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Government of lndia
Ministry of Jal Shakti

Department of Water Resources, River Development
and Ganga Rejuvenation

-\ -

The sec was held on 6th October 2020 throughvideo conferen
Hon,bre Union 9fr.".1..J.,.:&?;i$jn;"fl:.:i:li:Xff:
Chief Minister and Shri K. CiandrasheXa iao, tton,bteChief Minister r and decide on the agenda items alreadycirculated. senior officers from DoWR, GRMB, KRMB and c\rvc arso attenJeo tnemeeting. List of participants is enclosed at Annexure _ l.

2.1 . . At the outset, the Hon'bre union Minister for Jar shakti wercomed theparticipants. He stated that such meetings on a regular and periodic basis will herp tosort out issues between the states in an amicabre 
-r"nn"r. 

when he took over as the
Minister for Jar shakti rast year, he observed that the 1st Apex councii .nu"iing *r"held in september2016, and there had been a considerabre g"p in n;oin;in" nurtmeeting. Therefore, his Ministry sent requests to both stateJthree times"rast yearseeking agenda points for hording the meeting. wit no response from bottr tnestates, this Ministry has prepared and circulated ihe agenda points.
2'2 He stated that as no comments were received from any of the states on theMinutes of the First meeting of Apex councir, til s;;e may be treated as confirmed.

rganization Act-201 4 (APRA-201 4),
te upon all issues regarding water
He informed that Krishna Water

d 811 TMC to the then combined state of
rd, but it is not yet published, since the
ntil the KWDT-ll award is published, the

the ApRA-20 1 4, since they. do not have J:li.,^"iff:'",ffi:t :ffi:. "-ffx?:i,""#fl
should be made to obtain water allocations for them.

014 mandated to have Krishna River
River Management Board (GRMB) to
ers Krishna and Godavari respectively.
Boards perform their responsibilities as

taken up by both states in the Godavari
the mandated statutory clearances like

ment etc. Repeated letters sent by both
Shakti asking for submission of DpR,s

ts. As far as new projects are
at such projects should be
first, and then they should be

through Video Conferencing
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2.5 He further stated that since Krishna basin has many projects but limiled
water, improving the efficiency of the existing projects would help water re-allocation
to new projects. In Godavari basin, all approved projects should be completed flrst
before planning on new projects. He hoped that interlinking of Rivers Godavari and
Krishna would help the water deficlt areas oI both the states. He expressed
confidence that the present meeting would be productive and would help in resolving
most of the outstanding issues amicably, in the larger interest of the welfare of the
people of both the States.

2.6 He further stated that Telangana has sent a few agenda items vide their
letter daled 0210.2020 to be included in this meeting. These were received in the
[/inistry during the weekend and there was not enough time to seek the opinion of
AP on these items and so the same could not be included in the Agenda. He assured
that the original agenda covers most of lhose items and if any items were not
covered, there could be deliberated upon afler considering the main agenda items.

2.7 He informed that Additional Secretary, DoWR, RD & cR, Ministry of Jal
Shakti would make a presentation on the proposed Agenda items. He urged the
States to present thetr views/presentation on all the agenda items after the Ministry,s
presentation.

3.'1 Additronal Secretary, DoWR, RD & cR briefly mentioned the functions of
the Apex Council, functions of the Boards (KRt\,,tB & GRMB) and jurisdiction of the
Boards, as mentioned in various sections of the APRA-2o14. As per Section g4 of
1ll1-r01! the functions of Apex Councit are (i) to supervise the funclioning of
KRMB & GRMB, (ii) planning and approval of proposals of new projects on Godavari
and Krishna rivers, (iii) resolution of any dispute on sharing of river waters and
reference of any disputes not covered under KWDT to a Tribunal to be constrtuted
under the ISRWD Act, 1956. As per section 8S(8) of APRA-2014, the functions of the
Board.are (i) regulation of suppty of water from the projects to both the States having
regard to awards granted by the Tribunats constitu(ed under the ISRWD Act of 1956,
(ii) construction of on-going or new works on Godavari and Krishna rivers and their
tributaries through the successor States as the Central Government may specify by
notification in the Offlcial cazette, (iii) making an appraisal of any proposai for
construction of new projects on Godavari and Krishna rivers and giving technical
clearance after satisiying that such projects do not negatively impaci the availability
of water as per the awards of the Tribunals constituted under the ISRWD Act of ,1956

