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Government of India
Ministry of Housing and Utban Poverty Alleviation

Room No. 201, G Wing
New Delhi, dated 3" February, 2009

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

The undersigned is directed to enclose herewith a copy of the minutes of the 50" meeting of
the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring Committee of Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty
Alleviation held on 21% January, 2009 under the Chairmanship of Secretary (HUPA) to consider and
sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poor (BSUP) under Jawsaharlal

Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission (JNNURM).

2, The appraisal agencics (i.e. HUDCO, BMTPC) are requested to convey the decisions of the
Central Sancticning & Monitoring Cormmittee to all the State implementing agencies/nodal agencies
for BSUP and IHSDDP to take appropriate follow up action as per the minutes of the meeting.

3. A copy of the minutes is forwarded to the Secretaries in-charge of BSUP and IHSDP in the

States/UTs with a request to take further follow up action. (
(M. Jayachandran)

s Dcputy Ditector (BSUP)
o S Telephone 011-2306 1519

" Encl: Mitfutes of the meeting

To
Membets of the CSMC as {ollows:
1. 'The Secretary, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.
2. The Scetretary, Ministry of Iinance, Department of Cxpenditure, New Delhi.
3. The Principal Adviser (HUD), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhavan, New Delhu.
© 4. The Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, Pacyavatan Bhavan, CGO Complex, Lodhi
Road, New Delhi.
5. The Sccretary, Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.
6. The Sccretary, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.
7. The Secretary, Department of School Lducation & Literacy, Shastri Bhavan, New Deihi.
8. The Joint Sceretary and FA, Ministry of Urban Development and Ministry of HUPA,  New
Delhi.
9. The Chief Planner, Town aud Country Planning Organisation (I'CPO), LP. Listate,
Delhi.
10. The Adviser, CPHERQ, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.
11. The CMD, Housing and Urthau Development Corporation Lud., FIUDCO Bhavan, India
Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi.
12. The Joint Secretary (JNNURM)/Mission Director, Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty
Alleviation, New Delhi — Member-Secretary

New

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

1. Shri Hadadare, Chicf Enginéer, Maharashira Housing and Arca Development Authority
(MIADA), Griha Nirman Bhavan, Bandra (East), Mumbai-400 051,

2. Shri Vivek Bharadwaj, Special Secretary, UD Department and Secretary, KMIDA, Government of
West Bengal, DEF-8, Scctor-T, Sale Take, Kolkata-64

3. Shri Kousik Das, Additional Chief Engineer, MIT Directorate Deparement of Municipal Affairs,
Government of West Bengal, 1 Floor, Bikash Bhavan, Wollata-700 091

!



[endra, Lucknow
G.

fizhilagam Annex, Chepaul, Chennal -

8. Shri Shailesh Singh, bnuctfuy rban Development Department, Government of Jharkhand, Ranchi.
Shei Gajanand Ram, Gen eral Manager, GRDA Lrd, SLN: A tor INNURM, Jharkhand, Ranchi.

L The Additional CEO, Gujarar Urban Development Mission (GUIDM), G MEDB Buslding,
Oftlce, Scctor 10-A, Gandhinagar, Gujarat.
5. Shri Chintamani, Director, SUDA, Government of Uttar Prac

|

fesh, 10-Ashok A

7. Shii Senthilkumar, P. Director of Municipal Administration, Government of Tamil N

600 003

GUDM

furg, Navchetna

Dr. P. Bore Gowda, Commissioner, Karnataka Slum Clearance Board, Sheshadripuram, Bangalore

cadu, 6[h Floar,

Copy to the Secretaries in charge of Basic Seryices to the Urban Poor (BSUP) and Integrated
Housing & Slum Development Programme (IIISDP) in the States/UT's:-

‘The Principal Secretary,

Urban Development &

Municipal Administration Department
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
IL-Block Seeretariat

500002

Hydcmbﬂd o

The Principal Secretary,

FHousing Departinent,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
I.-Block, A.P. Secretariat,
Flyderabad - 500 002

I'he Scererary,

Municipal Administration Dep: it
Pradesh,

Government of Andhra l
L-Block Sceretariat,
Hyderabad-500 602

The Principal Sceretaty,
UL‘I)dﬁTWEJ:ﬁCUL’ & 'ourism,
Government of Arunachal Pradesh,
Civil Secretarial,

_!'t':lli;légzle.

Ui) IJ-:p,utmcnr
Government of Assam,
Assam Sccretatiat,
Lyispur,

Guwahzti -781 000,

The Secrdta s o
Utban Development Department,
Government of Bihat,

Vikash Bhawan,

New Scctum.xt

Patna.™

The Additional Sceretary 8 Director
(BUDA),

Urban Development Departinent,
Government of Bihar,

- Vikash Blawan,Patna.

The Secretary ([ousing),
Government of Bihar
Sachivalaya

800 015

Pataa -~

The ‘>Lc1(,t11y,
[sban Administration & Development
Depactinent, .

Government of Chli utlshp nl

Room NO 316, DIKS Blmwm,

__r\_Lm tralaya, Raipur -492 001,

Government of Gujarat,
Block No, 14, 9" Flaor,
New sachivalaya,
Candhinagar-382 010.

The Commissioner & Seer crary,
Depariment of Urban Development,
CGovernment of Flaryana,

SC0O-20 Sec 7,
Chandiparh - 160 001

L

The Penetpal SuLLLaLy(UD) & [[O“,)m“ R

T'he Secretary(Housing)
Governmient of Goa,

| Secretariat Anuexe,

100 Flouse,
Panaji- 403 001

"l Chicf Fxceutive Officer,

Gujarat Urban Developiment Misston,
GMED Building, Secror-10A,

Gandhinapar - 382 016,

“The Scere t’li.y \UD)

C;ovunm( nt of Flimachal Pradesh,
Shnnla - 171 002




The Secretary,

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

The Principal Sceretary (Housing),
Government of Fimachal Pradesh,
Shimla — 171 002

The Directort,

Urban Local Bodies

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

Jammu,

The Secretary
Utban Development Department,
Government of Jharkhand,

Ranchi -834 004,

The Sccretary (Housing)
Government of Jhatkhand,
Project Building, Dhurwa,
Ranchi-834004

The Principal Secretary (Housing)
Government of Karnataka,

Reoom No.213,

2™ Floor, Vikas Sauda

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

‘The Principal Secretary to Government
UD Department,

Government of Karnataka

Room No0.436,

4" Floor, Vikas Sauda

Dr. B.R.Ambedkar Road

Bangalore 560 001

The Sectetary (FHlousing),
Government of Kerala,
Secretariat,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 001

‘The Principal Sccretary,

Local Self Government Department
Government of Kerala
Thiravananthapuram — 695 001

The Secretary,

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

The Executive Divector

Kudumbashree

State Povertty Fradication Mission
Government of Kerala

2" Floor, TRIDA Building,

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

"T'he Principal Secretary,

Utban Administration and Development
Department,

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya,

Bhopal - 462 032

The Principal Secretary (Housing &
Faviconment;,

Government ol Madhya Pradesh,
Mantrataya, Ballabh Bhavan,
Bhopal - 462 032

The COmmissidﬁcr,

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

The Priﬂ'cipnl .S(‘.cr(:l_m:y (U12),
Government of Maharashtra,
Room No.425, 4" floor
Mantraalaya, Mumbai-400 032

The Principal Sé&rc-l_'a:g/_(I'Iousing),
Government of Maharashtra,
Room No.268,

2" Floor, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-400 032

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

The Secretary,

[Housing, UD & Municipal Administration,
Government of Manipur,

Chief Sccretariat,

Trmphal -795 001

A i
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The Commissioner & Secretary,

Urban Development & Poverty Alleviation
Department

Government of Mizoram,

Civil Sceretariat,

Adzwal-796 001.

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

Kohima — 797 001

“The Commissioner & Secretary, Works &
Housing,

Government of Nagaland

Kohima — 797 001

The I)memal Secretary (Housing & UD),
Government of Crissa,

Orissa Seeretariaz,

Bhubaneswar - 751 001

The Principal Secretary(1.5G)
Government of Punjab
Mini Secretariat
Sector-9,
Chandigarh 160 001

The Sccretary (Flousing & UD)
Government of Punjab,

Rootn No419, Mini Secretariag, Scetor-9
Chandigarh 160 001

The Principal Secretary,
UDH & L5SG Departmer:t,
Government of quqs tlnn

Secret: umt, _}Alpm

"The SCCI.'CL;IL:_Y,
Local Sclf Government Department,
Goverament of Rajasthan,

Room No.39, SSO Building,

Government Secrelariar

__]_.fupgu 302 005,

The ‘nuufuy
Depaztment of UD & HHousing,

k!m

(Jovcmmuxt €
NE31A,
Gangtok — 737101

Slic

‘Ihe Secretary (Flousing & U1D),
Government of Tamnil Nadu,
Fort St. George, Secretatiat,

00 009

-Chenngk—06

The Secretary,

Municipal Administration & Water Supply,
Government of Tamil Nadu,

6" 1loar, Tizhifagam Annexe,

Chepauk, Chennai- 600 009

“T'he Sceretary (U“Ij),
Government of Tripura
Civil Secretariat,

Pt. Nebun Complex,
Agartala-799 001

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

8" tloor, Bapu Bhawan,

Lucknow - 226 001

‘The Principal Scerctary ([ lousing),
Government of Urtar Pradesh,
325 Bapu Bhavan,

‘Taucknow — 226 001

lh( Director,
DA,
- v(}ovf‘.mmcnt of Uttar Pradesh,
Navehetna Kendra,
10, Ashok Marg,

i ue Lnow

The I-IUJL( t Dircctor (JNNUEM)
Urban Development Divectorate,
Government of Uttarakhand,
4370, Mata Maodir Marg,
Dlarmmpur,
Dichradun - 248 601

The Prinet 1[) al Sec retary (UD)
Crovertment of West Benpal,

Nagarayan D8, Sector],

| Bichanmagay,
Vil FOD G0

|

[

!
’[
|
|

‘The Principal Sceretary (UD),
Government of Uttarakhand,
Uttaralkhand Scorerariat,

4 13, Subhash Road
DIEHRALYUN — 248 001

| The Secre Luy (UD & [Hou ,mrr)
\ Chandigarh Administration,

| U1 Secretariat, Sector 9,

[ Chandigarh-160 001




The Secretary (Housing),
Government of Puducherry,
Chief Secretariat,

Puducherry-605 001

The Secretary,

Local Administration Department
Government of Puducheriy,
Chief Secretartat,

Puducherry-605 001

‘The Principal Secrerary (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 Estate,
New Delhi-110 002

The Commissioner & Secretary,
(Relief & Rehabilitation),

The Secretary (Housing & UL),
UT of Daman & Din, '

Secretariat,
Moti Daman-396 220

UT of Andaman & Nicobar Islands,
Secretariat,

Port Blair =744 101

The Secretary (Housing & UD),

UT of Dadra & Nagar aveli,
Secretariat,

Silvassa-396 220

The Chief Town Planner,
Town & Country Planning Department,
UT Administration of Dadra & Nagar

Flaveli, 2" Floor, Secretariat,
Silyasa — 396 230.

Copy to: )
1. PThc Joint Secretary to Hon’ble Prime Miaister (Kind attention Shri R. Gopalakrishnan), PMO,
South Block, New Delhi.
2. DS to Hon’ble Minister ([HUPA)
3. St PPS to Sceretary (ITUPA)
4. Joint Sceretary (H), Ministry of FTUPA
5. The Joint Secretary (PP), Ministry of Minotity Affairs, Room No.1125, 11" Floor, Paryavaran
Bhavan, CGO Complex, New Delhi.
The Joint Secretary {((JT), Ministry of Home Affairs, North Block, New Delhi
Director (UPA), Ministry of HUPA
OSD (INNURM), Ministry of HUPA.
9. Director (Administration), Ministry of HUPA
10. DSYNNURM), Ministry of FITUPA
11. USNNURM), Ministry of HIUPA
12. DD(JPC), NBO, Ministry of HUPA
13, DD{Data & MIS), NBOQ, Ministty of HUPA
14. DD (NRC}), NBO, Ministry of FIUPA
15, SO (IFISDP), Ministry of HUPA
46" Monitoring Cell JINNURM), Ministry of HUPA
17. The CMID, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Road , New Delhi-110 003
18. The CMD, HI'L, Jangpura, New Delhi-110014
19, The Exccutive Director, BMTPC, Core 5 A, First ['loor, India [{abitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New
Delhi-110 003
20, The Director (Corporate Planning), [HUDCO, “HUDCO Bhavan”, India Habitat Centre, Lodhi

Road, New Delhi 110 003,
21. The Director, {ndian Institute of T'echnology Roorkee, Roorkee, Utrarakhand — 247 667

-

el

p——)

(M. Jayachandran)
Deputy Director (BSUP)

Copy to- Guard folder on NNURM d
Ot



MINUTES OF THE 30 MEETING OF THE CENTRAL
SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC)
OF THE SUB-MISSION ON BASIC SERVICES TO THE
URBAN POOR (BSUP) UNDER JAWAHARLAL NEHRU
NATIONAL URBAN RENEWAL MISSION (JNNURM)

Nirman Bhawan, New Dethi, 215t January, 2009

The 501 Mecting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring
Committee (CSMC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban
Poor (BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission
(NNURM) was held under the Chairpersonship of Sccretary, Ministry of
Housing and Uthan Poverty Alleviation in New Delhi on 21 January,
2009. I'helist of participants is at Annexure — I,

L e et

2.1 Joint Secretary & Mission Director (JNNURM) \V(;‘IC()I]TC(;[‘ the
Chairperson and the Members of CSMC. e reminded the Members
preseat regarcding the guidelines issued by the Planning Commission for
ulilization of additional ACA allocation of Rs.500 Crores under the new
fiscal stimulus package announced by the Government of India for revival
of the economy. This amount is required to be disbursed, taking into

account the ability of the States/U'l's to spend, stast or complete projects

under BSUP-awd THSDP. The States/U'T's have been requested to come . -5

up with necessary project proposals, sceking ACA out of (i) the balance of
the 7-year Mission petiod allocation and (i) the new package - latest by
the end of second week o February 2009. Delay or inability on the part of
| the States/UTs  to  submit  appropriate  proposals, simultaneously
demonstirating  adequate  progress towards  completing  the  already-

sanctioned projects, would go against their claim for additional allocation

of ACA under the new package.

