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Government of India
Ministry ofHousing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

Room No. 201, G Wing
New Delhi, dated 27" December, 2008

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

The undersigned is directed to enclose herewith 2 copy of the minutes of the 45" meeting
ot the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee of Ministry of Housing and Urban
Poverty Alleviation held on 16" December, 2008 under the Chairmanship of Sccretary (1 [UPA)
loconsider and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poor
(BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission (JNNURM),

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

m(!(!lmg.

2 ‘The appraisal agencies (ie. HUDCO, BMTPC) are requested to convey the decisions of

3. A copy of the minutes is forwarded to the Sccreraries in-charge of BSUP and 1HSDYP in

the States/U'Ls with a request to take further follow up action.
\l M{/‘L@
(M. ] yachandran)

Deputy Direcror (BSUP)
Telephone 011-2306 1519

Encl: Minutes of the mecting

To

Members of the CSMC as follows:

L. The Scerctary, Ministry of Urban Development, Nitman Bhavan, New Delhi,

2. The Seeretary, Ministry of Finance, Depattment of LZxpenditure, New Delhi.

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

4. The Sceretary, Ministry of Environment and Lorests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex,

Lodhi Road, New Delhi,

2. The Sceretary, Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi

6. 'The Secretary, Minisiry of Fealth and Family Weltare, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.

7. The Seeretary, Department of School Hducation & Literacy, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.

8. 'The Joint Sceretary and LA, Ministry of Urban Development and Ministry of [TUDA,
New Delh.

9. The Chief Planner, Town and Country Planning Organisation (1TCPO), LP. Listate,
New Dethi

L. The Adviser, CPITELO, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi,

L The CMD, Housing and Urban Development Corporation Ltd., FIUDCO Bhavan, Tndia
[Tabitat Centre, iLodhi Road, New Delhi,

12, "The Joint Sceretary (JNNURM)/Mission Director, Ministry of Housing and Urban
Poverty Alleviation, New Delhi - Member-Secretary

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

1. Shri Vivek Bharadwaj, Special Secrctary, UD Department and Secretary, KMDA, Governiment
of West Bengal, DF-8, Sector-1, Salt Lake, Kolkata-64

[



2 Shii Kousik Das, Additional Chict [+ n(gmcar ME
Afflairs, Government of West Bengal,

3. Shyi Chintamani, Dirvector, SUDA, Govern
Navchetna Kendra, Lucknow

4.

Government of Mcghalaya, Shillong

Copy to the Secretaries in charge of

Integmtud Housing & !
‘ The Principal Sceretary,

Urban Development &

Municipal Administration Department
lhra Pradesh,

| Covernmett of Andhr

I.-Block Secretarat

\ﬁvdcmqu ~500002

e Sceretary,

‘ Municipal Administration Department,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
| -Block Secretariat,

! Iydcj‘abﬁd—SUO 002,

< ———

{ The C omimissioner & Secretary,

l L1 Departiment,

‘ Government of Assam,

Assam Sceretatial,

Dispuar,
‘ Cuwahatl -781 006,

| The Additional Seeretary & Director
(BUDA),

|t han Development Prepartment,

‘ Crovernment of Bthar,
| Vikash Bhawan,

{ Parna,
“Ihe Seeretary,
“ Urbarr Administration & Development

Department,

Government of Chihattishgarh,

Room NO 316, DS Bhawan,

l Mantrals lL_\r_’lPLll 402001
T'he 1’11nupf11 Se cmmr\(LD) & Housis

‘ ( overnmoe 0t ()r ( 11]] at '(r
BBlock No, 14, 9" Floor,

f New Sachivalaya,

| Gandhinagar-382 0160,

[—

Flhe (:OINQ;%SS{O:.GI? & S—c(—:rcmry,
| Department of Urhan Develepment,
| Government of Flaryana,

‘ SCO-20 Ree 70,

i Chandigarh — 160 € 01,

[

{r
1(‘)’

1" Floor, Bikash B

.

T

Directorate Dcp,utmmr of Municipal
havan, Kolkata-700 091

ment of Uttar Pradesh, 10 Ashok Marg,

Shii N B. Bhattacharya, Project Adviser, Meghalaya Urban Development Authority (?\‘IUD.«\),

Urhan Poor (BSUP) and

Basic Setvices to the

Slum Development Programme (IHSDP) in the States/U'Ts:-

The Pnnmpql Secretaty, W.
[Tousing Department,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,

L Block, AP Scercetariat,

Hydcmbad — 500002

The Principal Sceretary,
Urban Development & Tourlsm,
Government of Arunachal Pradesh,

Civil Secrctariat,
[tanagar.

The Secretary,
Irhan Development Department,
Government of Bihar,
Vikash Bhawan,
New Sceretariat,
Patna..

| The Sccretary (1 r.')'n;fn_s';) N
Giovernment of Bihar
Sachivalaya

Patna — 800 015

1 h( Sccre creta n'} (I lonsm;ﬂ)
Covernment of (GGoa,

Secretariat Annexe,
FC House,
Pataji- 403 001

(ru]amt L;rb‘m DL,\ (.I()pmuﬂ J\‘Iissi(m, |
OMET Building, Sector- 10A,
Gandhinagar - 382 0106,

“The Hccfctfu) (i U |
(Government of 2 Tim wchal Pradesh,
Shimla — 171 002




| The Seeretary,
; Housing and UD Department,

| Government of Jammu & Kashmi,
| New Secretariat, Srinagar

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

’TJ he Director,

! Lirban Local Bodies

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

Jammu,

The Secretary

Urban Devclopment Department,
Government of Jharkhand,
Ranchi -834 004,

| The Sceretary (Housing)

| Government of [harkhand,
Project Building, Dhurwa,
Ranchi-834004

The Principal Secretary (I lousing)
Government of Karnataka,

Room No.213,

2" Floor, Vikas Sauda

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Road, Bangalore-560 001

mlc Principal S?tclary to Government
‘ UD Departiment,

Government of Karnataka

Reom No.436,

1™ Nloor, Vikas Sauda

r. B.R.Ambedkar Road

Bangalore 560 001

The Secretary (Housing),
Government of Kerala,
Secretariat,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 001

"T'he Principal Secretary,

Local Self Government Deparument
Government of Kerala
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 001

‘The Secretary |

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

The Lxceutive Director

IKudumbashree

State Poverty Fradication Mission
Govermment of Kerala

2" Floor, TRIDA Buitding,

Chalakuzhy Road, Medical College (PO,
'['hiruvmmnlepumm 095 011.

"The Principal Sceretary,

Urban Administration and Development
Department,

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya,

Bhopal - 462 032

"The Principal Sceretary (IHousing &
linvironment),

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya, Bailabh Bhavan,
Bhopal - 462 032

‘The Commissioner,

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

The ISECipnl Secretary (UD),
Government of Maharashtra,
Room No-25, 4% floor
Mantraalaya, Mumbai-400 032

‘The Principal Sceretary (I"Iousingj,
Government of Maharashtra,
Room No.268,

2" Moo, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-400 032

Commissioner & Secretary,
Urban Affairs & Jousing,
Government of Meghalaya,
Main Sceretariat Building
Shillong-793 001

|
|
|
i

The Secretary,

Fousing, UD & Municipal Administration,
Government of Manipur,

Chief Secretariat,

Imphal -795 001




% The C ommi%qloncr & Scctcrarv
Urban Development & Poverty Aleviation

- Department
‘ Jovernment of Mizoram,
“ivil Secretariat,

‘ Alzaval-796 001,
} The Commissioner & Sccrcmr\ Works &
I Tousing,

" Government of Nagnlnnd
! Kohima — 797 001

i'_ The Pr—inciﬁnl Sccrctary—(fg(_}) S
Government of Punjab

' NIt Seerctariat

! Sector-Y,

| Chandigarh 160 001

\ ‘The Principal Secretary,
Ll & 1.5G Department,
Covernment of Rajasthan
Rootmn No. 29, Main Building,

‘ Sceretariat, Jaipur

i}

[ The Seeretary,
Department of UD & Tlousing,
CGovernment of Sikkim,
NIT31A,

Gangtok - 737 101

The H(uumv

Municipal Administration & Warer Supply,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

6% Tiloor, lzhilagam Annexe,

( hqmul\ Chennai— GO 0009

C{he Principal %LULLU} (UD & 1\11\}
Covernment of Uttar Pradesh,

Room No.825,

8™ {leor, Bapu Bh\\\, an,

The Director,
SULDA,
Covernment of Uttar Pradesh,
I Navehetna Kendra,
‘, 10, Ashok Marg,
| lucknow.
Hi he | ])J()jLCl Dn((rm (}I\J\]L {M)
Usban Development Dircctorate,
‘ Government of Uttarakband,
‘ 43/6, Mara Mandir Mazy,
Dharampur,
| Dichradun — 248 001

|
|
|
\ i U{_\now - 726

| The Principal Secretary,

Urban Development Department,
Covernment of Nagaland,

‘ Kehima — 797 001

|

“‘1 he Princip: al Secrctary (Housing & UD)

Covernment of Orissa,

Orissa Sccretariat,

Bhubaneswar - 751 001

The Sccretary (Housing & U 1)
Government of Punjab,

Room No.419, Mint Sccretariat, Secror-9
Chandigarh 160 001

The Secr Ll’u\'

I ocal Sclf Government Department,
Government of Rajasthan

Room Ne.39, $SO Building,
Crovernment Secretariat

Taipur 302 005.

CThe Séctct‘;x_ly {ITou s]lg & U 13, o
Government of Tamil Nadu,
l“ort St. George, Secrelariaf,
Chennal — GO0 009

Geovernment of 'Lt Lpnm

Civil Sceretariat,

Pt. Nchru ("omplcx,

Agartala-79¢ 799 001

“The lecip‘ll Stuu u\ (! l(_mam;’)
Government of Uttar Py adesh,
325 Bapu Bhavan,

[ackrnow - 226 001

“The Princip: sal secrerary (U D)
Government of Urtaral Lkhand,
Uttarakhand Secretariaf,

4 B, Subhash Road

DEHRADUN — 248 001,




| "The Principal Sceretary (un),
P Government of West Bengal,

J Nagarayan IDF-8, Sector],

, Bidhannagar,

i Kolkara 700 064

["The Seeretary (UD & Housing),
Chandigarh Administration,

UT Secretariat, Sector 9,
Chandigarh-160 001

‘ Lhe Sceretary (Housing),

¢ Government of Puducherry,
[ Chief Sceretariat,
Puducherey-605 001

The Secretary,

Local Administration Deparunent
Government of Puducherry,
Chief Sccretariat,

Puducherry-605 001

[

’ The Principal Sccxgmty (GD),
Government of NCT of Delhi,

" Floor, C Wing,

Delhi Seerctariat, 112 state, New Delhi.