for the_projects already completed or taken up before the appointed day and (iv) such
other functions as the Central Government may entrust to it on th; basis of the
principles specifled in the Xt Schedute of ApRA-2014. As per section 87(1)&(2) of
APRA-2014 the Boards shall ordinarily exercise jurisdiction on Godavari and Krishna
rivers (i) in regard to any of the projects over headworks (barrages, dams, reservoirs,
reg,ulating structures), part of canal network and transmission lines necessary to
deliver water or power to the States concerned, as may be notified by the Centrat
Government, having regard to the awards, if any, made by the Tribunals constituted
under the ISRWD Act, 1956 and (ii) if any question arisei as to wh ther the Board
has jurisdiction under sub-section (i) over any project referred thereto the same shall
be referred to the Central Government for decision thereon.

\,$a--
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She made a detailed presentation on the Agenda items listed below and also stated
the views of the Ministry of Jal Shakti on each of the items.

1. Decision on the Jurisdiction of GRMB and KRMB.
2. Submission of DPRs of new projects by State Governments to GRMB and

KRMB for appraisal and sanction by the Apex Council.
3. Establishing a mechanism for determination of share of Krishna and Godavari

waters between the States of AP and Telangana.
4. Shifting of headquarters of KRMB to AP.

3.2 Decision on the Jurisdiction of GRMB and KRMB: Additional Secretary
informed that regarding jurisdiction of KRMB, in the first meeting of the Apex Council
and also in earlier KRMB and GRMB meetings, the stand of Telangana has been that
the jurisdiction of KRMB may be notified after the finalization of KWDT-Il Award. The
stand of AP has been that pending allocations to be made by KWDT-Il, jurisdiction of
KRMB may be notified. However, in the two meetings this Ministry held with both
states in February 2018 and January 2020, the consistent view of the Ministry was
that, in the absence of notification of jurisdiction of GRMB and KRMB, the said
Boards are not in a position to exercise their powers effectively as per the terms of
APRA.2O14.

Hence, the Ministry of Jal Shakti, Gol proposes that pending project-wise allocations
by KWDT-Il, as per section 87(1 )&(2) of APRA-2014, jurisdiction of KRMB shail be
notified with regard to the award made by KWDT-|. Needed amendment to it can be
done with regard to KWDT-ll Award, after it gets into force. For the six projects
mentioned in para-10 of the Xl Schedule of APRA-2014, since these projects do not
have allocations under KWDT-|, Ministry suggests that both states shall try to get
water allocations to these projects from KWDT-Il and then the regulation of supply of
water for these will be taken over by the Board accordingly. Also, as per section
87(1 )&(2) of APRA-2014, the jurisdiction of GRMB shall be notified by the Central
Government covering all the existing and ongoing projects (subject to requisite
approvals) on Godavari River in both the states. As far as construction/execution of
on-going/new/future projects in both the states by KRMB & GRMB, as per section
85(8)(c) of APRA-2014, the Central Government, after approval of those projects by
the Apex Council, will specify by notification in the Official Gazette.

3.3 Submission of DPRs of new projects by State Governments to
GRMB and KRMB for appraisal and sanction by the Apex Gouncil: lt was
informed by the Additional Secretary that both the states have taken up new projects
without submitting DPRs to KRMB/KRMB or CWC for appraisal, rather they are
complaining against each other's projects. AP has taken up fifteen projects on river
Krishna and four projects on river Godavari on which Telangana has complained.
Likewise, Telangana has taken up eight projects on river Krishna and seven projects
on river Godavari on which AP has complained. Apex council was informed that out
of these thirty four projects, only two projects of relangana have hydrology/inter-state
clearances and two other projects of Telangana are included in the APRA-20'14. The
status of statutory clearances obtained from central government for all these projects
were shown to the members of the apex council (enclosed at Annexure - ll). As
recently as in March 2020, Telangana started Kaleswaram (3rd TMC component) and

{c[atL'rr--
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Sitarama LIS on river Godavari for which Ap has objected. ln May 2020, Ap started
Rayalaseema LIS and Pothireddypadu expansion on river Kdshna for which
Telangana has objected. Both KRMB and GRMB have been requesting both the
States since long including in recent meetings that were held in June 2O2O for
submitting DPRS of atl these projects. Hon'ble Minister of Jal Shakti had written
letters to both the Hon'bte Chief Ministers of Telangana and Ap in this regard and
also advised not to go ahead with these projects until GR[,48/ KRI\,48 have appraised
them and the Apex Council has approved them. The members of the apex council
were informed that till date no DpR has been submitted by both the States to the
Boards for appraisal.