2.2 Joint Secretary & Mission Director (JNNURM) suggested that as

decided by the CSMC / CSC earlier, the States/ U] may avail the services



of enginecring and own planning experts Cor (et PAE/PTUs 1o ensure

that DPRs follow the appropriate town planning norms and PWID rules.
e drow atenton of the Stares/UTs towards undertaking  capacity
butlding programmes under [INNURM for which funds were released. IS
(INNURM brought to the nolice of the officers present that any delay on
the patt of Srates/Uls 1o submit, UCs for fundy released earlier for
capacity butlding activities under BSUP and THISDP is likely to lead to the
stoppage of new releases of Central assistance by the Finance Ministry not

only UI]({CI.‘JNNU[U\’[ but also under other schemes like SJSRY.

2.3, Joint Secretary (JNN URM) -empliagized  the need on part of, the
Chief Tixecutive of State Level Nodal Agency (SENA)/State Sceretaty to
ensure that the DPRs placed before the CSMC/CSC are 1n accordance
with I:l_':(;”(f} uidelines of [NINURM (I35 UP/IHSDP) and those issued by .’l.;hc
CSMC/CSC from time to time. The estimates included in the DPRs must

le of Rates brought out by the State

Ly A ——

conform  to the latest Schedu
Government. Further, the bills of quantities need to be certificd as correct
by the competent authority, The State Level Nodal Apency/Sectetary
must ensute that the necessary technical certification / approval from the
competent State engincering authorities as per PWD Code / State
Covernment Orders is sceured before the DPRs are placed before the
Stare Level Steering Comiittee (%IS()/ State Tevel Coordination
Committee (SLOCY, as the case may be, for approval. Thus all necessary
procedures and checks must be completed before DPRs are sent to
appraising agencies for appraisal and onward submission (o the Central
Sanciioning & Monitoring Comnuee/Central Sanctioning Committee for
consideration. The detils of SIS/ SLOCC approval awc appraisal report

Ly the Appraising Apency :L(tcompzmicd by check lists muse be plm:cd

e fene the CSNC/CSC for consideration,



24 JS & Mission Director (JNNURM) brought to the notice of the
appraising agencies the obsetvations by CSMC / CSC that it would be
their responsibility to ensure that all the guidelines, codes, standards and

check lists are satisfied before they send appraisal reports to OSD

(JNNURM) for placing the same before the CSMC/CSC. In particular,
the appraising agencics would be responsible to ensure that land proposcd
for housing is [rec of encumbrance, DPRs/cstimates {rates and biils of
quantities) ate certified by the competent authority, eligible beneliciaries
are identified, action is taken for biometric identification, whole slum
approach is adopted, a definite plan of action is worked out to put the
place vacated by slum-dwellers to productive use in the case of relocation
projects, town planning notms as applicable under State laws are followed,
State/ULB shares arc available, beneficiaries have agreed to pay for their
conttibution and the Guidelines of [NNURM, toolkits and instructions
issues by the CSMC/CSC atc adhered to. [S & Mission Director
(JNNURM) reiterated the important points  emphasized by the
Chairperson  in  the eatlier meetings of CSMC / CSC  for
adherence/implementation by the States/U'L's/ULBs (Annexure-II).

3.1 Sccretary (HUPA) & Chairperson, CSMC emphasized the need for

building adequate expertise in SLNAs/PMUs/PIUs, especially in - rthe
ficlds of enpincering, town planning, community mobilization and MIS.
She informed that the S('ﬂt:csr/U"J.'s would have flexibility to cngape
professional technical /town planning experts in thetr PMU/PIUs using
the ACA funds released by Gol. She expressed the view that in the
absence of implementatdon of well-formulated slum development plans

following town planning novms, with provision of water and  sewer

nfrastructure, roads, community facilitics, open spaces cte. the slums

would remain as shoms and the purpose of INNURM would be defeated.
t4q

HE



| thar it would be the z:(rsponsibﬂiry of all

Sceretary (HUPA) informee

concerned to ensute that cvery beneficiary Lhouschold uader BSUP and

TISDP s given individual water counecion and individual totler
& ;

COHHCCTQCCJ to Cit}’ S5CAVCE ti}"StL’lﬂ.

([*I'U'P;\) informed - that  whtle (ormulating slum

S BSUP and THSDP, the States/ ULBs should

3.2 Secretary

development projects undet

adopt a “whole slum’ npproﬂch. in the case of projccts 1’}1‘0[)05;1]3 Cor su-situ

development, 10 must be ensured that detailed lay-out plan indicating
adequate space for provision of infrastructure factlitics such as water,
siorm drainage and sewerage lines, toads and open spaces like parks and

]V)létyg_ijt()l.illds and showing connectivity o city watet supply, sewerage And
cond networks, is available. Unless a proper spatial plan is made at the
project formulation stage itsclf, ( would be difficult at a later stage to
execute such infrastructure factlites i the colonies developed under
BSUP and THSDP. This is very impottant as more often than not such

d at the dme of approval of project

infrastructure factlities are not CONCEIVE

4 connectivity Lo city-wide infrastructure is yet to be fiomed up.

173 Secretary  (HUPA) & Chairperson, CSMO suppes ted that the
Sates/ULBs should take aclion to accord land title / occupancy 1ight to
the beneliciaries before coming up with p:‘()pos:lls under BSUP and
ISOP. The tile / patta needs o be son-transferable. Sceretary (ITUPA)
expressed that any delay in piving land teaure would only cause delay in
e i111{}]011'1(:nl.:Ltiun of projects, beeretary (HHUPA) instructed that o cases
where the process is 1ot completed, Sttes/ U wold veed to complete
Ihe process of identification of heneficiarios in all respects, including issue
s within one

of biometric cards ancd land dile or occupancy right document

conth from the date of sancuon ol project by CSNIG /CS0
7
! \L)B
e



3.4 Seccretary (FUPA) & Chairperson, CSMC emphasized that basic
environmental infrastructure facilities such as saniration and water supply
should invariably be provided for while formulatiog BSUP/IHSDP
projects. Individual toilet and individual water connection should be made
available to cvery houses being constructed for the urban peor / slum-
dwellers. Under a ‘whole slum’ approach, pucca houses of the urban poor
not having these factlitics must also be provided with the same. Special
carc should be taken to sce that the colonics being developed under BSUP
and THSDT are 100% covered under savitation facilitics. The Chairperson
emphasized that urban renewal cannot be achieved: without meeting the
requirements of basic sanitation for these disadvantaged segments. The
States/UTBs should not give ptiotity to community toilet unless it is
absolutely essential or unavotdable, They should also focus on providing
social infrastructure facilities needed in the colonics heing developed
under BSUP and THSDP. Tacilities such as health centre, schools
/additional class rooms, livelihood centre, community centre, cte. should
be incorporated in the DPR. The Chairperson suggested that other
requirements such as police station, post office, public transport services,
bus stop, taxi stand, local shops, matket complex, clectricity transformer
and sub-station, watee supply reservoir / overhead tank, hospital, garbage
dumping bins, cte. should be ensured.

3.5 Sccretary (HUPA) & Chairperson, CSMC emphasized the need for
establishing connectivity between slum and city infrastructure trunk
systems.  Infrastructure networks  being developed under BSUP and
[HSDP should invariably be integrated or planned to he integrated with
ranletine  infrastructure  facilities, cither  already  existing o being

loped under ULG /S UTDSSM T or State Government programimes.

devel
5 \ég
.
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coordination anongst varlous

R (UG, ULDSSMI,

The States/ UEDBs should ensure proper

apencics enpaped in the implementation of INNU
BSUP and THSDP) and other schemes o make sure that shums and low-

snities ave linked 1o city—\vide infrastructure systems. The

| teams for UIG, UIDSSMT, BSUP and [FSDP must

lncome comim
project appraisi
cosure such linkage. Secrctary (I UPA) further sugpested thatall care must

ensure  that avenue plantations, gieen helts, parks and

I BSUP and THSDP colonles so as

Le taken
plagprounds are developed in al

create green and ceo- friendly habiras for the urhan poot.

16 T'he Chairperson, CSMC and Seeretary (1TUPA) cxpressed the view
yoor may not sullice thein o

BSUP and [HSDP

Jrar shelter and basic amenitics to the urhan |

move above the poverty line. She suggcsted that whete

projects are being taken up, the State G sveeaments/ ULBs should make

offort o dovetail the implcmcnxl‘.uli(m of SJSRY witlt | NNURM. Such a

tep would provide the urban poot with access 1o livelihoods and enable

(HUPA) stated that programmes [or

o
[el

them to overcome POverty. Secretary
skill development, self-employment, and community development arc
necessary Lo factitate sustained improvements in the living conditions of
the urban poor. She reiterated that the objective of alleviating uthan

I be achieved i only proper actlon

wemes such as ULG, ULDSSM L, Sarva Stkhsa

poverty  wou e taken for the

convergence 0! various scl
SISRY ete. with BSUP

National Soctal Assistance Programing,

Abhiyan,
and LHSDP,

50 Secretary (FTUPA) seiiciated he suggestions pade by the CSMC /

CSCoto States/UEs/ULBs ey

sarding addressing the problems faced by
; _

Leneliciaries where BSUP and [HISDP plfojccts favolve relocation. She

. R . iy
oSO 0it (\L:Ju.:.{u

5 \ ¢S

cn*-.l')hns.ixt;d (hal in order o oensue LCI process of the

hea)



poot beneficiaries to the new sites, the ULB concerned should not only
ensure the provision of all basic amenities, it should also initiate a PIoCess
of community engagement through social counselors / community-bascd
organizations / reputed NGOs with the close involvement of their
community development department / community otganisers. Secretary
(HUPA) desited that the States/Ul's may work out suitable institutional
arrangements for the maintenance of houses constructed under BSUP and

IHSDTP through resident welfare societies, erc. when the houses are vnder

construction.

4. tior the CSMC Meeting, the following items were put up ia the

agenda, brief details of which are at Annexure-IIT:-

(i) 23 new BSUP projects (13 from Uttar Pradesh, 3 from Gujaraf,
1 each from West Bengal, Karnataka, Tamd Nadu and
Jharkhand and 3 from Maharashtra)

(i) Proposals sceking 20/ 3 instalment:-

a) 3% instalment for 1 project in Sutat, Gujarat

by 2nd insralment for 1 project in Ahmedabad, Gujarat

New Projects

Uttar Pradesh

1. ‘The representative of the State of Utrar Pradesh made &

N

presentation on 13 projects {4 Ffrom Meerut, 3 (rom Luckoow, T cach
from Varavasi and Allahabad, 2 cach from Kanpur and Mathura). The
Cormmittee observed the folloewing:-
o ‘The State.should reconcile the slum data provided by the 2001
Census and the data presented based on the surveys conducted by
7 \(5‘;

T



3]

3

the  State/ULDBs concerned and mfonn he  reasons  for

discrepancies;

The State/ULBs should preparc and present mMaps distinctly

showing the detalls ol houscs loft out (being pucca houses), houses

proposcd (or full development (being katcha houses) and those
proposcd for upgradation in the case of mesitn projects. They may

be shown in different colours in the maps. [t should be cnsured
that the pucca houses left out are provided with individual toilets in

case they do not have,

In ail slum dcv(:lol‘)n‘mnt'/mdcv(:lopn'u:n{: projects, (here should be

such as laying of roeads of

proper pl:lmling for Improvements,

minimal  width,  sewer e, water line, parks, playgrounds,
community halls, Nvelihood centres, ete. The State/ULB should
cnsure that there s adequate space for infrastruciure connectivity

also. Unless proper infrastructure facilities are provided, the slums

would remain as slhums defeating the purpose O ( INNU RM;

The State/ULBs should prescot dekailed lay-out maps for in situ

slum development projects, showing: toads, water and sewer lines

and their future contieclivity o city wide infrastruclure systems.

I fforts must be made 1o cnsure that every beneliciary has

individual water  and woilet / scwer conncction.  The  slum

development map should deseribe how walerlines and scwage lines

will be laid Lo conaect every houschold and be connccted to ity

rranle Tioes in the colontes belug developed I-si b,

In the case of rclocation projects, definite nction plans showd be

drawn to put the area vacated to pz:(d(_]uctivcr ase and ensure that the

Jum relocated is denonificd and not encroached wporg
SLSC approval Lor the projects should be furuished;
R
8 \\L}S

(i



The State/ULBs should explore the possibility of providing
digester instead of individual septic ranks, if feasible. The digester
may pethaps be connected to sewage line later;

In the project at Kanpur, encugh distance between water pipe linc
and sewerage line should be maintained to censure that drinking
water is not polluted by mixing of water, sewage and suilape;

The State/ULBs should furnish technical details /estimates signed
by the competent authority in  terms of PWD Code/State
Government Orders. Exact specification of the estimates for the
transit camp should be provided,

Tor the projects at Lucknow, why State PWID SoR is not followed
and instead, CPWD rates are adopted may be explained;

For all the projects undertaken under BSUP and TEHISDP the
State/UT.Bs should enpage Third Party Implementation Monitoring
(I'PIM). This may be donc within one month. [n case there is dclay
in engaging TPIM agency for BSUP and THSDDP, the services of
TPIMA for UIG and UIDSSMT projects should be utilized,
Biometric identification of the beneficiaries should be conducted
within 2 months;

In all the projects the State/ULB should ensure that proper
connectivity of slum infrastructure to city-wide infrastructure s
cnsured;

‘The State/ UL should adopt a ‘whole slum’ approach. ‘The land
vacated by the beneficiarics should be denotificd;

‘The State Government should put in place 2 mechanism for
coordinated implementation of UIG, BSUP, UIDSSMT and

[HSDT and the 23 reforms at Sltate and ULB levels. The clected

¢



UTLLBs must be closely ‘nvolved inthe _U1'15}iu'ncm‘;-1tion _]NN URM

projects;

o Significant cfforts be taken to augment the capacity of local bodes
1.5 - - PR - . - . . PR

which may eventually take up slum  development/upgradation,

urhan poverty Alleviation and pl‘otcct;ion of interests of weaker

sections as envisaged in the Constitution 749 Amendment Acg and

o T'he appraisal agency should certify that all the estimates in the

DPR are as per prescribed SoR and the town planning notms as

applicable under State Town Planning laws are adhered.

the State Government has

5.2, "T'he rcprcscntativc of the State informed

undertaken a very signi.ﬁ(:;mt ceform o accord land tenuee (o the slum-
dwellers occupying governiment lands as on 15.1.2009. He informed that

the observations of the Committee would be followed and the necessaty

documents would be furnished.