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

‘The Commissioner & Secretary,
(Relict & Rehabilitation),
Ul of Andaman & Nicobar [slands,

| Secretatiat,
' Port Blair 744 101

The Sccretary (Housing & UD),
UT of Daman & Diu,
Sccretariat,

Moti Daman-396 220

The ¢ Su:u,r(uy (t Iouslnq & U,
Ut of Dadra & Nagar I Taveli,
Secretariat,

Silvassa-396 220

L o _

The Chief T'own Plannecr,

Town & Country Planniong Departiment,
UT Administration of Dadra & Nagar
Haveli, 2™ [ looe, Sceretariat,

Silvasa — 396 230,

Copy to:

I. "l'he Joint Sceretary to Hon’ble Prime Minister (Kind attention Shii R, Go

PMO, South Block, New Delhi.
'S to [Hon ble Minister (FHIUPA)
SePPS to Seeretaty (FIUPA)

S TN

Joint Sceretary (I1), Ministry of HUPA
‘The Joint Sccretary (PP, Ministry of Minority Affairs, Room No.1125,

Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex, New Declhi.
6. The Joint Sceretary (U119, Ministry of [Tome Affairs, North Block, New Delhi

7. Director (UPA), Ministry of [TUPA

8. O3 (JNNURM), Ministry of [1UPA.

9. Dircctor {(Administration), Ministry of HUPA

10. DSINNURM), Ministry of [IUPA
11 USONNURM), Ministry of HUPA

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

13 DD{Data & MIS), NBO, Ministry of [TUPA

- DD (NRC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

15, 50 (IHISDP), Ministry of HUPA

16. Monltoring Cell (NNURM), Ministry of [TUPA

L7. the CMD, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Road » New Delhi-110 003
18. The CMD, 1IPL, Jangpura, New Delhi-110014

9. The Fxeentive Ditecror, BMTPC, Core 5 A, First Floor, Tndia ilabitat Centre, Lodhi Road,

New Delhi-110 003

_

palakrishnan),

1" oo,

20. The Director {Corporate Planning), HUDCO, “HUDCO Bhavan”, India [abitat Centre,

Fodhi Road, New Delhi 110 003,

21. The Dircctor, [ndian Institute of l'echnology Roorkee, Roarkee, Uttfu'q khand — 247 667

Copy to:- Guard folder on INNURM

{

J L M e (/ l'\-'@
W/P& Jayachandran)

Deputy Director BsUP)



MINUTES OF THE 45 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, 16t December, 2008

The 45" meetng of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring
Committee (CMSC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Scrvices to the Utban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehtu National Urban Renewal Mission
(INNURM} was held under the Chairpersonship of Sccretary, Ministry of
Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation in New Delhi on 16% December,
2008, "Uhe list of participants 1s at Annexure — I

2.1 Welcoming Chairperson and Members of CSMC, Joint Scceetaty &
Mission Director (JNNURM) informed the Committee about the requests
reccived from States of Mahatashtra and West Bengal for diversion of part
of their balance allocation of ACA under BSUP to [HSDP to mecet
Jemands for a number of THSDP projects in small and medium towns.
e said that since allocation of ACA under THSDP fot these States has
exhansted, any further sanction of projects could be considered subject to
consideration at highet level /availability of 1dditional allocation of ACA

by Planning Commission.

2.2.  Joint Sccretary & Mission Director NNURN) impressed upon the
States to complete already sanctioned projects in theit cfforts to mecet the
Mid- Term Farget of 5 lakh houses (3 lakh houscs completion and 2 lakh
houses in progress) by 307 September, 2009, e said the Mid-term
targets have been communicated carlier to State £ “hief Sceretarics [vide
DO, Tetter N().N—l1()27/42/2()07—]3SUP/JNNURM dated 81 August,
2007 from Scerctary (HTUPA)].

2.3, Joint Secretary & Mission Dircctor (INNURM) further informed
that while preparing new project proposals, the States/U'T's should ensure
that rowns/slums which have a prcdominam p(’)pulﬂl:i(m belonging to the
minosity community are prioritized and included in the proposals put
forth by States/UTs. e said that a list of cities/towns with significant
minority population has alteady been circulated to various States / U'Ts.

On a requiest from the representattve of the State of Uttar Pradesh a copy
of the same was furnished. e reiterated that an impottant objective of
the Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of the

[



Minorities is to cnsure that the benefits of vatious government schemes
tor the underprivileged reach the disadvantaged sections of the minority
communities.  He also teiterated the important points emphasized by the
Chairperson of CSMC in the earlier meetings for implementation by the
States /UL Bs (Annexure-II). He requested the States/ULBs to follow
the same.

24. Dircctor (NBO) & OSD (NNURM) requested the representatives
trom States and UTs to ensure that the standard designs (for dwelling unit
and community infrastructure) circulated by the Ministry in the Design
Toolkit are adopted by taking into consideration the local needs. I'he
requirement of animal pen, livelihood centres, etc., should be decided in
consultation with the beneficiaries only. He also referred to the advisotics
sent to the States (through Minutes and suggestions in review meetings)
regarding connectivity of city-wide infrastructure facilitics to slums. 'Ihe
State/ULB/implementing agencies should take measures to ensure that
the designs of all such infrastructure facilitics developed within the slums
have compatibility with those for city wide infrastructure. "The concerned
authoritics in the city should hold consultations with the parastatals and
cnsure technteal compatibility between city level and slum infrastructure
networks.  ‘The ULBs must play a key role in design and implementation
of projects and the beneficiarics must be involved at all stages.

3.1, Chairperson, CSMC and Sceretary (HUPA) in her opening remarks
satd that as we are in the fourth year of [INNURM, the States U't's with
large ACA balance should take urgent action for coming up with adequate
number of projects under both BSUP and THSDP. The States like
Mahatashtra and West Bengal which have exhausted  their 7-year
allocation of ACA under THSDP should concentrate on BSUP projects,
[f the priotity of such States is to upscale their small and medium towns
they should first take up projects in such cities and towns which arc
tmportant in the hicrarchy of utban scttlements and which have distinctly
high proportion of people living in slums and squatter settlements,  She
emphasized that the ACA available under JNNURM should not be
frittered away by being spread too thinly and the implementation of BSUP
and THSDP must make visible impact on ground as well as State and local
policics. "L'hus, any further approval of THSDP projects to the States of
Maharashtra and West Bengal would be subject to the condidon that in
case Central fund would not be forthcoming, the States would complete
the projects sanctioned with their own resources.

3.2 Secretary (HUPA) said that there is need (o further strcamline the
process involved in issue of minutes of the meetings of CSMC/CSC and
release of fund by Ministry of Finance/Home Affairs. She said that the
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dme taken for issuc of the minutes and release of fund thereafter needs to
he further teduced to ensure that the States recetve ACA without much
delay after approval by CSMC. Joint Secretary (INNURM) said that the
preparation of minutes 1s dependent upon submission of compliance
reports on the observations by CSMC and financial statements by the
appraisal agency. Delay in issuing minutes is on account of dclay in
submission of such tepotts by the appraisal agencics: HUDCO and
BMIPC.  JS (INNURM) further pointed that 1t has oenerally been
observed that the appraisal AgeNCICs, in their cagerness to submit such
teportts eatly, often do not pay adequate attention Lo the accuracy of data
and the conformity of their compliance repotts with the decisions taken
by the Committee. This leads to further delay in completing the minures
in the INNURM Mission Directorate of the Ministry. Secretaty (HUPA)
said that the appraisal agencies should gear up their functioning by putting
competent staff in their appraisal cefls. The list of such staff may be
communicated to the Minisery. Realizing the importance of JNNURM and
urgency of the works involved the agencies should rise to the occasion.
J'hey should not take more than 3 days to submit their reports complete
in all tespects. The financial statements should be aceurate and should
appropriately reflect the decisions taken by the Committec. Director (CF),
HUDCO said that the appratsal agency was not able to complete the
reports/ financial statements on account of fime taken by the States JULBs
(o furnish necessary documents. Secretaty (HUPA) dirccted that any such
difficulty faced by the appratsal agency should be brought to the notice of
the Ministry in writing for taking remedial action. She said that a suitable
advisory should be sent to the States/UIBs that the represenatives from
the States/U'Ts attending the meetings of the CSMC/CSC should come
prepared o extend their say in Delhi, if need be, o complete the
submission of alt compliance reports/ financial statements in pursuance of
the decision of the CSMC/CSC. In case the States/UTBs fail to furnish
requisite documents/or complete the formalitics, such projects would
deem to have been approved “in-principle” ot deferred depending upon
the requirements. This would obviate delay in issuing minutes of approved

projects.

3.3, Secretary (HUPA) directed that the INNURM Mission Dircctorate
should take not more than 7 wotking days for issuing the minutes of the
meeting of the CSMC/CSC from the date of the meeting.  Within 3
working days from the date of issue of minutes, recommendation for
releasing ACA should be issucd after completing the necessary formalitics.
The Ministry of Tinance/MITA may not take morc than 7 working days to
fssue sanction letters for releasing funds to the States. This would ensutc
timely availability of fund to the States after the projects have been
approved by CSMC/CSC,



34, Taking note of the difficulty faced by States /UT's in tracking
sanction letters issucd by Ministry of Finance relcasing ACA, Sccretary
(HUPA) suggested that Mol and MHA should mark their sanction letters
to the State Urban Development/ Housing Sccretarics concerned. They
should also place the sanctions in their web sites, Secretary (HUPA)
directed that a copy of such letters should be put on the website of the
Ministry of HUPA also. The States/UTs should be advised to keep a tab
on the same by visiting Ministry’s website.

3.5, Referring to a clarification sought by the representative of the State
Government of Meghalaya about the basis of allocation of ACA, and the
ceventuality of the State Government not in a position to meet their share
fully, Chairperson, CSMC and Secretary (HUPA) said that Central
Assistance under JNNURM alone would not solve the State-sector
problems. The Central Assistance for INNURM projects has to be taken
as an incentive for attracting State/ UL funding and directing State/UILB
attention to the magnitude of the problems facing citics and towns. ‘There
is a special need to focus on the problems of the urban poor and
implement time-bound action plans for the provision of basic amenitics
and services under the 7-Point Charter. Central funding alone would not
sutfice to meet the challenges of urbanization and urban poverty. ‘The
task of augmenting the pace of implementation of reforms along with the
achicvement of targets under the investment programmes taken up under
INNURM 15 of paramount importance.  Ground level visibility of
JNNURM 15 ctitical.

