [o 275 .. jAarvee.... .
~17 [Bidhannagar Ph-I ™ 391:23 1.96]7 135 : —0.35 ~ | 2.8 |——"4,15—|Aarvee
18 [Bidhannagar Ph-11 1357.69 6.79 1.35 8 0.35 . 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
19 [Budge Budge Ph-1 431,97 2.16 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.16.  jAarvee
20 |Budge Budge Ph-II 3276.15 16.38 1.35 g8 0.35 2.8 4,15 Aarvee
21 |Champdand Ph-1 1398,91 6.99 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 Aarvee
22 WChampdanl Ph-11 6807.45 34.04 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 Aarvee
23 [Chandannagar MC Ph-1 3912.57 19.56 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 Aarvee
24 [T e P 516.16 258 135 8 0.35 28 415 |Aarvee
x5 b ST 304075 15.20[- 135 8 0.35 2.8 415  |Aarvee
26 |Cheta 823.84 4.12 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 Aarvee
27 |Dum Dum 1513.69 7.57 135 - 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvee
28 |Garulla 3275.51 16.38 135 8 0.35 2.4 4,15 |Aarvee
29 |Gayeshpur Ph-1 2002.56 10.01 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.18 Azrvee
30 |Gayeshpur Ph-I1 7014.81 35.07 135 8 0.35 28 4.15 Aarvee
31 |Halisahar 5723.29 28.562 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 Aarvee
32 [OOSR P50 64,75 1482 135 5 0.35 175 310 |Aarvee
33 {Hooghly-Chinsurah Ph- 2130.04| . 1065 1.35 B 0.35 2.8 4,15 Aarvee
34 |Howrsh 6403.67 32.02 135 6 0.35 2.1 3.45 Aarvee
3 g‘;;‘;a_”““- Golf S68.15 2.84] 135 8 0.35 28 415 |aanee
36 |Kalyani Ph-I 1780.66 8.20 1.35 3 0.35 1.05 2,40 Aarvee
37 [Kalyani Ph-I1 2682.03 13.41 1.35 5 0.35 175 110 [Aarvee
38 |Kalyani pw-IIT B404.10, 42,02 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 Aarvea
39 [Kamarhati Ph-I 2727.83 13.64 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 +3.10 Aarvee
40 [Xamarhati Ph-IT 750.46 3.75 1.35 8 0.35 28 4.15 Aarvee
41 |Kanchrapara Ph-I 1802.86 9.0t 135 5 0.35 1.75 310 |Aarvee
42 [KEIP 1577.34 7.89 1,35 3 0.35 1.05 240 |Aarvee
43 [Khardah Ph-1 1288.51 6.44 1.35 s 0.35 1.75 3.10 SGS
44 |Khardah Ph-I1 3355,10 16.78 1.35 8 0.35 28 4.15 5G5
45 |Konnagar ph-I 228.48 1.14 135 6 0.35 2.1 3.45 5GS
46 |Konnagar Ph-II 1261.20 6.31 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15  |sGs
47 |Kumactuli 2679.90 13.40 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 5GS
48 IMadhyamgram Ph-I 2085.87 10,43 135 4 .35 1.4 2.75 SGS
49 |Madhyamgramphll |  3973.28 19.87 135 B 0.35 2.8 4.15 $GS
50 |Maheshtala Ph-I 6336.62 31.68 135 s 0.35 173 3.10 SGS
51 |Maheshtala Ph-i1 5600.18 28,00 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 1415  [sGs
52 INaihatl 5256.62 26.28 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 SGS
53 |New Barrackpore 5415,45 27.08 1.35 5 0.35 175 3.0 5G5
— ~
;-?—ﬁ" (35 &
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Cost Implication for Appointing TPIMA for BSUP Costs In Rs, Lakh —
- A B c D , E T E G H 4]
SINOl  Name of ULB/ Document r Pt Total .
