REGISTERED POST/BY HAND
No.N-11026/2/2008/BSUP/INNURM ~Vol XVIII

Government of India
Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

Room No. 201, G Wing
New Delhi, dated 7" January, 2009
OFFICE MEMORANDUM

The undersigned is directed to enclose herewith a copy of the minutes of the 46" meed&of
the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee of Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty

AMeviaton held on 24" December, 2008 under the Chairmanship of Secretary (HUPA) to consider
and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poor (BSUP) under
Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission (INNURM;.

Central Sanctioning & Monitoting Committee to all the State implementing agencies/nodal agencics
for BSUP and JHSDP to take appropriate follow up action as per the minutes of the meeting.

2 ‘The appraisal agencies (i.e. HUDCO, BM1PC) are requested to convey the decisions of the

3. . A copy of the minutes is forwarded to the Secretaries in-charge of BSUP and IFISDT in the _
States/U'T’s with a request to take further follow up action. K

loepo Aot
Qm;chﬂndrﬂtj) -

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

To

Members of the CSMC as follows:

1. The Secretary, Ministry of Utban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delh.

2. 'T'he Sccretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure, New Delhi.

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

4. The Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO  Complex, Lodh

Road, New Dethi.

5. The Sccretary, Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi

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

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

- 8. The Joint Secretary and A, Ministry of Urban Development and Ministry of ITUPA,  New

Defhi.

9. ‘I'he Chief Planner, Town and Country Planning Organisation (ITCPO), LP. Istate, New

Delh,

10. The Adviser, CPHEERO, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delht

11. ‘The CMD, Hlousing and Urban Development Corporation Ltd., HUDCO Bhavan, India
Flabitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Drelhi.

12. The Joint Secretary 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 mecting:-

. Shri Vivek Blaradwa], Special Seercrary, U Department and Secretary, KMDA, Govornment of
West Bengal, DI-8, Sector-1, Salt Take, Kolkata-6:4

Shri lousik Das, Additional Chief Pngineer, M1 Directorate Department of Municipal Atfairs,
Cenernment of Wese Bengal, ' Flong, Bikash Bhavan, folkata-700 091
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Shei Chintamant, Director, SUDAL Government of Uttar Pradesh, 10-Ashok Aarg, Navcherna

Nendra, Lucknow

b Shri NUB. Bhatracharya, Project Adviser, Meghalaya Urban Development Authouiey (MUIDAY,
Government of Meghalava, Shillong

5. Shei Senthilkumar, . Dircctor of Municipal Admmistration, Government of Tamil Nadu. 6™ Floor,
Ezhilagam Annex, Chepauk, Chennat — 600 G05.

6. “the Managing Director, APUFIDC, O/o E-in-C;, Public Heaith, A C. Guards, Hydezabad

7. Shri Hadadare, Chief Engineer, Maharashtra Housing and Area Development Authority
(MHADA), Griha Nirman Bhavan, Bandra (East), Mumbai-400 051.

8. 'The Additional CEO, Gujarat Urban Development Mission (GUDM}, GMFB Building, GUDM
Office, Sector 10-A, Gandhinagar, Gujarat.

9. Shn DL Goyal, Ch1ef City Planner, Indore Development Authority, Madhya Pradesh

10. Shri Shailesh Singh, Secretary, Urban Development Department, Government of Jhackhand, Ranchr.

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

The Principal Secretary, The Principal Secretary,

Urban Development & Housing Deparmment,

Muricipal Administration Department Government of Andhra Pradesh,

Government of Andhra Pradesh, 1-Block, A.P. Secretarial,

[.-Block Secretariat Hyderabad — 560 002

Hyderabad — 500 002 - . ]
"The Secretary, ‘The Principal Secretary,

Municipal Administration Department, Urban Development & Tourism,

Government of Andhra Pradesh, Government of Arunachal Pradesh,

L-Block Sceretariat, . Civil Secretatiat,

Hyderabad-500 002. Ttanagar.

The Commissioner & Secretary, The Secretary, - i
UD Departnent, Utban Development Department,
Government of Assam, Government of Bibar,

Assam Secretariat, Vikash Bhawan,

Dispur, New Sccretariat,

Guwahatt -781 0006. Patna..

The Additional Secretary & Director The Secretary (IHousing),

(BUDA), Government of Bihar

Urban Development Department, Sachivalaya

Governrnent of Bihar, Patna — 8030 015

Vikash Bhawan,Patna. ]
The Sccretary, The Secretary(Housing) N 7

Urban Administration & Development Government of Goa,

Department, Secretariat Annexe,

Government of Chhattishgarh, EDC House,

Room NO 316, DS Bhawan, Panaji- 403 001

Mantralaya, Raipur -492 001. -
‘I'he Principal Secretary(UD) & Housing, The Chief Exccutive Officer, ,
Government of Gujarat, Gujarat Urban Development Mission,

Block No, 14, 9" Floor, GMTIB Building, Sector- 10A,

New Sachtvalaya, Gandhinagar - 382 016.

Gandhinagar-382 010.




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

SCO-20 Sec.7C,

Chandigarh — 160 001.

The Secretary (UD),
Government of Himachal Pradesh,
Shimla — 171 002

The Secretary,

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

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

The Director,

Utban Local Bodies

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

amimu,

The Secretary

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

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

The Principat Secretary (Housing)

Government of Karnataka,

Room No.213,

2" Floor, Vikas Sauda

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

The Principal Secretaty to Government
UD Department,

Government of Karnataka

Room No.436,

4™ Floor, Vikas Sauda

Dzt B.R. Ambedkar Road

Bangalore 560 001

“The Secretary (Housing),

Government of Kerala,
Secretariat,
Thiruvananthapuram - 695 001

The Principal Secretaty,

Local Self Government Department
Government of Kerala
Thiravananthapuram — 695 001

The Secretary ,

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

The Executive Director

Kudumbashree

State Poverty Fradication Mission
Government of Kerala

2™ Floor, TRIDA Building,

Chalakuzhy Road, Medical College (PO),
Thiruvananthapugam 695 011,

The Principal Secretary,

Urban Administration and Development
Department,

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya, :

Bhopal - 462 032

The Principal Secretary (1 Tousing &
Favironment),

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

The Commissioner,

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

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

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

2" Floo, 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 Manipur,

Chief Secretariat,

Imphal -795 001

The Commissionetr & Secretary,

Utban Development & Poverty Alleviation
Department

Government of Mizoram,

Civil Secretariat,

Alzwai-796 001.

The Principal Secretary,

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

The Commissioner & Secretary, Works &
Housing,

Government of Nagaland

Kohima - 797 001

| "The Principal Secretary {Housing & UD),

Government of Orissa,
Orissa Secretariat,
Bhubaneswar - 751 001

The Principal Sceretary(1.SG)
Government of Punjab '
Mini Sccretariat '
Sector-9,

Chandigarh 160 001

The Secretary (Housing & UD)
Government of Punjab,

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

The Principal Secretary,
UDH & LSG Department,
Government of Rajasthan
Room No. 29, Main Building,
Secretariat, Jaipur

The Secretary,

Local Self Government Depattment,
Government of Rajasthan ,

Room No.39, $SO Building,
Government Secretariat,

aipur 302 005.

The Secretary,

Department of UD & Housing,
Government of Sikkim,

NF 31A,

ﬁangtok - 7371061

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

Chennai —600 009

The Secrctary,

Municipal Administration: & Watcr Supply,
Government of Tamil Nadu,

6™ Eloor, Lzhilagam Annexe,

Chepauk, Chennai- 600 009

The Secretary (UD),
Government of Tripura
Civil Secretariat,

Pt. Nehru Complex,
Apartala-799 001

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

8" flcor, Bapu Bhawan,
Lucknow — 226 001

The Principal Secretary (Housing),
Government of Uttar Pradesh,
325 Bapu Bhavan,

Lucknow — 226 001

The Directort,

SUDA,

Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Navchetna Kendra,

10, Ashok Marg,

T.ucknow.

The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of Uttarakhand,
Uttarakhand Secretariat,

4 B, Subhash Road
DEHRADUN — 248 001.

The Project Director NNURM;,
Utban Development Directorate,
Government of Uttarakhand,
43/6, Mata Mandir Marg,
Dharamput,

| Dehradun — 248 001




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

Kalkata 700 064

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

Chandigarh-160 001

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

The Secretary,

Local Administration Department
Government of Puducherry,
Chief Secretariat,

Puducherry-605 001

"The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of NCT of Delhi,
9" Floor, C Wing,

Delhi Secretariat, IP Estate, New Delhi.

The Additional Secretary (UD),

‘Government of NCT of Delhi,

Delhi Secretariat, IP Fstate,
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,

Moti Daman-396 220

The Secretary (Housing & 11,
UT of Dadra & Nagar [ Haveli,
Secretariat, '
Silvassa-396 220

The Chief Town Planner, ,
Town & Country Planning Depattment,
UT Administration of Dadra & N agar
Haveli, 2" Floor, Secretariat, :

Silvasa — 396 230, -

Copy to:

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

2. IS to Hon’ble Minister (IHUPA)

3. Sr. PPS to Sectetary (HUPA)

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

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

6. The Joint Secretary (U'T), Ministry of Home Atfairs, North Block, New Delhi

7. Director (UPA), Ministry of FIUPA

8. OSD (JNNURM), Ministry of HUPA. _

9. Director (Administration), Ministry of HUPA

10. DS(NNURM), Ministry of FTUPA

11, USJNNURM), Ministry of HUPA

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

13. DD(Data & MIS), NBO, Ministry of ITUPA

14. 10D (NRC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA

15. SO (THSDP), Ministry of HUPA

“Monitoring Cell (INNURM), Ministey of HUPA

17. The CMD, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Road , New Delhi-110 003

18. The CMD), HPL, Janppura, New Delhi-110014 .

19. The Executive Director, BMTPC, Core 5 A, First Hoor, 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 Diirector, Indian Institute of Technology Roorkee, Roorkee, Uttarakhand — 247 667

Deputy Director (BSUP)

Copy to:- Guard ijdCt‘ onJNNURM



MINUTES OF THE 467 MEETING OF THE CENTRAL
SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC)
OF T1IE SUB-MISSION ON BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN
POOR (BSUP) UNDER JAWAHARLAL NEHRU NATIONAL
URBAN RENEWAL MISSION (JNNURM)

Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi, 24t December, 2008

The 46* meeting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoting
Committee (CMSC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Setvices to the Utban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nchru National Utban Renewal Mission-
(INNURM) was held under the Chairpersonship of Sccretaty, Ministry of
Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation in New Delhi on 24% December,
2008. The list of parficipants is at Annexure — L

2.1 Joint Sccretary & Mission Director (JNNURM)  welcomed the
Chairperson and  the Members of the CSMC. e requested the
representatives of  States JUTs to submit Quarterly Reports on the
implementation of JNNURM projects and Monthly Reports on key
indicators of progress promptly. The repotts should incorporate up-to-
date status of impletnentation of already-sanctioned projects and reforms.
These reports ate catical for closcly monitoring the progress made towards
achieving the Mission Target of 15 lakh houses and Mid-Term Target of 5
Jakh houses (3 lakh houses ‘completed’ and 2 lakh houses ‘in progress’) by
30t September, 2009. The States/UTs should take all required measures
to achieve the Mid-term targets that were communicated earlier to Statc
Chicf  Secretates  [vide DO, letter No.N-11027/42/2007-
BSUP/JNNURM dated 8% August, 2007 from Sccretary (HUPA)]. He
suggested that before proposals for new projects ot 20d and subsequent
installments for projects sanctioned earlier- are presented by State/UT
representatives, a brief account of the progress of projects sanctioned and
reforms must be presented. HUDCO & BMTPC were requested to
develop templates for standardising the presentations before CSMC /CSC. -

2.2.. Joint Secretary & Mission Director (JNNURM) brought to the
notice of State/Ul representatives the instructions by Secrctary (HUPA)
regarding a study of the impact of INNURM in so far as enhanced flow of
funds into the urban sector, especially urban poverty alleviation, 13
concerned. He said that the States /UTs may submit an analysis of the pre-
and post-JNNURM positions -with regard to the flow of funds from
various sources scparately (ULB, State and Centre) for urban development,
and within urban development for various urban poverty alleviation
programmes. e also suggested  that documentation on the legal

1o
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frameworks created/directives issued for implementation of the reforms
contemplated under JNNURM, best practices and photographs of projects
completed/under execution may be furnished to the Mission Directorate.
JS & Mission Director "(JNNURM) reiterated the important points
emphasized by the Chaitperson of CSMC in the eatlier meetings for
adherence/implementation by the States/ULBs (Annexure-ITI).