3.6, "The Chairperson, CSMC reiterated the need to strengthen Urban
Local Bodies to cnsure that the 74" Amendment Act is implemented. She
particulatly emphasised two pro-poor reforms, te. (i) internal carmarking
within urban local body budgets for basic services to the urban poor and
(i) provision of basic scrvices to the utban poor including sccurity of
tenure at atfordable prices, improved housing, water supply, sanitation and
ensuring delivery of other already existing universal services of the
govemnment for education, health and social security to be implemented in
a time-bound manner. Revitalising the functioning of UT.Bs would help
them discharge the functions devolved by State Governments cffectively,
leading to better urban local governance and pro-poor sctvice delivery,
Without implementation of local government reforms, JNNURM would
remain a mete infrastructute upgradation programme, and none of the
policy changes it hoped to drive would materialise,

3.7. 'l'he Chairperson, CSMC and Scetetary (HUPA) retterated the nced
to ensure umely completion of the projects alrcady approved with high
quality. States/ULBs should draw up a plan of action for cach project and
{4
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inform the Ministry the likcly date of secking next mstallment and the tme
required fot completion. A detailed plan showing the dates of sanction of
cach project by CSMC/CSC, release of Central Share by Ministy of
Linance/Home Affairs, release of Central and State Shares by State
I'inance Department to the State T.evel Nodal Agency, release of funds to
the ULB/Implementing Agency, floating of tender, 1ssucs of work ordert,
-~ milestones  of  progress targeted such as foundation, lintel, roof,
completion in all respects, occupation, ¢tc., should be drawn up to cnabie
the Ministry to understand the progress on ground. The Central ltevel
monitoring agency, namely T MTPC, should gather all details  during
State/city visits and bring forth issues n implcmcnmti(m, if any, to the
notice of the Mintstry. State/ UL Governments /Nodal 1‘\gCﬂCiCS/ UT.Bs
may also bring to the notice of the Ministry issucs requiting intervention
promptly. Secretary (FIUPA) desired  that™ States/UJL.Bs, which arc
planning to avail of sccond or subscquent installment in the month of
March, 2009 may try to advance it to January by raking suitable measurcs
to ensure that projects do not get affected by any likely cut in the budget
in the last quarter of the financial year. States may appreciate that delay m
cclease of funds would lead to delay in the completion of projects and
undue burden on the poor beneficiaries who take loans to meet their own

contribution.

4. Lior the Meeting, the following Agenda wete put up, Lrief details of
which arc at Annexure-11L-

(1) 4 new BSUP project proposals (1 cach from Meghalaya and
Uttar Pradesh and two from West Bengal),

(11) Proposals for release of 20¢ instalment for 5 BSUP projects
and 34 installment for 1 BSUP project in West Bengal;

(1) Proposals for reimbursement of DPR preparation charges for

45 BSUP projects in West Bengal
New Projects

Uttar Pradesh
51.  On the BSUP project for Mathura, the representative of the State

PRATIETEY A

Covernment of Uttar Pradesh (Project Officer) 1 ade a prcscﬂmtion. The

Committee obscerved the followtng:-

¢ Conncctivity to the city-wide infrastructure system such as scwage
and water supply, ctc., should be cnsured by the ULB. The ULB
should also ensure connectivity of slum nfrastructure with city level
infrastructute being taken up under UTG. Care should be taken to
cnsure that the technical parameters adopted for slum infrastructure

i ’_‘H



projects have compatibility with the trunk lines proposed or in place
in the town. In the case of sewage disposal, particular care should
be taken to design proper invert level to avoid flow from main
sewers to feeder lines.  Efforts should be made that the sewage
from slums ultimately rcach the treatment plants through trunk
lincs;

® The States/ULBs should cnsure that the components approved
under BSUP do not overlap with the components approved and
funded under UIG (such as sewage and water supply projects). A
certificate in this respect should be furnished by the State/ULB
concerned;

* The ULBs should ensure that the lands vacated on completion of
the rehabilitation projects are not encroached upon again. The
ULBs concerned should furish a certificate regarding the use to
which the lands vacated would be put on completion of projects;

* Bio-metric identification of the beneficiaries has to be completed as
early as possible;

® ‘lechnical approvals from the competent authority regarding the
estimates of projects cost must be obtained before sending projects
for approval; and

* SLSC approval for the projects, being put up before CSMC, should
be obtained.

5.2, 'The representative of the State Government informed that action
has alrcady been taken for obtaining necessary approval of the SLSC for
the project.  ‘the State Level Nodal Agency i, SUDA has given an
undertaking that the project will be implemented with consent of the ULL13
and other Departments involved in  implementation.  ‘The  State
Government representative assured that the vacated land would be
handed over to the ULB with the condidon that no further
cncroachments would take place and the vacated land should be used for
other development projects. The Committee approved the project for
Mathura. Abstracts of the approved components of the project are at
Statement-I of Annexure-IV. First instalment of ACA will be
released on receipt of SLSC approval for the project.

West Bengal

0.1. The representative of the State of West Bengal made a presentation
on two BSUP projects for Kolkata (1 cach for Rajarhat-Gopalpur
Municipality and North Dum Municipality in the Kotkata Metropolitan
Area).
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6.2, 'The Committee recalied that thesc projects were catlier considered
1 the 36" mecting of CSMC held on 7 April, 2008, Tn that meeting, the
representative of the Ministry of Invironment had observed that instead
of providing individual septic tanks and cholrination chambers, the
projects should take up digester facilitics for a cluster of houscs.
[owever, the State nodal agency in formed (through appraisal agency) that
it was not possible to provide digesters on account of tremendous scarcity
of land for the projects which are in the close vicinity of A Port.
Considering the inability expressed by the State agency, the Commiitee
had then deferred these projects to enable the State/ULD to come up with
pros and cons of providing individual septic tank and chlorination
chambers (in more than 4000 houses ander the proposed two projects)

versus digestey facilitics at a few places.

6.3.  ‘The representative of West Bengal informed the Committee that
Jue to acute scarcity of land and the proximity of the sites to the Atr Port
it was not possible to find adequate land for providing digester facilitics.
[Te said that presently the slum dwellers are living in extremely unhygienic
conditions. Provision of septic tank in the housing units would lead to
better  hygienic conditions. [He informed that while the State/ULB
appreciated the comparative advantage of providing digesters and scwage

systems, the local conditions of the sites do not permit adoption of such
designs.  The ULBs would, however, give undertakings that nccessary
arrangement for collection of scwage through septic tanks and its disposal
away 1n an cnvitonment-fricndly manner and ultimate connection ot the
septic tanks with sewer lines would be obtained. 1le pleaded that the slum
dwellers should not be dented an improved environment programme and

shelter on the ground that digesters arc 10t provided in the colony.

(.4, T'aking 1nto consideration  the request of the State and  the
comments of the appraisal agency, the Committee approved  the two
projects subject 1o the following conditions:-

e ‘I'he State/ULBs would immediatcly draw advance action plan for
periodic collection of sewage from septic tank and its disposal away
in an cnviropment-friendly mannet and subscquent CONNCCLoN
with sewet system; and

e Rio-metric identificatton of the beneficiaries must he compictcd a8

carly as possible.

6.5. The State Government has furnished an underraking for ensuring
n]')lw()ptmtc cffluent quality before discharge into nallah or rver.



Abstracts of the approved components are at Statement-IT and i1 of
Annexure-IV. First instalment of ACA would be released on receipt
of the requisite written undertaking by the ULBs through the
appraisal agency,

Meghalaya

7.1, "The Committee considered the project for Shillong, Meghalaya
which was presented by the representative of the State, “Lhe Commitrec
observed the following:-

* 'The State/appraisal agency should re-look at the financial proposals
with reference to the physical components/assets proposcd,

* ‘The proposed community toilets nced to be re-considered;
community infrastructure envisaged should not be in locations far
away from the site where housing units are to be constructed under
BSUP;

* State/ULB should cnsure that there is no ovetapping  of
components with other schemes such as 1LCS and UIG.  “The
State/ULB should furnish a certificate to this effect;

7.2, The representative of the State Government sought time to come up

with  necessary  clarifications and revised estimates. Accordingly, the
Committee deferred the project.

Release of 2nd/3dd installment

West Bengal

8.1. 'I'he representative of the State Government made a presentation on
the proposal secking release of 2+ instalment for 5 BSUP projects and 3w
instalment for 1 BSUP project in Kolkata.. He said that all these projects
have achieved utilization of funds in the range of 76 to 96% (from both
Central and  State+ULB  share). Al the projects  have achieved
proportionate physical progress. Tmplementation of reforms is on track,
He also informed that the State has issued advertisements seeking
Lixpression of TInterest for instituting Third Party Inspection and
Monitorng (1PIM) mechanism.

8.2, Deputy Sceretary (JNNURM), Ministry of HUPA informed the
Committee that the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committec, while
approving these projects, had put certain conditions (some general in
nature and some project-specific), such as biometric tdentification, cte.



The State/ULB has to comply with them before they come up for 3rl /4t

instalment.

g.3. The Committee approved the proposals for 2 istaiment for 5
projects and 3 instalment for 1 project in Kolkata subject to the
condition that 3rd /4t instalment would be relcased only after the
State/ULB  furnishes 2 compliance teport on the conditions
imposed by the CSMC at the time of approval of these projects.

Q4. ‘The Chaitperson, CSMC and  Sceretary  (HUPA) once again
emphasized that as the cote of INNURM is utban scctor reform, the State
Governments/ULBs must implement the reforms cenvisaged under the
Mission Guidclines as per the dmelines agreed to 1N MOAs and any
deviation in the same should be addressed  expeditiously. She also
reiterated that the projects sanctioned have to be executed as per the
canctioned DPR and any cscalation in costs would need to be borne by

the State/ULB.

8.5. Details of 27 instalment/3 instalment approval are given at

Annexure-V.

9.1. OSD (INNURM) presented 2 proposal for reimbursement of
cost of in-housc preparation of DPRs fot 45 BSUP projects in West
Bengal. The Committee observed the following:-

e Authenticated copy of cach of the DPRs concerned should be madc
available {1 copy at HDUCO headquarters and 2 copics at NBO,
which is the custodian ()f‘]NNURM records).

9.2. The Committee decided that the pmposnl for reimbursement of
the cost of in-house prcpm'nti(m of DPRs will be considered for approval
only after the Srate/ULB/HUDCO furnished authenticated copy of the
DPRs and the certificates prcsctibcd in the relevant toolkit., I'he recotds
are to be kept at the HUDCO headguarters and NBO, Ministey of FIUPAL
Accordingly, the proposal was deferred.