It was also informed that in a meeting held by the Ministry of Jal Shakti, Gol with
officers of the States of AP and Telangana in January 202b, Secretary (WR, RD &
GR) had clarifled about which projects can be termed as new projects as under:

'1. Any irrigation project which has not been techno-economically appraised by
CWC and accepted by the Technicat Advisory Committee of DoWR, RD & GR,
should be considered as new project irrespective of the fact whether it was
conceived before or after bifurcation of erstwhile Ap.

2. All major, medium and multipurpose projects, where there is change in scope
such as, change in location of intake points, changes in alignment of canal
distribution network, changes in size and geographical location of command
area to be served, changes in storage, increase in water utilization, etc.,
should be treated as new schemes for the purpose of appraisal irrespective of
the status of construction of project.

3. ln addition to the above menttoned parameters, from the angle of lnter_State
issues and-hydrology of a project, the projects need to be ippraised by the
respeclive Board.

4. Further, appraisal has to be done by CWC also, before placing them before
the Apex Council for approval as the Boards do not have the requisite
wherewithal in terms of technical expertise.

Thus, the N/inistry of Jal Shakti, Got proposes that as per Sections 84(3xii), 85(8Xd)
and para-7 of Xl Schedule of APRA-2o14, the states are bound to submit the DpRs
of new projects to KRMB and GRMB for appraisal and subsequent sanction by the
Apex Council.

3.4 Establishing a mechanism for determination of share of Krishna and
Godavari waters between the Staies of Ap and Telangana: Additional Secretary
drew the attention of the members of the apex council thai as per section S5(8)(a) oi
APRA-2014, one of the functions of both KRlvlB & GRIVIB include regulation oi su[ply
of water from the prolects to both the States having regard to awarJs granted by th;
Tribunals under ISRWD Act of 1956. She informeO that sharing oiriver Krishna
w-aters is being carried out as per working arrangement agreed by both the states as
298.96 TMC to Telangana and 512.04 TMC to Ap out of the lotat B1 1 T[/C allocated
by KWDT-|, pending award of KWDT-ll. With regards to sharing of codavari waters,
presently, there is no agreement between both the States. Telangana stated earlier
that as there are no joint projects between the both the states in Godavari basin,
therefore there appears no need for such an exercise. Now that both states
complained against each other on the projects in Godavari Basin, there is a need to
decide the mechanism for determination of the share of Ap and Telangana in the

qLYulliu-
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Godavari waters. she also informed that as per the GWDT report, Telangana is
asking for its share of 45 TMC from out of the waters diverted by Ap from G-odavari
River to Krishna River.

Ministry of Jal Shakti, Gol proposes that with regards to sharing of waters of River
Krishna, until the Award of KWDT-ll is notified, award of KWDi-l shall be in force.
The working arrangement as agreed by both the states shall continue. with regards
to sharing of Godavari waters, the Ministry proposes that either there be a mutual
agreement between both the states or a new Tribunal is set up to decide on this.
Also, a mechanism for sharing of the 45 TMC water, diverted by Ap from Godavari
basin to Krishna basin is necessary.

3.5 shifting of headquarters of KRMB to Ap: Additionar secretary informed
that as per the provisions of section 85 of ApRA-2014, the headquarters of the
KRMB shall be located in the successor State of Ap.

4 After the presentation by Additional Secretary, Hon'ble Union Minister
desired that the four agenda items may be discussed first. lf any other item needs to
be discussed in the meeting, the same could be taken up as a table item. Recalling
that in the first Apex council meeting, Ap was requested to speak first, this time he
requested Hon'ble Chief Minister of Telangana to speak first.

