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PLANNING COMMI SSTON -
(IRRIGATION & COMMAND AREA DEV. DIVISION)

C - N

Minutes of the firgt-meeting of the Advisory Committee
on Irrigation, F18¥a Control and Multi-purpose Projects.
held on Saturday, the 18th December, 1976 at 3.00 p.m.
in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi.

oo obe O

the names of officerg who participated in the discussions, are

given in +the enclosed annexure.

The following projects were considered and the: Committee'
recommendationg are given below:

I. MULTI-PURPOSE PROJESTS

1. Upper Indravati (Origsa) - Estimated Cost: RsoR(B14.49 lakhs, (}_

The Committee desired thst the Central Water Commission should
examine this project more thoroughly and a Member of the CWC along -
with a senior engineering geologist should vislt the project gite
and discuss all aspects of this projcet with the State officerse

The following aspects need to be looked into specially by the GW/GEA' 2R

Action GUC:

(;L) Review of the foundatlon investlgatlons material investl-
gations and allied items; :

.= (i1) Alternatives for she verious dam sites,if any;
(1ii) Infra-structure planning; . ' e

.(iv) Phasing of mnstruction of works, PERT Chart/Bar Chart
studies to estimate the partial benefits that can accrue
during the construction; '

(v) Detailed data may be collected for land classification of
ths command area on block basgis, The proposed conversion of
forest area for agriculture needs careful congideration.,
The enviromnmental aspects, the cost of on-farm development
etc. may also be examined;

(vi) Part of the tail-race waters are being lifted for irrigating -
a portion of the command area. Studies should be carried

Jone nower unit out to see if/the proposed 1ift areas could be lrrigated
~can be so located by gravity flow;

that

(vii) The proposed irrigation intensity of 200 per -cent appear
to be on the high stde. Generally, the 1ift areasare
provided with 80-90 per cent irrigation intensity. The
Gr‘opplng pattern may be reviewed thoroughly and expert
cpinion of the agronomists at the Central and the State
levels may be obtained for thigs purpose;
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Action G.B. A

(viii) Keeping in view the load factor in “he regilon,' the C.E. A,
may review and recommend the approprlate sizeg of the power
unil:s. -

Tha Gomtl hes 4lso dealred “thet the. OWG and CBA should sxains
in greater devail all agpects of multi-purpose and major pw]ncts
estmated to cost more than Rse100 crores.

( ACTION: G ,"GEA)

1 2> ’2of Singda M‘ultl—purp(Jse Project (Manipur) — Egtimated Rev‘lssd Cost:
330795 ls.khs._ 4

The scheme was found acceptalle and the apporti‘onment of cost:
to irrigation and water supply sectors is given below:

| : o "~ (e lakhs)

{ (a) Irrigation . 479
; (b) Water Supply 314
Total: : 798

| o aa

The CWC'¢ note mentions a cogt of Rsa200 lakhsg for the water supply
distribution gystem, altout which a declslon may be taken by the

anprOprJ_ate department,
 (ACTION: Plamni gg Gomm.gg n)
; ' / i
| O 3y Eanjar R:_ver Project (M,P. ) - Estlmated Oost,Ps.EfB ’?9 lakhs.
The scheme was oonsldered accep'table subject to the a_.llo.cé_*bi@n

of cost between the M.P, Irrigation Deptt. and the Department of Mines
| ' being decided by the Planning Gomm1551on, the Deptte of Mines and the

| Deptt, of Irrigation.
' i (&CTION Ijlamm.mfmm/
Deptt. of Mines)

. MAJOR IRRIGATION SHEMES

e 1) Ghaskaman Irrigation Project (Manarashtra) - Est:mlated Co st: N ;
N fse2248 , 00 lakhs.