et [Pt osuiarue] “revew | ey | cot o | conern | M
project cost| field visits* | 7" visit] cast (DXE) assigned
54 |Nonadanga 4172.39 20.86 1.35 5 0.35 1.7% 110 5G5S
55 |North Barrackpore 2501.30 14.01 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 SGS
56 |North Dum Dum Ph-T 1668.24 B.34 1.35 5 0.35 175 3.10 SGS
57 INorth Dum Dum Ph-11 5812.60 259.06 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 5G5S
58 |Pagladanga, KMC 32172.45 160.86 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 SGS
59 [Panihati Ph-] 4088,28 20.44 1.35 5 0.35 ~ 1.75 310 SGS
60 |Panthatl Ph-TT 3550.79 17.75 1.35 8 0.35 28 4.15 5GS
61 [Pufali Ph-I 1383.01 6.92 1.35 4 0.35" 1.4 275 SGS
62 |Pujak Ph-L 1301.04 6.51 135 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 5GS
63 gaﬂf"ai";]:ama’ipa’a 12092.32 60.46| 135 8 0.35 28 415 [sas
&4 |Rajarhat-Gopalpur Ph-] 1885.27| 9.43 1.35, 5 0,35 1.75 3.10 SGS
65 | TP s727.81 2864) L35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |68
66 ]Rajpur-Sonarpur Ph-I 4889.99 24,45 1.35 6 0.35 2.1 3.45 5GS
. 67 [Rajpur-Sonarpur Ph-Il 444771 - 22.24 135 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 5G5
68 |Rishra Ph-[ 240.29 1.20 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 SGS
69. [Rishra Ph-I1, ... .. |..__4129.25] _._ 20.65[.. ... 8 035 _|._ 28 415 SGS .
70 |seampore P T | T1dpagy|” | 8827 7 ™0.35" [ ™2.45 | 7" 380 === [SGS S
71 |Serampore Ph-11 4865.74 24,33 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 SGS
72 [South Dum Dum 1109.82 5.55 6 0.35 2.1 345 BLG
73 [Titagarh 1673.50 8.37 8 b.35 2.8 4.1% BLG
74 |utadanga 2827.29 14.14 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 BLG
75 |utuberia Ph-1 4218.26 21.09 s 0.35 1.75 1.10 BLG
76 |Uluberia Ph-II 5369.25 26.85 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 BLG
77 |Uttarpara-Kotrang Ph-] 2167.45] 10.84 5 0.35 1.75 3.10 BLG
KMA Tatal 26576131 13288.07 - 279.65
AUA e e et
1 [Asansol Ph I 8895,00 44.48| 135 6 0.35 21 345 |86
2 |Asansol Ph-11 5816.27 29,08 1.35 B 0.35 2.3 4.15 BLG
3 |Asansol Ph-I11 '13086.03 65,43 135 8 0.35 2.8 1415 BLG
4 |Asansol Rall Para 3379.46 16,90 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 BLG
5 [Dwgapur Ph-1 10601.62 53.01 1.35 6 0.35 2.1 3.45 BLG
6 |Durgapur Ph-I] 1154.92 5.77 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 BLG
7 [Durgapur Ph-111 4465.62 22.33 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 BLG
8 |Jamuria Ph-I 1799.65 2.00 £.35 6 0.35 21 345 BLG
9 [Tamuria Ph-I1 2780.96 13.90 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 BLG
10 |Kulti Ph-1 1555.13 7.78 1.35 6 0.35 21 345 8LG
11 |Kultl Ph-IT 4972.99 24.86 1.35 8 035 28 4.15 BLG
12 |Ranigunge Ph-1 1923,94 9.62] 135 6 0.35 T 145 BLG
13 |Ranigunge Ph-11 3112.39 15.56 1,35 3 0.35 2.8 4.15 BLG
AUA Total 63543.98] 3177.20 ! 50.45
Grand Total 329305.28] 16465.26) t " | 33020
Admissible amount, T.e,
.5% of the sanctioned 1646,5265
project
\