5.1 Hon'ble chief Minister of rerangana expressed his gratitude to Hon'bre
Union Minister for giving him the opportunity and requested foithe proceedings of
the second Apex council meeting to be recorded. Further, he requested thai ttre
minutes may be issued after obtaining the views of both the state Governments.
Hon'ble Union Minister informed him that the proceedings are being recorded.

5.2 Hon'ble cM of relangana commented on the agenda items and recalled
that immediately after the formation of the State of relingana, he had made a
representation to the Ministry of water Resources on 14th July 2014 under Section-3
of IsRWD Act of 1956, asking for an equitable allocation of Krishna waters. He stated
that Telangana is the youngest State and every State has a constitutional right to get
a fair and equitable allocation of river waters. Telangana has requested to refer the
matter to a Tribunal and Government of lndia should not have any reservation on
this. Even after seven years of its formation, Telangana State is stiliwaiting to know
about its legitimate share of waters. After one year, they had approaihed the
Supreme court. He stated that he has mentioned all these in his letier to Hon,ble
Minister of Jal Shakti and had urged to include them in the agenda of the meeting.
He stated that the present meeting could be postponed and bi rreld after about ren
days after obtaining the views of AP on the issues he mentioned in his letter.

5.3 He stated that the working arrangement between both the states is still
continuing and until and unless water sharing is finalized by the Tribunal under
section-3 of IsRWD Act of '1956, the question of notification of lurisdiction of Boards
should not arise. He also stated that the tribunal matter is pending in supreme court
and is sub-judice, hence on this account also the jurisdiction mattei cannot be
deliberated.
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5.4 He further stated that Godavari Lift lrrigation Scheme (GLls) project which
started 20 years back and on which expenditure io the order of Rs.6o00b irores has
been made, and which has even been funded by Government of rndia, cannot bet9.rled as a new project. He asserted that there aie no new projects in Terangana at
all. GWDT has allocated water sub-basin wise and accordingly ielangana hai taken
up their projects based on. it. rn Kaleshwaram project, right fiom thJbeginning, the
state had planned for 3 TMC per day and what ir'ey nave newry taken up-i. the-canat
conveyance part. Any apprehension of Ap on any project on Godavari waters, they
can make a complaint andthat can be referred to a Tribunal. He also stated that asper KWDT-|, water arrocation to Srisairam, which is a hydro-erectricar project, is onryfor evaporalion losses and for power generation so water can be released to
Nagarjunasagar project. He stated that pothyreddypadu project of Ap does not have
any water allocations by KWDT-|. The project was operationalized to supply drinking
water to chennai. It was originally designed for 1500 cusecs in the then lombined
AP against the interests of relangana. Later on, it was expanded to 11,500 cusecs,
then to 40,000 cusecs and now they are expanding it to g4,000 cusecs and are
planning to take I TMC per day. He further asserted that the water is being
transferred by AP from Krishna basin to out of Krishna basin through this project with
no water allocations to these projects by the tribunal and without ippraisal ot opR.
and also without obtaining the required statutory clearances for these projects. He
also stated that, if AP continues with this project, then Telangana would conitruct a 3
lv! qolect at Alampur and draw waters. He stated that only tribunal under section-
3 of ISRWD Act of '1956 can be a solution.

6.1 Hon'ble cM of AP thanked the Union Minister for giving the opportunrty to
participate in the meeting. He stated that lt is a fact that critiial and chroniially
drought prone areas of Rayalaseema i.e. Kurnoor, ysR Kadapa, Ananthapuram,
chittoor including Nellore and Prakasam districts are mainly dependent on Srisailam
project for their drinking, industrial and irrigation needs 

'just 
like Nalgonda,

Mahabubnagar and Rangareddy district of relangana are. He stated that that
Rayalaseema Lls is not a proposal for drawal of water more than what is allocated to
AP and no new storage is planned and arso no new ayacut is contemprated.
Furthermore, no enhanced utilization is proposed except to supplement the needs of
existing and ongoing projects of Ap. Hon'ble cM of Ap further informed that the
Government of relangana is going ahead with new projects as well as enhancing the
capacity of existing projects on Godavari river which will have adverse impaJt on
downstream requirements of lower riparian state of Ap. He therefore requesied that
Apex council may advise the Government of relangana to submit DpRs and not to
go ahead until appraisal by GRMB and sanction of Apex council is obtained as all
these projects are contemplating additional storage and additional ayacut.