3.1. OSD (JNNURM) drew attention of the States/UTs towards the
templates prepared by the Ministry of Housing & Utban Poverty
Alleviation for pnint/electronic media campaign under [NNURM. He
requested the States/UTs to make use of the same and come up with
proposals for media campaign to the CSMC for approval of support under
the IEC component of ]NNURM. He' expressed the view that any
awateness ‘campaign should have a national appeal and recall value with
consistent and cohetent slogans and themes. The States/ULBs could
bring out advertisements in vernacular languages with local adaptation of
the templates prepared by the Ministry of HUPA. States/ULBs should
ensure that the local adapration does not deviate from the key slogans or
themes and the spirit of the national templates. Further, the messages
conveyed should relate only to the programme goals and activities and
broader urban policy advocacy. They should also ensutc that all such
media campaign is pursued in accordance with the relevant rules and
regulations applicable.  The cost of the media campaign, in accordance
with Government approved tates, could be considered for reimbursement
to the States/ULBs under the IEC component of [NNURM. However,
ptior approval of such campaign proposals must be taken from CSMC and
would be subject to limits fixed by CSMC. .

3.2. Director (PF-I), Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Tinance
sought a clarification about funding of IEC activities under [NNURM.
Joint Secretary (JINNURM) and Mission Director clarified that such
activities would be covered under the provision of 5% of the Central grant or
the actual requirement, whichever is less, kept for sanction to cities/towns
covered under the Mission for TRC. He said that this is in addition 5% of the
Central grant for Administrative and Other Expenses (A&OL) by the Centre
and the States. 'However, the Centre’s share shall not exceed 1% of the toral
Central grant for JNNURM. Expenditure on TEC activities would be met out
of the allocation made by the Planing Commission under JNNURM.
Accordingly, necessary proposals would be sent to the Department
Expenditure/Ministry of Home Affairs for release of funds to States/UTs
towards [EC activities after consideration by CSMC.

3.3. Director (PE-I), Ministry of Finance sought a clarification regarding
the release and utilization of matching State shatre where States are secking



20¢ and subsequent installments of ACA for BSUP and THSDP projects.
Joint Sectetary JNNURM) and Mission Director clarified that at the tme

of consideration of proposals for 2* and subsequent installments of
Central assistance it is ensured that the matching State shate has been
released. However, the State and ULB contributions are considered
together and whether 70% expenditure out of the total is made or not s
checked. 1f there is a shortage, the 27d/subsequent instalment of ACA 13
relcased only after the State/ULB concerned makes up the shortage. While
approving  the proposals secking  27¢/subsequent installments, the
CSMC/CSC ensures that there was utilization of State/ULB share also
along with Central share. Only where a minimum of 70% utilization of the
Centrald-State/ULB share in respect of already-sanctioned funds has been
achieved and reported, the CSMC J/CSC approves 20d /subsequent
installment of ACA.

4.1. In her opening remarks, Chairperson, CSMC and Secretaty (HUPA)
drew attention of the States/Ul's towards the usgency in instituting Third
Party Inspection and Monitoring (TPIM) mechanism for all the projects
undertaken under [INNURM. The States/UT's may engage T PIMA out of
the panel prepared and circulated by the Ministry of HUPA or go in for a
transpatent system of selection. If considered appropriate, they may
appoint any other agency through a2 competitive bidding procedure.
However, they must provide opportunity to the empanelled agencies to
participate. In such a case pending the selection of an agency, they may
institute third party monitoring and inspection through one of the agencics
empanelled by the Ministry. In case State  Government/U'T
Administration fails to institate TPIM, the Ministry of HUPA may
consider appointing a IPIM agency considering  that quality in
construction of housing and infrastructure facilities for the urban poor 1s
of utmost importance for achieving the goals of JNNURM. The CSMC
decided that till 2 TPIM agency under BSUP and IHSDP is placed in
position, the services of a third party engaged under UIG and UIDSSMT
could be utilized for quality inspection of BSUP and THSDP projects.
However, ultimately, the States /UTs should institute separatc TPIM for
BSUP and THSDP projects which focus on housing the utban poor and
wherein the structural quality of housing is of critical importance. While
the submission of report of TPIM is desirable for sanction of subscquent
installments for projects under BSUP, particularly the final installment, the
telease of 204, 3¢ or 4™ installments may not be held up provided that the
process for instituting TPIM is initiated and that the State
Government/UT Administration concerned on its part has ensured quality
control and third party checks under its own system for ensuring quality in
public works.



4.2. Chaitperson, CSMC and Secretary (HUPA) requested  the
States/UTs to aim at improving the quality of life of the urban poor /
stum-dwellers. She specially emphasized the need for providing education
and heath care facilities to these disadvantaged sections. She suggested
-that the States/UT's adopt an ‘area approach’ while planning for provision
of community infrastructure facilities like schools and health centres.
Availability of a school in the vicinity of a slum proposed to be developed
under BSUP or THSDP may not necessarily ensure the schooling of
children from the slum area concerned. The implementing agencies,
especially the ULB, should take a lead role in ensuring that such schools do
take in childten from the slum arca. If a school is not attended by children
of the slum-dwellers, there is no point in stating that schooling facility 1s
available. The ULB should take care to ensute that whether through
enrollment in existing schools nearby or new schools, schooling is going to
be ensured for all the children of the urban poot / slum-dwellers. The
intention should be to utilize funding under BSUP and IHSDP to provide
necessary community facilities to enable access of the urban poor to basic
services like education and health. The States/ULBs should accordingly
~ prepare ‘their action plans based on available data and demand analysis.
Secretary (HUPA) said that the objective of alleviating utban povetty
would be achieved if only proper action is taken for convergence of
various schemes such as Satva Sikhsa Abhiyan, Aam Aadmi Bima Yojana,
Health Mission, SJSRY etc. with [NNURM. A proper convergence of such
schemes would lead to improvement in their income and better
cmpowerment,

4.3.  Secretary (HUPA) & Chaitperson of CSMC suggested that where
BSUP and IHSDP projects are being taken up, the State
Governments/ULBs should make effort to dovetail the implementation of
SJSRY with JNNURM. This would provide the utban poor people access
to livelihoods and will enable them to overcome poverty.  Sccretary
(FIUPA) emphasized that shelter and basic amenities to the urban poot
may not suftice them to move above the poverty line.  Skill development,
sclf-employment and community empowerment are necessary to cnable
the urban poor to have sustained improvements in their living conditions.

4.4 Drawing attention to the nced for implementation of urban sector
reforms, especially the three pro-poor reforms, Chairpetson, CSMC and
Secretaty (HUPA) requested States/UTs to take concerted action for the
development of clear State level frameworks to guide the ULBs. She
expressed the view that the earmarking within the urban local body budget
tor basics services to the urban poor would help in successful completion
of the BSUP and IHSDP projects without constraint of funding,
maintenance of assets after they are constructed and pursuing of the

4|qv
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agenda of slum-free city. Such carmarked budget should be related to
Utban Poverty Sub-Plan on the city/town and necds to be made non-
lapsable, as quite often the ULBs may not be able to completely utlize the
carmarked fund within a financial year. Thus, the ULBs may constitute
Basic Services to the Utban Poor Fund with a separate account. The State
Government / UT Administration may provide guidelines for the
establishment of BSUP Fund, preparation of P-Budget and accounting of
what constitutes pro-poor expenditure. '

45, Secretary (HUPA) reiterated the importance of integraton of BSUP
and - THSDP projects with city-wide infrastructurc. Infrastructure
components under BSUP and [HSDP projects should be invarably
integrated or planned to be integrated with the trunk-line infrastructure
(cither already existing or being taken up under UIG or UIDSSMT or
other schemes). The ULB should take a lead role in cnsuring proper

coordination among the agencies concerned in the implementation of
infrastructure projects with linkage to slums and low income communities.

4.6, The Chairperson, CSMC drew attention of the States/U'l's towards
the problems being faced by beneficiaries under BSUP and IHISDP when
they come to occupy their bouses. The beneficiarics under BSUP and
[HISDP are not accustomed to the kind of living 10 multi-storey houses,
community maintenance of assets, ctc. Often they nced to travel long
* distance for their livelihood which may not have been the case when they
lived in their slums. To ensurc a smooth adjustment ptocess, the ULB
concerned should initiate a process of community engagement through
community-based organizations and reputed NGOs with the involvement
of its community development department. There should be a process of
cegular interaction between people and city administration to tide over the
initial teething problems that the occupants face in their new living
environment. -

47. TFocusing on the need to strengthen civic governance system, the
Chairperson, CSMC ceiterated the need for strengthening the Urban f.ocal
Bodies to ensure that the 74% Amendment Act is implemented in letter
and spirit. She particulatly emphasised capacity building and sensitisation
of the ULBs for the implementation of pro-poos rcforms:. (i) internal
carmarking within urban locally body budgets for basic services to the
urban poor, (if) provision of basic services to the urban poor including
security of tenure at affordable prices, improved housing, water supply,
sanitation, education, heaith and social security in a time-bound manner
with set milestones and (i) master planning reforms to ensure adequate
reservation of land for housing and informal sector activitics of the urban
poor. Revitalising the functioning of ULBs would help them dischatge the
5| 5
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functions devolved by State Governments effectively, leading to better
urban  local governance and pro-poor service delivery. Without
implementation of local government reforms, INNURM would remain a
mere infrastructure upgradation programme, and none of the policy
changes 1t hoped to drive would materialize.