53 [n order to ewvable the State to come up  with necessary
documents/information, the Committee deferred the proposals secking

approval to 13 projects.

G.1. lhe 1:{31)1‘(:5(t111‘:;11ivcs of rhie State of Gujarat madc p|'c:f;(-_‘.|1!:1_l'j()u on o
projects (I lrom Vadodara and 2 from Suiat). The  Municipal
Commissioner, Surat gave an account of the clly’s strategy 10 achicve the
sratus of o slum-free ity and the efforis heing made ia that regard. The
Municipal Commissioner, Vadodara }')1'(15‘011[(2(1 the efforts being made by
the ity to provide affordable housing and Lasic amcnites to the pool.

e Committee made the [ollowing obscrvations:

o The housing unil desipn may e nodilied o ]Jljovi(.ic proper

ventlaton including balcony;
\ o
10 \{S
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The State/UILBs should de-noufy the places from where people
have been relocated under BSUP project;

Bencficiary contribution may be limited to a reasonable level, say
Rs.40,000 per DU

Adequate community infrastructure does not seem to have been
provided in the DPR of Vadodara; the Municipal Corporation

should ensure that the colonies being developed have the same level

of infrastracture as the rest of the city.

6.2, The Municipal Commissioner, Vadodara, informed that community
infrastructure facilitics like community centre, anganwadi, ctc. are being
taken up separately by utilizing funds received from other sources. He
informed the Committee that adequate space for such infrastracture

facilities has been provided in the DPR.

6.3. ‘Taking into consideration the comments of the appraisal agency
(BMIPC), presentations  made, information  furnished Dby  the
representatives of the State and assurance that the obsetvations ;nﬂdc by
the Committee would be duly taken into account, the Committee
approved the 3 proposals. Abstracts of the approved components ate

at Statement-I to 11T of Annexure-I'V.

Maharashtra

7.1. ‘The representative of the State of Maharashtra made a presentation
on 3 projects (1 cach in Nagpur, Nanded and Punc-Pimpri-Chinchwad).

"T'he Committee observed the ollowing:-

o SLSC approvals for the projects are (o be furnished;

\
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o Slum-wise lists of Leneliciaries in the case of the PjmpJ:i—Chinchwﬁd

Municipal Corporation project need to be made available;

o The paramecters of the proposcd PPP model 'Pimpri—Chinchwnd

must be approvcd by the competent State authority; and
o Certification regarding avatlability of cncumbrance-free land and
he DPR at Nanded should be

requisite technical information for t

furnished.

7.2, ‘laking 1nto consideration the comments of the nppmisnl agency
(HIUDCQO), the Committee deferred two projects (Pune and Nanded).
BSUP project at Nagpur,

The Comumittee approved the proposal for the

presented by the Commissioncr, Nagpur Municipal Corporation.  The

Committee also encouraged the approach mooted by NMC to develop
slums with the involvement of privale developess. Ihe Commmissiones,

NMC was requested to develop a suitable proposal z2nd come up to

CSMC. Abstracts of the approved components of the Nagpur project
are at Statement-1V of Annexure-IV. First instalment of Central

assistance will be released on reccipt of SE.SC approval.

73 The Chairman, Nappur Improvement Trust made a presentation on
DPR involving Gunthewarl colonies, which are being regularized under
law. ‘The Chairperson informed that colonics could be taken up for
seneficiaries

development only if 2 whole slum approach could be taken, ]

belong: to [IWS and housing of only 25 square metees of carpet area was

yrovided. The State Government Also needs (o priofise whether notified
|

slums have to be ke ap fov development Grst or Cunrhewarl colonies.

turther, the regulasization chages being collecred may be made avatlable

for development of the arcas.



West Bengal

8.1. The rcprcscmilative of the State of West Bengal made a presentation
on the project in Kolkata (Budge Budge). The Committee observed the
following:

(i) The water and sewer lines in the colony should be connected

with city wide systems being developed under UIG and other.

schemes.
()  The State should come up with prdposﬁls for relecase of
second/third/ fourth installments by the end of January 2009.
(i)  Adequate number of proposals under BSUP is not
forthcoming; the State may take special action to prepate

projects for Kolkata and Asansol to avoid diversion of funds

to other States.

8.2. 'The representative of the State informed that action would be taken
to send proposals under BSUP shortly. ‘Taking into consideration the
presentations and comments of the appraisal agency (HUDCO), the

Committece  approved the project.  Abstracts  of the approved

components ace at Statement-V of Annexure-IV.

Jharkhand

9.1. 'The representative of the State of Jharkhand made a presentation
on the project proposed ar Ranchi. The Commitiee observed the

following:-

o SL.SC approval for the project should be furnished;
o ‘Ihe proposed site has some adjacent vacant land, "The ULB should
casure that this is not eacroached upon and new slums ate not

AHO\VC(T to come up. If need be such land should be propetly

13@\55'



Larricaded as a patk; cost (or the same can be frctored 1 the DPR,
I 3

andd

o ‘Lhe ULB should take lead role 111 working oul 4 mechanism for

maintenance of the assets being created nnder BSUP.

0.9, The representative of the Srate informed that the observations of
e CSMC would receive due consideration and the ULB would wortk out

4 mechanism for proper maintenance of the colonies and asscts being

created. ‘LUhe representative of Jharkhand assured the Committee that the
vacant spaces wil be protected from encroachment by strict enforcement.
Taking into consideration the presentation and comments of the appraisal
apency (HIUDCO), the Commitice approved the project. Abstracts of
the approved components are at Statement-VI of Annexuge-1V.
Jeased on receipt of

First instalment of Cential assistance will be rc

SLSC approval.

10.1, The Commissioner, Karnataka Slum Clearance Board presented 4

project for Bangalore. Jhe Committee observed the following:-

o Slum-wise list of hencliciarics must be prcpnrcd and their biometrtc

identification completed;

o Deorails of livelithood of the slhum  dwellers and provision ol

liveliliood centre should be Furnished; and

o A structured mechantsm may Le put in p]nc{': O ensure coordination

Clearance  Boards and Bﬂllg}ll(_)I'(:

T

Lhetween  Karnataka Shum

Municipal (.'fox.‘pm:szm. The civic body may he involved inothe

projects from the heginning.

b
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10.2. The State Government represcmative informed that they will
Farnish the list of beneficiaries within a month, He also informed thart the

State would providc a livelihood centre within the community centre itseif.

10.3. Taking into consideration the information furnished by the State

and their assurance and the comments of the appraisal agency, the

Comunittee uppmvcd the project. Abstracts of the approvcd

components are at Statement VII of Annexure-IV.

11.1. The proposal from Tamil Nadu for BSUP project in Cheanal was

defetred as no State Government / SLNA sepresentative was present.

2u0d /3ed jngtalment

Q‘ujarat
12.1. 204 instalment for 1 project in Ahmedabad and 3 instalment

for 1 project in Surat:

Both Deputy Secretary (JNNURM) and representative of the State of
Gujarat beiefed the Comimittee about the proposals. In the 43rd CSMC
meeting held on 26th November, 2008, the 3rd installment for Project titledl
“Detailed Project for Slum Relocation at Sural (DPR-1)" was approved subject

4

Lo conditions that:-

“qify installment would be releaved afier setblement of dispute in respect of constrition

of 184 unils. If no seltlensent was yeached atl the time of seeking 4t and fina!
installment for this project, the Central thars Jor the disputing honsing unity (housing

+ infrastructier:) worild be deducted from the ﬁ;m/ Instalbment” and

(s \&’B/
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Sl State/ U1LB shonld i ity a codificate lo ihe appradial ageney Feoctrding
ehatiges sade 1 the layoit v af the project Jitled “Detatled Project jar Sl Relocation

at Surat (DPR-). The WJP’T’!-"‘”/ agency Should exapine e saine 1o check whether

the changes conforim 1o the BSULP oxffm/z;m and that wheder they heve any 03t

inplication. If there was aliy deviation, the wame should be reporied 10 the Cendral

Sanctioning &= Monitoring C Comptitee (C'J}M' C) for appry svale deciyion.”

The \ppr/mal Agency has examined DPR- , DPR-Y and subnurted the

repoLt 4s follows:-

<Al the modgﬁcd Letyouds have been gone ihrough PLs-cd- 0Ly wz"g;'zm@/ _/)mpm'cd. Wit

ot io DIPR-A, in cortain cases housing biyouts bave becn prdified to cecommudale

rerper
more social tnfrastrieliore Jacilitier ie. hopy, Bablwady, et whivh were ot proposed

for 903 Uy ave advo been velecied ciling .’f/‘i/)/(}j’/‘lﬂ’h’fﬂ/f(m
247 DUs which

carlier. Afiernate locations
(/z//nu/!zm bke loval e’)/)[)f)i.!li()ﬂ court witler ele. Building plan. Jor -

¢ DUy not constricted due fo locad opposition, Dty been maodified & identified
hay sliphily more

include.
fo be in lender stage. However, modificd building plan of 24 71U

garpet] butlt up arca than propored carlier. Vhe change in Jayont &7 allernale

Jictions in same caves along with physical & Jenancial progress were repuried.

With respect lo PP, ar UP-1/ A1 wite, where 4704 1DUs out of total S 24 U
are 1o be constructed, change in overall site fuyout bay takeen place. However, there 1e
no changs ndizaled i e Budlding) 12U plan. In balaiee 720 DUy whid were

proposed 1o be constricted ab {1713 site, due to non Jossersion of enitre land, iheir

pitrt worke (384 DUs) s been ,f)/(.zm,fr:d al alternate location. T these wnids alvo

Shore i wo chanee 0 Budlding/ | T Pl excuent for 16 12U where die ared af 1]y
5 IN) i / o

fiers actually Saereaed i the [DPRIT to V7 botl howsing daqaitd iy aontdd bueddens

/‘fw heroe Deen maaz/u'(/m/é reapect 19 DLt aily /)/()//[’}lu{/ e sanctioned by OS5
i DPR-V against suiliclly pro hoved mmoolithie RCC copstrution

o conveniional RCC

[ir aeldidion,

teclinolyyy, e exeat fon of Dildings bty actutally been diie 15y

16 S
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technology. T, he high tender premium reveived ay been cited as reason for change in

technology finally adopted for execntion,

[n the modified building plan of DPR I, IV & I, the built-wp [ supper butit up
area ts more, Hirongh the varpet area bay marginally reduced. However, the modified
p/cfff marks provision al each Sfloor which conld be used farwwmb_/y/ meeling € can
also provide better aiv/ light ventitation.

In view of the above facls & laking note of no reduction in overall built up arca af
the same approved cost, the deviations may be accepted @ based on phyitcal and

Jfinancial progress of the projects release of subsequent instatlments may be considered.”

‘'he report was considered by the CSMC and accepted. ‘The CSMC decided that
in future minor local modifications in the housing designs/layouts compared to
what were furnished at the time of sanction of projects (without reducing the
area of DUY could be approved by the State Level Steering Committee / State
Level Coordination Committee subject to the condition that the Central share
is not increased and additional amount is not asked for. However, cases of all
modifications in the DPRs made at State/local levels must be recorded and
brought 1o the notice of the Appraisal Agency. The latter would record the
modified housing designs/layouts in the sanctioned DPR and inform the
Mission Direcrorate. The Appraising Agencies, OSD (JNNURM) and DS

(INNNURM) would take action accordingly.

12.2. The Committee approved the proposals for 20¢ instalment in
the case of the project in Ahmedabad and 3« instalment for the

project in Surat. Details of the approval are at Annexuge-V.

12.3. The Municipal Commissioncr of Surat also presented the requirement
for 4th Tnstaliment for DPR-I and DPR-IIL Since the documentation worl is
et to he complered and complete documents are not yet submitted by SLINA,

it was decided to defer the same for subscquent meetng.
/‘”
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124 While pl:cstmmg the pmpoml for releastag Al ipstalment for ihe

ar Surat (DPR- D", the

')L()]L(_L dtled “Detatled Project for Slun Relocation a

Muaicipal Comimissionct, Sutat into ed the Comunittee that the project

has achicved requisite financial aad physical progress. Deputy Secretary

(INNURN) ‘o formed that the original copy of the Utilisation Cernificate

(rom Surat1s yet to be received. SMC s also to [urnish compliance about

Me CSMC when 3 instalment for the project

in the 43¢ meeting of CSMC held on 26.11.2008. "The

the conditons imposcd by

was sanctioned

Committee decided that the State should furnish r(:qu,is_ite information and

on examination by the Mission Directorate, funds would be released for

(he 40 instalment.