* Visits estimated on the basis of progress
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Costs in Rs. Lakh
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~ost Implication for Appointing TPIMA for IHSDP
A B [o D E | F G
190 of ' Field visit ’ Total
TNo| NameofULB/ Project | the |Document Estimated . Total Cc:)sat
Project cast project| review number of|] Cost Field visit Assignment
cost field | pervisit | cost (C+F) e
. visits* (DXE)

1 |Haldia 560,92 861] . 1.35 6 0.35 2.1 345 |Aarvee

2 |Haldia (Ph-1I} 1589.40 1589 1.35 ] 0.35 28 . 4.15 |lAarvee
3 |Ghata) 461.37 461 1,35 6 0.35 2.1 . 345 [Aarvee

4 MThargram 574 50 B.75 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 =415 |Aarvee

5 |Jhargram (Ph-1D) 396.77 400] 135 ] 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee |
8 [Sonamukhi 339.99 3.40 1.35 6 0.35 2.1 3.45 |Aarvee
7 [Kalna 1336.57 13.37] 135 5 035 1.75 31 |Aarvee

8 |Mathabhanga 289.66 2.80 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.1 [Aarvee

8 |Mathabhanga (Ph-1T) [ 856.33 856 135 8 0.35 28 415 |Aarvee
10 |Burdwan 2129.16 21.29] 135 6 0.35 2.1 345  |Aarvee
11 |Ranaghat 270.98 271 135 4 0.35 1,4 275 |Aarvee
12 [Ranaghat (Ph-1I} 575.17 575 135 B 0.35 2.8 4,15 |Aarvee
13 [Siliguri (Ph-I) 3682.10 36.82] 135 6 0.35 21 3.45 lAarvee
14 1Siliguri (Ph-IT} 1595.24 -19.89 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 |Aarvee
15 ISiliguri (Ph-111) 3598.74 35.98] 135 8 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee
16 {Taki 49257 403  1.35 3 0.35 1.05 2.4 |Aarvee
17 |Taki (Ph-iD) 698.89 6.99 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee
18 [Gobardansoa ... 700,34, 7.000 135 8 0.35 T 28 4.15 |Aarvee . . .
19~ |Gangarampur 1096 20—] —10.08| —=1.85— |—— 6——| — 0.35— |——2.1—| —3.45__,Aarvee
20 |Gangarampur (Ph-11) | 991.20 9.51] . 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |Aarvee
21__|Cooch-Behar £45.18 8.49] 135 [ 0.35 2.4 3.45 |Aarvee
22 |Coochbehar (Ph-11) 685.68 690 135 8 0,35 2.8 415 |Aarvee
23 [Medinipur 1476.56 . 14.77 1.35 g 0.35 2.8 4.15 |JAarvee
24 |Raiganj 2500.02 25.00f 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.1 |Aarvee
28 |Basirhat 1425.61 14,27} 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.1 ‘|Aarvee
26 [Jangipur 66665 8.67] 1.35 3 0.35 1.05 24 [Aarvee
27 |Jangipur (Ph-11) 1005.00 | 10.05] 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |Aarvee
28 |Panskura 664.90 6.65 1.35 3 0.35 2.1 345 lAarvee
28 |Kharagpur (P1-) 432.39 4,33 1,35 - [3 0.35 2.1 3.45 "|Aarvee :
30 |Kharagpur (Pt-IN 373.29 3.73]  1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee

31 [Kharagpur (Pt-111) 448.52 489 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee
32 {Jalpaiguri 1443.82 14.44]  1.35 6 0.35 2.4 345 |Aarvee
33 I|Bankura (Ph.T) 614.89 6.15] 1.35 ] 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee
¥4 |Purulia (Ph-1y 7711.9% 7.72] 135 6 0.35 24 3.45 |Aarvee
15 |Joynagar-Mazilpur 468.02 4.68 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |Aarvee