5. For the Meeting, the following Agenda wetc put up, brief details of
which are at Annexure-III:-

(1) 4 new BSUP project proposals (1 from Meghalaya and 3 from
Tamil Nadu);
(1) Propomls for release of 27 instalment for 15 BSUP pro]ectq -
Andhra Pradesh 4
ij. Maharashtra 5
. Gujarat 3
iv. West Bengal 1

v. Madhya Pradesh 2
(i11) Proposal for setting up of PIUs (1 PIU in Jharkhand and 2
PIUs tn Tamil Nadu).

New Projects

Tamil Nadu
6.1.  Three BSUP projects (1 each in 3 urban agglomerations in Tamil
Nadu) were presented by the representative of the State of Tamil Nadu.
The Committee obsetved the’ following:-

e The State has furnished maps of all slum areas indicating land
holdings of beneficiaries and the connectivity with surrounding
areas. 'The State should furnish detailed layout plans to the scale for
all the 3 projects within one month; and

¢ ‘The State should develop a legal framework for reservation of land
for housing and other activities of the utban poor in city mastet
plans.

0.2, The representative of the State agreed to furish detailed layout
plants to the scale within 1 month and informed that steps would be taken
to develop the legal framework suggested by CSMC. Taking into
consideration the comments of the appraisal agency (HUDCO), the.
Committee approved the three projects. Abstracts of the approved
components are at Statement-I to III of Annexure-IV.

Meghalaya
7.1, OSD (JNNURM) presented the project for Shillong, Meghalaya. .
He informed the Committee that this project was eatliet considered by the
45 mecting of the CSMC held on 16.12.2008 which was then presented
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by the representative of the State. He informed that the State has
provided requisite information/details as observed by the Committee in its

catlicr meeting.

72 After discussion the Committee approved the project ‘in ptinciple’
subject to following conditions
1) The State will furnish the ‘compliance on the observations
made in 455 meeting in writing through the Appratsal
Agency. The Appraisal Agency will furnish a report in this
respect; and
iiy - The release will be subject to above and availability of
additional funds through the Planning Commission.
(The Planning Commussion has since indicated the additional availability of
ACA to the tune of Rs.500 Crore this year). '

Release of 2nd /3 installment : .

8.1. Deputy Secretary JNNURM) as well as representatives of the State
Governments concerned bricfed the Committee about the proposals for
 rcleasing 2 instalment for BSUP projects. The Committee obsetved the

following:-

Andhra Pradesh
4 BSUP projects (1.project each from Vijayawada and Hyderabad for 2nd

instalment and 2 from Visakhapatnam for 3 instalment:

e State/ULB share should also be proportionatcly utilized along with
Central share for implementing the projects;

e ‘The State should institute TPIM for the BSUP and JHSDP projects.
Till such time TPIM under BSUP and IHSDP is put in place, the
services of agenctes appointed for "TPIM under UIG / other third
party agencies engaged through a transparent tender process may be
utilized to ensure quality of projects being implemented.

Maharashtra
2nd instalment for 5 BSUP projects in Pune (Pimpr Chinchwad):
e Since the physical progress is lagging the financial utilization, the
Monitoring Cell should conduct a site inspection before the
State/ULB comes up with proposal for release of 3% instalment
for.the project. .
o A framework of reservation of land for the poor in master
planning/development control regulations in the State should be
put in place. |



Gujarat
2 mstalment for 3 BSUP projects (1 each from Vadodara, Rajkot and

Ahmedabad):
* In the project at Ahmedabad, requisite State share should also be
utilized along with Central share.

West Bengal

2nd instalment for 1 project in Kolkata (Bansberia):
¢ A senior representative of the State should invariably be present
while the Committee discusses matters relating to the State (no
representative of the State had participated in the meeting).

Madhya Pradesh _ :
204 instalment for 2 projects (1 project each from Bhopal and Indore):
* 'The State should submit physical progress teport for all BSUP
and IHSDP projects. The original worksheets duly signed should
be sent before the release is considered. The State may submit a
note on the steps taken for implementation of the 3 pro-poor
“reforms.

8.2.  The Chaitperson, CSMC and Secrctary (HUPA) reiterated. that the

cote of JNNURM is urban sectot reform. She emphasised that not only

the curtent issues plaguing cities but also all the aspects of urbanization in-
the future will have to be addressed to ensure that unplanned and

haphazard urban development; including slums do not occur due to failure

of policy. The lack of proper land policy which led to the creation of the

slums existing at present needs to be addressed expeditiously and the

States / UT’s may deévelop appropriate land policy framework for housing

the urban masses including the poot, taking into account the backlog,

current and growth nceds. Therefore, the State Governments/ULBs must

implement the reforms envisaged under the Mission Guidelines as per the:
timelines agreed to in MOAs. Any deviation in the same should be

addressed cxpeditiously and brought to the notice of the CSMC. She also

reiterated that the projects sanctioned have to be executed as per the

sanctioned DPR and any escalation in costs would need to be borne by the

State/ULB, without burdening the poor beneficiaties. She particulatly

emphasized the need for States / UTs to allocate adequate State share

under BSUP and IHSDP in addition to devising their own programmes of
housing the urban poor as in Andhra Pradesh and somc other States.

8.3. Details of approval for releasing 2 instalment of 15 projects in 5
States (Andhra Pradesh, Mahatashtra, Gujarat, West Bengal and Madhya

Pradesh) are given in Annexure-V,



9.1, OSD (JNNURM} made a presentation on the proposals seeking
sctting up PIUs. He informed the Committee that the proposals received
from Jharkhand (for setting up of 1 P1 U) and Tamil Nadu (for setting up
of 2 PIUs) ate in order. He said that 1 PMU and 8 PIUs have already been
approved for Tamil Nadu. Since Tamil Nadu Slum Clearance Board and
Commissionerate of Town Panchayats are two major implementing
agencies for BSUP and IHSDP projects in Tamil Nadu, the State has
sought approval for setting up of one PIU for each of these agencies.
OSD (INNURM) further informed that PMU has been approved for

Jahatkhand; no PIU has been approved so far.

9.2. The Committee approved the proposals for setting up of 3 PIUs (1
in Jhatkhand and 2 in Tamil Nadu). Details of approval are at
Annexure-VI (2) & (b).

10. Concluding the meeting, the Chaitperson of CSMC and Secretaty
(HUPA) said that efforts should be made by all stakeholders involved in
the implementation of BSUP and IHSDP projects to cnsure that not only
the projects are implemented without time and cost overruns and with
utmost quality, appropriate policy reforms are taken at the State and local
levels to steer planned and inclusive utban development that places people
at the centre stage of urban policy. Vor this, they should gear up the
JNNURM implementation process by fixing milestones for progress,
undertaking regular monitoring and developing State and city level
frameworks. She urged the representatives  of - States JUTs/ULBs/
parastatals/implemcntjng agencies/ appraisal agencies to adhere to the
approved guidelines as. well- as undertake measures for the smooth
implementation of projects and reforms - through monthly reviews to
ensure that the intended benefits reach the poor and deprived sections 1n
slums and low-income. scttlements.

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

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE 46™ MEETING OF CENTRAL SANCTIONING
AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF BSUP HELD UNDER THE
CHAIRPERSONSHIP OF SECRETARY (HUPA) ON 24.12.2008

1. Ms. Kiran Dhingra, Secretary, ... in Chair
Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation
Dr. P.K. Mohanty, Joint Secretary (JNNURM) and Mission Director, Ministry of HUPA
Shri D.S. Negi, OSD (JNNURM), Ministey of HUPA
Shri Vivek Nangia, Deputy Secretary NNURM), Ministry of HUPA
Ms. Babni Lal, Director (PF-1), Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance
Shri V.K. Gupta, Deputy Financial Adviser, Ministry of UD/HUPA
Shri M. Sankaranarayanan, Deputy Adviser, C’CHEEO, Ministry of Urban Development
Shri Sunil Kansal, Section Officer (Urban Health), Ministry of Health & Family Welfare
Shri J. Vaidyanathan, Under Secretary {(INNURM), Ministry of HUPA
. Shri Umtaw Singh, Deputy Director, Ministry of HUPA
11. Ms. Usha P. Mahavir, Dy. Chiet, HUDCO Ltd., Lodhi Road, New Delhi.
12. Ms. Radha Roy, Assistant Chief, FFUDCQO, New Delhi
13. Shri Alok Kr. Joshi, Deputy Chief (Projects), HUDCO, Chennai
14. Shri C.N. Jha, Development Officer, BMTPC, New Delhi.
15. Shri Pankaj Gupta, Development Officer, BMTPC, New Delhi
'16. Shri K.B. Jaiswal, Additional G.M., Vadodara Municipal Corporation, Guiarat
17. Shri Rajeshwar Rao, Executive Engineer, INNURM Cell, Vdodara, Gujarat
18. Shri Vijay Ahadeat, City engincer, Rajkot Municipal Corporation, Gujarat
19. Mrs, L.M. Uza, Deputy Secrerary, UDD, Government of Gujarat,
20. Shri MLK. Patel, Iixecutive Enginer, Ahmedabad Usban Development Authority,
Ahmedabad .
21. Shri G. Umakanthan, Exccutive Officer, Town Panchayat, Sholavanthan, Madurai, Tamil
Nadu . :
22. Shrt D.L. Goyal, Chief City Planner, Indore Development Authority, Madhya Pradesh
23.- Shri Harbhajan Singh, City Engineer, Indore Municipal Cotporation, Madhya Pradesh
24. Shri T. Mohan,; Commissionet, Tirunelveli Municipal Corporation, Tamil Nadu
25. Shri .P, Jai Xavier, City Engineer, Tirunelveli Municipal Corporation, Tamil Nadu
26. Shri B. Sreedhar, Commissioner, Greater Vishakapatnam Municipal Corporation, Andhra
Pradesh '
27. Shri Pappamayalagu, Municipal Commissioner, Kancheepuram Municipality, Tamil Nadu
28. Shri S. Santhi, Commissioner, Dindigal Muncipality, Tamil Nadu
29. Shri Thirumavalapan, Municipal Engineer, Dindigal Municipality, Tamil Nadu
30. Shri R. Sckar, Municipal Commissioner, Thirvannamali, Tamil Nadu
- 31, Shri P. Chandran, Municipal Engineer, Thirvannamali, Tamil Nadu _
32. Shri Senthilkumar, I°. Director of Municipal Admi‘nistral.ion, Government of Tamil Nadu,
. 6" Floot, Ezhilagam Annex, Chepauk, Chennai — 600 005.
33. Shn R.S. Krishhan, o/o CMA, Municipal Administration Department, Tamil Nadu
34. Dr. . Panduranga Rao, Engineer-in-Chief, Greater ITyderabad Municipal Corporation,
Hyderabad
35. Dr. Raghavendra, UC, APUFIDC, Hyderabad
36. Shri Subhash Dumbare, Commissioner, Pimpri Chinchwad Municipal Corporation; Pune,
Maharashtra '
37. Shri Mohan Sakhattar, PCMC, Maharashtra
38. Shri S. Lenin, Assistant Engincer, Tirunelveli Munricipal Corportation, Tamil Nadu
39. Shri A. Krishnaiah, Deputy Executive Engineer, GHMC, Flyderabad
40.-Shr K. Rajrendra Prasad, SF (PH), Project Manager, APUFIDC, Hyderabad
41. Shri S. Sundaramoorthi, Mnnicipal Commissioner, Sivaganga Municipality, Tamil Nadu

10 |

(>

SOXR NG AL




_ Dr. ICS. Palanisamy, Commissioner, Salem Corporation, Salem, Tamil Nadu
43,
44,
45.
46.
47.
48,
49,
50.
51.
52.
53.
54,
55.