13. Concluding  the CSMC inecting,  Secretary (H'UP/\) &

Chaitperson requested the States/U'ls to come up with adequate number

pt yroposals for the release of fona /34t fnstallments and new projects

ander BSUP and THSDP by the second weel of Tiebruagy 2009 in arder to

caable the release of ACA out of this year’s allocation. She supgested Lhat
the States/UT's/ULBs/lmplemen ting,

c BSUP and IHSDP

Al efforts should be made by

ztgcncies to ensure that the projects sanctioned unde
Are groundcd and compl(:ii(:d without time and cost overruns and with

ulinost qua!il‘y. She reminded that the Mission has a targel of 15 lakh

Louses for the urhan poor out of which the Mud-term farget of 5 lakhs

committed before Flaon’ble Prime Mintster has to be achicved by the
middle of 2009, Secretary (TP A) reques wed the Srate Sccretaries o hold

+ derailed review, assess the progress, fix milestones for progress and send

1 . . . ] .
(e revieww 1'11(1!’;‘.!11'1:-_))' mimnates Lo lh(f Nlisaion )]((_ torale. Sill

copies of
siablish MU/ PIUs cxpeditously, sticute

suggested that they should ¢
[PINIA, gear up the [INNURM implcn'l(:m::lli(m Process, undertake
crles at Swate and city

monthly monitong and establish mq;por{ing; (o
-~

-~
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levels. Lastly, Secretary (HUPA) emphasized the need for uthan policy
reforms to address not only the backlog and cutrent urban issues but also
the challenges of future urban growth, say in the next 20-25 years. The
circumstances that led to the emergence of slums and urban decay calling
for the launching of JNNURM necd to be are addressed through
preventive measures. Secretary (FIUPA) expressed that without the
implementation  of urban  planning and local government reforms,
jNNURM would remain a mere infrastructure upgradation programme,
and nonc of the policy changes for vibrant, productive, sustainable,

inclusive and  humane cities that JNNURM hopes to drive would
materialize.
14, "The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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ANNEXURE-]
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UNDER THE CHAIR PERSONSHIP
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25, Shii K. Kalathi, Executive Officer, Parnmal Municipality, Chennal

26, Shri V.1 Ashok Kumar, Municipal Tinginect, Panmat Municipality, Chennat
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90 Shri Rahul Ko Purswar, C1i0), Ranc

30, Shri Gajanand Ram, General Manager, GR
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41 Shrt $.C. Venmi, Projuct O icer, DUDA, Lucknow

42 Shii Rajmun, Projuct Officer, DUDA, Vartanee,

v, Consie L, [P New Dethi
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35, Shel S Tapadh, Director (CF), 1 [UDCO, New Lelht.
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37, My Radba Roy, Assistant Chief, FILTCO, New Delhi
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41, Shri R. Subralhmanyam, Commissioner, [Housing, Government of Andhra Pradesh,
[ederabad

42, Shri Kousik Das, Additienal Chief Fngincer, ME Dte, Government of West Bengal
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47. Shri M. Jayachandran, Deputy Director, Ministry of HUPA.



ANNEXURE-I

IMPORTANT POINTS REGARDING FORMULATION AND
LXECUTION OF BSUP AND THSDP PROJECTS

o ln case there is ime constraint, a regular SOCIO-CCOROMIC survey can

be p receded by a@ rapid sirvey Jor Ldentifying beieficiares, thetr main and
siehsidiary oceupalions, Weir edicational and skill profile and felt-necds 50 as 40
design appropriate social infrasinture for each project Willingness of the
heneficiaries should also be (aken for any rehabilitation/relocation

PLOjCCLs.

o Affordability of t
while wortking out Beneficiary Contrl
amount beyond their (inancial capacity may
of undue burden on them. Therefore, special care reeds to be ta
while deciding upfront henelictary contribution or EMI payment.
Owerall construction cost of the housing unit should be kept at a

"I'he houstng component should generally be at least

ject cost with a view o piving primacy 1o

he urban poor except where housing units

constructed  under

he utban poor should be kept foremost in view
bution,  Any contribution
icac to the imposition
ken

(N,
50% of the toral pro
provision of shelter to ¢
have alrcady  been constructed fare  betng
VAMBAY or other FWS scheme o £ Central or State Governments.
Further, considering the difficulties and special needs of the urban
poot at some locations, clusters having more than 15 housing units
can also be considered.
panicd by a list of beneficiaries based

o liach project should be accom
hio-metric cards

ol socio-economic survey and Ur.Bs should po for
lotted o properly ugeted heneficiaries
s 15 avoided. The

website of  the

and ensure that houses are a
and the possibility of sale/misuse of housing unit
st should he notified and  placed o the
LT/ INNURM,

Slan miust be socially cohestve and should |
[ifforts may be made for providing at least 30% open
and adequate social and

o 'I'hc layoul | Seilitare social
interaction.
spaces with 15% green are: in the layouts

livelilioods infrastrucrure.

o Adeguate  space must be provided  for commuinity  activities,
inlormal scotor markets, livelihood activities, pen for antnaly (1f

permitted and required), space to take care ol convergent services

such as health, education an
Feach of the slum ]'Jock{st and their benelieares.

d recreation conformiag to the spcciﬁc

needs o

o ‘I'he houscs proposce
Lathroom and latrine, individual wete

lshould have two rooms, balcony, kitchen and
.“]C[)'zl!'ﬁl.(_‘ er f,'f'JIlI'lCCi.EO!'l ?’Lﬂd
Aspects such as storage spaee (or keepiny things

2 \¢§
™
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in rooms/kitchen, location of kitchen, location of twilei 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 latchen and todct, balcony for drying clothes
etc., ate some of the nuances that can be thoughtfully incorperated
in the design of the houses for the poor.
o The State authorities/ULBs may adopt some of the innovative
designs and layouts of houses, multi-purposc community centres,
informal scctor markets and animal peps, ctc. prepared  and
compiled by FIUDCO and BMTPC. The Toolkit published in this
regard may be referred to.
‘I'he State authorities, in consultation with appraisal agencies, should
ensure that necessary clearances such as environmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) regulation clearance, land use
clearance, ete. ate obtained. They should also e¢nsure that necessary
technical approvals are secured from the competent agencies as pet
State PWD Code.
Since these projects are required to be generally completed in 12 to
15 months, it is generally expected that any escalation in the project
cost is borne by the State Government/ULB concerned.  For
reducing escalation in the cost projects, the following opfion could
be exercised:-
i) Purchasing materials (cement, steel, sanitary pipes, clectrical
items) in bulk, wherever considered prudent and feasible with
a view to reducing cost;
i)  Lincouraging labour contribution from the beneficiaties under
the supetvision of qualified personnel;
ity Bifurcating tendering  (between  housing  component and
infrasteucture  component) with a view to reducing  the
possibility of time and cost overruns; and
iv)  Creating/using 2 revolving “Basic Services for Urban Poor
(BSUP) Tund” carmarked out of the municipal budget and
supplemented by other innovative measures like  cross-
subsidization for meeting cost escalation. |
Wherever informal sector markets are taken up as a part of social
infrastructure, their operation on a time-sharing basts by inhabitants
[or enabling wider coverage of beneficiarics can be considered by
the UILB concerned.
Adequate provision should be made for solid and liquid waste
disposal and digester technology could be adopted in place of dual-
pits/septic tanks, wherever feasible.
o Road-side plantations with tree guards and green Lelts are
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Responstbility of the technical specifications (adherence O State
WD Code) and their approval by the compelent authority lics with
the ULBs/Stare Level Nodal Agency. The appraisal agencies must
ensurce  that technical specifications arc duly ap)
technically competent authority as per Stare Government Public
Works code.

Prime Minister’s Ne
the Minoritics: “n important ohjective of the
that the benefits of varioss guvernient schemes for the pnderprivileged reach e
disadvantaged sectiois of the minoily commnities,  1n this repard, care
should be taken to take up clusters of minority bencficiaries to the
extent possible. Whesever feasible, efforts should be made to
allocate upto 15% of targets and outlays under BSUP and [FISDP
for the minotitics. Simiasly, priotity  should be piven (O
accommodate physically challenged beneficiarics.

Capacity Building Activities: Tn the year 2006-07, the Ministry of
HUPA had released fund to the State Governments for capacity
building  activities including Research  and  Uraining towards
inplementation of BSUP and ITISDP projects. Unless the States
submit utilisation certificates for the funds released cadier, further
elease of Central Assistance would be held up, as utllisation
cettificates have to be furnished within 12 months from the date of
closure of the financial year Lo which financial sanction pertains.
Status of Project Irmplementation: The States/ULBs  should
present Quartetly Progress Repotts/Monthly Propress Reports as
per prescribed format, without fail to cnable the Mintsiry o report
o Prime Ministet’s Office i time. [further,
the status of implementation of projects anc
presented before presenting the details of project proposals in the
| Sanctioning & Monitoting Committee/Centeal

2

yroved by the

w 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of
neiy programme 15 1o Cisile

one page abstract o1
| reforms must be

mectings of Centra
Sanciti onirig Commitiee.

Setting up of PMU /PIA/PIU: "The States/UTs should submit

proposals o the o/o OSD (NNURM) which will ger the sune
appraiscd and  bring up  before the Central Sancrioning &
Moniloting Committee/ Central Sanclioning  Commiitee.

;ulopi,(:(l i ihe selection and
PMUs  and  PLUs. Such

Id nor be permanent i nature bur only oerms
of shotrt-term engagements. I'he appotntments should not be seen
as a place for parking the dead-wood. Fach appolntment should be

and the deliverables should

Lased on prcscril)ccl (erms ol reference

Pransparcent method  should be
21pp()iﬂm'u_tm: ol }')_1‘()(’(3551()11;115 in

ﬂppoimm(:n1.5 shou

he ncasurcd. Various sctvities. tasks and outcomes have o be
T By shonld exerctse ubmost

Y
cleatly spelt out in e TORs., states/ o



caution in making such appointments on a contract basis. The
States/ULBs should try and easurc minimum cxpenditure by
selecting/appointing professionals at an appropriate {ec rather than
immediately opting for the maximum amount indicated by

Centre. However, the calibre of such professionals should be of a
rcasonably high level. If need be, qualified persons from
Central/State  Government/ULBs  could  be  taken in
PMU/PIA/PIU on cepumtion The personnel with PMUs/PIUSs
should work in tandem/collaboration with the State Level Nodal

Agency / ULBs.

Fees for Preparation of DPRs: The States
proposals to the concerned Appraisal Agency which had appraiscd
the projects. The Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in examining
the claim with particular reference to the wvarious stages of
improvement and modifications that were brought out in the DPRs
before they were finally approved by the Central Sanctioning and
Monitoting Committee/Central - Sanctioning  Committee.  “Lhe
Appraisal Agency should submit proposals to the Ministty for
releasing Central Assistance towatds the cost of preparation of
DPRs (both in the case of DPRs prepared by in-house personmnel as
well as by consultants). These will be considered by the Central
Sanctioning and  Monitoring  Committee.  After approval,
recommendation will be sent to the Ministry of Finance/Ministry of
Home Affairs for rcleasing 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 prepared
through in-house pessonnel of the States would be teleased from
out of the 1% JNNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of HUPA
as decided in the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee
/Central Sanctioning Committee meetings ("IEIiCIT
Community Development Network (CON): “The States / Ut

should prioritise and pet necessary approval [1_0m SLSC/SLCC o
Community Development Networl

should submit

the proposals concerning
(CDN) so as to scck Community Participation  I'und. Such
proposals received in the Ministry of HHUPA will he appraised by a
tearn working under the GOI-UNDP Project on National Strategy
for  Urban DPoor coordinated Dby the National  Project
Coordinator/Deputy Sccretary (JINNURM). “The reports will then
be placed before the Central Sanctioning & Momniroring Comunittee.

Community Deyclopment Networks  involving Ncighb()urhood
Groups, Neigh bourhood Committees and Community
Development Societies should be promoted so that the dynamics of
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he 1‘.C.ighb<’3urhoods ard the issues of
CION should work towards
0 peL over the

e CION lead to fraternity ot
Aienation of all sorts are eluninated,
inter- and 1ntra- relationships in colonies

better
T'his will steengthen a feeling of solic

dividing forces.
the residents.

Third Party Inspection and Monitoring
TPTM should be instituted to bring transparency
implementation of BSUP and ILISDP projects, The Ministry 13
ance to the States for TPIM. Toollit has been
¢ Governments,

farity among

(TPIM) mechanism:
1 quality in the

giving necessary A55151
prepared a0 communicated to the Stat
o Quality of Projects: Housing for the poor does not mean poor
quality housing Utmost emphasis must be given o the quality of
Louses for the poor. A vector-free atmospherce andd healthy lving

cnviconment should be ensured in the housing projects under

BSUP/IHSDP.
o Socio-ecconomic Survey:
conducting SOCIO-CCONOIMIC SULVe
wcilitate assessing the needs of the benel
and other social/community facilities.
survey, biometric identity catds
that they do not sell

No  cfforts  should  be spared  for
ys of p(.)If(lﬂl’i?Ll heneficiaries. This
would jciaries, especially
for schools, health centres
Based on the $OCIO-CCONOIIC
should be issued to the leneficiarics to ensute
the dwelling units and squat clsewhere. Such surveys should cover
health, educational and livelihood profiles of the urban

I assist in desipning good BSUP/THSDP

housing,
poor. ‘Ihe sutveys wou
projects by taking into account important  aspects such as
dcpcn('icncy load in the existing schools, capacity o [ hospitals for in-
| out-patients, nced for mulli-purpose community cenires
o and informal sector matkets. HUDCO
colonies and varions Hes
appropriately used whils

AN
including livelihood cent:
and BMTRC have developed good designs of houses,
of socral infreastructiirs facilities which conld  be

fa,"/;z,fr/a!j/fg_/)mjm'/ /Jr.f)/)().i'z.f[r. A Toollit has alvo beer /)x/b/k'.r/;w/.

o City Poverty Reduction Steategy Report. The ity ol Rajkor

(Gujmztt} has brought outa City Poverty Reduction Stratepy Report.
Orher cities/towns may bring out similar re]
Health, Education and Social Sccurity: U8
liducation and Social

MSHIER

o Convergence of
y to mleprate provisions of Flealth,
b Housing for the Poor to enable them to |
| Bodics and State Goverments

FICCCSSAY
Security wit
quality of life. ‘The Urban Loca
have o critical role 1o play 1o cnsul
v available schemes for education,

under the alveads
cocurity smplemented Jroueh different depariments /Mields. The
p Id) /

DIojects should lse o the deficiencies e terms 05 aeeess 1o school,

A Y

sad a bhetter

© PrOPer Converpence of facilities
Lealeh and social



primary health centre, provision of social welfare measures so that
imely remedial measures in accordance with the socio-cconomic
survey can be taken up. Provision of adequate infrastructure for
school and health care should be taken at the formulaton of the
project itself. A mere statemnent that adequate number of
schools/health centres is available in the vicinity of the proposed
housing colony would not be sufficient. The State/ULB/
implementing agency should certify that such facilities available in
the vicinity ate also accessible to the slum dwellers, Similacly proper
convergence of schemes in the realm of social sccurity such as old
age pension, heaith insurance, maternity benefit scheme, cte. should
be accessed to benefit the urban poor selected under INNURM.