6 [Haldibari 570.25 570  1.35 2 D 35 0.7 205 |Aarvee
17 _iBaduria 1029,88 1030  1.35 6 0.35 2.1 345 |Aarvee
18 |Birnagar 593.31 593 1.35 6 0.35 2,1 3.45 |Aarvee
19 |Mal 70021 7.00] 135 3 0.35 2.1 3.45 JAarvee
G _|Tufanganj 610.58 6.11 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |Aarvee

1 |Nalhsti 677.83 6.78 1.35 B 0.35 2.1 3.45 |Aarvee
12 _|Dainhat 720.88 721 135 B8 0.35 2.8 4,15 [Aarvee
13 |Dubrajpur 812.25 8.12] 135 8 0.35 2.8. 415 |5GS

4 _|Balpur 992.15 9.92 1,35 5] 0.35 2.1 3.45 (8GS

5 |Memari 1124,74 11.25]  1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |5GS

£ |Nabadwip 1053.33 | 1053] 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 215 |SGS

7_|Dalkkola 643.99 6.44] 135 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |SGS

8 |Habra 1521.43 15.21% 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 15GS

9 |Sainthia 666.63 6.67 1.35 3] (.35 2.1. 345 |SGS

0_ [Jiaganj-Azimganj 111143 1111] 135 4 0.35 1.4 2.75 ']SGS

1 gl:ilgj?)rmmgm 102005 | yo0p] 138 8 0.35 28 415 |3GS

2_ |Dhupguri 1015.57 10.16]  1.35 3 0.35. 2.8 415 [SGS

3 |Santipur 712.9% 713 135 8 0.35 2.3 415 |SGS

4 [Egra 663,55 664 135 6 0.35 2.1 345 |SGS -

5 _|Berhampur 412.46 4.12 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 |SGS

8§ IKharar 531,55 532] 135 -8 0.35 28 415 |SGS

7 _{Khirpai 520,90 523] 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |SGS

3 _|Ramjibanpur 534.11 534] 135 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 [SGS

Ash okenagar- N

3 [Kalvangarh 1639.96 | 4540 135 8 0.35 28 415 |sGs

} {Taherpur 176.48 7.76 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4,15 |SGS

| [Chandrakona 698.67 6.99 1.35 8 0.35 28 4.15 |SGS

! ICoopers Camp © 559.98 890/ 135 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |SGS

3 [Istammpur 670.10 670] 135 6 0.35 2.1 3.45 |SGS

- YN~ 67 (3%




[ I )