10. Concluding  the meeting,  the Chairperson of CSMC  and
Secretary (HUPA) said that cfforts should be made by all stakcholders
involved in the implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects to ensutc
that not only the projects are implcmcntcd without time and cost overruns
and with utmost quality, appropriate policy reforms are taken at the State
and local levels to steet planned and inclusive urban development that
places people at the cenire stage of urban policy.  L'or this, they should
gear up the INNURM implementation process by fixing milestones for
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progress, undertaking regular monitoring and developing State and city
level frameworks. She urged the representatives of States/U''s/ULBs/
parastatals/implementing agencics/appraisal agencics to adhere to the
approved guidclines as well as undertake measures for the smooth
implementation of projects and reforms through monthly reviews to
cnsure that the intended benefits reach the poor and deprived sections in
slums and low-income settlements.

11, The mecting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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ANNEXURE-I

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE 45" MEETING OF CENTRAL

SANCTTONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF BSUP HELD

10.
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36.
37.
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UNDER THE CHAIRPERSONSHIP OF SECRETARY (HUPA) ON 16.12.2008
e, Kiran Dhingra, Seeretaty, in Chair
Ministry of [Tousing and Urban Poverty Alleviation
e, 1.1 Mohanty, joint Sceretary (INNUR M) and Mission Director, Ministry of HUPA
Shri 1D.S. Negi, OSD (INNURM}, Minisiry of FICTA
Shei Vivek Nangia, Deputy Sceretary (INNURM), Ministry of LTUPA
Shyi Deena Nath, Deputy Director, Department of Expenditute, Ministry of Iinance, New
Deliu
Shri Lalit Kapur, Additional Director, Ministry of Lnvironment and Forests, New [Delhi
Shri M. Sankaranarayanan, Deputy Adviser, CPFTC, Ministry of Urban Development
Shri Umnraw Singh, Deputy Dircetor, Mintstry of T TUPA
St Ashok Kumar Sharma, 5O (1PC), Ministry of HUPA

Sl PM. Zaki, 1T Officer, NBO, Ministry of FUTA

. Shri Vivek Bharadwaj, Spccia] Secrctary, UD Depattment and Sccretary, MDA,
Covernment of West Rengal, D8, Sector-1, Salt Take, Kolkata-64

. Shri Dipankar Ghoshhajra, CH, B3UD KMIDA

D Shailesh Kr. Agrawal, BM P, Jodhi Road, New 1cthi

St S Tripaths, Director, 1TUDCO, T.odhi Road, New Delhi

 Shei Chintamani, Director, SUDA, Governiment of Uttar Peadesh, Lucknow.

Ms. Usha P. Mahavir, Dy. Chicf, HUDCO lLd, Lodhi Road, New Delhi.

. Mg, Radha Roy, Assistant Chief, 1TUDCO, New 1elhi

. Shri C.N. Jha, Development Officer, BMTPC, New Delhi.

Qhipi AP Tiward, Assistant Chicel, TUDCO, New Delhi

Shri Kousik Das, Addidonal Chief Tingineer, M1 Directorate, Government of West
Bengal.

. Shri Arapoday Tyagi, J1%, DUDA, Mathura, Uttar Pradesh

Shri Ashatai Ramdlasii vilelkar, President, Chandur Bazar Municipal Council, Amravati,
Maharashtra

_ Shri Ramdasii Vilhekar, x-Councillor, Chandur Bazar Municipal Council, Amravati,
Maharashira

. Shri Vijay N. Ganweer, r. Lingincer, Chander Bazar, Amravati, NMaharashira

_ Shri R.IC Taiswar, J1 lingineer, DUDA, Azamgarh, Uttar Pradesh

Shf, Brimal Kr, Chaabey, linpineer, Scorahi Nagar Panchayat, [Cushinagar,Uttat Pradesh

Shri Umesh Kumar Dubcey, Fngineer, [Kanpur Dehat Nagar Panchayat, Uttar Pradesh

. Shirt DU Gupta, ATO. DUDA, Kushi Nagar, Uttar Pradesh
Shei NLB. Bhattacharya, Project Adviser, Meghalava Uirhan Development Authority
(MUDA), Shillong

). Shri SUK. B3hatnagar, Additional G.NFIPL, New Delhi
31.

Shes Satish Kumar, Architeer, LTPL

Shin ALS. Bankar, Deputy Chief Hpgineer, MITALIA, Mumbai, Maharashtra
Shi MUV I harabe, Sce lingrineer, MI TADA, Mumbai, NMalharashtra

Shri Vishal Khedkar, Consullant, Sham Nagar, Amravali, Maharashtra

Shed Anil Srivastava, Consulrant, Scorahi Nagar Panchayat, Kushinagar

Mg Dalicet Kaur, Consultant, 1014, Green Park, New Lethi

My Madhushree Dutta, Consultant, [1PF, Delhu

. Shri M. Javachandran, Deputy Direcror, Ministry of ! [UPA
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ANNEXURE-II

IMPORTANT POINTS REGARDING FORMULATION AND

EXECUTION OF BSUP AND IHSDP PROJECTS

In casc there 1s time constraint, a regular socio-cconomic sUrvey can
be preceded by a rapid survey for identifying beneficiaries, their main and
subsidiary occupations, their educational and skill profile and feit-needs so ar to
design appropriate social infrastructure for each project Willingness of the
beneficiaries should also be taken for any rehabilitation/relocation
projects.

Affordability of the urban poor should be kept foremost in view
while working out Beneficiary Contribution. Any contribution
amount beyond their financial capacity may lead to the imposition
of undue burden on them. Thercefore, special care needs to be taken
while deciding upfront beneficiary contrbution or KM payment.
Overall constructton cost of the housing unit should be kept at a
minimum.  ‘The housing component should generally be at least
50% of the total project cost with a view to giving primacy to
provision of shelter to the urban poor cxcept where housing units
have already been  constucted/are being  constructed  under
VAMBAY or other EWS scheme of Central or State Governments.
lugther, considering the difficulttes and special needs of the urban
poor at some locations, clusters having more than 15 housing units
can also be considered.

Lach project should be accompanied by a list of beneficiaries based
on socio-cconomic survey and ULBs should go for bio-metric cards
and ensure that houses are allotted to properly targeted beneficiaries
and the possibility of sale/misuse of housing units is avoided. ‘T'he
list should be notified and placed in the website of the
ULB/JNNURM.

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

Adequate space must be provided for community activides,
informal sector markets, livelihood activities, pen for ammals (if
permitted and required), space to take care of convergent services
such as health, education and recreation conforming to the spectfic
needs of cach of the slum pockets and their beneficiarics.

The houses proposed should have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
sepatate bathroom and latrine, individual water connection and
sewer connection. Aspects such as storage space for keeping things
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i rooms/kitchen, location of kitchen, location of toilet and
bathroom 1n the houses to facilitate privacy, independent access
from both rooms to totlet and bathroom, Jeaving a small space for
fitting cxhaust fan i kitchen and toilet, balcony for drying, clothes
cte., are some of the nuances that can be thoughtfully incorporated
in the design of the houses for the poor.

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

The State authorities, in consultation with appraisal agencles, should
opsure that necessary cleatances such as environmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) regulation clearance, land usc
clearance, cte. are obtained. They should also ensure that necessary
technical approvals are secured from the competent agencies as pet
State PWID Code.

Since these projects are required to be generally completed in 12 to
15 months, it 15 generally cxpected that any escalation in the project
cost is borne by the State Government/ULB  concerned. ‘ot
reducing escalation in the cost ptojects, the following option could

he exercised:-

1) Purchasing materials (cement, stecl, sanitaty pipes, clectrical
items) in bulk, wherever considered prudent and feasible with
1 view to reducing cost;

1) lncouraging labour contribution from the bheneficiaties undet
the supervision of quahficd pctscmnd;

1i1) Bifurcating  tendeting (between housing  component and
infrastructutc component) with a view to reducing the
possibility of time and cost overruns; and

W) Creating/using a revolving “Basic Qeryices for Urban Poor
(BSUP) Tund” carmatked out of the municipal budget and
supplcmcntcd by other inpovatve measutres ke cross-

subsidization for meeting cost escalafion,

Wherever informal scctor markets are taken up as a part of socal
infrastructute, their operation on a time-shating basis by inhabitants
for cnabling widct coverage of beneficiaries can be considered by

the ULB concerned.



Adequate provision should be made for solid and hquid waste
disposal and digester technology could be adopted 1n place of dual-
pits/septic tanks, wherever feasible,

Road-side plantations with trec guards and green belts arc advisable,
Responsibility of the technical specifications (adherence to State
PWD Code) and their approval by the competent authority lics with
the ULBs/State Ievel Nodal Agency. ‘The appraisal agencics must
cnsute that technical specifications are duly approved by the
technically competent authority as per State Government Public
Works code.

Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of
the Minorities: An important objective of the new programme is to ensure
that the benefits of various government schemes Jor the underprivileged reach the
disadvantaged sections of the minority commmnitics. In this regard, care
should be taken to take up clusters of minority beneficiaties to the
extent possible. Wherever feasible, cfforts should be made to
allocate upto 15% of targets and outlays under BSUP and IHSDP
for the minoritics.  Similarly, priority  should be given o
accommodate physically challenged beneficiaries.

Capacity Building Activities: In the year 2006-07, the Ministry of
FIUPA had released fund to the State Governments for capacity
butlding activities including Rescarch and Training  towards
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects. Unless the States
submit utilisation certificates for the funds released carlier, further
relcase of Central Assistance would be held up, as utilisation
certificates have to be furnished within 12 months from the date of
closute of the financial year to which financial sanction pertains.
Status of Project Implementation: ‘T'he States/ULBs should
present Quarterly Progress Reports/Monthly Progress Reports as
per prescribed format, without fail to enable the Ministry to report
to Prime Minister’s Office in time. 'urther, one page abstract on
the status of implementation of projects and reforms must be
presented befote presenting the details of project proposals 1 the
mecetings of Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee/Central
Sanctioning Committee.

Setting up of PMU/PIA/PIU: 'The States/Uls should submit
proposals to the o/o OSD (JNNURM) which will get the same
appraised and bring up Dbefore the Central Sanctioning &
Monttoring  Committee/Central Sanctioning  Committee.
Fransparent method should be adopted in the sclection and
appointment  of professionals in PMUs and PIUs. Such
appointments should not be permanent in nature but only in terms
of short-term engagements. The appointiments should not be scen
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as a place for parking the dead-wood. Fach appointment should be
based on prescribed terms of reference and the deliverables should
be measured. Varlous acuvites, tasks and outcomes have to be
cJearly spelt out in the TORs, States/UILBs should exercise utmost
caution in making such appoutments on a contract basis. The
States/ULBs should try and ensure minimum  expenditure by
sclecting/appointing professionals at an appropriate fee rather than
immediately opting fot the maximum amount indicated by the
Centre. However, the calibre of such professionals should be of a
reasonably high level. Tf need be, qualificd  persons from
Central/State G overnment/UlLBs  could  be taken N
PMU/PIA/PIU on deputation. The personncl with PMUs/PIUs
should work in tandem/ collaboration with the State I.evel Nodal
Agency / ULBs.