Educational facilities: Proposals for additional schools or

additional tooms in existing schools must be part of the DPRs. The
capacity of the existing schools to absorb the children from colonies
being developed under BSUP and THSDP needs to be studied. The
estimate of school-going children (tncluding those from the new
colonies) and demand for classrooms in terms of prevailing notms,
capacity in existing schools and the additional capacity required
should be worked out.  Similar excrcise should be done for
providing health care facilities. Trurther, action nceds to be taken to
provide other community infrastructure and facilities. Detailed
estimates of requirements as per norms, availability and gaps to be
addressed have to be prepared at the initial stape of project

ptreparation itself.

Projects for in-situ development:  States should come up with
projects for in-sitn development with good lay-outs and type
designs. The emphasis should be to provide a better and supportive
atmosphere [or living and working. The in-situ development should
not cad up with creation of another cluster of houses without
access to water, sanitation and soctal infeastructure,

Sense of belongingness: Lo creale a sense of belongingness, the
slums may be named in consultation with the intended beneficiaves.
Provision of a low cost cnclosure around open spaces in the shim
pocket being covered under BSUP/TFISDP could be considered by
States/ULBs, if the costis not prohibitive.

O&M System for Maintenance:-  Maintenance of the assels and
upkeep of cleanliness and hygiene in the housing complexes /
colonics developed under BSUP and TFISDP should be given
importance.  State Governments/ULBs should cvolve a viable
mechanism for maintenance of the assets created under BSUP and
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[FSDP projects, especiasly (e houses  and  common facilities
constructed.

Three key reforms cote 1o the urhan poot:  Special artention
should be paid for the implementation of the 1
stipulated under JNNURM dhat are critical to the urban poor ()
| carmatking within local body budgets for basic services (O
of basic scrvices including the

rer In accordance with ngrecd

hree key reforms

fnterna
the urban poor; (1) proviston
lementation of 7-Point (Char
Joast 20-25% of developed land in all
| private agencies) for LS /111G

1myp
rmelines; (il earmarking at
housing projects (hoth public anc
category with a system of cross subsidization.
TEC activity: In a people-cenlric programme like BSUDP and
[HSDP under INNURM, there is a need to generate greatct
arpeted sections s0 that they received what 1s
Lo Government,  Any awareness campaign
ppeal and recall value with consistent and
coherent slogans and themes. The States/ULBs could bring out
advertsements in vernacular languages with local adaplation of the
emplates prep ared by the Ministry of [HUPA. States/ULDs should
ensure that the local adaptation does not deviate from the letter and
spitit of the natonal templates and the messages cotiveyed are only
about the programme and related policy advocacy.  They should
cuch media campaign s in accordance with the
relevant rules and regulations applicable. Cost of such campalgn, in
accordance with Government approved rales, would be reimbursed
o the States/ULBs under | [ component ()f‘jNNU_l{M subject to
limits fixed by CSMC. Reimbursement will be made i prior
Yirectorate/ CSMC/CSC in the Ministry of
Proposals

awareness among the t
intended for them by §
<hould have a national 2

also ensuge that all

appsoval of the Misston |
LIUPA was obtained before launching such campaign.
for reimbursement of such expenditure will be submitted through
LUDCO which will put up the same 1o (he Contral Sanctioning and
consideration and approval ol

Monitoring Committee  for 1Ls
flipenditure, Ministry of

rougy h De [peLt tment O

reimbursement tl
{ome Allairs, as the case may he.

Finance or Minlstry of -
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(Rs. in Crores)

Brisf Summary P

_

&N aparoved and MOA has been signed.
The rapid assessment of the slum |

CDP has he

ocalities have
A carried out and details in terms of housing
condition, access to water suppi
have been covered.
The proposal envisages construction o7 5564
dwelling Units for slum dwellers at 11 various W
relocated places in the city municipal limit. :
{G+3)structure with RCC frame design with 2
dwelling units on

Y ,5RWerage etc.

2 flocr has been proposed. !
Housing & Infrastructure is 92%:8%%0 the tota O
project cost.

The formalgreen aregs in all the 11 location zre e
rneariy 10%

Schedule of Rate adopted is 2007-08 VMMS SOR.
The cost per Du is Rs. 1,81,500/-

The Beneficiaries share is Rs.32670/-

it has been certified that the list of beneficiaries
shall be prepared and big —metric identification
shall be carried out before allatment

ne duration of Project be reduced to 18 manths.



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCT [ONIT

NG n»

MONITIORING ﬂoz?:.j.mm (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POCR (Sub~Mission-

-15

{Rs. In Q-owm&

Ea s
1502 sdimeE !

duly certified by the concerned ULD is yet to be

Ine cost estimatas based on PWD SOR w et S

2 57 no. oﬁm ums,

been zporevea n:a MOA has been sizned,
Tt

the approval of the projec thy SLSC

| . . i _ ! _ .

T_. Mission City, _ Project Title | Total 4 nm:ﬂ‘m: State | Amount |

No J State “ Cost | Share . Share .  of |

” fn _7 _ A instail~ |

_, i | ﬁ ments |

" 7 i r

| f _ _ | for

4,, _ k g ' approval

,,. ; 7 o~ _ CoP cop [\ e 20

A | kolkata BSUP Scheme forthe | 32.76 | 16.38 | 1638 | 4,03 | * COPhasbeen approved and MOA has baan ¢

_ ; ﬂ | ® SLCC has aporoved the project.

_7 .S.\mm.n w_..mjmm_ Budge Budge Town _ |« Elected Local body is in existence.

m m / (Phase-It ),24- | 7ﬁ Tne housing and Infrastructure 2atio is 515 -

_ \ , ! W . the total cost of the Edgmmr

N\ _ Parganas | | ; _ Cost per Du s Rs, 1,47,271,

ﬂ (South),Kolkata _ “ _ | » Seneficiaries share is Rs. 29,454/

ﬁ 7<<mmﬁ Bengal 7 _ | | Beneficiaries list have been furnished hut the
! , , “

l ' i ; submitted.
]

| w May,2008.

: W _ Total 1130 nos. of households have bee

_ _ i Tor providing new houses in thes

7 4 ! log 1130 DUs of 36.50 Sa. Mt. /du in ground

_ _ Structure are oroposed to built with basic

_7 | h infrastructure faciiities

” 7 ] | 1 » The duretion of

| - i | |

! y. | !

B/ i i Project for | 29.48 ' 12.84 | 16.64 3.21 = CDPhas

B/ Surat, Gujarat |Detail Project Report for 48 . . e Details o

A /\ “Redeleviopment Of | | So_ca ed in DPR.

age [
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &

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

Uttar Pradesh | for construction of 768

DUs at Meerut City,
Uttar Pradesh

3.96

CDP has been approved and MOA has been signed.

_ (Rs. in Crores)
BhimnagarVasahat,R.S. w ¢ Blo-metric identification with Socio Economic
No. 150, Udhna— Survey has been carried out.
.# List of Baneficiaries is included in DPR.
Ca,\om:mmmﬂ. Sangh, ¢ Elected Local body is in existence.
Surat,Gujarat * The housing to infrastructure ratio is 90:10.
® Cost per Duis Rs. 2,02,1.95/-
» Beneficiaries share is Rs.36395/-
® The cost estimates based on Gujarat R & B SOR
2007-08.
;® Total 1176 DUs of 25.04 Sq. Mt. Carpetarea /duin
{ground + 3)Structure are proposad to built with
basic infrastructure facilities.
* The duration of Project is 18 months.
C. [ Meerut City, Implementation of 3SUP | 33.08 15.83 | 17.25

sLsCapproval has not been obtained.
Bio-metric identificaticn with Socio Economig
Survey has been carried out.

List of Beneficiaries is furnished

Elected Local body is in existence.,

The housing tc infrastructure ratic is 45:55.
Cost New censtruction per Du is Rs. |, 88,000/-

27
To

while of Cost of Up gradation Du is Rs 87500/-

Beneficiaries share for new Du is 19000/and for Uo
gradation is Rs. 8750/~

1 # The cost estimates based on PWD State DSR 2008-
t (9.

Total 768(689New+72 Up gradation) DUs 0f 26.15
59. Mt. Carpet area /du in ground floor Structure

| | & ]
0% CSEMC meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 dmsﬁﬁm.g%ﬁm@ qW// @ Faged




BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TC CENTRAL SANCTIONING &

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

Meerut City,

|

f%uﬁmﬁmnﬁmgo: of BSUP

?ﬂ% in Crores)
proposed to Buil siit with basic infrastruciure
itities,

—h EU

The duration of Fraject is 18 months

o

Ll 11

Uttar Pradesh

Meerut City,
r Uttar Pradesh

for Construction of 723
DUs at Meerut City,
Uttar Pradesh

37.70

e

L7
_
#
_
f
1
4

18.04

COP has been avgroved and MOA has beos
SLSC approval has not been obtained.
Bio-metric idantification.with Socio Econcmic
Survey has teen carried oul.

List of Beneficiaries is furnished

LA
di

Flected Locs! body is in existence.
The housing %o infrastructure ratio is 37:63.
Cost New construction per Duis Rs. i, 88,00
whila of Cost of Up gradation Duis s w?mo\ -

Reneficiaries share for new Du is 19000/ and fer
gradation is Rs. 8750/~

{2,

The cost estimates based on PWD State DSR 2C08-
09.

Total 723(537New+85 Up gradation) DUs in 4 stum
af25.15 Sq. Mt Carpetarea /duin ground

ficor
nropesad to built with basic

the project is 18 mon

| implementation of BSUP
for Construction of 629
DUs at Meerut City,
| Uttar Pradesh

|

30.98

-

_
,

14.82 |

3,71

o:Zma znd MOA R

S1SC mnu.wocm: has not been ogﬂm_nma.
o-metric identification with Socio

y has been carried out.

Cconomic
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &

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

(Rs.in Crores}

|
H
|
|

F
|
|
|

List of Beneficiaries is furnished

Elected Local body is in existence.

The housing to infrastructure ratio is 42:58.

Cost New construction per Duis Rs. [, 88,000/-.
Beneficiaries share for DU is 19000/~

The cost estimates based on PWD State DSR 2008-

09,

Total 628 DUs in 5 slum of 36.72 Sqg. Mt. built up

area /du in ground floor Structure are propesed to
built with basic infrastruciure facilities.

[P

L
[

Elected Local body is in existence.
The housing to infrastructure ratio is 93:07.

_A
| M The duration of the project is 18 month

F. | Surat, Construction of Housing | 23.75 | 10.18 | 13.57 | 2.54 ;= CDP hasbeen approved and MOA has been signed. |

Gujarat under Redevelopment 3 ﬁ ’ + Details of the approval of the project by SLSC is not _

: \\ | included in DPR. _m

Scheme at | » Bio-metric identification with Socio Cconomic ,_

_ Kamrunagar , Survey has been carried out.
Vasahat. Dist.Surat ! i ® List of Beneficiaries is included in DPR. [

7 . | ¥ _
Gujarat 7 *
|

—

M
,

Cost per Duis Rs. 2,69,010/-
Beneficiaries share is Rs.48422/-

The cost estimates based on Gujarat R & B SOR
Z007-08.

Tota! 740 DUs 0f 25.12 Sq. Mt Carpet area /duin
{ground + > floorsStructure are proposed to bhulit

. . e b.ns
with basic infrastructure facilities. Each flecor has 8
flats .