e
I J,“_[._,0‘./,
Cost Implication for Appointing TPIMA for IHSDP Costs in Rs. Lakh
A B C B | E | F G
19% of _ Field visit
SINo| Nameof ULB/ Project the |Document, Estimated _ .T°ta'| . ?tal
Project cost  |project| review |numberof| Cost Field visit| Cost Assignment
cost field | pervisit:| cost (C+F)
visits* {DXE)
64 |Bishnupur 700.01 7.00 1.35 8 0.35 28 4.15 |8GS
65 JAlipurduar §23.61 8.24 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 3.1 SGS
66 |[Dhulian 300.01 3.00 1.35 5 0.35 1.756 3.1 SGS
67 [Mekhligunj 522.00 5.22 1.35 6 0.35 2.1 345 [5GS
68 |Dinbata 624.62 6.25] 1.35 5 0.35 1.75 31 |SGS.
68 . |Krishnagar 1280.00 12.80 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |SGS
70 |Tzrakeswar 589.16 9.89 1.35 8 (.35 ‘2.8 4,15 |[BLG
71 |Murshidabad 873.73 8.74 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |BLG
72 |Kandi 897.73 8.93 1,35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 [BLG
73 |Contai 123532 12.35 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |BLG
74 |Kaliapapj 794.57 7.95 1.35° 8 0.35 2.8 415 |BLG
75  |Mirik 795.5% 7.96 1,35 ] 0.35 2.8 4.15 |[BLG
78 _{Kurseong 1198.90 11.89 1.35 ) 0.35 2.8 415 |[BLG
77 |Kalimpong 1198.69 11.99 1.39 8 0.35 28 4.15 |BLG
78 ]0Id¢ Malda ©1078.13° 470.781  1.35 8 0.35 28 415 |BLG
7% |Arambag 1000.28 10.00 1.35 8 0.35 28 . 4.15 |BLG
80 [Bongaon 1463.89 14.64 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |BLG
_ 81 [Tamluk(Pb-n___ |. 893.77 8.04] 135 8 0.35 3.8 215 |BLG _
82" [Enzlishbazar | 167444~ [—1674)—1.36~—[——B—{—0.35—~ |—2 8 -—|—4.15 [BLG
83 |Beldangpa 617.46 6.17 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |[BLG
84 |Balurghat 1577.05 15.77 1.35 a 0.35 . 28 | 415 |BLG
85 |Ihalda 197.60 7.98 1.35 8 0,35 2.8 4.15 |BLG
86  |Katwa 1089.59 10.80 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 [BLG
87  |Rampurhat 1088.65 10.89 1.5 ] 0.35 2.8 4,15 |BLG
B8  |Suri 1447146 14.47 1.35 a 0.35 28 415 |[BLG
89 Darjeeling 20635.74 2065 1,35 8 0.35 2.8 4.15 |BLG
90 |Gushkara §50.00 B.50 1.35 12 0.35 4.2 555 |BLG .
91  |Diamond Harhour 997.78 9.88 1.35 8 0.35 2.8 415 |BLG
92 |Raghunathpue (Ph-I) 790.00 7.90 1,35 8 0.35 28 415 (BLG
93 |Chakda (Ph-ID 568.99 8.69 1.35 ‘8 0.35 28 415 [BLG
Grand Total 91065.10|. - Loae i L 357.6
KUMEDIE amouat, vE % O] )
the sanctioned 910.65

nraioct cagt

* estimated on the basis of physical progress

RLXS




s .
& - 2 on ] Aoy~ vib) LD“'\M
&
b ey : i s @ |
-3 . . g ) b A R A s )
™, s e . & i .
5 [ . - .
E 1 N . emATTTTT T _— e
. Details of assignment limit control for engagerent of TPIMA for BSUP and IHSDP
’ in West Bengal!
) ;;resent - T e Assignme'n'f(Rs. Laich) <
: “sslanment | Available BSUP IHSDP___ Total
. (:Band limit" 9 Assignment N - :
Agency . |- reported by N Number) =~ Number :Number.
: {Rs. Lakh) - - value - - . ¥
. the agency (Rs. Lakh) [ Value of Value of | Value | of
o {Rs. Lakh) ) ) projects - | projects ‘projects | *
Aarvee 500 *193.5 306.5 152,25 42 1526 [.. 42 304.85 g4 -
_NCPE . 200 . ...242. 0 0~ | . O 0 0 L0 0
BLG = 200° .0 ., 200 . 72.55 S197 ) 101 24 “173.55- .43
5GS 500 15 485 - 105.3 | - 29 104 27 209.3 56
ooy Total| 330.1 S0 357.6 93 .| 687.7 183 b
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Annexure VI ()

to the minutes of §%th CSMC on 29.10.09

Financial support approved for establishment of Programme Management Unit (PMU)
under JNNURM (BSUP & IHSDP) for the state of GUJARAT