Shri G. Kamaraj, Executive Engineer, Salem Corporation, Tamil Nadu
Shri R. Lakshmi, Commissioner, Tuticorin Corporation, Tamil Nadu

Shri S.A. Rajagopalan, City Engincer, ‘J'uticorin Corporation, Tami! Nadu
Shri P.V. Ravinder, Assistant Hingeer, GHMC, Hyderabad

Shri G. Uma Maheswara Rao, Exccutive Engincet, GHMC, Hyderabad

Shri D. Shiva Kumar, Superintending Engineer (Housing), GHMC, Hyderabad
Shri Anil Bansal, IPE Censultant to GHMC, New Delhi

Shri Himani Joshi, Assistant Manager, IPE, New Delhi

Shri Yogesh S., PCMC, Pune

Shri G. Elangovan, Municipal Engincer, Sivaganga, Tarnil Nadu

Shri Ashok Kare, $.I3., City Engincer, Municipal Corporation, Bhopal,

Shri Anubhav Shrivastava, Urban Planning Officer, Municipal Corporation, Bhopal
Shri M. Jayachandran, Deputy Director, Ministry of HUPA



ANNEXURE-II

IMPORTANT POINTS REGARDING FORMULATION AND
EXECUTION OF BSUP AND IHSDP PROJECTS

* In case there is time constraint, a regular socio-economic survey can
be preceded by a rapid survey for identifying beneficiaries, their main and
subsidiary occupations, their educational and skill profile and felt-needs so as to
design appropriate social infrastructure for each project. Willingness of the
beneficiaties should also be taken for any rchabilitation/relocation
projects.

* Affordability of the urban poor should be kept foremost in view
while working out Beneficiaty Contribution.  Any conttribution
amount beyond their financial capacity may lead to the imposition of
undue burden on them. Therefore, special carc needs to be taken
while deciding upfront beneficiary conttibution or TMI payment.
Overall construction 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’except whete housing units have already
been constructed/are being constructed under VAMBAY or other
EWS  scheme of Central or State Governments. Further,
considering the difficulties and special needs of the utban poor at
some locations, clusters having mote than 15 housing units can also
be considered. _ .

* Hach project should be accompanied by a list of beneficiaties based
on socio-economic survey and ULBs should go for bio-metric cards
and ensurc that houses are allotted to properly targeted beneficiaties .
and the possibility of sale/misuse of housing units is avoided. The
list ‘should be notified and placed in the website of the
ULB/JNNURM. |

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

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

* The houses proposed should have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
separate bathroom and lattine, individual water connection and
sewer connection. Aspects such as storage space for keeping things-
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in rooms/kitchen, locatton 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 fot the poor.

The State authorities/ULBs may adopt some of the innovative
“designs and layouts of bouses, mult-purpose community centres,
informal sector markets and animal pens, etc. ptepared and compiled
by HUDCO and BMTPC. The T oolkit published in this regard may
be referred to.

The State authoritics, in consultation with appraisal agencies, should
ensure that necessary clearances such as environmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) regulation clearance, land use
clearance, etc. are obtained. They should also ensurc that necessaty
~technical approvals are secured from the competent agencies as per

State PWD Code.

Since these projects are required to be generally completed in 12 to
15 months, it 1s generally expected that any cscalation in the protect
cost is bornc by the State Government/ULB concerned.  Fot
reducing escalation in the cost projects, the following option could
be exercised:-

1) Purchasing matetials (cement, steel, sanitary pipes, clectrical
items) in bulk, wherever considered prudent and feasible with
a view to reducing cost;
i)y  Encouraging labour contribution from the beneficiartes under
the supervision of qualified personncl;
iii) - Bifurcating tendering  (between housing component and
infrastructure component) with- a view to reducing the
possibiity of tme and cost overruns; and
jv)  Creating/using a revolving “Basic Services for Urban Poor
(BSUP) Fund” earmarked out of the municipal budget and
supplemented by other inhovative measutes  like  ctoss-
subsidization for meeting cost escalation.

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

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

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

* Prime Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of

“the Minorities:. An important abjective of the new programme is to ensure
that the benefits of varions government schemes for the underprivileged reach the
disadvantaged sections of the minority communities. In this regard, carc
should be taken to take up clusters of minority beneficiatics to the
extent possible. Wherever feasible, efforts should be made to
allocate upto 15% of targets and outlays under BSUP and THSDP
for the minotities. Similarly, priotity should be given to
accommodate physically challenged beneficiaries.

* Capacity Building Activities: In the year 2006-07, the Ministry of
HUPA had released fund to the State Governments for capacity
building activities including. Research and Training towards
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects. Unless the States
submit utilisation certificates for the funds released earlier, further
release 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 Status of Project Implementation: The States/ULBs should
present Quartetly Progress Reports/Monthly Progress Repotts as
pet prescribed format, without fail to enable the Ministry to report
to Prime Minister’s Office in time. Further, one page abstract on the
status of implementation of projects and reforms must be presented
before presenting the details of project proposals in the mectings of
Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee/Central Sanctionin
Committee.

¢ Setting up of PMU/PIA/PIU: The States/UTs should submit
proposals to the o/o OSD (JNNURM) which will get the same
appraised and bring up before the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring
Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee.  Transparent method
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.  The
appointments should not be seen as a place for parking the dead-
wood. Fach appointment should be based on prescribed terms of
reference and the deliverables should be measuted. Various
activities, tasks and outcomes have to be cleatly spelt out in the
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TORs. States/ULBs should exercise utmost caution in making such
appointments on a contract basis. The States/ULBs should try and
ensure minimum expenditure by selecting/appointing professionals
at an appropriate fee rather than immediately opting for the
maximum amount indicated by the Centre. However, the calibre of
such professionals should be of a reasonably high level. If need be,
qualified persons from Central/State Government/ULBs could be
taken in PMU/PIA/PIU on deputation. The personnel with
PMUs/PTUs should work in tandem/collaboration with the State
Level Nodal Agency / ULBs.

Fees for Preparation of DPRs: The States should submit proposals
to the concerned Appraisal Agency which had appraised the
~ projects. The Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in examining the

claim with particular reference to the various stages of improvement
and modifications that were btought out in the DPRs before they

were finally approved by the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring

Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee. The Appraisal Agency

should submit proposals to the Ministry for releasing Central

Assistance towards the cost of preparation of DPRs (both 1n the

casc . of DPRs prepared by in-house personnel as well as by

consultants). These will be considered by the Central Sanctioning
and Monitoring Committee. After approval, recommmendation will be
sent to the Ministry 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 prepared by consultants.

The Central Assistance for DPRs prepnréd through 1n-housc

personnel of the States would be rcleased from out of the 1%
JNNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of HUPA as decided 1n

the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commuttec /Central

Sanctioning Committce meetings eatlier. :

Community Development Network (CDN): The States / UTs
“should priotitise and get necessary approval from SLSC/SLCC to

the proposals concerning Community Development Network

(CDN) so as to seck Community Participation Fund. Such proposals

reccived in the Ministry of HUPA wall be appraised by a team
working under the GOI-UNDP Project on National Stratcgy for

Urtban  Poor  coordinated by  the  National  Project

Coordinator/Deputy Sccretary JNNURM). The reports will then

be placed before the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee.

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
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alienation of all sorts ate 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.

Third Party Inspection and Monitoring (TPIM) mechanism:
TPIM should be instituted to bring transparency and quality in the
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects. The Ministry 1s
giving necessary assistance to the States for TPIM. Toolkit has been
prepared and communicated to'the State Governments.

Quality of Projects: Housing for the poor does not mean poot
quality housing. Utmost emphasis must be given to the quality of
houses for the-poor. A vector-free atmosphere and healthy living
environment should be ensured in the housing projects under
BSUP/THSDP, ’
Socio-economic Survey: No efforts should be spated  for
conducting socio-economic surveys of potential beneficiaries. This
would facilitate assessing the needs of the beneficiaries, especially for
schools, health centres and other social/ communtty facilites. Based
on the socio-economic survey, biomettic tdentity cards should be
issited to the beneficiaries to ensure that they do not sell the dwelling
units and squat elsewhere.  Such surveys should cover housing,
health, educational and livelthood profiles of the urban poor. 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 multi-purpose community centres including livelthood
centre and informal sector markets. HUDCO and BMTPC have
developed good designs of houses, colontes and various types of social infrastructure
Jacilities which could be appropriately nsed while Sformulating project proposals. A
Toolkit has also been published,

City Poverty Reduction Strategy Report. The city of Rajkot
(CGrujarag) 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
necessaty to integrate provistons of Health, BEducation and Social
Security with Housing for the Poor to enable them to lead a better
quality of life. The Urban Local Bodies and State Governments .
have a critical role to play to ensure proper convergence of facilities
under the already available schemes for education, health and social
security implemented through different departments/fields. The
projects should list out the deficiencies in terms of access to school,
primaty health centre, provision of social welfare measures so that
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timely remedial measures in accordance with the socio-economic
sutvey can be taken up. Provision of adequate infrastructure for
school and health care should be taken at the formulation of the
project itself. A mere statement that adequate number of
schools/health centres iz available in the vicinity of the proposed
housing colony would not be sufficient. 'The State/ULB/
- implementing agency should certify that’such facilitics available in
the vicinity are also accessible to the slum dwellers. Similatly proper
convergence of schemes in the realm of social sccurity such as old
age pension, health insurance, maternity benefit scheme, etc. should
be accessed to benefit the urban poor selected under JNNURM.
Proposals for additional schools or additional rooms in exisung
schools. must be part of the DPRs. The capacity of the existing
schools to absoth the children from colonies being developed undet
BSUP and THSDP needs to be studied. The estimate of school-going
children (including those from the new colonies) and demand for
classrooms in terms of prevailing norms, capacity in existing schools
and the additional capacity required should be warked out. Similar
exercise should be done for providing'health care factlines. urther, .
action needs to be taken to provide other community infrastructure
and facilitics. Detailed estimates of requirements as per norms,
availability and gaps to be addressed have to be prepated at the initial
stage of project preparation itself.

Projects for in-situ development: States should come up with
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 should
- not end up with creation of another cluster of houses without access
~ to water, sanitation and social infrastructure.

Sense of belongingness: 1o create a sensc of belongingness, the
slums may be named in consultation with the intended bencficiarics.
Provision of a low cost enclosure around open spaces in the slum
- pocket being covered under BSUP/THSDY could be considered by
States/ULBs, if the cost is not proiubitive.