The duraticn of Project is 18 months.

| -
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF ﬂwcﬂvrmZmZ._.b,E\ AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING 2

NING &
MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URRAN POOR (Sub-Mission-I|

(Rs. in Crores)

| Lucknowcity, J BSUP Scheme forthe | 12,56 | 5.95 . 6.61 1.49 ] ° SLSCapproval has not been obtaired T
| ( Uttar Pradesh | town of Chak _ | ﬂ ,_ | ¢ Blo-metric identification with Socio Ceoneniic
| , | , i Surveyhas been carriad out. |
| | rzmurmc: Lucknow City | | | e List of Bonericiaries o ; .
_ ,_ _ ! m ; s netl ries is furnish e o=
{ _7 | .Dist.Lucknow, , | m y i s The nousing to infrastructure ratic s 57 243, CouT
| | _ Uttar Pradesh _ | { | » Cost construction per Duis Rs. 202227/-. ] . To
_ w “ { “ _ i @ Benaficiaries share for DU s 20222/ “
| | | _, ! _ 7 s The cost estimates based on PWD SOR !
. | | | | | 2008Lucknow Circle |
| | 4 / ., i e Total 336 nos of heuseholds have been identified
m. | | _ | W. ,_ fram 3 sfums for providing G+3 storied houses,
i . i i N —T ) « - - .
_ / f M r | J s The duration of Project is 15 months.
L | i
| i i I i . - N T —
H. | Lucknow, Uttar | BSUP Scheme for the . 49,57 | 23.49 | 22.08 | 5.87 | * SLSCapproval has not been b wained. ,
. ] _ m | © & Bio-metricide twno”. cf ben ary 1 i
r J_Pmammr | stum of Nai Basti, , | # | e &mﬁ < identification of beneficiary needs to be |
_ |  carried out
7 g _ 1 ! i i
| Lucknow I , # ,_ e Elected Local Body is in existence. ;
| | City,Dist.,Lucknow, “ ,ﬁ | | ® List of Beneficiariss is furnished _ :
_ﬁ | Uttar Pradesh S ’ : ‘ , | & The housing to infrastructure ratio is 51 :35.
| r ,_ 7 e Cost construction par Dulis Rs. 202222/-. Lo
.7 ! ' Beneficiaries share for D is 20222/- o
_ _ ﬁ _ | | m i ° The cost estimates basaed on PWD SOR 2008 T
l r Q r i | i . Lucknow Circle. | ==
, | E N | { _ i Total 1403 nos of ho mmwoam have been identified |
m, | | | * m from 3 slums for providing G+3 storizd houses
| , ! ; H ST DTOVICING toried hou SEeAR.
i | _ | [ , . .
! f { _ i | | l'a The duration of Piojsct s Hu month
| , i ! | — P
_ : _ . ,“ i eyl e e oo G e o
"Lucknow City, 4 BSUP Scheme for the | 5.95 | 2.82 _ 4 0.71° mwmm approval has not been obtained. ﬁ
7 ﬂ desh | U o Hata _ _ #ﬁ ; @ Blo-metric identification of beneficiary nesds to ke
i Uttar Prades g_m um of Umra o | m 4 | carried or\
7
Sith
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &
MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-1)

(Rs. in Crores)
.mermﬂm.m:‘rr:nrzoi Elected Local Body is in existence.
City,Dist.,Lucknow,

Uttar Pradesh . )

List of Beneficiaries is furnished

The housing to infrastructure ratio is 63 :37. , .
Cost construction per DuisRs. 202222/-. | !
* Beneficiaries share for DU is 20222/- | 5%
4 The cost estimates based on PWD SOR 2008 _ m
Lucknow Circle. _,

Total 176 DUs with the built up area is 35.40% |
Carpet area is 25.15 Sg.mt. providing G+3 staries ﬂ
houses.
|

The duration of Project is 15 months. ﬂ
Request for 3 )

7.00 | * The project was approved in 4" CSMC meeting held
installment on 28.09.2006with the project cost s 56.45.
/ '

. . Total 5425 Houses are sanctioned, work order of all s _
»\ Detailed Project Report ‘ | the housing has been issued, in 5024 houses the #, [ERE
for Slum relocation _ ,

work have been started.More than 50% wark have ,m
Surat(DPR-1)@ Bhestan been completed in only 320 dweliing. , .

J. Surat,
Gujarat

| .

# + 85% of central share has been utilized. | W

TP _ * The total Centre share is 28.00 Crors. _, :

l_ _h o Internal earmarking of fund s for Urban Poor has _, W

“ been achieved.

4,. o Earmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in | ‘

J _ # “ housing projects for pooris achieved. _ﬁ _,

| I

T * The project was approved in 8 CSMC maeting held |

K. | Ahmedabad, \_Wmncmmﬂ for 2nd ﬂ_ 0 J A1 _ﬁ on N..w.moou with ?um oroject costof BRs. 328.83 crora. , :
Gujarat . /| Installment ‘ J _ » Total 18976 Houses are sanctioned, work order of | B

n_ /\ For EWS housing , _ Aﬁ all the housing has been issued and the work has | |+ ¢ |
r | (18976Units) in the area 4 _ ( u | been m_ﬂmlmnﬁ\w: 12640, Qut of these, 1744 have | N

S50 CSEME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Suppt. Ugendea Biief ) fﬁ\/@ %Vﬁ\c\



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &

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

_ i !
_ _

o |

, , ,_ of Ahmedabad, Cuiarat ,
|

ﬁ
|
,_
|
|
{

|

|
|
|
_

(Rs. in Crores]

| Leencomnpleted. |

| » 100% of central share has been utilized.
|

“,ﬁ e The total Centre share Is Rs. 164.45 crore.

| » Internal earmarking of fund s for Urban Poor has
| been achjeved.

_ Earmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in
| nhousing proiects for poer is achieved.

)_ f Total w 255.83
1 |

| 120.35| 131.48

]

_

um.mom

504  CS&ME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Suppt. Agenda Brief)



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEM ENTARY AGENDA-

MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER B

(Rs. in Crores)

11 FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &
ASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-1i)

~

Nagar Slum in Nagpur,

SL5C approval has not heen chtained.
Repid Secio economic Survey has been carried out.

50%  CSLME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Supple . Agenda-35 Brief)

Sl Mission City, Project Title Total | Central| State | Amount _ Brief Summary |
No State Cost | Share | Share of !
install- |
ments
for
approval f
A. Varanasi, Implementation of BSUP | 24.80 | 11.49 | 13 .37 2.87 CDP has been approved and MOA has bean signed. |
7 s g SLSC approval has not been obtained. :
A (at Varanasi City, Uttar ,
Uttar ﬁﬁQOM: desh R4 Livelihcod Survey has been carried out. |
Prades Biometric identification of beneficiary needs to be |
carried out. _ !
Elected Local body is in existence. ,“
The housing to infrastructure ratio is 46:54. ;
[P Cost New construction per Du s Rs. l, 74,000/- ﬁ_
{oAL The cost estimates based on PWD SOR 2008
Py Varanasi, :
Total 585new DUs of carpet area26.30, 75.31 & |
25.5059. mt. o /du sin ground floor, G+1& G+2 _
i Structure zre proposed to built with basic #,
infrastructure facilities. _
The duration of Project is 18 months ,
B. |Nagpur, [mplementation of -52.53 | 23.88 | 28.65 5.97* MOA has not been signed.it is under progress.
Kmrm«m@:ﬁm BSUPat Savitribai Phule

v
b

i

No

)

O .%ﬂ%t\ﬂ.

/
D



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-1I FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING

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

N
1638

| Maharashtra | |

(Rs. in Crores)

-
———————————

Biometric identification of benefic

beneficiary needs to be

£ body is in existence.
Benificiary fist has been furnished by the

my

a5e
The housing te infrastructur mﬁm,,.o 6135
Cost New construction per Duis Rs. 2,83
The cost estimates based on PWD state
08 w.e.f fuly 08.
Ownership of larnd is with Nagpur improvi
Trust.
Total 1680 DUs of carpet area 25.00 Sag. mt
in G2 Structure are proposed 0 bu

mmﬁ uciure

n

Jaasl|

ilities.

he duration of Projectis 18 months

Chennal, | Construction of 275

3.51
Tamil Nadu _}o&mm and

6.56 _, 3.05 0.76
1
M

_
|
| |
| # |
_* Infrastructure facilities ! | _H |
ny _19 Pammal Municipality, _ _ _ﬂ
/\\ | Chennal, , !
!
|

Tamil Nadu

»

o

a

CDP hus been approved.
MOA nhas net been signed.
SLSC approvai has not been obtained.
tlected _rOnm_ go% is in existence.
Beneficiary iist
The jocmgm to infrastructure ratio is 5050
Cost constructicn per Duis Rs. 1,230,000
The beneficiaries share is Rs 13000/-

The ooﬂ astimates based on PWD SCR 200805 .

Total 7 slums covers 30382 housesw
n ”‘,mxmz in ﬂ:m nqowmg

.

T
i

Gy

\Yisl
s

(o
o

A5 S m

Totzl 276 CUs of carpet area 25.4
n Ground floor Structure 2re propose

d to buiit

zs been furnisned by the agency.

504 CS&ME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Supple . Agenda-33 Bief)
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BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-I| FOR CONSIDERAT

MONITIORING COMMITTEE (

EE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE UR

(Rs. in Crores)

ION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &
BAN POOR (Sub-Missior-i{)

50%  CSAME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Supple . Agenda-IT Buiet)

with basic infrastructure facilities.
¢ The duration of Project is 18 months
B | f.\\\\l.l!-zw
D. |Kanpur, Implementation of BSUP | 19.77 9.86 | 9.85 | 7 2.47|# CDPhasbeen approved and MOA has beon signed.
-~ .. = 1 m [} -
Uttar Pradesh | For Construction of 416 S| # 55 20070val has not been obtsined.
. +y® Livelihood Survey has been carried out by the
DUs in 2 agency
Slums(Bargadiya purwa& * Elected Local body is in existence.
bara Sirohiat Kanpur, = The housing to infrastructure ratio is 45:54.
Uttar Pradesh » Cost New construction per Duis Rs. 1.9 Lac.,
* Agency has adopted UPPWD SOR 2008 of raizabad
w circle .,

° Total £16 DUs of carpet area 28.10,27.80,25.60
and 25.105g.mt.for Typa A,B,C,&D respectivelly /du
is in greund fioor Structure are proposed to built
with basic infrastructure facilitjes.

*» The duration of Project is 18 months

TOTAL 103.60 | 48.28 | 42.02 12.07

[
oo

[€)]
]

B

gL o



S| Mission Ciy, |
|No | State |
| i
|
_ ﬁ
| |
_
|
,_>. Kanpur,
m Uttar Pradesh
|
o
|
_
_
|
|
_
S
-B. | Meerut,Uttar

BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPL

MONIT

Pradesh /

v

Project Title

Implementation of BSUP

|at Kanpur City, Uttar

Pradesh

l{i{"l’lh‘l[,

EMENTARY AGENDA-I!I FOR CONSIDE

RATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING

:SEmSmsﬁm:os of
| BSUPat Meerut for

|
N
|
|

Construction of 655

IORING COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BAS|C SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR R (Sub-Mission-Ij)
[Rs.in Crores)
!rxj_/,_/,f/llil’ - T e
Total Central| State - Amount Brief Summary “ag
. Cost Share | Share | of _ Py
i | i ' PN
; | install- :
| ments
. for
i
. approval o _ o
m 35.51 16.99 18.572 4,25 ® COP has been oUrS: ¢ and iofiq tecn sign
| , m 5 v m
ie Liv ut
| e ¢ needs ta be
i L3
, T Ie nrastructure rat’o s NGJ W
, — e tion per Duis s, 73,800/- m
7 * Beneficiaries contri wc fon is 10% of ﬁjm tolal cost, 7 T
_ ' ® The cost estimates based on PWD Kanpur v
| 2008,05r2007
; ; _ ;® Total 63%n2w DUs of carpet area is 26.30 Sq.
W w L o/dusin ground \_oo Structure are proposed to
! | _ o bulltwith basicin es.
@ The durztion of S
52.53 | 23.88 .« 2865 | 5.37|° en k,
! , | | ® SLSCapgroval has not heen ouaima
{ I i :
, H » Livelinood Survey has been carried qut.
i ﬁ | i

S0 CSAME meeting | dated - 21.01.20¢9 (Supple . Ugenda-J 37
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TRAL SANCTIONIN &

AN POOR mcgpzmm\mmo:xg

: ; (Rs. in Crores)
I[J’l'[f”lﬁ!ﬁllff‘l
| DUs at |

_ ] 2lon of benaro T
Meerut, Uttar Pradesh

i ® Blometric identification of beneficiary needs 1o be i

i |
carried out. . !
¢ Clected Locsl body is in existence.

| ® The housing tg Infrastructure retio is 44:58.

* Cost New Lonsiruction per Duis Rs. 1, 88,000/-

* Beneficiaries cantri bution is 10% of the total cost.

* The cost estimates Based on PWD State DSR2008-
2009,

i * Totzlno 6f 655 DUs have been tal

enin Fight Slums, _,
| » Total 655 DUs of carpet area is 25 15 Sg.mt.e/dus |
i in ground floor Stryucty-e are propaosed to built with
_ Ummﬂni_nﬁ.mmﬂwcﬁc.«m mmn:m:mm.

* The duration of Project is 1g months

l;ll!’lifl[‘lljill;l!
C. Allahadad,

CDOP has been dpproved and MOA has dm@wﬂﬂmnma. |

Uttar Pradesh | at Allahabad Nagar

- . . * S5L5Capproval has net been obtained. ,”
. * Livelihood Survey has been carrjad aut.
memﬂhbzm:mwma ’ » Biometric identification of beneficiary needs to ba
/\ Uttar Pradesh

i carried qut.

_—

i * Elected Local body is in existence.

\ _ * The housing to nfrastructure ratio is A2:58.
N |« Cost New construction per DulsRs. 1, 74,000/
* Beneficiaries contri bution is 10% of the total cost, |
* The cost estimates based on PWD 507 2008 |
i Allahabad. !
s Total 585 DUs of Cerpelareais 26.30,25.31 &25.50
59 mt. o/du s in ground floor,G+2,G+35tructure 2re _

S
SO%  CSAME meeting , dated - 21.01 2009 (Suppte . Qgenda.

tr)
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O
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: f’llfl’r.ﬁ!”lfl!lll SN
Implementation of BSUP | 19.15 8.87 16.28 | 2.22

Lt



Mathura,

sropesed to bulit with

Uttar Pradesh

|

imoiementation ¢of BSUP
for the Gopal Nagar

i

' DevNagar,Nagta

Chandrabhan, Shivji Ka

Nagla, Shankar Puri
etc.at

Mathura,
Uttar Pradesh

36.55

23.48

cutt with basic infra

The duration of Proiectis 18 months !
COP hes peen m,n,.u_ﬁm,nmo_ EJHmQMJ H.IMHU\ _m,|| T
signed.

S.5C approvel has not been obtained !
Livelinood Survey has been carried out.