Fecs for Preparation of DPRs: The States should  submit
proposals to the concerned Appraisal Agency which had appratsed
the projects. 'The Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in cxamining
the clain with particular reference o the various 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
Apptaisal Agency should submit proposals to the Ministty for
releasing Central Assistance owards the cost of preparation of
DPRs (both in the case of DPRs prepared by in-housc personnel as
well as by consultants). These will be considered by the Central
Sanctioning  and Monitoring  Committee. After  approval,
recommendation will be sent to the Ministry of Linance /Ministry of
Home Affairs for releasing Central Assistance out of the ACA
Alocadon for the particular State/ U1 in the case of projects
prepared by consultants. The Central Assistance for DPRs prepared
through in-house personnel of the States would be released from
out of the 1% INNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of TTUPA
15 decided in the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commitiee
/Central Sanctioning “ominittee meetings carlier.

Community Development Network (CDN): The States / Uls
should prioritisc and get necessaty approval from SISC/SICC to
the proposals concerning  Community Development  Network
(CIDN) so as fo seck  Community  Participation Fund. Such
proposals recetved in the Ministry of FIUPA will be appraiscd by a
team working under the GOT-UNDP Project on National Strategy
for  Usban  Poor  coordinated by the National — Project
Coordinator/Deputy Sceretary (INNURM). The reports will then
be placed before the (entral Sanctioning & Monitoting (Committee.
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Community Development  Networks involving  Neighbourhood
Groups,  Neighbourhood — Committees  and Community
Development Societies should be promoted so that the dynamics of
the CDN lead to fraternity in the neighbourhoods and the issues of
alienation of all sorts arc climinated. CDN should work towards
better inter- and intra- relationships in colonies to get over the
dividing forces. T'his will strengthen a feeling of solidarity among
the residents.

* Third Party Inspection and Monitoring (IPIM) mechanism:
IPIM should be instituted to bring transparency and quality m the
implementation of BSUP and THSDP ptojects. ‘The Ministry is
giving necessary assistance to the States for TPIM. T'oolkit has been
prepared and communicated to the State Governments,

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

* Socio-economic Survey: No efforts should be spared  for
conducting socio-cconomic surveys of potential beneficiaries. “This
would facilitate assessing the needs of the bencficiatics, especially
for schools, health centres and other social/ community facilitics.
Based on the socio-cconomic survey, biometric identity  cards
should be issued to the beneficiaties to ensure that they do not sell
the dwelling units and squat clsewhere. Such surveys should cover
housing, health, cducational and livelihood profiles of the urban
poot. The surveys would assist in designing good BSUP/THSDP
projects by taking into account important aspects such  as
dependency load in the existing schools, capacity of hospitals for in-
and - out-patients, need for  multd-purpose community centres
including livelihood centre and informal scctor markets.  HUDCO
and BMTPC have developed good designs of houses, colonies and varions fypes
of secial infrasiructure facilities which could be appropriately used while
Jormutating project proposals. A Toolkit has also been published.

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

¢ Convergence of Health, Education and Social Security: It is
necessary to integrate provisions of Health, Education and Social
Sceutity with Housing for the Poor to enable them to lead a better
quality of life. The Utban Local Bodics and State Governments
have a critical role to play to ensure proper convergence of facilitics
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ander the already available schemes for education, health and social
security implemented through different depariments /ficlds. "The
projects should list out the deficiencics in tegis of access to school,

primary health centre, provision of cocial welfare measures so that
timely remedial measures in accotdance with the socio-ecconomic
sutvey can be taken up. Provision of adequate infrastructare for
school and health care should be taken at the formulation of the
project itself. A merc statement  that adequate  number of
schools/health centres 18 available in the vicinity of the proposcd
housing colony would  not be sufficient. The State/ULB/
implementing agency should certify that such facilitics available 1n
the vicinity ate also accessible to the stum dwellers, Similarly proper
convergence of schemes in the realm of social sccurity such as old
age pension, health insurance, matetnity benefit scheme, cte. should
e accessed to benefit the urban poor sclected under [NNURM.
Proposals for additional schools ot additional rooms in existing,
schools must be part of the DPRs. ‘The capacity of the existing
«chools to absorb the children from colonics being developed under
BSUP and THSDP needs to be studied. The estimate of school-
going children (including those from the new colonices) and demand
for classrooms in terms of prevailing norms, capacity in existing
schools and the additional capacity required should be worked out.
Similar exercise should be done for providing health care facilitics.
lurther, action needs to be taken to provide othet community
infrastructure and facilities. Detatled cstimates of requirements as
per norms, availability and gaps 1o be addressed have to be prepared
at the initial stage of project preparation itsell.

Projects for in-situ development:  States should come up with
projects for in-situ development with good  lay-outs and type
designs. The cmphasis should be to provide a better and suppottive
atmosphere for living and working. ‘The in-situ development should
not end up with creation of another cluster of houses without
access Lo water, sanitation and social infrastructure.

Scense of belongingness: 10 create a sense of belongingness, the
slums may be named in consultation with the intended beneliciaries.
Provision of a low cost enclosure around open spaces in the stum
pocket being covered under BSUP/IFISDP could be considered by
States/UTLBs, if the cost s not prohibitive.

O&M System for Maintenance:- Vaintenance of the assets and
upkeep of cleanliness and hyglene in the housing complexes /
colonies developed under BSUP and THSDP should be given
importance.  State Governments/ ULBs should evolve a viable
mechanism for maintenance of the assets cres ted under BSUP and
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IHSDP projects, especially the houses and common facilitics
constructed.

Three key reforms core to the urban poor:  Special attention
should be paid for the implementation of the three key reforms
stpulated under JNNURM that are critical to the arban poor: (1)
nternal carmarking within local body budgets for basic services to
the urban poor; (i) provision of basic services including the
implementation of 7-Point Chatter in accordance with agreed
timelines; (i) carmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in all
housing projects (both public and private agencics) for BWS/1.1G
catcgory with a system of cross subsidization.

IEC activity: In a people-centric programme like BSUP and
THSDP under INNURM, there is a need to generate  greater
awareness among the targeted sections so that they received what is
tntended for them by the Government, Any awarcness campaipn
should have a national appeal and recall value with consistent and
coherent slogans and themes. “T'he States/ULLBs could bring out
advertisements in vernacular languages with local adaptation of the
templates prepared by the Ministry of HUPA. States /ULBs should
cnsure that the local adaptation does not deviate from the letter and
spirit of the national remplates and the messages conveyed are only
about the programme and related policy advocacy. “They should
also cnsure that all such media campalgn is in accordance with the .
relevant rules and regulations applicable. Cost of such campaign, in
accordance with Government approved rates, would be reimbursed
to the States/UILBs under 1130 component of JNNURM subject to
limits fixed by CSMC. Reimbursement will be made 1f 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 Lixpenditure, Ministry of
Finance or Ministry of Home Affairs, as the case may be.
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TG ENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIOR O

C
COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-I}

{Rs. in Crores}
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Mission City, Project Titie Total nmsﬁwz State | Reaues Brief Summary | Page |
State Cost Share Share |tfor 2~ No. |
instal
) ment |
Shiliong, |Integrated Slum 20.19, 15.98 . 4.21 | 4.00|s CDP has been approved and MOA has
Meghalaya Developmenta m been Singed. A
| » The proposal have been deffered in
Shillong, Meghalaya | 42nd meeting held on 22.10.2208.
The proposal have been resubmitted
with increased no. of Dus
(168nos)and infrasturucture 4
#ﬁ components in 5 notified slum. o
e The duraticnh of project is 18 months.
g

i « The cost estimates based on PWD SOR

| 2007-08. !

e The Beneficiaries list has not been
furnished.

|« SLSC approval has been provided. (

« The Project duration is 18 months.

456 CS&AME meeting , dated : 16.12.2008 ((Agenda Bricf) 5/)@. § 7
< |
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Um

IONING & MONITI

BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA
COMMITTEE (CS&M

(Rs. in Qd»m&

Rajarhat,
Kolkata

Request for release CS&MC had approved the project with

|

__ project cost of Rs 5.53 Crore, in 10
‘ meeting held on 27.02.2007.

m ¢ Total Central Share approved was

of 2nd installment-

for rehabilitation of

———

9 slums in Rajarhat
8.57 Cr.

° Ist installment of Central Share
Municipality(Phase- H A | | amounting to Rs. 2.14 Cr. released
I}, Kolkata,West ! _ | ‘ and total State-- ULR + Beneficiary |

Gopalpur

Bengaf Contribution released amount was
2.69Cr. . 10

* The utilization of central is 100% in
the project. To

e Earmarking at leact 20-25% of
developed fand in housing project s
for the poor.

» 100 DUs out of 973 dwelling units
approved are completed and 398 DUs
are 50% completed.

¢« 100 DUs have been occupied.

—
—

T ——

Barrackpore
Kolkata,West
Bengal

Request for rejeace i.64le CS&MC had approved the project with |
project cost of Rs 13.16 Crore, in gth

meeting held on 02.02.2007.

of 2nd installment-

for rehabilitation of

CSLME tmeeting , dated - 16.12.2008 (Qgenda Brief )

456

Page 26F 7



L SANCTIONING & MONITIORING

7

BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRA
COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BAS!IC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-1l)

(Rs. in Crores)

16 slums in
Barrackpore
Municipality(Fhase-
1), Kolkata,West
Bengal

Total Central Share approved was
6.58 Cr. _
1st  installment of Central Share
amounting to Rs. 1.64 Cr. released
and total State+ ULB + Beneficiary
Contribution released amount was
1.83Cr.

The utitization of central is 100% in
the project.

Earmarking at least 20-25% of
developed land in housing project s
for the poor is not achieved.

173 DUs out of 740 dweliing units,
approved are completed and 59 DUs
are more than 50% completed. |
173 DUs have been occupied.

12

Gayeshpur,Kol
kata,West
Bengal

Request for release
of 2nd installment-
for rehabilitation of
16 siums in

Barrackpore

2.50 [e

CS&MC had approved the project with

project cost of Rs 20.02 Crore, in 6t
meeting held on 28.11.2006.

Total Central Share approved was
10.01 Cr.