O&M System for Maintenance:- Maintenance of the assets and
upkeep of cleanliness and hygiene in the housing complexes /
colonies - developed under BSUP and IHSDP should be given
importance, _ State - Governments/ULBs - should cvolve a wiable
‘mechanism for maintenance of the assets created under BSUP and
IHSDP projects, especially the houses and common facilities

constructed.
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* Three key reforms core to the urban poor: Special attention
should be paid for the implementation of the three key retorms
stipulated under JNNURM that are critical to the urban poor: (i)
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; (iif) carmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in all
housing projects (both public and private agencies) for EWS/1IG
categoty with a system of cross subsidization.

* IEC activity: In a people-centtic programme like BSUP and
IHSDP under JNNURM, there is a need to generate  greater
awareness among the targeted scctions so that they received what is
intended for them by the Government. Any awareness campaign
should have a national appeal and recall value with consistent and
coherent slogans and themes. The States/ULBs could bring out
advertisements in vernacular languages with local adaptation of the
templates prepared by the Ministry of HUPA. States/ULBs should
ensure that the local adaptation does not deviate from the letter and
spirit of the national templates and the messages conveyed are only
about the programme and related policy advocacy. They should also
ensure that all such media campaign is in accordance with the
relevant rules and regulations applicable. Cost of such campaign, in
accordance with Government apptoved rates, would be reimbursed
to the States/ULBs under TEC component of [NNURM subject to
limits fixed by CSMC. Reimbursement will be made if priot
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 ot Ministry of Home Affairs, as the case may be. |
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& e BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION OF CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITORING "+~
W .wou COMMITTEE (CS&MQC) UNDER BASIC mmﬂ<#ﬂmm%ﬁ©‘.ﬂIm URBAN POOR (BSUP)
< N/ Rs. in Crores
Sk State/ ULB Project Title Project | Central r State | Istto Project Briet ﬂ_a;@wmﬁmj,_
No. Cost Share Share _, 3rd ) ’ No. ~
| install | ! |
- i | J ) , ME m -ment | ; | | L
A Vijaywada, Requested for , o W | 32.34 | « CS &MC has QDCﬁo/\mQ ihe U_o ec ﬁ ﬁ
Andhra release of 29 J J | | # with project cost of Rs.258.74 in 47| |
Pracesh Installment for __ | | C3&MC meeling held on _, i
rehabilitation of : # r | 28.0%.2006. ﬂ
flood victims of River J j | » Total Central Share approved wus , ;
Krishna and b _ , : ‘ , 01
Badamenu Vaghu J _. w i H_ 129.37. To !
| alongwith N # | e 1¢Instailment of Central-Share 02 ,_
4 Infrastructure | , | amounting to Rs.32.34 cr. reieused |
‘7 developmentin , | I i |
VMC area. # | | f ,_
_ _ ' J ) | Total State/ULB Share released was | |
B | , '_ 17.61 C | , w
j | I _ﬂ | « The Utiizafion of Cenirdl Shareis | ,
| W ) i A | 100% in the project r !
_g w l . _ | e 1112 DUs out of 15000 dweling unit ,_ g,_
,_ ’ ﬁ ' gpproved are completed more | i
| _ ﬁ. |
I . _ %_I! oo b than 50%. o d
165 Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.20C8 ((genda Brief) L ol 10
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Pimpri- Requested for -
Chinchwad, release of 2nd
Maharashtrg Instaliment for

Integrated
Rehailitation Project
for Urban Poor
stoying in Slum in
dangerous locations
in Pimpri- Chinchwad
in Sector 22 Under
BSUP (Project-),
Maharashtrg

46* Meeting af CSAME, dated: 24.12.20¢8 { @Eﬁa Brief )

* No Unit has been fully completed.
only 14nos of Infrastructure has
been fully compieted.

* C5 &MC has approved the project

with project cost of Rs.90.46 in 4t

CS&MC meeting held on 28.09.200¢

* Totai Central Share approved was
Rs. 45.23 Cr.

]st

Installmeni of Central Share

amounting to Rs.11.31 cr. released
&

Total State/ULR Share released wags
11.19 Cr.

* The Utilization of Central Share s
/8%

» In ali the 4940 DUs sanctioned the
work hias been started ang i Up fo.
25% work have been completed in
$.75% dwelling Units.

,1_. No  Unit  have been  fully
| completed.
o famarking  at  least 20:25%  of

developed land in housing ?oﬁmoﬁ_
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e gt

‘ : | , _ | sforthe pooris achieved. T e
C. Pimpri- Requested for 3 I 419 |« CS &MC has approved ihe project
Chinchwad, release of 2nd with project cost of Rs. 33.56 in 4h
Maharashtra Imstoliment for | CS&MC meeting held on 28.09.2006.
Infegrated | « Total Central Share approved was |
Rehailitation Project _
for Urban Poor r Rs. 16.78 Cr _W
staying in Slum in e 15 Installment of Cenfral Share
dangerous locations W amounting to Rs.4.19 cr. released

in Pimpri- Chinchwad

in Sector-22 [Project-

1, Maharashtra Total State/ULB Share ﬂm_moama was
T _ . 4.15Cr.

|
& |
ﬁ 05
« The Utiization of Om:_:o_ Share s
100%

« In all the 1840 DUs sanctioned the
| work have been staried and Up fo
25% work have been completed in
10% dweliing Uniis. .

.« No Unit have been iully
ooBQm*mQ.

. Eormarking af least 20-25%  of
developed land in housing Project

_ . K _ - s for the poor is cn_jmmcma..
D. Pimpri- | Requested for % : 1 4.05|eCS &MC has approved ine project
Chinchwad, . |release of 20¢ _ _ | with preject cost of Rs.32.37 Cr. 10

160t Mecting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 ((genda Rief) | | Page 3 f 10
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Maharashtra S&.o:Bm.R for

sth CS&MC  meeting RS e
Integrated 28.11.2006. , ,_ ,
i Rehailitation Project » Total Central Share approves was J
: for Urban Poor :
staying in Slum in Rs. 16.18 Cr.
dangerous locations * I3 Installment of Ceniral Share
in Pimpri- Chinchwad amounting to Rs.4.05 cr. released
in Ajanta Nagar, ), 2 .
Maharashtra 04
Total State/ULB Share released was
4.00 Cr.
* The Utilization of Central Share i
95%
_ * In ail the 1440 DUs sanctlioned the
_h ! work has been started and Up to
| 25% work has been completed in
14% dwelling Units.
= No Unit hagve been  fully
WOBD_m;mQ.
» Carmarking at least 20-25%  of
developed land in housing Project
s for the poor is achieved. ]
E. Pimpri- Requested for 3.59 |« CS &MC has approved the project
_ | Chinchwad, refease of 2nd _E:j project cost of Rs.28.75 Cr. in
Maharashtra Instaliment for 6t CS&MC  meeting held on
I Infegrated 28.17 2006,

46t Meeting of CSAME, dated: 24.12.20C8 ((genda Brief)
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P I e
Rehaiiitation Project ! , b ~ir T
tor Urban Poor , qoﬁ“_ szro_ share approved EQM/ JJ
staying in Slum in f , Rs. 14.37 Cr. J
dangerous locations | e 17 Installment of Central Share _ “,
in Pimpri- Chinchwad _ amounting to Rs.2.59. cr. released | "
in Milind Nagar, ), ! # 3. ﬁ _
Maharashtra | |
Total State/ULB Share released was | 07
| 3.56Cr. | l
_ . « The Uillization of Central Share is 7
; 88% f _
e _ e In all the 1280 DUs sancticned the
= | , work has been started and Up to
_ ‘ | 25% ond work haos o been
completed in 6% dwelling Units.
| B » No Unit has been fully completed.
d . . Farmarking ot least 20-25% of
._ 4 m developed land in housing Project
| . s for the poor Is achieved.
F. Pimpri- - | Requested for ,_ 4.10 | » CS &MC has approved the project ﬁ
i Chinchwad, release of Znd _ with project cost of Rs.32.76 Cr. in ,
Maharashtra Instaliment for | I 6th  CS&MC  meefing - held ony ©
integrated | 28.11.2006. - ‘ 4
Rehailitation Project | . Total Ceniral Share approved wdas ﬂ,
for Urban Fooer f i
L . | Rs. 16,28 Cr. _
staying in Slumin 7 i R N
267 Mecting of CSEMC, dated: 24.12.2008 ((genda Frief) &Q Page 5 of 10
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L
:
i
i
i

dangerous locations

| in Pimpri- Chinchwad

in Vetal- Nagar, ),
Maharashira

e

o — :

4

B1oinstailment of Ceniral share
amouniing to Rs.4.10 cr. released
&Total State/ULB Share - released
was 4.05Cr.

The Utllization of Central Share is
76% _

in all the 1440 DUs sanciioned e
work has been started and Up fo

25% work has been completed in
6% dwelling Units.

No Unit has been fully completed.

Earmarking at  least 20-25% of
developed Jand in housing Project
for the pooris achieved.

08

G. Vadodara,
Gujarat

Request for 2nd
Instaliment for
Housing
Development & Up-
gradation of Slums in

Vadodara, Gujarat

10.54

CS &MC has approved the project
gth  CS&MC meeting held o©n
28.12.2008. ‘

Total Central Share approved was
Rs. 42.17 Cr.

1$ Instaliment of Ceniral Share
amounting to Rs.10,54 cr. released
& Totai State/ULB Share released

was 14.85Cr.

09
to
10

460 Mecting of CSAMC, dated: 24.12.20C8 ((genda Bricf)
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T e ) T bt e e T2 .
A i e e

/ , T The Uflization of Central Share is = ,,,.
| 100% /_
g, , jnm work has been started in 5388 f
_ | DUs out of 6666 DUs sancfioned. |
ﬁ r | 384 DUs have been fully *
4 | # ” completed and 512 DUs have _
ﬂ l | been completed more than 50%. {
, | r _ No Unit have been Occupied fil |
J 7 ,ﬁ date. 4
* , « Carmarking at least 20-25% of _
| ,_ developed land in housing Project 4 /
) o H o for. the noor. has been
, | ! | implemented. _ |
H. | Rajkot, Request for 2n¢ ! 7.83 | « CS &MC has approved the project ,d H
Gujarat Installment for DPR | with project cost of Rs.64.64 Cr. in |
for relocation of ’ I 318t CS&MC. meeling held 03‘ _f
flood affected Slum | 4_ 13.02.2008. | |
_Qém:ma BSUP ’ | e Total Central Share approved was F |
housing mo.:m3® | vea1 33 Cr. T J
(Construction of New | 4 | . _ o _ |
3400 DUs). Rajkot, 4 e 15 Instailment of Ceniral Share H
Gujarat amcunting fo Rs.7.83 cr. released ,
| | & Total State/ULB Share relecsed _
- waes 833 Cr. ’
ﬂ » The Utilization of Central Share s ]
262 Mecting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 (Ugenda Bief) =7 Page 7 of 10
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76%.

Earmarking ot least 20.25%  of
geveloped iond in housing Project
s for the pooris achieved.

I Bansberia,
Kolkata, West
Bengal

Request for 2nc
Instaliment for BSUP
Scheme for the town
of Bansberiq,
Kolkata, West Bengal

3.17

CS &MC has approved the project
with project cost of Rs.28.07 Cr. in
1ith CS&MC meeting held on
21.03.2007.