Flegted Loca! hed i

he housing to infrastructur

2
Cost New censtructionper D
5

Mathura,
Uttar Pradesh

I

Implementation of BSUP
for the Laxmi
Nagar,Mathura,Uttar
Pradesh

37.62

27.87

8.75

b 1
BenaTiciaries contri bution is 10% of the t stoob
Thecostestimeates based on PWD SOR 20 -
Mathura Cirzle
Total 560 DUs i n 8 Slums in ground Structur= ars | 3
proposed to Bulitwith basic infrastructure facilitiss,
The duraticn of Preject is 15 months
CDP hasbeen approved and MOA has notheoon
signed. |
SLSC aperoval has not teen gbiained
Liveithood Survey has been carried out
tlecied Loca! bedy is in existenee
The hcusing oirTrasiructure ratio 15 472:58 S
Cost New construction per Duis R, 2,101,400/
Bereficiariss i

A ;N,”G.\



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-II[ FOR CONSIDERATION TC CENTRAL SANCT

LONING &

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

(Rs. in Crores)

Mathura Circle. o

Total 608 DUs with Built Up area 32.8% area in
ground Structure are proposed to built with basic
infrastructure facilities.

i« The duration of Project is 15 months

TOTAL 181.36

101.09| 80.27 25.28

504 CSLME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Supple . Agenda-J5T Brief)




BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-IV FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SAM

{CTIONING & MONTIOR
COMMITTEE {CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Missior- 1)

(Rs. in Crores)
ISl | Mission City, |° Project Title _ Totel | Central | State IR Briet Summary =
No !State ﬁ Cost 4 Share | Share | inskcll- | . >
A : _ _ ment _
_f\y 7 ~u:jwull _ Um/\m_omuﬂ)_m_i. of | 911.99] 266,89 64510 66.72° o ChP QﬂUnO<mQ_ and MoA sianed.
3 ' . | B ; : _ \ : . ~ ) )
! _,ﬁr_nrfom ' effordable Eco- 7 w m *  The SISC approval is vel o e obtainad for this Dropesa
Pune _. “ ! _ _ = TR S o
_AK k ) b | rriendly township af | _, ﬂ °  ciecled local sody is in existence | -
j anarasnia | . . , , ‘ _ *» Agency has croposed fo construciion of dwellirg un Tor
* | Bhosari ot Pimpri- | _ | | . !
! _ . | ! M 8% i olalH
| Chichwad {Pune), f i ! ,
' | !
,_ Maharashia | i : i #
/ | | | | | k
_ . | _ _ m ! ﬁ
, , _ _ _, ,
, ! M f 9
W | i . !
” , "
| | | | | | | : :
_ ! m | : | such s deluied esfimates ond drowing for oropcsed .
| H | i i
| | | | | | componenis,
_ ! | o )
m ,. , ﬂ s The cwelling unit cost works out to 2s. 5.70 ?_,,A_sﬂ, and Rs. |
{ i - s H :
4 _ ‘ 4 | 7.50 lekhs for the PPP model. The cosi of
| | | | ” also includes the cost of land. :
i _ . .. . Sl e
| # | _ o The Q‘Qmo envisages construciion of 10,080 DUs in RCC
| | | frame ﬂoaén@ +4 siructure hav; ng carpel area o
A, _ 37.52 sg. =i u& supperting infrastruciure facilii
| | e The dwelli se aliotted WS
f family satis ioility criteria.
| | » Tne beneficia on \o}n out ta Rs. 2.70 lakns
, : as per | i
w , | contribution
SO%




BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-
COMMITTEE (CS&MC)

— 1 ]
B. |Bangalore

BSUP Scheme ai

CDP cpproved and Mok signed.
(Phase-Iil), Challaghatia slum i»  SLSC has cpproved the project.
Chaliaghatio area in Bengalury * Elected local body is in existence,
Slum, (Phase-11}), *  Agency had furnished the livelihood details but livelihood
Karnetaka Karnataka cenfre deteil need fo be incorporated.

* The project designed for 464 slym dweliers including 182
beneficiaries living in slum covered and 275 beneficiarias
to be relocated from other places.

= 189 Beneficiaries have been identified, who are staying of
project location. However the remaining 275 beneficiaries
to be relocated from other sites have not been identified.

) * The ration of housing and infrastructure compenent s |
| l 70:30 of total project cost.
| * Project site is on Govi. fand and ofher land belongs o
KSCB.
* Project envisages the construction of 464 new DUs in G+
“ | 3 structures with plinth crea of 39 20 sq. mir. ang
supporting infrastructure facilifies.
+ The dwelling unit cost is Rs. 2.97 lakhs/ per unit end
M ceniral share is Rs. 1.46 lakhs.
* The project duratior. is 15 months.
ﬁ . _
. -
| A&
SU%  CSLME tmeeting , dated - mﬁmﬁ&ao@ﬁ%:ﬁﬁgﬁ% Ugenda Bief-1V ) s

—_—

o

| +
to be not targeting BPL/EWS category of y
The project duration is 15 months.

1919 872 912 2187, |.

[V FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING &,
UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POCOR Sub-Mission-il)

rban Poors.

(Rs. in Crores)

MONITIORING

— T

-t —d
Q1

D
(4]



BRIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-IY FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MONITIOZ

COMMITTEE (CS&MC} UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOCR {Sub-Mission-11)

, . , (Rs.in Jowmm\
'C. [Nonded- ,_Eﬁumm%mgaroj of w, 53657 429.26] 107.3] ” 107.31 ,.. The present proposal consist 7 DPRs for @o:iocj At ot
_7 ./_QMMMMMTMV? i _:wmmﬂo*ma housing _ )_ _H _ _ 34 slums under wmc_w orogramme. .
| 7 projects under _ i | 7 . CPR  not contains  required information for deic
,_ | |BSUP of Narded | | | | . aporaisal
| _, _fQJ: Disit.- J i , _ 'a The proposc! in not routed through SINA
,_, _,_ | Nanded-Waghala , 4 | ! . SLSC approval sicius not availeble
_,_, | ,_{)Oroamra | | _ »  Detail mecsuremen nT s are not atacned for any of #he
L | ! W_ | | | estimates.
_,) _,_ _ﬁ_ 7_ y ,_ ” ,. Brawings of buildin ng unifs mogm@mﬂag ‘or W
| ,_ . A_ | _, « I i estimates for block of 6 Dis. B
_ _,_ | | | | | f are not o<o:oEm
| _7 | _, | | _ ¢ For elecirification  of  dwelling  uniis  and
| | | » r_ | | infrasfructure percenicge-wise lump sum raies have beer
| _ _ | ! .ﬁ_ | 4,_ odopted ) | |
_ W | _ﬁ _ ‘, o inlayout plan, mecsurements are not availabie, area olbis
_ _ J _, _ H, “ “, go_r Q<Q__QU e; ﬁo ction moQo_ H.jTom:chﬂm and baziz
‘ﬂ , | ,_ | _ 7_ _ infrastructure facilities are net marked.
_ | | ! ,ﬁ ,_ { e In community cenfer esiimeaies, 15% exira for plumbing
| | A,_ | n, ﬁ | | and elecirificaiion but detail est __jor: not availabic
| 7 | _, | _, _ la The land ownershiz in case of DPR Curudwors
_f , J 7 J “ ( Prabhandak Committee and /_Q__oj ,wox:o 3M‘:m No
o | J ,m | | conseni is avalleble from the lana cwner for 0
| | b f | M ,_ | development proposed.
@_ { _, _ ,_ _ J_ W_. Necessary underfoking form ULB and sigratura o
| _ﬁ m ,_ ,_ f T competent auinoriy on OPR, estimates and drawing o2
_ | ,_ “ . _k _ also not availasle
L i | | | -

56

CSLAME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 { Supplementary (genda Buief-TV )
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SRIEE SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA-IV FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SANCTIONING & MON[TIOR:
COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR Sub-Missio

n-i

Basic Services for |
Jharkhand the Urban Poor at _ ‘
| Ranchi (Phase-V1), | ﬂ

(Rs.in Crores)

D. iR

anchi,

1055)e CDp cpprovad and MoA sighed.
* SLSC approval yet fo be obigined.

mm.m.oi 472,21 13.19

/ ,/. Elected body is in place.

/ ‘ Jharkhand J_ _ * Beneficiary list, duly signed has been submitted. m,

. _ , * The rafio of housing and infrastruciyre is 58%:42% of ot
| _ |

project cost,
The project envisages construction of 1622 DUs in
\ composite struciure of G+3 & G2 buildings. The plinth
area of per DU is 34.65 sq. mir.. The proposal clso
includes basic infrastruciure facilities.
¢ The agency has proposed 7 nos. of communily cenfers, 4
, . | nos. of livelihood centers and  rickshaw siands o
proposed under social infrastruciyre.
* Ownership of land in the slums to be developed is owned
by govh and most of the land is owned by e
beneficiaries themselves,
_ . * The defail of financial plan for C&M yetto be obtained
» The schedule of raies adopted is South Chhotanagpur

2

\. Division SOR 2007. Though these SOR is not latest for “f,_,.;m""
] _ division. o
o * The project duration is 15 months and will commence in

_ ‘ | : M April 2009,
| | | | - —

L | Total 152315 Ewom- 774.72 ao.wi
o : o ———
S
PO CSAME meeting , dated : 21.01.2009 (Supplementary Ugenda Beief-1V) W\ | Pagedgpr



i Annexure-IV

to e minutes of the 30th CSMC BIUT
_ Rs. inlakh -
St Tozal * Ist instalmen
~No Project];  Central State, (25 % o
. Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Costl ~ Share Share] Centrad
L Z (3> @ (3) ) (7]
Detail Project Report for "Housing Development and | :
Upgradation of Slums (Housing Development) Phase- 11 : _
1. {Gujarat Vadodara 2008 — 10" 7 «
i | ,
EWS Housing Units (3664Nos @ Rs.1,81,500 /per unit).In- |
STATEMENT-I situ/rehabilitation, G+3; built-up area of 32.55 sq.mt with 2 f g
lrooms,kitchen,WC, bath, balconcy and wash zrea, , N
Ownership rights in joint name of wife and husband. 10280.16 5140.05 5140.658 1233 anh_
_ A Sub Total (A)]  10280.16 5140.08] 3140.08 Bmmew“
'Umﬁwﬂm of State Share {Rs. in lakh) i) Warer Supply 16645 23.25 9337 : uo.m\m
d’mﬂ:m Grant 4055.62 1i) Sewerage 03.91 46.96 L6536 <zl
Beneficiary J
2y{Contribution{only for DUs) _ 1850.43 itf) Street Lights 133.63 55.52)
VHO.HM»: 3906.05 _,au Rozad Werwork 143.70] +1.55
Per DU finance | (Rs.)} ﬂlv Storm warter drain including Ground Warter recharge .pm.ubmé an.az
1)iCentral share 90750.00 _u Cost of paving works & land development/filling 3770 18.83
2){VMSS contribution 21784.00 T& Development of Garden 3771 18.356
3)jState Grant 36360.00 viify Compound Wall 39.5C 44 65
Beneficiary 4
4)|contribution{self} 32670.00| B Sub Total(B) 863.33 431.67 431.67
Total 181500.00 Contingency (5%) 33430 006 332.30]
C Sub Total (C) 334.30 0.00 334.50
Project Cost (A+B+CY, 1147779 5537175 53906.05

\
\.J
S



Annexure-1V

to the minutes of the 50th CSMC (BSUP)
Rs. in lakh .
SL. Total Istinstalment,
No Project| Central State (25 % oA
: Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share| Central Share)
1y, 2 (2 @ )i ©) @ )
Detail Project Report for " Redevelopment of Bhimaagar
2. {Gujarat Surat Vasahat, R.S. No. 159, Udhna-Udyognagar Sangh, Surat”,
EWS Housing Units (1176Nos@Rs.2,02,195/per unit).In-
situ, G+3; carpet area of 25.04 sq.mt with 2 rooms,
STATEMENT-II Kitchen,WC,bath and passage.The DUs to be alloted in the
joint name of wife and husband 2nd to be transferred after 20
years. 2263.29 133164 1131.64 282.91
Sub Total (A) 2263.29 1131.64 113164 282.91
Details of State Share {Rs. in lakh) 1) Internal Roads 53.18 26.50 26.50 6.55
1)|State Grant 1235.69 i) Surrounding pavement 25.34 12.67 12.67 347
Beneficiary .
2) Oonﬂm@cmoﬁmonq for DUs) 428,07 iify Drainage/sewerage 16.50 8.25 5.25 200
Total 1663.69 iv) Water Supply 19.13 9.56 9.56 239
- Per DU finance {Rs.) v) Street Light 6.58 3.44 344 0.56
1)|Central share 96228.00 vi) Compound Wall & Entraacs gate 3310 16.55 16.55 4.14
vil) Social Infrastructure cost Angaawadi, UCD Centze, Dispensary and
2)|ULB 27185.00 Library 29.36 14.68 14.68 3.67
3)|State Grant 42387.00 vii)) Anganwadi, UCD center 19,70 9.85 .85 246
4)i Beneficiary contribution{self) 36395.00 ix) Junction Development 1.38 0.69 0.69 C.17
Total 202195.00 x) Garden & playground development 22,63 11.32 11.32 2.83
xi) Vegetable market 1.54 0.77 0.77 0.15
xif) Hawker space 2.47 1.24 1.24 031
xiti) Shopping area 26.88 13.44 13.44 53
Sub Total(B) 258.08 129.04 129.04 32.26;
Contingency (3%) 75.64 £.00 73.64 o.oom
Workchasge & establishment chacge (29%) 51.94 0.00 51.94 0.0¢
Transit accommodation @2% 47.56 23.78 2378 5.94
PMC charges @5%, TPI charges @0.7%, DFR preparation & project i
menitoring charges (@0.7%, JToNTIRM Cell Admn. charges, Capacity _
Frhea Bousing cost does not include the building{@1.1%, CBO training, social services, convergence {@2% 231.65 0.00 251.63 m,om
contingency @ 3% and Wortkcharge & Sub Total (C) 426.79 23.78 &ow.ou § u.oJW,
Establishment charee (@ 2 % Project Cost(A+B+C)  2948.15] 1284.46 1663.69 32112
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Annexure-IV