The scheme was found acceptable subject to the following
obsgervations:

(i) The water allowance for paddy, sugarcane and grcnmdnut
seems to be nigh and may be veviewed by the State in -
consul tation with the Union Mimistry of Agrlculture &
Irrigation and the G, W,C, -

e



(11) The Water 3 1nagem<,nt Diviglon of Deptt. of - Agriculture have
cleared the project and suggested bhat. detailed soil survey,
which is inprogiess, stould be completed garly and then .
erop patturn revj_ewed., The pro;}ect aut“hor_Ltlns have agreed
to do so.

(ij_"‘i.) The 75% dependaility yleld of 12 ,,5 T‘VIG { gerived from.
observed data for the periods 19061926 and 1647-1967},
and a design flood of 1,4 lakh cusecs and the bigeasonal
working tables have been tentatively acuepies for plannlng

| plirpcgess LThe p,,-ugect autlorities have been adviged %

i continue the obgervefion at the dam site, - SNSUT INg that it

conforms to I.S5.I, standards and prepare monthly wrking’

tables, They have. alss been advised to establish more’

| self-recording raingauges, collect hourly discharge and .

i rainfall data for making detailed flocd gbtudieg and get

: thege vetited bv vhe Hydrology Directorate of Ceatral :

Water Commission before fimal designs are taken uw, They
have agreed to do m0. . . : .
i

(AGI‘IO’\T CWG/Plaan&co _ﬁqmn)._ RS

2. Babeghwargthan Pump Canal. Phase»I (Blhar) — Eghimasted Cost-
35.158'? 70 lakhs.

The gcheme wes found acceptable subject to t‘ae folloumg
aYasrvablonsa: o s . P

(1) The Department of Agriculture (WM, Division) hag suggested
that Ingtallation of tubewells to inereass the rabl ares may
- considered. It ig.indlcated in the Pwject Report that
.he area does not have much of ground watsr progpects:” The .
State Bagineers have howc,vmr agreed to lock inmto thds, aspect
in detail. . o :

(i) The DIl Survey of the c:ommand which is in ngrbss! may be ..
complmed as ear]_y as possdﬁ.eo :

(131} The pmguct aut.l'nrl Wies may, conslder l:r.mng of "the canals
.up to 26 cusegg discharge in ordsr to save tranamissiod -
logses of the coghly pumped water supply.

1\ S SR . UCEEQ&#‘ME:LQWM;M)

Uppbr PraVara Project near I""'laladevi { Maharashtr a) - ﬂ.sta.mated Go st, |
FSolmG 78 leIIS.

The scheme wasg w‘ound accupbatiie subgact to fhe follox mng
obgervations:

1:' (i) Detailed soil survey may be taken up and completed before
o the actual r:leags of canal water for lrrigation.

A




(1) Based on the soil data the cropping pattern may be reviewed.

(i:u_) The hydrology of bthe project may be refined further and
the operation of the reservoir may be checksd up on a montlly
basis taking intoc account bthe inflows from the Bhendardara
reserwir and the releasss to be made for protectlng the
exigting i rigation ex., Ogzar weir,

(4v) Liscegsary flood hyd ‘*ogranhs may be worZai oul by un:i.t
hydrograph method and got vetted by the OWC ab she time of_
.. taking wp detailed designs. :

( ACTION; owcglanmng Gomg ssiog)
4o Suheli Irrigation Scheme (U.P,) - Hstimated Co stiRs.840.00 lakhs,

The gcheme was fou.nd acceptable sazbject to ke following
chgervations:

(1} A detaileq project report may be sulmltted: by the State to
the CWG as' the project is proposed to serve more than
10,000 ha. command.

(ii) The pogsibilities of servirg pariy of - thra propc sed command from |
tha Ghagra~Sarda Link Cangl may be exam:medn

(111) The grownd waber su;pport and the, crOpo:Lng patbern may-be -
revieved by the State and the results communicated to the -
CWo and the Planming Commi ssion.