Total Central Share approved was
Rs. 12.70Cr.

1t Installment of Central Share
amounting to Rs.3.17 cr. released
& Total State/ULB Share relecsed
was 3.06 Cr.

Tre Utlization of Central Share is
89%.

carmarking  at least 20-25%  of
developed lond in housing Project
s for the poor has been achieved.

Out of 1341 DUS sanclioned 55 DUs
nave been fully completed and 47
have been occupied. _

12
to
13

46 Mecting of CS&MC, dated: 24.12.2008 ((Qgenda Bricf ) /ﬁo
E \o
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J

Ahmedabad,
Gujarat

_
,

Request for 2ne
Instatimenrt for
construction of
Housing for Urban
Poor(EWS) at 8
locations of vastral
and Nikol in
perinheral

Ahmedabad (Phase- _

i), Gujarat

10.57

J

CS aMC has approved the project #
with project ccst of Rs.87.06 Cr. in ﬂ
8ih  CS&MC  meeting hela on
29.12.2006.

#
490_Omgxo_ijﬂmQUUﬂo,\mQEom_
Rs. 42.26 Cr. P
)
f

15t Installment of Ceniral Share
amounting fo Rs. 10.57 cr. reieqsed /
aTotal State/ULB Share released
was 10.57 Cr. 4_
|
|

The Utilization of Central Share is |
100%

AMC makes budgetary provision

expecied revenue income as per
RPMC Act, 1949, Provision for 2008~
09 is Rs. 563.90 crores. _

14
to ;
15 |

-

Shillong,
‘Meghalaya

Integraied Slum
Development at
Shillong, Meghalaya

20.19

for poor fo the tune of 10% of haj/
ﬂ
_
]

CDP.has been approved and

MCA has been signed. _

The preposal has been differed in J_

477 meeting held on 22.10.2008 |

due to shortage of some ”

documents. It was put up again in ”_
|

465t Meeting of CSE&ME, dated: 24.12.2008 (Agenda Brief)

e ——

I

Page 3 pf 10



45" CS&MC  meeiing. heid - oi
16.12.2008, which has approved
ihe project in principal on
fulfitment of some clarification/
recommendation given by CSMC.

Necessary agreemenis suggested
on the part of State Govt.
representative of  concerned
Dobar and Land Owner.

Project envisages to construct 148
DUs with basic infrastructure

The cost estimates based on PWD
SOR 2007-08.

The beneficiaries list has not been
furnished.

The Project duration is 18 month.

1é
to
24

TOTAL

20.1%

15.98

4.21

95.69

46+ Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 (Qgende Frief)
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BRIEF mcgz_}_ﬁ\, OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION OF CENTRAL SANCTIONING &
MONITORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (BSUP)

Rs. in Crores

A. H Hyderabad

7 15.04 | « CS &MC has approved the Uﬂow.mm*
Andhra Pradesh m

|

_

|

with project cost of Rs.120.33crores J
|

S d State/ ULB # Project Title Ip o_mQ Central | State ‘ Ist to Project Brief Page
No. ! Share Share 3rd : # No.
H » _ install
_ M M -ment
_ |

release of 2nd
_320_55% for
ooﬂd:co:oz of
4550 houses and
provision of

in 315t CSMC meeting held on
13.02. moom

H

|

Requested for " E
|

|

|

|

. 49,0,* Om::.o_ Share approved was 01

infrastructure 40.17 crores To
facilities in GHMC _ : ) _ ) 02
areq

e 1stinstallment of Central Share
amounting to Rs.15.04 cr. released
4 | gTotal State/ULB Share released -
_ was 15.04 Cr.

e The Utilization of Central Share is
100% .

« Al the 4550 sanctioned dwelling
_ units are completed up to 25%

26+ Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 (Qgenda Brief) Page 1 of 4
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B. Indore,
Madhya
Pradesh

Requested for
release of 2nc
Installment for
Houses for Urban
Poor at Scheme
134,Indore,Madhya
Pradesh

1.55

= CS &MC has approved the project
with project cost of Rs.12.80 in 4t
CS&MC meeting held . on
287.09.2006. _

» Total Central Share approved was
Rs. 6.21 Cr,

18" Installment of Central Share
amounting to Rs.1.55 cr. released
&Total State/ULB Share released
was 1.55 Cr.

Fm Utilization of Central Share is
75%

960 DUs have been sanctioned .

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

03
To
04

46 Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 ((genda Brief)
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C. |Bhopal, Stum & poor _ 4.79 |« CS &MC has approved the project |
Madhya iocality integrated with project cost of Rs.3%9.50 in 5t
Pradesh Area Development CS&MC meeting held on 11.10.2006.

Scheme-Ph.ase | . .
» Total Central Share appreved was
Bhopal Madhya R
5. 19.17 Cr.
Pradesh
o 15t Installment of Cenfral Share
amounting to Rs.4.79 cr. released 05 to
, &Total State/ULB Share released 06
was 4.79Cr.
« The Utilization of Central Share is
99% | A
» Earmarking at least 20-25% - of
developed tand in housing Project
for the poor is achieved.
D. Jharknand/ Establishment of 2 0.68 | » Proposat for establishment for two
Tamil Nadu Programme PlUs in Tamil Nadu; Tamil Nadu
Implementation Sium Clearance Board &
Units in TamitNadu Commissionerate of Town :
and 1 PiUin Panchayat. Appraised financial | 07 to
Dhandbad support for two PilU in Tamilg Nadu | 12
. is 0.28crores. |
o Proposal for establishment of PiU in .
Dhanbad . {Jharkhand). Apprised | ]

46 Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 (Agenda Hrief)
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F A S yevupy

financiai support  for
Dhanbad is 0.40 Corers.

[>]

1

U

Total

22.06

46 Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.72.2008 (Ugenda Brief )

Page 4 of 4
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-II FOR CONSIDERATION OF CENTRAL SANCTIONING &
MONITORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (BSUP)

Rs. in Crores

SI. State; ULB Project Title " Project | Central | State | Istto Project Brief | Page ,
No. : | Cost Share ; Share 3rd . J No.
A A install | _,
j | -ment i ]
TownPanchayat, | houses for A, | has b inaged ,_
Madurai Vilangudi ﬂ a5 DEEN Singet. _
| TownPanchayat,Ma o SLSC has approved the project..
durai - _ » The Beneficiaries list have been
identified. . wa
« The Housing And Infrastructure is _Om
| 59%:41%. e

e« The 43 DUs are to be constructed _
with carpet area of 25.17 5Q. Mt. ,
with Ground Floor . ,

. + The Technical & Administrative
cheek list have not been singed. r

o The duration of projectis 12 A

months.
s The per Du cost 1.30 Cr.

M
0

A\uo Page 1of
N |

46 Meeting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 ((genda -3 Brief )




wﬁ_:_Ass.&(ug..:u:s!urﬁ.ﬁé?.e, e e

Paravai Town
B. Panchayat,Mad
vrai

Construction of 8o
new houses
Paravai Town
Panchayat,
Madurai

1.60

0.79 0.61 C.177|s cDpP has been approved and MOA

has been signed.

* SLSC has approved the project..

» The Beneficiaries list have been
identified..

» The Ratio of Housing And
Infrastructure is 65%:35%

e The 80 DUs are to be
constructed with Plinth area
30.70Sg.Mt.

e« The per Du cost 1.30 Cr.

e The Technical & Administrative
cheek list have not been singed.

o The duration of project is 1% -
months.

14
to
32

I

46 Mecting of CSEME, dated: 24.12.2008 (Ugenda -39 Brief)
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C. Sholavandan

| 172] o©s80| 073} 020
Town Construction of 78 ’
M
f
4

. CDP has been approved and MOA

Panchayat, new houses for has been signed.

Madurai Sholavandan Town
Panchayat,

Madurai

e The local body is in existence.

« SLSC has approved the project.. _

« The Beneficiaries list have been
identified.. :

. The Ratio of Housing And

33

to
’ / infrastructure is 59%: 41% 49
_

e The 78 new DUs are to be
constructed-with Carpet area

|

SRR

, o 2517 Sq
/ |

e The cost estimates have been
| prepared based on PWD SOR for
the year 2008-09. -
o The per Ducost 1.30 Cr..-
e The duration of project is 12
H , " months. S

Total 4.27 2.05 1.72 ﬂ 0.48

| ]

‘ | ( |
46+ Moeting of CSEM, dated: 24.12.2008 (Qgenda -7 Brief) V7 e/ | Page 3 of ¥




TARLE A ueany
T

BSUP
3rd Installment
L
City /State ‘Visakhapatnam/ Andhra Pradesh
Project Title . Providing Infrastructural Facilities to Pedagantyada, Gangavaram, Bhanojithota,

TGR Nagar, Sebastian Coilony, Chakirevukonda, Sivakasi Nagar, Siddhartha
Nagar, AK&AS Colony, Aganampudi (UPH) & Rasalamma Colony poor
settlements in GVMC area

-Financial Assessment (Rs.lakhs)
[1. ] CSMC Approval | 12th CSMC(27-04-2007)
2. | Total Project Cost 9511.74 _ ~ )
3. | Central Share 4662.62 | T
4. | State/ ULB share 4662.62
(Excluding Ben, contribution)
due released | utilised %utilised
ViS-3-vis
due  [release
5. | Central share (1% + 2™ 2331.30 | 233130 | 233130 100% 100% | .
installment) ) ] _
6. | State/ ULB Share 2331.30 | 1631.91 ] 1470.72 | 63.08% | 9012%
{Excluding Ben. contribution) |
7. | TOTAL 4662.60 | 3963211 380202 | 81.54% | 95.93%
8. | Amount sought 1632.00 . *j
9 Recommended Rs.1165.65lakhs
release as 2"
| | installment

Note: State/ ULB share has not been released in proportion to ACA released. There is
a shortfall of about 70 lakhs
Physical Progress L
Parameter Housing Infrastructure
Sanctioned - INA 41.38% completed

Tender Floated
Work order Issued
Work started

Upto 25% completed . W . _ ,

25-50% completed
More than 50% completed

Fully completed - +
Occupied o |

Reforms Status (ULB leve! Reforms): . B
FI.(a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for | Achieved ]
| Urban Poor :

{b)Constitution of Basic Services to In place
| Urban Poor Fund

f.D'OJ

2. Basic Services to Urban poor Reform commenced and progress as per j
i _ Schedule ]
3 Earmarking at least 20-25% of Reform commenced and progress as per
developed land in housing projects for | Schedule | "
|

! the poor —

2o \j\f P




e

TAGLE Knchok e

3@ Installment

City /State ‘Visakhapatnam/ Andhra Pradesh
Project Title  Providing 7968 houses and basic infrastructure in 6 urban poor
seftlements in GVMC :
Financial Assessment {Rs.lakhs)
1~ TCSMC Approval T [4™ CSMC (28-09-2006)
] 40" CSMC (26-08-2008
2. | Total Project Cost | 09686.10° [ —
‘3. | Central Share 1482865 L :
4 State/ ULB share 2309.22