1st  installment of Central Sharel

450 CSE&MEC meeting , dated : 16.12.2008 ((genda Brief)
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Municipality(Phase -
B, Kolkata,West

Bengal

|

|

——

for

-t
(L™

Reguest
reiease
installment-  for
rehabilitation of 2
stums _.:‘

g

XY

of
(Kolkata),West
Bengal

Konnagar
Municipality
(Phase-1),
Kolkata,West

+5%  CSLME tneeting , dated -

RIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CC
=2 OMANRTY UF AGENDA FOR
E

COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UN

16.12

IDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING
R BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR Sub-Mission-|i
{Rs. in Crores)

o O

amounting to Rs. 2.50 Cr. refeased

and total State+ UiLB + mm:mmami

| |
| | 13
_ ﬁ Contribution released amount was
ﬁ % 3.42Cr.
_ \ * The utilization of central is 76% in the
j _» ‘ | Project.
¢_ \ % B Earmarking at least 20-25% of
M_ R M_ devefoped land in housing project s
R H for the poor js in progress,
¢ 200 DUs out of 958 dwelling units
approved are completed and 50 DUs
| are more than 50% completed.
w H_o 200 DUs have heen occupied,
2.60 /s CS&MC had approved the project with
i project cost of Rs 2.7 Crore, in j0 |
meeting held on 27.02.2007
* Total Central Share approved was
1.04 Cr. 14

15t installment of Central Share

amounting to Rs. 0.26 Cr. released
and total State+ ULB Beneficiary
Contribution

NANY

released amount was

2008 (Ugenda Buief) TageTof 7



RIiEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CEN

TRAL SANCTIO z:éc @ ECZ_ _CEZC

COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN PO

K u"

OR (Sub-Mission-1)

{Rs. in Crores)

_ | Bengal 0.26Cr. | M
{ s The utilization of central is 100% 7
A the project. A
s FEarmarking at least 20-25% of 7
| developed land in housing project s w
V for the poor is not indicated. |
| ; s Cut of 128 dwelling units approved a
| - 56 DUs are more than 50% completed.
F Rishra,Kolkata Request for 2.73 k CS&MC had approved the project with
West Bengal release of 2n¢ project cost of Rs 2.18 Crore, in 9t
installment-  for meeting held on 02.02.2007 |
siums < Total Central Share approved was |
improvement 1.09 Cr.
work in Rishra e st ipnstallment of Central Share
Municipatity(Fnas amounting to Rs. 0.27 Cr. refeased Is
e-1), Kolkata,West , and total State+ ULB + Beneficiary
Bengal i Contribution released amount was
0.30 Cr.
¢ The utilization of central is 72% in the
nroject.
e FEarmarking at [least 20-25% of
developed land in housing project s
45%  CSKMEC meeting , dated : 16.12.2008 (Ugenda Brief) Page 7
J\qw/cn/ -



BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA

ERATION TO

O CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING

FO
COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UND

R CONSID
E

R BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-1I)

(Rs. in Crores)

for the poor is under progress.
Out of 128 dweiling units approved a
32 DUs are more than 50% compieted.

rujali,Kolkata

West bengal

Request for
release  of 3nd
instaliment-  for
slums
improvement
work in Pujali
Municipality
(Phase-1),
Kolkata,West
Bengal

1.71

Tst

atm

total * State+ ULB  + Beneficiary
Contribution released amount was 4.15

Cr.

CS&MC had approved the project wiih
project cost of Rs 1.71 Crore, in 11th
meeting held on 21.03.2007& 35t
meeting held on 24.03.2008.

Total Central Share approved was
1.09 Cr.

&2nd instaliment of Central Share
ounting to Rs. 3.42 Cr. reieased and

The utilization of central is 100%
the project.

Earmarking at least 20-25% of
developed {and in housing project s
for the poor not indicated.

Out of 1103 dwelling units approved

16

45%  CSAME meeting , dated : 16.12.2008 ((genda Brief)

&cn/mw\
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIORING
DER BASIC SERVICES TO ..

COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UN

C
THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-Ih

{Rs. in Crores)

350 DUs have been fully completed

-

&50Dus more than 50% compieted.

Total 20.19! 15.98 4.21

17.32

456 CSE&ME meeting , dated : 16.12.2008 (Agenda Brief)
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Mission City, Project Title Total Amount
State Cost of 1¢
instalfl -

ment

Rajarhat BSUP Scheme for the

fown of Rajarhat *

Gopalpur
town, KMDA,

\ Gopalpur (Phase-IN)
West Bengal

(Part-A), 24 ~Parganas
{North) , KMDA, West
Bengal

5% CSL

MC meeting , dated - 16,7 2.20058 (Supp Cermentary Ugenda Biief ) 7

e qgjq_ﬂﬂz‘_.zin..,u)_zﬁ.__G_A:AGQ!.- oo

Z&‘Z._.zOE.ZO .ﬁOKK_j,mm CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POCR (Su

b-Mission-||

(Rs. in Crores)

Brief Summary

CDP approved and MoA signed.
SLSC has approved the Project. u
Elected local body in existence. 1 : |
Agency had conducted necessary  Socio-
economic survey for prioritization of slyms

affer assessing the deficiency in housing & |

01 to |
13 |

infrastructure facilities,

Beneficiary list duly cerfified by the ULB have
been submitfed.
Total 2180 nes.

identified for providing new houses in 14 nos.

of households have been |

of slum in Phase-l!.
The  percentage
infrastructure is 56:44.
2180 nos. DUs of Single storey RCC structure
with bilt-up area of 30.00 sq. mtr. and carpet
area of 25.00 Sq. mir in-sity method with
seme nos. of Septic tank and other basic

infrastructure facilities.

|

|

raio of  Housing *oﬁ
_

thood

Total 14 community cenfers and 7 livel;

9?/5@



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

(Rs. in Crores)

ﬂl | centre, @ Rickshaw stand and boundary Eo_; _

O* @ﬂmmﬂmﬁv\ are ﬂ.UﬁO_UOmﬂﬂ_ C]ﬂmm_\ mommﬂ.“ A W

infrastructure. ,_ |

,m The land tenure is with the beneficiary o:hi

| later on transfer in name of wife or wite mL f

_ m V husband name. _ 7

! The cost estimates is done cs per PWD SOR-

o 2007 w.e . April 2007, |

] | The project duration is 18 3037W. ]

B. |North Dum BSUP Scheme for the | 58.13 _f 29.0612%9.06 [7.26 CDP cpproved and MoA signed. :

| Dum town, town of North Dum Dum SISC has approved the Project. | |

Disit. 24 (Ph.1l), 24 Parganas Elected local body in existence. | ﬁ

Parganas .?013\/\/\@& Bengal m Agency had conducted necessary Socio- 7

{norih), West _ economic survey for prioritization of slums| ,“

Bengal “ cfter assessing the deficiency in housing &] 14

| infrastruciure facilities. o f
_ m i Beneficiary list duly certified by the ULB have:

| “ : been submitted. 97
_, . A The percentage ration of Housing fo!
“ _ | i infrastructure is 50%:50%. |
w ﬂ _ | Total 1974 nos. of households have been!
i | _ | 7 A identified for providing new houses in 20 nes. |
f|g B 7 o 7 | _ of slum in Phase-Il. w
F5%  CSAME meeting , dated : 16.12.2008 (Supplementary Ugenda Bief ) Fage? of 5
2N

.%r



(Rs. in Crores)

‘1 * The land tenure is with tha beneficiary o:&__
_ \ later on transfer in name of wife or wife W\
husband name.

|

* 1947nos. DUs of Single storey RCC structure |
‘ with bilt-up area of 30.00 sq. mir. and carpet

area of 25.00 Sq. mir..
* Agency has provided with same nes. of Septic

tank for each DU and other basic infrastructure

» Total 21 community centers and 6 livelihood

\ centre, 11Rickshaw stand, 18 Sevg Xmaaa_
* hcwmmowtl:\do?rmo_} nm::mvozavogqu\

{
|
\_ facilities.
K
infrastructure. | A

‘ ¢ The cost estimates is done as per PWD SOR |

2007 w.e f. April 2007 !
* The project duration is 15 months.
* CDP approved and MoA signed.

* SLSChas approval is awaifed

\ wall of greenery are proposed under social _
.

BSUP scheme for \
Jaisinghpura , Mathyrg, ‘
|

|

ﬁ

28

Uttar Pradesh » Elected local cody in existence.

to
* Agency had conducted necessary moQo;

ﬂ economic survey for prioritization of slums 47

[ after assessing the deficiency in housing &

A5 CSAMC meeting , dated - 16.12.2005 (Supplementary (genda Buief) Fagedf 5

2% /r/@




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

(Rs. in Crores)

infrastructure facilities. |
Beneficiary list duly certified by the ULB have
been submitted.

The percenfage ration of Housing to
infrastructure is 52%:48%.

108 nos. DUs of G+2 RCC structure with
carpet area of 32.39 Sq. mir. through
relocation method with basic  infrastructure !
facilities.
The cost estimates are based on UP PWD SOR|
2008 Mathura Circle. |

The projeci duration is 15 months.

West wmﬂwo_

j

Reimbursement of DPR
preparation fee for
31BSUP scheme under
JNINURM 3.prepared by
Municipal Engineering
Directorate, Govt. of
West Bengal with the
'help of concerned ULB's
in FY 2006-07 & 2007 -
08.

CS&MC, M/o HUPA had cpproved 31
Projects with sanctioned total project cost of
Rs. 921.69 Crores and Central Share
approved 460.83 Crores in financial year

2006-07 and 2007-08

43

450 CSLME meeting , dated : 16.12.20CS (Supplementary (genda Bricf)

éﬁ/,mka
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(E. [West Bengal

|

mmmjvcamam% of DPR | 0 0
preparation fee for 14
BSUP scheme under
INNURM prepared
deparimentally byu BSUP
sector KMDA with the
help of concerned ULR's
in FY 2006-07 & 2007.-

S U R

\ TOTAL
e h |[.,J,J.II"I‘,J,#‘,1||,|,|,/I

12042 61.41| 5900

158 CSAME meeting , dated - 16,19 2005 (Sapplementary Qgendg Buief )

(Rs. in Crores)

CS&MC, M/o HUPA had approved 14

projects .
KMDA prepared the DP
the help of ULB

R departmentally with

T T



City /State
Project Title

Municipality (Phase - I).

Financial Assessment ;

: Rajarhat (Kolkata) / West Bengal
: Rehabilitation of 9 slums in Rajarhat Gopalpur

(Rs.lakhs)

BSUP
279 Installment.