6.2 He stated that KRMB and GRMB are monitoring, regulating/controlling
authorities to implement the decisions of the Tribunals only ani soihe Bolrds cannot
determine the share of river waters between the two states. After bifurcation, Ap and
Telangana have agreed to utilize 811 TMC of water allocated to erstwhile Ap in the
ratio of 512 TMC and 299 TMC respectively in June 2015. The primary basis for
arriving at this proportional distribution is the utilization considered bi KWDT-1.
Therefore how and where individual states utilize their share of water should be at
the discretion of the individual state, which was also agreed between Ap and
Telangana in the June 2015 meeting.- 

ku6\t;ttt-,L
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6.3 He further requested that Apex Council may intervene in sharing of
Godavari waters between the two States by concluding mutual agreements or
referring to a Tribunal. He wanted the Apex Council to note that surptus flows of 3O0O
TN.4C of Godavari water into the sea is inclusive of 1400 TMC of unutilized allocated
water of upper riparian States of Maharashtra, l\.4p, Karnataka, Chhattisgarh and
Odisha, which can be any time utilized by them. The Apex Council may intervene in
sharing of Godavari waters between the two States by concluding mutual
agreements, or referring to the Tribunal.

6.4 He also stated that AP is also of the opinion that for effective supervision
and control of the common reservoirs i.e. Srisailam and Nagarjunasagar, notification
of jurisdiction of the Board is essential. Therefore for better water regulation and
control of common projects, Central Government should notify the jurisdiction of the
Board.

6.5 Hon'ble CN4 of AP further stated that as per Section 85(2) of APRA, 2014,
the headquarters of KRMB is to be shifted to the successor State of Ap as agreed by
the State of Telangana in the meeling of NIoHA in 2019. He urged that a decision to
thrs effect may be taken at the earliest by the Council.

7. Hon'ble Chief lvlinister of Telangana responded that pothyreddypadu
project is catering totally to out of Krishna basin projects, while Nalgonda,
Mahabubnagar & Rangareddy districts of Telangana are totally within Krishna basin.
He said notifications by N/inistry of Jal Shakti in 2016 clearly stipulated that inter
basin transfer can only be done after the in-basin requirements are met. As
suggested by Hon'ble CM of AP, he too requested to appoint a Tribunal for deciding
on sharing of Godavari waters between the two States in a time bound manner. He
further added that a request in this regard would be sent by Telangana within a day.
Regarding shitting of the headquarters of KRMB to Ap, Hon,ble Chief l\itinister of
Telangana said that they never denied shifting of headquarters to Ap.

8.1 Hon'ble Union Minister stated that majority of the issues raised by both the
CMs are of operatron and maintenance of the systems. The waters of the two rivers
are shared between the two States as per tribunal awards. lt is necessary that the
two Boards are empowered to take care of the operational management of proiects
as mandated under APRA-2014. He stated that Ministry of Jal Shakti preferred to
have consensus beh/veen the hxo States keeping in view the long term relationships
and long term water sharing related issues between both the states even though the
APRA gives exclusive responsibility to the Central Government to notify the
jurisdiction of the Boards. Since there is a necessity for independent and empowered
Boards and hence the jurisdictions of the Boards need to be notified. He also
responded to Hon'ble Cl\.4 of Telangana that the assistance given by central
government under PMKSY program to GLIS was for phase one of this project which
has statutory clearances. For the projecls which do not have statutory clearances,
they need to be obtained and it is for alt such projecls, the DpRs need to be
submitted.

8.2 Regarding the issue of notification under Section-3 of the TSRWD Act of
1956, the Hon'ble Union Minister stated that in 201 1 , erstwhile Ap itself approached
the Supreme Court to not publish the Brijesh Kumar Tflbunal / KWDT-ll. ln 2014,
after bifurcation, Telangana State has requested to constitute a new Tribunal under

vdu
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section-3 of ISRWD Act, which is the State,s legitimate right. He also stated that in2014 Terangana asked for a tribunar invorving irr t- rri"n"" i"""i"- stares and in

ri Tribunal, Hon,ble Union lllinister stated
section-3 from both the States. the issue
nistry. Regarding the inter_basin transfer,
ng the needs of the jn-basin flrst.