P

(excluding ben share) o
due released | utilised %utilised

vis-a-vis
“due | release
5 ”“Wﬁg@l—(ﬁﬁw—ﬁﬂfﬁ T 241432 | 503523 | 83.75% | "83.75%
U nstaimenty | e | 5 76%
8 State/ ULB Share 118461 | 1114.72 933.66 | 80.86% | 83.78%
L ,_”MBEEMJPL@}@QLM_;_, I A S D
7 | TOTAL ] 3568.93 350904 | 2955.8G | 82.82% __83.76% ’
'8 | Amount sought 1690.02 o _
9. Recommended Rs.1207.16 lakhs
release as 2™
Iintﬂallment R

Note: State/ ULB share has not been released in proportion to ACA released. There is
a shortfall of about 40 lakhs '

Physical Progress . i

[‘ Parameter _ Housing | Infrastructure
1 [ Sanctioned ____ T ees N -
5 | Tender Floated- ===~ - | T L R

3 | Work order !ssued -] ]

4 Workstated |70 _._._';___A_:.;j;_;_,_ﬂ
E_M@;:gmmﬁl?i_ﬁ-ri@iﬁ;‘_ﬂ_ﬂr_f%é%
jz_ﬁi-@_"é_cpmlg@_ff_ﬁﬁl@g___ﬁ__ S D —— ]

7 MOF@JM/L@EEL@?EF_I_@; ______ I

8 | Fullycompleted Bge(irew |

9 [Occupied . . [ BN ]
Reforms Status (ULB level Reforms): L L
1 (a) Internal Earmarking of Funds for | Achieved 1
| UrbanPoor . — I

{b)Constitution of Basic Services to i In place
UrbanPoorFund IR

5 Basic Services to Urban poor "~ F@form commeneed and progress as-per
e i Schedule I
| 3.Earmarking at least 20-25% of Reform commenced and progress as pef

developed land in housing projects for Scheduie

_Em,_;ef_g_d_f,,,g_gﬁ_,__H.__,f.__#__;f_ﬁ.____

9 \&




A

Proposed Financial Support for

Proposal for establishment of two PIUs in Tamil Nadu:
Tamil Nadu Slum Clearence Board &
Commissionerate of Town Panchayat

4

each PIU:

MR e e »
! ?If;(jz:n(;):;fll::z 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 Officer - 1 , 12 30,0001 . 360000

5 |Research and Training Cootdinator - 1 12 20,000 240000
Sub Total 1 1680000

6 |Support Cost (if any) | -
GRAND TOTAL 1680000

Observations:

a

One PMU and eight PIUs (Chennai, Madurai, Coimbatore, Chengalpattu, Vellcre,
Salem, Tiruppur & Tanjavur) have already been approved for Tamilnadu. Since
Tamilnadu Slum Clearence Board and Commissionerate of Town Pancgayat are two
major implementing agencies for BSUP and IHSDP projects in Tamilnadu, the
proposal for setting up of one PIU for each agency may be considred for approval.

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

The proposal for financial suppott is as per the guidelines.

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

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

establishment of PMU/PIU.
- o




Appraised Financial Support for each PIU (Tamil Nadu Slum Clearence Board &
Commissionerate of Town Panchayat) in Tamil Nadu

1 f;'{ociics;n(:::cili;lﬁr(: Development) - 1 12 30,000 360000
2 |Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 12 30,000 360000
4 |Rescarch Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000 360000
5 |Research and Training Coordinator -1 12 20,000 240000
Sub Total 1 1680000

6 | poos o s s suppor)_ 560000
T bt el il suppord 280000
5 {00 ot anmal sappor 280000
Sub Total 2 1120000

GRAND TOTAL - | 2800000

apport for each PIU (Tamil Nadu Slum Cleatence Board & - "1+ .
Total Annual Supbort for 1st year (100%) Rs 28.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for an year (75%) Rs 21.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 3rd year (50%) : Rs 14.00 Lacs
TOTAL SAUPPORT : Rs 63.00 Lacs

g
e

. 7
<



B

Proposal for establishment of PIU in Dhanbad (Jharkhand)

Proposed Financial Support:

! ?I;(::z(;:ﬁ(;;;il:::;rDevelopmeqt) - 1 12 20,000 600000
2 [Social Development Officer - 1 12 SO,OVOO 600000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 i2 50,000 600000
4 |Rescarch Officer-1 12 30,0000 360000
5 |Research and Training Coordinatot - 1 12 20,0000 240000
Sub Total 1 2400000

6 {Support Cost (L.S) | 500000
'GRAND TOTAL | 2900000

Observations:

a  The Programme Management Unit (PMU} for Jharkhand has already been sanctioned.

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

¢ The proposal for financial support is as per the guidelines.

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

e 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.

e

o
LE U

/) -



Appraised Financial Support for PIU in Dhanbad

! . f}?;:::go;ifﬁg Development) -1 12 50,000 600000
2 |Social Development Officer - 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
3 |Livelihoods Development Specialist - 1 12 50,000[ 600000
4 |Reseatch Officer - 1 No. 12 30,0000 360000
5 {Research and Training Coordinator-1 - 12 20,000 240000
Sub Total 1 ' 2400000

6 Travel Expenses (20% of total annual support) ' 800000
T oot ] g suppor 100000
5 (100 ol ammws] soppor) 400000
Sub Total 2 1600000

' GRAND TOTAL = _ 4000000

Total Annual Suppo_ft for 1st year (100%) | Rs 40.00 Lacs
| Total Armual Support for 2nd year (75%) - Rs 30.00 Lacs
Total Armual Support for 3td year (50%) | Rs 20.00 Lacs
TOTA.L SUPPORT Rs 90.00 Lacs




Annexure-IV
to the minutes of the 46th CSMC (BSLPy

Rs. in lakh
1st instalment
SL . . Total Project| Central {25 " of Central
No. Name of the State | Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share  |State Share Share)
) @ G (5) ) 8
Madurai .
{(Vilangud;i Construction of houses and providing infrastructure facilities
1. {Tamilnadu Town ) for Vilangudi Town Panchayat, Madurai , Tamilnadu
Insitn - Construction of 43 new Dwelling units (@ Rs.1,30,000/-
per DU), Single storied house consists of Living room, Bedroom,
STATEMENT-1 kitchen with “L” shaped cooking platform, Shelves, verandah and
Bath/ toilet, with carpet area 25.17 sq mr. Agency has stated that all
the beneficiaries are having patta. Agency has stated that Tenunal
ights ate available in the name of Wife or hushand and wife jointly. 55.90 27.95 "27.95 6.99
Details of State Share (Rs in lacs)| A ] Sub Total (A) 55.90, 27.95 27.95 6.99
1) |State prant 38301 1. Water Supply
2) |ULB contribution 0.00r | 2) House Service Connection 3.10 0.00 310 0.00
3) |Beneficiaries Share 10.75) |2. Storm water drain 4.30 215 2.15 0.54
State Share 49.05| (3. Road 29.30 14.65 14.65 3.66
Per DU Finance (Rs.)| |4 Informal Sector Market 2.40 1.20 1.20 0.30
1) JCentral Share 65000.00| B Sub Total (B) 39.10 18.00 21.10 4.50
2) |State grant 40000.00 Total Project Cost (A+B) 95.00 45.95 49.05 11.49
3) |ULB share 0.00 :
4) |Beneficiaries Contribution 25000.00
Total 130000.00




Annexure-1V

(o the munutes of the 46th CINC (BSUP)

Rs. in lakh
i 1st instalment
SL Total Project| Central (25 % of Central
No. Name of the State | Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share. |State Share Share)
(L i2) o) 3 {6 {7 (8) _
Madurai
(Paravai Construction of houses and providing infrastructure facilities
2. |Tamilnadu Town) for Paravai Town Panchayat, Madurai, Tamilnadu
Insitu - Construction of 80 new Drwelling umts (@ Rs.1,30,000/-
petr DU), Single storied house consists of Living room, Bedroom,
STATEMENT-II kitchen with “I.” shaped cooking platform, Shelves, verandah and
Bath/ roiler, with carpet area 25.17 sq mt. Agency has stated thar all
the beneficiaries aze having patta. Agency has stated that Tenurial . :
o tights are available i the name of Wife or husband and wife jointly. 104.00 52.00 32.00 13.00|-
Details of State Share (Rs inlacs)| A Sub Total (A) 104.00 52.00 52.00 13.00|
1) lState grant 60.90) |1 Water Supply
2) |ULB contribution 0.00 a) Mini Power pump 2.00 1.00 1.00 0.25
3) |Beneficiaries Share 20001 | b) House Service Connection 1.67 0.00 1.67 0.00
State Share 80.90; |2. Stozm water drain 1.25 0.63 0.63 0.16
Per DU Finance (Rs.)l |3 Road 9.50 4.75 475 1.19
1) |[Central Share 65000.00| |4 Street lighting 1.00 0.50] 0.50 0.13
2y |State grant 40000.00| |5, Mult-purpose service Center/community hall 17.20 2.60 8.60 215
3) |ULB share 0.00] 16. Digester 18.70 9.35 9.35 2.34
4) |Beneficiaries Contribution 25000.00] |7. Informal Sector Market ‘ 4.80 240 2.40 0.60
Total 130000.00| B Sub Total (B) 56.12 27.23 28.90 6.81
Total Project Cost (A+B) 160.12 79.23 80.90 19.81




Annexure-IV

to the minutes of the 46:h CSMC (BSUT,

Rs. in lakh
—
. 1st instalment
SL. Total Project| Central (25 % of Central
No. Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Compoenents Cost Share State Share Share)
1) ) (G2) 3) (6) e
Madurai Construction of houses and providing infrastructure facilities
3. |Tamilnadu (Sholavandan) | [for Sholavandan Town Panchayat, Madurai, Tamilnady
Insitu - Construction of 78 new UﬁnEHﬁ units (@ Rs.1,30,000/-
per DU), Single storied house consists of Living room, Bedroom,
STATEMENT-III kitchen with “1” shaped cooking platform, Shelves, verandah and
Bath/ 1oilet, with carpet area 25.17 sq mt. Agency has stated that all
the beneficiaries are having patra, Agency has stated thar Tenuria)
. . tights are available in the name of Wife or husband and wife jointly. 101.40 50.70 50.70 12.68
Details of State Share (Rs in lacs) S Sub Total (A) 101.40 50.70 50.70 12.68
| 1) |State grant 7254 |1. Water Supply - (House Service Connection) . 12.44 0.00 12.44 0.0G
2) |ULB contribution 0.00] 2. Storm water drain 5.90 2.95 2.95 0.74
3) [Beneficiaries Share - 19.50] (3. Road 15.80 7.96 7.90 1.98
State Share 92.04] 4. Streer lighting 3.30 1.65 1.65 0.41
Per DU Finance (Rs.)| [5. Digester 23.20 11.60 11.60 2.90
| 1) |Central Share 65000.00] 6. Informal Sector Market 9.60 4.80 4.80 1.20
2) [State grant 40000.00 Sub Total (B) 70.24 28.90 4134 7.23
| 3) |ULB share 0.00 Total Project Cost (A+B) 171.64 79.60 92.04 19.90
4) |Beneficiaries Contribution 25000.00 :
Total -130000.00
. Total for Tamil Nadu (3 projects) 426.76| 204.78] 221.99 mH.HM

s
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' : Annexure-V

to the minutes of $6th SN (BsEP;

. _ L L - R fakh
_ | ) — ﬂ Amount

. recommended for
releage as 2™/3™
State Share] Central share Released so far Amount installment of ACA | %o of amount
Total approved Amount Amount of} of State+ B recommende
Name Total central | (excluding of Central| %eof Srate+ ULB oof d to the total
of the | Name of Project share A&OE, |q5 2ad share futilisatio] ULB share| share | ucilisatilznd 3rd central share
State city Name of Project Cost Approved IEC)  |instalment linstalment |Total utjlised n released | utilised on |instalment |insulment | approved

Rehabilitation of flood victims of
river Krishna and Budameru vagu in
Vaijayawada Municipal Corporation
Area of Andhra Pradesh . 25873.70) 12936.85 12936.85] 3234.21 0.00] 3234.21] 3234217 100%] 1761.11] 1761.11] 100% 3234.21 .00 25%
BSUP Project for Consturction of :
4550 Houses and Provision of
Infrastructural facilities in GHMC
area, Hyderabad by Greater
Hyderahad Municipal Corporation . .