to the minutes of the 50+h CSMC 38U
| Rs. in lakh i
1. Total Ist instalmenst
No ) . oL Project| Central State (25 %
. Name of the State Narme of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share] Central Sha
(L 2 2D @ B © 7
Detail Project Report for "' Construction of Housing nader M
3. |Gujarat Surat Redevelopment schemne at Kammmagar Vasahat, Surac”. w
EWS Housing Units {740Nos @ Rs.2,69,010/per unit).In- |
situ, G+5; carpet area of 25.12 sq-mt with 2 rooms,
STATEMENT-ITI kitchen,WC,bath and passage. The DUs to be alloted in the
joint name of wife and husband and to be transferred after 20 W
years® 1858.71 529.36 929.36 232,34}
Sub Total (A) 185871 929.36 929.36 Mmm:ﬁﬂm
Details of State Share {Rs. in lakh) Infrastructure:- : i
1)|State Grant 1061.24 3 Tnternal Roads * 22.58 11.29 1120 M,,
Beneficiary
2)| Contribution{only for DUs) 296.00 1) Surrounding pavernent 4955 2480
Total 1357.24 i) Drainage/sewerage i 447 204
Per DU finance (Rs.)) i) Warer Supply ! 8.1 4.10 ,
13| Central share 125588.00 v} Street Light 3352 1.76 174 _
2)[ULB 46053.00]  |+) Compound Wall & Fatrarce gore _ 15.66 733 783
vi) Socizl Infrastruciure cost Anganwadi, UCD Centre, Dispensary aad |
3){State Grant 57365.00 Library 26.67 13.33 13.33
Beneficiary
4)icontribution(self) 40000.00 Sub Total(B) 150.70 65.35 65.35
Total 269010.00 Contingency (3%) 96.48 0.0 09.48
Workeharge & Esmblishment charge (2%) 4177 0.C0 4157
| Transit accommodation @2% 47.51 2375 2376
- PMC charpes @5%, TP charges @0.7%, DPR preparation & project
monitoring chazges (@0.7%, JnNURM Cell Adma. charges, Capacity
buildingl@1.1%, CBO wzining, social services, convergence (@2% 197.32 0.0¢ 197.33
*the housing cost does nort include the Sub Total (C) 386.29, 23.76 3 um..mm.
s Project Cost (A+B+C) 2375.70]  1018.4¢]  1357.24
contingency (@ 2% and Workcharge & . / L s
Establishment charge @ 5 % Total for Gujarat (3 projects) 16801.64| 7874.677  8926.97
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Annexure-TV

to the minutes of the 50th CSMC BSUR)
Rs. in Iakh
Sl Total 1st instalment
No ) Project| Central State {25 % of
. Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share| Central Share)
() @) C2) @ ) © 0 ®)
BSUT Scheme for construction of 1080 Dus in Savitribai
4. |Maharashtra Nagpur Phule Nagar slum in Nagpur, Maharashtra
Insitu redevelopment - Construction of 1080 new
Dwelling units @ Rs.2,83,822/- per DU having carpet
STATEMENT-IV area 2500 sqm, G+2 comprising of 2 rooms with
independent access to toilet, kitchen, separate WC &
bath room and balcony. After construction, houses will
be allotted to individual beneficiaries & the title will be
issued on Female / Joint name of family member. 3065.28]  1532.64 1532.64 383.16
Details of State Share (Rs in lakh)] A Sub Total (A)  3065.28] 1532.64 1532.64 383.16
1) [State grant 1,347.14 1. Sewerage 41.60 20.80 20.80 .20}
2) |ULB share 703.43 2. Roads & drains 339.52]  169.76 169.76 40 44
3) |Beneficiaries share 337.18 3. Water supply 84.65 42.33 42.33 10.58]
4) |Other charges 477.55 4. Street lighting 21.49 10.75 10.75 2.69
Total State Share 2865.30 5. Common spaces like staircase 604.80 302.40 302.40 75.00
Per DU Finance (Rs.) 6. Anganwadi 78.78 39.39 39.39 9.85
7. Social amenites like Livelinood Centre, Community Hall ‘
1) {Central share 141911.00 & Informal shops 310.39 155.30 155.30 38.82
2) |State grant 85146.60 8. Adult Education Centre / Library 83.67 41.84 41.84 10.46
3) [ULB share 25543.98 9. Primary Health Centre 128.13 64.07 64.07 16.02
4) |Beneficiares share 31220.42] B.1 Sub Total (B.1)] 1693.23 846.62 846.62 211.65
Total 283822.00 Total (A+B.]) 4758.51 2379.25 2379.25 594.81
10. Transit Housing & mobilization 17.C0 8.50 8.50 2.15
B.2 Sub Total (B.2) 17.00 8.50 8.50] 2.13!
Total (A+B.1+B.2)] 4775511 2387.75| 2337.75 596.94"
1. A&OE (@ 5% 238.78 0.00 238.78 0.00
2. DPR prep chazrges @ 5% 238.78 0.00 238.78 0.00
C Sub Total {C) 477.55 0.00 477.55 0.60
Project Cost (A+B+C)|  5253.06] 2387.75]  2865.30 596.941
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Annexure-TV

w0 the minutes of the 50th CSMC (BEUT
. Rs. in lakh JU
31, Total Istinstalment
No Projecti Central State (25 % of]
. Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share! Central Share)
© 2 &Y @ B © - S
BSUP Scheme for Budge Budge Ph-II, Distt. 24 1
Kolkata Parganas (South), Kolkata Metropolitan Area, West 4
5. | West Bengal {Budge Budge) Bengal _
| | |
Insitu - Construction of 1130 new Dwelling units (@ 7 |
l Rs.1,47,271/- per DU having carpet area 23.00 sqm, ,
STATEMENT-V Single storied comprising of 2 rooms with independent i ,_
access to toilet, kitchen, separate WC & bath room and _
verandah. Title of land is with the beneficiaries. Beforc] g,
implementation, it will be ensured that either the ;
property title is in the name of wife or in joint name. 1664.10 832.08 832.08
_ Details of State Share | (Rs in lakh)] A Sub Total (A)]  1664.15] 83208 232.03
f 1) |State grant k 982.85 ,H. Water supply A 203.75 101.88 101.83 -
_ 2) JULB share _ mo.oo, 2. Storm water drains _ 335.19 16310 16310
| 2) |[KMDA share _ 241.80)] 3. Roads & Pavements | 32036 170.18) 170.18)
ﬁ 4 |Beneficiaries share mww.mi 4. Street lights ! 62200 30.60 3 oom
_ Total State Share 1638.08 3. Hedge boundary 12.26 6.13 513
L Per DU Finance (Rs.) 6. Cinder Track 73,47 36,74 36,74
1) {Central share 73635.50 7. Community Centre 323.42 16171 1617
2} |State grant 4418130 8. Informal Mazket 62.38 31.19 31.19 50|
3) |ULB share 0.00 9. Livelthood Centre 69.59] 34.80 34 80| 8.7
4) |KMDA share 0.00 10. Rickshaw stand 129.37] 64.69 6469 1617
5) |Beneficiaries share 2045420 B Sub Total (B) 1611.99 806.060 806,00 mow.m@w
Total 14727100 Project Cost (A+B) 3276150 1635.08]  1638.08 409.52)
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Annexure-IV
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to the minutes of the 50tk CSMC (BSUR)
— Rs. in lakh
S1. Total 1st instalment
Ne Project  Central State (25 % of]
.- | Name of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share| Central Share)
()] @) &) @ G ] D ®)
Basic Services for the Urban Poor at Ranchj (Phase -
6. |Tharkhand Ranchi V1), Jharkhand _
Redevelopment - Construction of 1622 new Dwelling
units @ Rs.1,89,977/- per DU having carpet area 25.57
sqm, G+2/ G+3 structure consists one bed room with a
balcony, one multi-purpose room/ living area, a kitchen ,
STATEMENT-VI space with attached tojlet facilites, Ppassage. Land
Patta/ DUs documents will be handed over to the
beneficiaties in due course by the agency, and tenurial
rights ate available in the name of Wife or Husband and
wife jointly. 3081.431  2465.14 616.29 G16.29
Details of State Share (Rs in lakh) Sub Total (A)!  3081.43] 246514 616.29 616.29
1} |State grant 519.94 1.Roads and Pathways 258.44 206.75 51.69 51.69
Z) |ULB share 219.42 2.Development of Green Areas 39.26 31.41 7.85 7.85
3} |Beneficiaries share 315.85 3. Water Supply 132.87 106.30 2G.57 26.57
| 4 |Other Charges 263.80 4.Sewerage 290.83 232.06 58.17 3817
Total State Share 1319.01 S5.Storm Water Drains 86.36 69.09 17.27 17.27
Per DU Finance {Rs.) 6.Community Spaces 244.09)- 19327 48.82 - 48.82
| 1) |Central share 151981.00 7.Electdfication 39.13 47.30 11.83 11.83
2) |State prant 18049.GC 8 Local Carraige of Matedals 151.86 121.49 30.37 30.37
3) {ULB share 0.00 9.Livelthood Centre 234.07 187.26 46.81 46.81
4} |Beneficiaries share 19947.00 10.5taircase & Corridor 661.76 329.41 132.35 Hmm.mm_
Total 189977.00 11.Rickshaw Stand 35.93 28.74 7.19 719
Sub Total (B)!  2194.60] 1735.68 438,92 438.92!
Total (A+B) 5276.03| 4220.82 105521 1055.21
LIEG, Capacity Building((@3%) 158.28 0.00 158.28 0.00
2.DPR Preperation Cost(@2%) . 103.52 0.00 105.52 0.00
Sub Total (C) 263.80 0.00 263.80 £.00
Total Project Cost (A+B+C)|  5539.831 4220.82 1319.01 1055.21



Annexure-TV

to the minutes of the 50t CEMC BT
M Rs. in lakh !
g1, Totall Istins nﬁaldj“
No . Project; Central State (25 % of
. NName of the State Name of the City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Share Share| Central Share)
& FA 2) 3 @ &) ) @ S
3cheme of Basic Services for Urban Poor (BSUP) at
i 7. |Kamataka Bengaluru Challaghatta slum area in Bengaluru, Phase-I11, Kamataka ,, 4
Insitu (189 I2Us) + Relocaton (275 DUs) - Consmucton of] ; , |
464 new Dwelling units @ Rs.2,91,630/- per DU having
carpet arez 26.07 sqm, Single Storle (msima)/ GH3 W ,
(relocation) structure consists comsists of a living room, zed ,,
STATEMENT-VII room, kitchen, bath and WC. The tenuce Zghts co the _ W
beneficiaries are thezefore assured znd once the constmcdon 7 i
of the dwelling units are compieted and the beneficiary :
contribution is fully paid, the ownership will be given in the |
arme of Wife or Husband and wife jointly. 1333.14 676.58 (.58 1691
| |  Details of State Share (Rs in lakh)| A Sub Total (A)  1333.16]  676.38 676.38] 1
1) jState grant 737.15 1.Roads * 34.25 42,13 13}
2) |ULB share 0.00 2.Retalning wal | 15.00 7.50 TS0
3} |Deneficiaries shace 135.32 3NWzter supply | 74.89 37.43 B
4) |Other Charges 174.50 4 Under grouad drainage System 40.69 20.35
Total State Share 046.97 3. Electrificaton 61.63) 30.83
f Per DU Finance Qﬂm.u 6.Staircase & Balconies 65.51 32.66
ﬁ 1 Tun:nn& share 145815.00 7.Coramurity Centre 50.C0 25.00
| 2) [State grant 116551.00] B Sub Total (B)]  39L79]  195.90
{ 3) |ULB share 0.00 Total (A+B)]  1744.93 872.48
_ 4) |Beneficiades share 29154.00 1A&CE {@5%) 87.25 0.0C
_ Total 291630.00 2.0&M chzrges {@5%) 87.23 0.00)
_ i C Sub Total {C) 174.30 0.00
ﬁ | | Totzal Project Cost (A+B+C) 1919.45 372.48 ST
Grand Total (5 States/7 projects) |
Gujarat (3 projects) 1680164 7374.67 8926.97] I
Maharashtra (1 project) 3253.06] 2387.73F  2865.30
West Bengal (1 project) 3276.13]  1638.08 Hmum.omﬁ .
Jharkhand {1 project) . 3539.831 4220.82 1319.01 1655,
Karnataka (1 project) 1919.45 872.48 1046.97 .
Grand Total (5 States/7 projects) 32790.13) 16993.79) 15796.33 42484

Note: First instalment of ACA for 1 project each in Nagpur, Maharashta and Ranchi, Jharkhand will be released on receipt of SL.5C approv
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Annexure-V
to the minutes of 50th CSMC (BSUP)

Rs. n lakh
8 % of
3 Amount recommended | gmount
M mm hﬁn Am Am. Am for release as 2"/3™ | recomme
r...n.v. ..m. Total uvvnM“M d Central share Released so far %mzn: of m“—ﬂ“».”. of m“a“_,” mnmﬂwnanmuﬁ of ACA n__-un“omu”“._
m M Total central | (excludin|1st 2nd Central ULB ULB central
M m Name of Project share |g A&OE, |instalme |instalme share Yeof share share Yof |2nd 3ed share
Z Project Cost  |Approved] IEC) [t nt Total utilised | utilisation | released | utilised [utilisation|instalment |instalment appraved
Relocation of
Slum in Surat
m (MC Surat),
& |Gujarat 5644.70]  2800.30{ 2844.40 | 700.08| 700.08] 1400.16| 1186.91 85% 1406.82 | 1186.91] 84%, 0.000 700.08) 25%
DPR for .
5 construction of
.M.r housing for the
© urban poor
&EWS) at
vaticus
vy |locations in
2 |Ahmedabad
_.m Munictpal
g [Corporaton
M (Phase-T) 33876.03] 16444.68| 16444.68] 4111.17 0.00] 4111.17{ 411117 | 100% | 4185.47 | 1695.05 | 40% 4111.170 0.00] 25%
Total for Gujarat .
(2 projects) 4111.170 700.08
Total 2nd instalment Rs. 4111170 lakh
Total 3rd instalment Rs. 700.080 lakh
F Grand Total of 2nd and 3td instalment approved Rs. 4811250 lakh

‘
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