8.4 Regarding the new projects, he
ano envrronmental clearances have to b

?:1^,^,--- 9?r"tr9lng the meeting, Hon,bte t\,tinister of Jat Shakti summarized theoecrsrons taken after detailed deliberations:

1. Jurisdiction of GRMB and KRMB shall be notified by Government of tndia. TheH.on'ble CM of Tetangana expressed nis aisagree#enio;-. inlsl'Hon,Ule UnionMinister clarilled that it is the Cen I Cou"ernmen,:" lr"r"g",ir" f., 
"*nthus the same will be notified as per

ana for a trlbunal under section-3 of the
to withdraw the case it has filed in the

eiving such assurance, Ministry of Jal
whether a new Tribunal has to be

matrer. Hon, b t e c M of re ra n s a na 
"nr""#,:"Jffi :"r:Ji[*:]J 

"1" 

J;;; [:
3. Both the States shall submit the DpRs of new projects to the Boardsimmediately for appraisal and subsequent 

""r"ii""'Ui air"* Council. Hon,bleUnion lvtinister assured that the appraisat **iA LL jon" l" the snortest
. possible time. Both Hon,ble Chief Ministers agreed t" *Uriiin" O'pn..4 As agreed bv borh the slates, the HeaoquartEri Li <niis';ir'b" Iniftuo r" ep.s. Both the States agreed for setting.up oi 

" CoO"raii iriOrnaiLi'ao;uOtcating
on the sharing of the waters of Godavari Uetween ep 

"nOJJiun"qrnu. 
Fton,Of"union Minisrer requesred both rhe srates r;;rd il"i;;;;;.;iJJ, ,n" 
""r".

F2""..
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He assured that the Ministry will take a positive decision in this regard. Hon,blecM of relangana stated that he wourd send the request imiiediateiy for
constituting a Tribunal.

9:2 ... ^1n 
his concluding remarks, the Hon'bre Union Minister appreciated both the

Hon'ble chief Ministers for their commitment towards amicably resolving tne iiiues in
on. Hon'ble Union Minister proposed that
be held atleast once a year to deliberate
al was agreed upon by both the Chief

9.3 Hon'ble Union Minister thanked both the chief Ministers for theirparticipation, cooperation and contribution in this productive meeting.



Annexure-l

VIOEO-CONFERENCE

1. shri Gajendra singh shekhawat, Hon'ble u nion Minister for Jal shakti -inChair
2. shri Y. s. Jaganmohan Reddy- Hon'ble chief Minister of Andhra pradesh - Member
3. Shri K. Chandrashekar Rao, Hon,ble Chief minister of Telanga na _ Mem ber

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES. RD & GR

4. Shri U. P. Singh, Secretary (WR, RD & GR)

5. Shri Sriram Vedire, Advisor to Union Minister for Jal Shakti
5. Ms. Debashree Mukherjee, Additional Secretary(WR, RD & GR)
7. Shri Sanjay Awasthi, Joint Secretary (RD & pp)

8. Shri Subrata K.Basu, Deputy Secretary (E-tV)

CENTRAT WATER COMMISSION

9. Shri R. K. Jain, Chairman, CWC

10. Shri S. K. Haldar, Member (Wp&p), CWC

GODAVARI RIVER MANAGEMENT BOARD

L1. Shri J. Chandrashekhar lyer, Chairman, GRMB

KRISHNA RIVER MANAGEMENT BOARD

12. Shri A. Paramesham, Chairman, KRMB
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Sl. No. State Basin Name of Projecl Whether firm water
allocated in Bachawat

/ GWDT Award
(YES/NO)

Whethe. included
in AP

Reortanisation Act

2014 tYES/NO)

Whether lnter State
aspects cleared by

cwc (YES/No)

Whether approved
by the respective

RM8 (YES/NO)

Whether
aPProved by
Apex Council

(YES/NOl

Basig of watel
allocation (Net

availibllity / Flood

waters)
1 Andhra Pradesh Godavari Pattiseema Ll5

NO NO NO NO NO Flood Water

2 Andhra Pradesh Godavari Purushothaoatnam tls NO NO NO NO NO
3 Andhra Pradesh Godavari Chintalpudi Lis NO NO NO NO NO flood Water
4 Andhra Pradesh Godavari lnter-Linkint of Godavari and