(GHMC), Hyderabad. 12033.44| B6016.720 6016.72] 1504.18]° 000 1504.18] 105293  T0%| 150417y 105292 70%| 150418 2.00 25%

Vijayawada

Hyderabad

Providing infrastructure facilities to
Pedagantyada, Gangavaram,
Bhanujittrota TGR Nagar,
Sebastian Colony, Chakirevukonda.
Sivasakthinagar, Siddardha nagar,
AK & AS Coleny, Agnampudi (UPH)
and Rasalamma colony Poer ) : )

settlements in GVMC Area. - g511.74l 466282 4662.62| 1165.66] 116566 2331.31 2331.30, 100% 1631.91 1470720 90% 0.007 116566 25%

Andhra Ptadesh

Providing 7968 houses and
infrastructure to 6 Poor settlements o
urder JNNURM in Greater
Vishakhapatnam Municipal .

Corporation, Andhra Pradesh 9686.10| 4828.65 2309.22 1207.16] 120716 241433 2022.23 84% 1114.72 933660 84% 0.00[ 1207.10} 25%

Visakhaptnam [Visakhapatnam

Total for Andhra Pradesh A 1121 2372.82| 9484.03 N : 473839 2372.82




Annexure-V

ro fhe minutes of J6ih CRAC IRS| i
K= ”l_ 1 ,_lul_,.: e
Amount
recommended for
. release as 2™ /3"
State Share Central share Released so far Amount installmerit of ACA % of amount
Total approved Amount + | Amount of| of State+ recommende
Name Total central | (excluding of Central] %aof State+ ULB Vet d to the total
of the | Name of . Project share A&OE, | Znd share Jurilisatio] ULB share share | Ltilisay Znd 3ed central share
State city Name of munowmn» Cost Approved TIEC) instalment  |instatment {Tora} utilised n released | uiilised er  [instafment  finscalment | approved
nn — "
m, 2 Integrated rehabilitation Project for
& & [|the urban Poor fiving in dangerous
~ 3 |locatios in Pimpri
’ m m Chinchwad{Project - 1), Pune,
&, C IMaharashtra 9497.88] 452280 4522.80[ 1130.70 0.00] 113070 876.90 78% 1118.87 867.68] 78%! 113070 0.00) 25%
S
.. & |Integrated rehabilitation Project for
&, 5 [the urban Poor living in dangerous
£E hm locatios in Pimpri
. P.u. &G OZ:O:Ema%ﬂo_moﬁ - 1y, ! 352340 +877.81 1677 81 419.45 .00 419.45 419.45)  100% 415.06 415:06; 190% 419.45 0.00 25%
£ ﬂm; Integrated Rehabilitation Project for
= .= 2 |the urban poor staying in slums on _
g B, £ [public purpose lands in Pimpri |
= & E .§ |Chinchwad (Ajantanagr slum) under
G 3 & .= g
= & & O [BSUP. 3569.48)  1618.36] 1618.36] 404.50 0.00] 404.59] 383531  95%| 40035 37951 95%  404.59 0.00 25%
= -
W \..w; Integrated Rehabjlitation Project for
&£ B the urban poor staying in slums on
~ & |public purpose lands in Pimpri
- £ .£|Chinchwad Milindnagar stum}
5 .8 : 9 !
g, (J |under BSUP. 3170.25 1437 32 1437.32 359.33 0.000 35933 317.29 83% 355.57 313.96] 88% 359.33 0.00 25%
g
m.. ' [Integratd Rehabilitation Project for
= m the urban poor staying in slums on
/] = -5 [Public purpose 1and in Pimpri
£ £ |chinchwad (Vatalnagar sium) under :
£ Sissup 3612181  1838.22)  1638.22] 40956 0000 40956 31147 76% 40527 30821 76%| 40956 0.60 25%
Total for Maharashtra i 2723.63 0.001 2723.63 723.63 0.00
‘\Qo
NS



Anncxure-V
o the mmutes of 10t CSMC BSUE;

Rsoin lakh

— T 0 - — R

Amount
recommended for
release as 2" /3™
State Share| Central share Released so far Amount installment of ACA | % of amaount
Total approved Amount Amount of| of State+ recommende
Name . Total central | (excluding of Central| %of State+ ULB Yoof d to the total
of the | Name of Project share A&OE, |14 nd share |utilisatioj ULB share| share | udtisati|2nd 3rd central share
State city Name of Project Cost Approved 1IEC) instalment linstalment |Toral utilised n released | wtilised on |instalment |imstalment | approved
3
= [Housing Eevelopment and
A .m upgradation of slum, Phase-1:2006-
W 08 8861.12) 421717 421717 1054.29 g.00] 1034290 1054290 100% 1485.04 a21.64 62%) 105429 0.00 23%%
Detail Project Report for ' DPR for
relocation of flood affected slum
dweilers BSUP housing scheme
(Construction of new 3400 Dus) at
defferent Economical Weaker
5 Section Housing purposed resernvec )
% |plots of different Town Planning ) .
nm Scheme at Rajkot . . 648427 313281 3143171 783.20 gool 783200 59172 TG 832.86]  629.24) T6%{ 783 20 (.00 25%
E:
. = |DPR for construction of housing for
3 2 lthe urban poor (EWS) at 8 iccations
.m E |of Vastral and Niko! near peripherat| .
6] .m areas of Ahmedabad (Phasell) 3705.73) 4226.08] 4226.08] 1056.52 ocol 1056520 105652 100%| 1075.56]  606.78) 56%{ 1056.52 0.00 25%
Total for Gujarat L 2894.02) 000 2894.02 | 289402 0.0 B



Annexure-V

to the minutes of 466h CSAIC Bl

_l e Rs. i dakh
Amount
recommended for
release as 2™ /3
State Share| Cenra) share Released so far ) Amount installment of ACA | % of amount
' ; Total approved Amount Amount of| of State+ , recommende
Name ' Total central | (exclhuding of Central]  %qof State+ ULB %of d to the total
ofthe | Name of ' ) Project share A&QE, |, 2nd share |utilisatio) ULB share share | yritisar 20d wa central share
State city H_L.m.an of .H.-HOHQOH Cost >ﬂﬁ~d<n& Hmﬁv instalment |instalment (Total utilised 4] released utilised on__linstalment  finstalment approved
& ]
= -3 |Housing for Urban Poor at Scheme
1 -5 no.134, Indore, Mahdya Pradesh 1279.70 £21.20 621.200 13530 000 155300 116.92]  73e 155300 116.92] 75%|  155.3p 0.00 25%
]
£ 3 |
g 2 Sium-and Poor Locality Integrated . .
= & |Area Development Scheme Phase-l| 3950.02] 1917.49)  1917.49) 47937 0000 479371  474.09] 99%| 47927 474.08] 99%| 47937 0.00 25%
Total for gn.m.r%w Pradesh - : 634.67 0.00[ 634.67 634.67 0.00
— : . :
8
g
= 3 e
-1 ] Hoe -
2 g M & |BSUP Scheme for the town of : :
B g s4 €8 |Bansberia, West Bengal. 280695 126967| 1269.67] 31742 0.000 317.42) 28295 89%|  305.820 27261 B9 31742 0.00) 25%
Total for West Bengal _ _ 317420 000l 317.49] 31742 009
: ‘ . . . _2nd fustalment approved . Rs,| 11305.02 Takh
_ 3td instalment approved Rs.| 2372.82|lakh
Grand Total S Rs.| 136806.94{Iakh




Annexure VI (2
to the minutes of 46th CSMC

FINANCIAL SUPPORT APPROVED FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF ‘WO PROJECT
IMPLIMENTATION UNITS (PIUs) UNDER INNURM (BSUP& THSDP) FOR TAMIL NADU:
TAMILNADU SLUM CLEARENCE BOARD & COMMISSIONERATE OF TOWN

PANCHAYAT :

A. Cost towards Professionals

eeioct O i Ca
| |Project Coordinator 12 30,000 360000
(Housing and slum Development) - 1 No |
2 Soctal 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 I} 1680000

—t

B. Non Staff Componcni

6 560000
Travel @ 20% of total cost
5 10% Loward.s SthC'I’ﬂ .bupport cost, stationery, 280000
documentation, prining cle.
10)94 . heads ! . LG ‘
g 1 (0% towards overheads and othet miscellancous 280000
expefses
Sub Total 2 1120000
'GRAND TOTAL 2800000
1st Installment of Central Assistance fot 1st year (50%)
1 ‘Tamil Nadu Slum Clerence Board Rs 14.00 Lacs
2 Cimmissionerate of Town Panchayat Rs 14.00 Lacs
TOTAL Rs 28.00 Lacs

Total Annual Support for Ist year (100%) Rs 28.00 Lac
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
44 L{fu
/



Annexure-VI (b)
to the minutes of 46th CSMC

FINANCIAL SUPPORT APPROVED FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF ONE PROJECT
IMPLIMENTATION UNIT (PIU) UNDER JNNURM (BSUP& IHSDP) FOR DHANBAD
(JHARKHAND)

e e i
A, Cost towards Professionals

- -
. Pro]ec. Coordinator 2 50,000 600000
(Housing and slum Development) - 1 No

2 |Soaal Development Officer - 1 No. 12 50,000 600000
3 Livelthoods Development Speciﬁlist -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

B. Non Staff Component

6 | | | 800000
Travel @ 20% of total cost
. 10% toward.s syste.m support cost, stationety, 400000
documentation, printing etc.
g 10% towards overheads and other miscellaneous 400000
cxpenses
Sub Total 2 1600000
GRAND TOTAL | 4000000
1st Installment of Central Assistance for 1st yeair Rs 20.00 Lacs
(500/0) o
]
Lt i % &"&fﬁﬁ d 3 ¥
Total Annual Support for 1st year (100%) Rs 40.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 2nd year (75%) Rs 30.00 Lacs
Total Annual Support for 3rd year (50%) Rs 20.00 Lacs
'TOTAL SUPPORT . , Rs 90.00 Lacs
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