* (AGZION; CHO ggg ﬁgggg Gommn ;_;__3)

'?nj,.»""'-Sukhi Project (GLJ arat) - Estmated Co stiRsoRB11. CO Lakhs, =

The scheme was found accep uable., ‘.
(AQELUN- Q,an,mgg Ggmms_g;,on)

ITT, MEDLUM I3RIGATION, SCHEMES

1, Thmblahalli Res«,fvvo:l.r bchume (Ta'm.l Nadu) - Bgbtimated Gogh:
RSwj.Oz CD la.khSo .

2s Pambar Reservoir Scheme { Taxil Nag) . Es’timated Co gtiRs0180.00 lakhge
. 3a - Kerwan Tank Projsct (Madhya Pradesh) - Egtimated Cos6iRso1(8 .55 lakhs.

The above three schémes were found. acceptable.

( ACTIGN: Plapning Commission)

Sanda Kothapa] ly Lif% Irrigation Scheme on River Krisima (Mndbra Pradesh) -

. Egtimated Gost:ks-200,00 Lakhs.

The scheme was found acceptalle subject Lo the obgervasion that
paddy irrigation should not be allowed cn the project as the gcheme is to
be implemented uwmgder the IP AP Programme and inwlves cogtly 1ifts water

supply. (AGTION: P1anning. Compission)
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5, Xrighnapuram Regervoir Scheme { ndhara Pradegh) ~ Egtimated Cogt:
‘_.';4 . . HSulQB :JQO lakhSo

The scheme is proposed upstream of Poondi Regervoir and,
therefors, Tamil Nedu Govt, may be congulted before the project is
put w to the Advisory Committes.

(ACTION: C.¥.0.)

) 6:; Bj j na Tal'lk P""C)J &Ct (\‘ja. {]']Ja DI adc. Sh} - S'bih]u. ‘-J(,—l,‘ !’50 Stz Bs 012 0959 lakhs M

".\7,_, Godhasad Irrigation Schams (quarat) - r_stimatad Co 35:Rsed7 077 lakhs.
8, Rua‘ﬂal Irrigation Scheme (Gujarat) -~ Bstimated CosbiksoRE5 0189 lakhs.

’ w«‘

}i_}xg o' ﬁau.ptu Iryigation Schene (Gu,] arat) - Estlms.wd CostiRse278.92 lakhse

10 Sukhbhadar Irrigation Scheme (Gujarat) ~ Egtimated Cogt:Rs.225, 546 lakhs.

A “‘T-Peddavagu Peg.ervoz.r Soneme { Andhra Pradesh) — Eshimated Co gt:
Rs.3 75,60 1akhs,

12.,1%1;famam1d:_ Proj ect"(éndhra, Pradesh) - Estimated CostilssdT .50 lakhs,

-J_'ifz/_‘_.,z toggrlavagu Projeet (Andhra Pradesh) -- Bstimated CostiRse136.30 lakhs.
"I’ha;—': ':;a&)'vé"S' :schamé__s' (_'éeriai 1o 306 to 13 ) WETE foupd_;acceptableu

 (ACTTON: Planning Commission)

14 utl"'ala L:qu lrrigatlon Scheme on River Krisina (Andhra Pradesh) -
. Estimated -Jostilse188.50.-Iakhgs

_ Thu ‘scheme was found acceptable sub.J ect to the obgservaiion that
paddy 'LI‘I':LgathIl sh)w d not be sllowed.:

'./ .

DA - - (ACTION: | P_l,@.rg:gmg_%m;ﬂl,smn)
o

155 Madmgeclda Regervoir Scheme (f&nd‘lra Pradesh} - Bgtimated Co gb:
) f50185 527 lakhsas

The scheme wag found accephabile subject to the observation
that the irrigation int‘ensiﬁy may be reduced to 122 per cent by suidably
exbtending the canal svebem. = The pfuJ ect aubhoriticg may leok into
tne drainage reguirements of the project during construction.

{ ACTION: Planning Commission)

1on. Tallperu ngect (Andf'ma Pradesh; - E‘,tJmated Ga.st.ﬁs«9”6 00 1akhg.