1. | CSC Approval o™ CSMC. Dt. 02/02/2007 B
2. Total Project Cost 1713.89
3. Central Share 856.95
4 State/ULB share (including 856.95
Beneficiary’s contribution)
Due Released | Utilised | % Utilised (vis-a-vis) |
due released
5. | Central share -1* install! 21424 | 214.24 21424 | 100% 100%
6. | State/ULB share (including 21424 | 268.57 19176 | 89.51% | 71.40%
Ben. contribution)
7. TOTAL 428.48 482.81 406.00 94,75% 84.09%
8. Amount sought 214.24
9. Amount of 2™ installment | Rs.214.24 lakhs
Recommended ]
Physical Progress
Parameter Housing Infrastructure
1 | Sanctioned 973
2 | Tender Floated yes Ycs
£) Work order Issued yes ~Yes
4 | Work started yes Yes B
5 | Upto 25% completed Not Indicated
6 | 25-50% completed
7 | More than 50% completed 398
8 | Fully completed 100
9 | Occupied 100

Reforms Status (Pro-poor Reforms):

Resolution

(b) Constitution of Basic Services to Urban Poor Fund

"~ | Adopted

E»l {(a) Interna] Earmarking of Funds for Urban Poor

2. Basic Services to Urban poor

4—3&. Earmarking at Jeast 20-25% of developed land in housing,

rojects for the poor




City /State

Financial Assessment :

: Barrackpore(Kolkata) / West Bengal
Project Title  : Rehabilitation of 16 slums in Barrackpore
Municipality (Phase —I).

BSUP

(Rs.lakhs)

Beneficiary’s contribution)

1. | CSC Approval 9™ CSMC.  Dt. 02/02/2007
2. Total Project Cost 1315.99

3. Central Share 658.00

4 State/ULB share (including 658.00

Due Released | Utilised % Utilised (vis-a-vis)
Due Released
5. Central share -1* install 164.50 164.50 12821 | 77.94% 77.94%
6. State/ULB share (including 164.50 182.72 142.43 | 86.58% 77.94%
Ben, contribution)
7. TOTAL 329.00 347.22 | 270.64 | 82.26% 77.94%
8. Amount sought 164.50
9. Amount of 2™ installment Rs.164.50 lakhs.
Recommended
Physical Progress
Houses Water SW Drain; Roads Street | Com munity
Supply (Kms) (lkms) [Light —| center
Pipeline famp
{lkkms) osis
1 | Sanctioned 740 5.350 10.630 5.32 245 §r*
2 | Tender Floated 740 5.350 10.630 5.32 245 16
3 | Work order issued 549 5.350 10.630 532 245 10
4 | Work started 252 5350
5 | Upto 25% completed 11
6 | 25-50% completed 9
7 More than 50% 59
completed .
8 | Fully completed 173 5.617 3.750 3.412 18 Nil
9. | Occupied 173

** As per our records 8 have been sanctioned.
Reforms Status (ULB level Reforms):

1.(a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for Urban
Poor

(b} Constitutior of Basic Services to Urban
Poor Fund

Achicved- 25% of own resources earmarked in the
budget of 2007-08 and 2008-09 for poor and 50% Of
SFC fund carmarked slum development work
besides work of KUSP and BSUP fund,

2. Basic Services to Urban poor

Achicved — IN DDP and ADP for 2008-09 , 25% of
invested surplus have been earmarked for different
schemes like health besides creation of employment
opportunity ameng peor.

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

Not achieved

22 Y

(b

b
£

2™ Tnstailment,




City /State Gayeshpur (Kolkata) / West Bengal L
Project Title Improvement of slums in Gayeshpur BSdUP o
Under BSUP (Phase —I}. 2" Installment.
Kinancial Assessment : (Rs.lakhs)

4. State/ULDB

5. Central sha
6. State/ULB

2 Total Project Cost - | 2002.56
3 Central Share 1001.28

Beneficiary’s contribution)

(1. [CSC Approval T ™ CSMC. Dt 28/11/2006

share (including 1001.28

Due

| Due Ecleased
76.19%

re -1% install

share (including

o Ben. condribution)
T ToTAL | 15 suiv
8. | Amountsought | 250.32 o o
E Amount of 2" installment | Rs.250.32 lakhs.
| Recommended . I o R

1 Sanctioned

4 Wwork started

) 7 More than 50%
completed

1.(a) Internal Earmarkin
i Poor
(b) Constitution of Bas
| _Poor Fund
2. Provision for Basic S

3. Larmarking at least 2

| SanC O
7 | Tender Floated 294 B
3 | Work order Issued | 958 5.0 20.444 | 29096.85

12
5 | Upto25% completed 315
6 25-50% complete

§ Trullycompleted | 200 | 50 | 74067 2039200 | 80
Liﬁ@ggi_eg__wmi S I N

Reforms Status (UL

[ — R —
ervices to Urban poor Yes, Provided Rs.900 lakhs.

_land in housing projects for the poor [ R ——

o Houscg—] Water SW - Ruadsi—‘Strcet Ca;l_n.r_l

Supply Drain (Sq.kms) Light — senters
Pipeline (Kms) lamp
o N Ckms) L o lposts
+ g5y s | 20444 | 290985 L 96
958 5.0 20.444 | 29096.85 96,

615 | 50| 20444 | 29096.85

d_|_50 13.038 | 869985 |

g of Funds for Urban Yes- Resolution aido_ﬁtgd BPL families identificd
for earmarking, of internal Rudget 15 29.07%.
Constituted

ic Services Lo Urban

0-25% of developed In progress




City /State
Project Title

Municipality (Phase — D.

Financial Assessment :
1. | CSC Approval

: Konnagar (Kolkata) / West Bengal
: Rehabilitation of 2 slums in Konnagar

BSUP
2nd Installment.

(Rs.lakhs)
10" CSMC. Dt 27/02/2007
207.70

——————

% Utilised (vis-a-vis)

Released

100% 100%

2. | Total Project Cost
3, l Central Share 103.85
l 4 ’ State/ULB share (including 103.85
; Beneficiary’s contribution)

( Due ] Released ’ Utilised
5. | Central share -1* instal] 25.96 2596 | 25.96
6. State/ULB share (including 2596 25.96

Ben. contribution)
7. TOTAL 51.92 51.92
8. Amount sought 25.96

78.89% 78.89%

89.45% |

89.45%,

Physical Progress

Sl | Parameter
No.
1 | Sanctioned 128
2 | Tender Floated 128
3 Work order Issued 128
4 | Work started 104
5 | Upto 25% completed 80
6 25-50% completed 56
7 More than 50% 50
' completed
8 | Fully completed 0
9 | Occupiced 0

Work awarded

but yet to start

in respect of ,

water

supplySW

drains, roads
and street

lighting

Reforms Status (ULB level Reforms):

9. [ Amount of 2" installment | Rs.25.96 lakhs.
Recommended
Housing | Infrastructure

Fl.(a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for Urban
Poor

(b} Constitution of Basic Services to Urban
- Poor Fund

Constituted

90% Achicved. BPL families identified for
carmarking of internal Budpet is 25%.

2. Basic Services to Urban poor

land in housing projects for the poor

3. Earmarking at least 20-25% 6f'dc;é'17mr—

Yes- Budget allocation Rs.122 lakhs

U Y

m

M~

| Not Indicated.



g
g

City /State - Rishra (Kolkata) / West Bengal

Project Title  : Slums improvement work in Rishra - | BSUP
’ 8 Municipality (Phase —1). 2™ Installment.
Financial Assessment : - (Rs.lakhs)
I. | CSC Approval [ 9" CSMC. Dt. 02/02/2007 |
2. Total Project Cost 21845 - 4
3.  Central Share 109.23 '
4 [State/ULB share (including | 109.23 T
Bencficiary’s contribution) N _{
. Released | Utilised | % Utilised {vis-4-vis)
Due Released —_
! 5 | Central share -1*_install 19.57 | 71.66% 71.66%
: 6 | State/ULB share (including m 21.99 | 80.52% 71.66% |
Ben. contribution) L
v 7. TOTAL 54.62 57.9_9_;“11.56 76.09% 71.66"0_
ol 8. | Amount sought 27.31 a

: S e
0, Amount of 2" installment Rs.27.31 lakhs.

b
1
R
' Recommended e

. Physical Progress

ki e et e ——————

i [ Houses Water ]
Supply

Pipeline

. (kms) Infrastructure. |
i 1 | Sanctioned 128 o Work awarded but yet to

2 [ Tender Floated 128 start in respect of SW

,1 3 | Work order Issued 128 | drains, roads and street

'1 4 | Work started T s | Jighting

% 5 | Upto 25"’7:5@10—(1— 0%

! 6| 25-50% completed n |

i “7 | More than 50% EEY R

i ] _cg@picted [ PR ER—

i __8_“ Fully completed R [
E 9 | Occupied S T —

i
: Reforms Status (ULB level Reforms): 7 o 4
Yes- Resolution adopted. BPL familics identified

[1.(a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for Urban
; Poor o earmarking ol internal Budget is 25%. o
f (b) Constitution of Basic Services to Urban Constituted
: Poor Fund e S ——
i 2. Basic Services 10 Urbanpoor - Achieved o
; 3 Farmarking at least 20-25% of developed Under Progress.
_ 3 | _Jandin housing projects for thepoor | — U —
i
3
i
L
v
Y
L

Ry



City /State
Project Title

Financial Assessment :

. Pujali (Kolkata) / West Bengal
: BSUP Phase — [ scheme for the Town of Pujali.

3rd Installment.

(Rs.lakhs)

D. CSC Approval 11th CSMC/. 21-03-2007 and 35% CSMC/ 24-03-08
2. Total Project Cost 1368.01
3. Central Share 684.01
4 State/ULB share (including 684.01
Beneficiary’s contribution)
Due Released | Utilised % Utilised (vis-a-vis)
Due - | Released
5. | Central share -1™ +27 jpstall 342.00 34200 | 342.00 | 100% 100%
6. State/ULB share (inc]uding 342,00 414,88 196.04 | 57.32% 47.25%
Ben. contribution)
7. TOTAL 684.00 756.88 | 538.04 | 78.66% 71.09%
8. Amount sought 171.00
9. | Amount of 3rd installment | Rs.171.00 lakhs
B Recommended |
Physical Progress
Houses Watcr Supply | SW Drain Roads treet
Pipeline (Kms) (Sq.ms) |Light —
(lkms) lamp posts
I | Sanctioned 1103 20.494 8.202 27295%% 555
2 | Tender Floated 1103 20.494 8.202 27295
3 | Work order Issued 1103 20.494 8.202 27295
4 | Work started 500 13.000 3.778 12000
5 | Upto 25% completed 50 0.300 0.550
6 | 25-50% completed 50 0.238 0.530
7 | More than 50% 50 1.000 1.150
completed
8 | Fully completed 350 11.462 1.548 5367 m
9 | Occupiced 350

** sanctioned length 12997 mts

Reforms Status (ULB level Reforms):

1.(a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for Urban Achieved
Poor _]
(b) Constitution of Basic Services to Urban Achieved. Rs.25 lacs for Urban Poor Fund
Poor Fund

2. Provision for Basic Services to Urban poor

Not Indicated.

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

Not Indicated.




Anncxure-1V

ter the menutes of the 45th CRNEC MU
L

Rs. in lakh
Total Project

1st instalment
Central (25 %o of Central
BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share tate Share Share)

Stz 3
o 5 o am

Name of the State
B !