IN] 6] o

Al Cost towards I’rofcssmnals
Project Specialist '
! (Housing and Slum Development) — 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
2 |Specialist (Social Development) - 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
Specialist ' '
3 |(Community Mobilization and MIS) -1 No. 2] 5000 600000
4  |Utban Povcrtjlf Management Specialist — 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
5 |Research & Training Coordinator — 1 Ne. 12 40,000 480000
Sub Total 1 2880000
B. Non Staff Component I
6 [Travel @ 20% of total cost 960000
. :
7 10% toward.s system jsupport cost, stationary, 480000
documentation, printing etc
. .
g 10% towards overheads and other miscellenous 480000
expenses
Sub Total 2 1920000
GRAND TOTAL 4800000
1st Installment of Central Assistance for 1st Rs 20.00 Lacs
year (50%):
Total Annual Support f'or lst year Rs 40 00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 2nd year Rs 40.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 3rd year . Rs 40.00 Lacs
TOTAL SUPPORT Rs 120.00 Lacs

%/
e
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Anpexure VI (b)
to the minutes of 69th CSMC on 29.10.09

Financial support approved for establishment of two Project Implementation Units
(PIUs) under INNURM (BSUP & IHSDP) for Gujara: AHMEDABAD & SURAT

Rs

A Cost towatds Professnonals )
Project Coordinator
! (Housing and slum Development) - 1 No 12 50,000 600000
2 |Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 56,000 600000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
4 |Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
5 Rcsca_rch and T'raining Coordinator - 1 No. 12 20,000 2_40000
Sub Total 1 2400000
.|B.Non Staff. Component PR -
6 |Travel @ 20% of total cost 800000
s ;
7 10% toward.s systefn support cost, stationary, 400000
documentation, printing ctc
" .
8 10% towards overheads and other miscellenous 400000|
expenses
Sub Total 2 1600000
GRAND TOTAL ' 4000000
Ist Installment of Central Assistance for 1st year (50%):
1 AHMEDABAD Rs 20.00 Lacs
2 SURAT Rs 20.00 Lacs
TOTAL Rs  40.00 Lacs
,».‘.m. w mv—s.. :
Eidt cnaSppogv rove ggeache PIU%m 'Ja i “
‘Total Annual Suppott for lst year (100%) Rs 40.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%) Rs 30.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 3ed year (50%) Rs 20.00 Lacs
TOTAL SUPPORT 90.00 Lacs




Annexure VI (c)
to the minutes of 69th CSMC on 29.10.09

Financial support approved for establishment of one Project Implementation Unit (PIU)
under JNNURM (BSUP & THSDP) for Gujarat: BHAVNAGAR

= en 1: . jﬁ ’_a Am%%m
: “ ’ o DS QA‘ : : ‘; ﬁ" RS) ‘7@;3"
i B e R
A. Cost towards Professionals
1 Pro]ec‘t Coordinator 12 30,000 360000
(Housing and slum Development) - 1 No
2 |Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
4 {Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
5 |Research and Training Coordinator - 1 No. 12 20,000 240000
- - n- - s . . — TToIITIT SUb'TOtﬂl.—l i 1GSQQQQ
B. Non Staff Component
6 |Travel @ 20% of total cost 560000
7 10% towardls system support cost, stationary, 280000
documentation, printing etc
. - _ - ;
3 10% towards overheads and other miscellenous 280000
expenses ‘ '
. Sub Total 2 1120000
GRAND-TOTAL 2800000
1st Installment of Central Assistance for Ist year Rs 14.00 Lacs
(50%): ;
THSDP towns covered under the PIU at Bhavnagar:
1  Bhavnagar 5 Bagasara
2 Una 6 Dhandhuka
3 Limbdi 7  Upleta
4  Amreli 8 Mahuva

] bimgew

Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%)
Total Annual Support for 3rd year (50%)

TOTAL SUPPORT

28.60 Lacs

21.00 Lacs
14.00 Lacs

63.00 Lacs

?w\;’@@
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Annexure VI (d)

to the minutes of 69th CSMC on 29.10.09

Financial support approved for establishment of one Project Implementation Unit (PIU}
under JNNURM (BSUP & IHSDP) for Gujarat: JAMNAGAR

17k dine 3

Total Annual Support for Ist year (100%)
Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%)
Total Annual Support for 3rd year (50%)
TOTAL SUPPORT