Pennar throuBh Chintalpudi LtS

,nd p.rli<ppm, I ls

NO NO NO NO NO

5 Andhra Pradesh l(rishna MuchumarriUS NO NO NO NO NO
6 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Gundrevula Reservoir NO NO NO NO NO
I Andhra Pradesh Krishna Lls for supplementation of

Gajuladinne ayacut
NO

(For Gajuladinne: 2.0

NO NO NO NO

8 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Guru-Raghavendra LIS NO NO NO NO NO
9 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Pulikanuma LIS Scheme NO NO NO NO NO

10 Andhra Pradesh Xrishna Siddapuram LIS NO NO NO NO NO
11 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Sivabhasyam LIS NO NO NO NO NO
72 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Munneru Scheme (LlS) NO

(Foy Muniyeru Projectl
3.3 TMal

NO NO NO NO

13 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Capacity enhancement of RDS

Right Canal (Rajolibanda Diversion
NO

(For For ori8inalRD
Schemp: rS qO TMcl

NO NO NO NO

14 Andhra Pradesh Krishna New LIS on Tun8abhadra River

in between RDS and Sunkesula

Barrage

NO NO NO NO NO

15 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Capacrty enhancement of
Vaikuntapuram Barrage on
River l(rishna upstream of
Pr:L:<"m A....de

NO

(For Vakuntapuram

Pumping Scheme: 2.60

NO NO NO NO

16 Andhra Pradesh Krishna lntedinkinB of Godavari and

Pennar River in Phase-llrom
Harishchandrapuram(V) to
Nekarikallu(V) in Guntur District

NO NO NO NO NO

11 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Vedavathi {Hasari) River LIS NO NO NO NO NO
18 Andhra Pradesh Krishna Naguladinne LIS NO NO NO NO NO
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19 Andhra Pradesh Kris h na Rayalaseema Lift Scheme and

upgradation of PRPHR and
Banakacharla (BCR) complex to
80,000 cusecs.

NO NO NO NO NO

20 Telangana G odava ri Kaleshwaram LIS NO NO Yes No No Net Availability

27 Telangana

Telangana

Telangana

Telangana

Telangana

Godavari GLIS Phase-lll (J. Chokha Rao) NO NO Yes No No
22 Godavari iita Rama LIS NO NO NO NO NO Net Availabilitv
23 G odava ri Iupakulagudem NO NO NO NO NO
24 Godavari Telangana Drinking Water Supply

Proiect
NO NO NO NO NO

Godavari Barrages on Lower Penganga NO NO NO NO NO

25 (i) Rajupet (Bhimkund) NO NO NO NO NO

(ii) Rudha (Chanakha-Korta) NO NO NO NO NO

Iiii) Pimparad-Parsoda NO NO NO NO NO

26 Telangana Godavari Ramapa lake to Pakhal lake

Jiversion
NO NO NO NO NO

27 Telansana Krishna Palamuru Ranga Reddy LIS NO NO NO NO NO
28 Telangana Krishna )indi( Nakkalagandi)LlS NO NO NO NO NO
29 Telangana Krishna lhakta Ramadasu LIS NO NO NO NO NO 5.5 TMC
30 Telaneana Kris hna Thumilla LIS NO NO NO NO NO 5.44 TMC
31 Telanga na Kris hna Water Grid Proiect NO NO NO NO NO 19.6 TMC

Enhancement of scope of the followins three Droiects
32 Telangana Krishna (i) Mahatma Gandhi Kalwakurthi

LlS with an additional utilization
of 15 TMC

NO YES NO NO NO Revised to lift 40.0

TMC from original

25.0 TMC

33 Telangana Krishna (ii) Nettempadu LIS with an

additional utilization of 3.4 TMC

NO YES NO NO NO Revised to lift
25.425 TMC from

criginal 21.425 TMC

34 Telanga na Krishna (iii) Srisailam Left Bank Canal

(SLBC) with an additional

utilization of 10 TMC

NO NO NO NO NO 30 TMC of 75%

dependable water
out of 45 TMC of
Godavari water

diverted to Krishna

Yw**

NO NO NO

FreeText
Delta system