Name of the City

Mathura
Uttar Pradesh {Jaisinghpura) BSUP Scheme at Jaisinghpura, Mathura, ur
Relocation - Construcdon  of 108 new Dwelling units
$2,23,000/- per DU, G-2 storied house with 2 rooms with
STATEMENT-1 independent access 10 toiler, kitchen, separate WC & barh room

and balenay having carper area 2687 sq mi. The houses will be
aliotted to individual heneficiaries and the patta’s will be 1ssued on
Al¥Female / Toint name of the houschold.

Rs. in anm_ Sub Total (A)
63.70

27.00 |

194.40 48.60 18.60
194.40]  48.60] 48.60
0 R B
il sl 529

Details of State Share
State Grant
JLB share

w2
~

3} |Beneficiaries share 3.Roads !
(Other charges wwpo\_ 4 Boundary wall
Total State Share 129.86 | |5.Park
Per DU Finance (new unit WmL 6. Communiry Center
Central Share 180,000.00 7 Storm Water Drain

Stare Share 20,000.00 8 Bio Gas Digester

9 Street Light

23,00000

<
&
i
[+
14
[
b
s
jan
B
=
a5,
=}
5

| |TOTAL [ 225,000.00 100
_ Waste Bins m.wo_
| 13.5taircase and corridor r mm‘w&
U _ Sub Total B 220.77|
| B Total (A+B) 463.77
ﬂ Tymncm {4%% of Project Cost) ﬁ 18.55
F 3 DPR prepararion chgs & [EC @ 4% of PC | 18.53 .
| cl Sub Total C| 3700 0.00 37.10 0.00
_ Ul Project Total (A+B+C)| 500.87| 37102 IE!&
, , Total for Uttar Pradesh (1 project) | 500.87] 371.02] 129.86 88.31

ﬁ\x/xw@
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Annexure-IV

to the minutes of the 43th CRNC (B

[ Rs. in lakh
_| Ist instalment
SL Total Projecty Central (25 % of Central
No. Name of the $tate | Name of the Ciry BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share  |State Share Share)
(1 (% 4 i3 i 100
Kolkata
(Rajarhat - BSUP Scheme for Rajarhat-Gopalpur (Ph-1I), KMA, Kolkata,
2. |West Bengal Gopalpur) West Bengal
Insitu - Construction of 2180 new Dwelling units ¢ Re1,47 271/
pet DU having carper area 25.00 sgm, single storied comprising of]
STATEMENT-II 2 rooms with independent access 1o toiler, kitchen, separate WC &
bath room and verandah. Parras are avalable in the name of the
beneficiaries. 3210.51 1605.25 1605.25 401.51
Deetails of State Share (Rs in lacs)| A Sub Total (A) 3210.51 1605.25 1605.25 401.31
1) [State grant 171834 [1. Warer supply 240.74 12037 12037 30.09
| 2) |ULB share 12587 |2 Storm warter drains 24229 121.15 121.i5 30.29
| 3) IKMDA share 37760 {3. Roads & Pavements 1319.01 659.51 659.51 164.88
4 |Beneficiaries share 64210 |4 Sewerage 466.80 233.40 233.40 58.35
Total State Share 2863.90 15 Boundary wall 38.67 29.34 29.34 7.33
Per DU Finance (Rs.}| [6. Street lighang 872 4.36 4.36 1.09
1) jCentral share 73635.50 |7. Community Cearre 154.00 77.00 77.00 19.25
2) |State grant 44181.30| |8, Livelhood centre 12.60 6.30 6.30 1.58
| 3) |ULB share 0.001 19. Rickshaw stand 14.47 7.24 7.24] 1.81
1) [KAIDA share 0.00| B Sub Total (B) 2,517.30 1,258.65 1,258.65 314.66
| 5) |Beneficiaries share 29454.20 Project Cost (A+B) 5727 .81, 2863.90 2863.90 715.98
Total 147271.00

)/x/
NS
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Annexure-IV
1o the minutes of the 45th CSMO BSUP)

_T Rs. in lakh ]
l st instalment
Total Huno_.an, Central (23 % of Central
. Name of the State | Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Componernts Cost , Share | State Share Share)
Ll e H L : 4 ,, 5) ) ;
Kolkata
(North Dum BSUP Scheme for North Dum Dum (Ph-IT), KMA, Kolkate,
3. |West Bengal Dum) West Bengal

Insinu - Constructon of 1974 new Dwelling units @ Rel472°1/-

per DU having carper area 25.00 sqem, single storied compriung ot
STATEMENT-II1
260713 145356 1453.36

2 rooms with independent access to coilet, Kirchen, separate W &

bath room and verandah, Pattas are avzilable in the name of the

Leneficiares. |
| Details of State Share | {Rsin lacs)| A Sub Total (A)] 290743 1453.56] _ 1453.36|
1y |Srate grant | 174378 |1 Water supplt , 647 .38]
2) _Cfu share _ 145.27 ﬁm Srorm water drains ' qoc.ox,_
3) |[KMDA share _ 43582 [3. Roads & Pavements | 579.77]
4 _wn:cmnwminm share ﬁ wme.rﬁw_ ﬂ Sewerage _ &mm.oo,
_ Total State Share 2006.30] |5. Boundary wwall é 109.35
T _ Per DU Finance _ (Rs.)| |6. Sueet lighong _ ,_wc.qi
1) ’Omnﬁa share ﬂ 7363550 |7 Community Centre _ 231.00
2 _mSF, grant ' ﬁbmg.wo._ 8. Livelithood centre 4 Hc.m|sﬂl
3) |LLB share | 0.00] 9. Rickshaw stand _ 17.68]
) [KAIDA share , 000 [10. Seva kendra H 45.48|
3) | Beneficiaries shaze _ 2045420 B Sub Total (B)l  2,905.47, _ 1,45
| Total 147271.00] | Project Cost (A+B)] 5S10.60] | 2906.30]  2906.30)
_ # | Total for West Bengal (2 projects) | 11540.41) 5770.20,  5770.20
. _ l _ Grand Total (2 States/3 projects) _ H ,
_ | | Uttar Pradesh (1 project) [ 500.87 371.02] 129.86)
_ , West Bengal (2 projects) 11540.41| 5770.20 5770.20
~ |

|
|

Grand Total (3 projects) T12041.28] 6141.22] 5900.06]  1530.86

Note:- 1. First instalment of ACA for the project for Mathura, Uttar Pradesh will be released on receipt of SLSC approval for the project.

Note:- 2. First instalment of ACA for the 2 projects for Kolkata, West Bengal will be released on treceipt of requisite undertaking by the ULBs,

through the appraisal agency, for making necessary arrangements for collection of sewage through septic tanks and its disposal away in an
environment-friendly manner and ultimate connection of the septic tanks with sewer lines.

“ e



Annexure-V

1o the munures of 431l CSAC (Bl

Rs. 1niakh
Amount
recommernded for
refease as 2" /3"
Stare Share Central share Released so far Amount installment of ACA (% of amount
Total approved Amount Amount of| of Stare+ recommende
Toral central | (excluding [1st 2nd of Central State+ ULB 3ed d to the total
Name of] Name of Project share A&OE, |instalmenlinstalme share Yoof ULB share[ share %of 2nd instalme |central share
the State| ity Name of Project Cost Approved IEQ) |t nt Total utilised |utilisation| released | utilised udilisation |instalment |nt approved
= [Rehabilitation of
m .nn“ 9slum in Rajarhat
=4 m; sopalpur (Phase-T) -
vm = Kolkata, West Bengal 1885.27 836.93 836.945 21474 0.000]  21424f 21404 100%{ 2683570 191.760 71% 214.24 0.000 25%
B
2, Rehabilitation of 16
m ..m slums Barrackpore
= 5 {(Phase-T) : Kolkata,
KO B | West Bengal 1447.39 658.000  658.0000 164.50 0.000 164.50 128.21 8% 1827200 142.430 78% 164.50 0.000 25%
H
= 2 {Improvement of
w.....o M, slum in Qmu_,mmr_u_ﬁ
= 3
el 2 |under Basic services
m m for Urban Poor
£ & (through KA DA
VM West manML. 2002.56 1001.28] 1001.280 250.32 0.0600 230.32 190.72 T6%, 3423300  260.810 6% 25032 0.006 23%
S [Rehabilitation of 2
m mb slums in Konnagar
= E|(Phase-1) : Koikara,
Vm ¥ [\West Bengal 228.48 103850 103.830 23.96 0.000 23.96 25.96 100% 25.960 20480 T9% 25.96 0.000 23%
O\



Annexure-Y
to the mroures of 4510 CSMC BRUP)

s lakh

Amount
_ recommended for
releasc as 2 /3"
State Share| Central share Released so far Armount installment of ACA 1% ofamount
Toral approved Amount Amount of| of Statet recommende
Tortal central | (excluding [1st 2nd of Central State+ ULB 3rd d to the total
Name of] Name of Project share A&OFE, |instalmen|instalme share %of ULB share; share %ol 2nd instalme jcentral shase
the Stare city Name of Project Cost Approved 1EC) t nt Total utilised |utilisation| released | wutilised | utilisation instalment nt approved
Rehabilitanon of _
2 ‘w@l1slum in Rishra
M lm {Phasc-T} :
KO m\.l‘,\ Kolkata,\West Bengal 240.29 109,23 109.230 2731 0.000 2751 19.57 T2 30.680 21.990) T 2% 2731 (3,000 23%%
- m = 1BSUD Scheme for
nﬂu Wl mr the town of
ES & VM & Pujal,West mnnmﬁp. 1383.01 684.01 (699.000 171.00f 171.000 342.00 342.00 100% 414880, 196.040 47% 0.000 171.000 MwoL
Total for West Bengal 682.33%  171.00
[ 2nd instalment approved Rs] 682330akh |
ﬁ 3rd instalment approved Re.| 171.00|lakh xﬂ
L Grand Total Rs| 853.33|lakh |

Note: The 2™ instalment for 5 projects and 3 instalment for 1 project in Kolkata have been approved subject to the condition that 37 /4%
instalment would be released only after the State/ULB furnishes a compliance report on the conditions imposed by the CSMC at the time

of approval of these projects.



	page 1
	page 2
	page 3
	page 4
	page 5
	page 6
	page 7
	page 8
	page 9
	page 10
	page 11
	page 12
	page 13
	page 14
	page 15
	page 16
	page 17
	page 18
	page 19
	page 20
	page 21
	page 22
	page 23
	page 24
	page 25
	page 26
	page 27
	page 28
	page 29
	page 30
	page 31
	page 32
	page 33
	page 34
	page 35
	page 36
	page 37
	page 38
	page 39
	page 40
	page 41
	page 42
	page 43
	page 44
	page 45
	page 46