Einanciak SupporADpIoved ot amnap At (Gljara

'
A. Cost towards Professionals
Project Coordinator
! (Housing and slum Development) - 1 No 12 30,000 360000
2 ]Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 No. i2 30,000 360000
4 |Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
5  |Research and Training Coordinator - 1 No. 12 20,000 240000
| Sub Total 1 1680000
B.-Non Staff Component
6 |Travel @ 20% of total cost 560000
7 10% toward.s syste'm support cost, stationary, 280000
documentation, printing etc
g 10% towards overheads and other miscellenous 280000]
expenses P
Sub Total 2 . 1120000
GRAND TOTAL 2800000
1st Installment of Central Assistance for 1st year Rs 14.00 Lacs
(50%):
IHSDP towns covered under the PIU at Jamnagar:
1  Jamnagar 5 Dhrangadhra
2 Jetpur 6 Patan
3  Gondal 7 Khambhat
4  Halvad 8  Unjha

R:e.,
Rs 21.00 Lacs
Rs 14.00 Lacs
Rs 63.00 Lacs N




Annexure VI (e)
to the minutes of 69th CSMC on 29.10.09

Financial support approved for establishment of one Project Implementation Unit (PIU)
under INNURM (BSUP & IHSDP) for Gujarat: KADI

W] gD

Project Coordinator
! {Housing and slum Development) - 1 No 12 30,000 360000
2 [Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
3  |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
4 Research Officer - 1 No. 12 : 30,000 360000
5  |Research and Training Coordinator - 1 No. 12 20,000 240000
Sub Total 1 1680000
B Non Staff Component~ —
6 |Travel @ 20% of total cost 560000
0 e
7 10% toward.s systc!:n .support cost, stationary, 280000
documentation, printing etc
- Ol -
3 10% towards overheads and other miscellenous 280000
expenses
Sub Total 2 1120000
GRAND TOTAL 2800000
1st Installment of Central Assistance for 1st year Rs 14,0'0 Lacs
(50%):
ITHSDDP towns covered under the PIU at Kadi:
1 Kadi 5 Kalol
2  Himatnagar G Halol
3 Boriavi 7 Prantij
4  Anklav 8 Petlad
Einancial.supportapprovedtor Kadii Ghjaral B SR dienruysmmaanis
Total Annual Support for 1st year (100%) Rs 28.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%) Rs 21.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 3rd year (50%) Rs 14.00 Lacs
TOTAL SUPPORT Rs 63.00 Lacs

,)(S('
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Annexure V1 (f)
to the minutes of 69th CSMC on 29.10.09

Financial support approved for establishment of one Project Implementation Unit (PIU)
under JNNURM (BSUP & IHSDP) for Gujarat: VALSAD

towards Professmnals

ST | g il

D x

Project Coordinator
{Flousing and slum Development) - 1 No

Social Development Officer - 1 No.

30,000

Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 No,

12

30,000

360000

Research Officer - 1 No.

12

30,000

360000

Research and Training Coordinator - 1 No.

12

20,000

240000

. e

————— -

Sub Total 1

1680000

Staff Compdi{ent

Travel @ 20% of total cost

560000

10% towards system support cost, stationary,
documentation, printing etc

280000

10% towards overheads and other miscellenous
expenses

280000

Sub Total 2,

1120000

GRAND TOTAL

2800000

B

1st Installment of Central Assistance for Ist year
(50%):

IHSDP towns covered under the PIU at Valsad:

Valsad
Songadh
Mandvi

Navsari

Rs

e ~1 o

14.00 Lacs

Vapi
Umreth
Dahod
Dharampur

Fmancml SuP%rtiap&rovcd for \falsad‘@ﬁ;

Ty

arat

{Total Annual Support for 1st year (100%)

Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%)
Total Annual Suppott for 3rd year (50%)

TOTAL SUPPORT

28. 00 Lacs
21.00 Lacs

14.00 Lacs
63.00 Lacs

r5\H