_ The Commibtee observed that ths croppirg pattern may be reviewed
a“id rabl irrigation benefiss Lncreased by sultabiy curtalling paddy
irrigation. The ecoromicsg of 1ifting water from river Godavari to
pz’ov‘lde irrigation facility in the proposed command area may aiso be
inveghiigated and $he results sulmltted to the Advisory Commitize.

(ACTION: G %W.C,)
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17, Podde Ankalam Regulator Schems { Andhra Pradesh) ~ Egtimated Yost:
ﬁSolozoSO lakhs-

Thig is a run-of the rivsr scheme to provide irrigation

“benefits to the existing and new areas, The scheme wag found

acceptable gubject to checking of ths run~off data by the CWO,

{ ACTION: CIC/Plaming O Gomr-'rj. ssion)

_18 Peddsru Regervoir Szheme (Stageml)( ndhra Pradesh) ~ Bshimated Co st:

ﬂSolSO OO 18—kh39
The scheme was fou.nd accoptable subject to the observatlon

that the egtimates for Stage-II may bs submitted by the State :_mmechately
- to. the CWC and the Planning Commission.

( ACTTON: C‘AG/P;Lanning Gommisgior_l)

19, Talleru Reservoir Schc,.md ( Andlwa ¢radesh) -~ BEgtimated Cost:
'--d-"' RBsu218 85 lakhs.

The gcheme was found acceptable subject to the obgervation
that the irrigation intensity may be limited to 1C0 per cent and the

. command area may be suitably extended.

o e L VS il

b :203 Raiwada Reservoir Scheme (Andhra Pradesh) ~ Estimated Costh:

Rs.888 .00 lakhg,

The scheéme was foundacceptable, subject to the obgervation
that the modernisstion scheme may be prepared by the State and this
agpect integrated with the dmplementation of the scheme.

(ACTION: © "[Q/DIMQQE&—_»S.&%QQ

R '?_zlb Suvarna;mukmw Gomukii Res\,rvoa r Seheme { Andhra Pradesh) -

~ Estimated Oost: Rs5.800.00 Llakhs.

The scheme was found acceptable subject o the observation
thet the possitilifles of extending the command beyend the railway
line be congidered by the State and the result intimated o the

GHC/Planm ng Commi syion.

- (AQTION N:_GU0/Planuing Sommlssing)
2R s ﬂnj‘lmem Iz'rlgatlon Pro;; cot (Goa) ~ Bgbimated Oosts Rso588. 15 lakhs,.

The scheme wag found acoeptablu subjuet to khe observation
that the possibilities of extension of irrigation beneflits %o

greator area may be kept in view by Goa Administration.

( AQTION: Plaoning Commission

A
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23 . Kaligarar Project (Meherashira & M.P,) - Egtimated Cost:
k5322 045 lakhs,

The cogt ammorvioned betusen Maharashtra and Madhya Pradegh
ig 85224185 lakhs 2nd ks-80.612 lakhs respectively. The scheme vas
found ac cepnable subject to the obgervation that the sugarcane may be
reduced to 5 per cent and ot weather crops reduced drastically.

(A0TION: . %0 Pranning. Comatasion)
Va'tivagu Scheme { Andhra Pradegh) - sgtimated Costiks.B540 lakhs
Mallurvagu Scheme ( Andhra Predesh) ~ fistimated Gogt: BSOlSla 75 lakhs.
Konam Regerwir Schems ( Andhra Pradsgh) - Egtimated OostiBs.143 lakhs:.
Paroncn Tank Project (M,P.) - BEgtimated Cost:Rs.108.80 lakhs,
Mandohol Irrigation Scheme (Maharashira) — Eetimated Oost: Rseglﬁ W70 Y o
LA So "‘--— et

Marhi, Tank Project (M.P.) -~ Egtimated Co stils.148.479 lakhs. . R
.+ 20, Bisandba Taenk Project (M.P.) ~ Egtimated Cost:fs.67.83 lakhsn_g-'“‘_;"'i“
M b9n 31 Modsagar Tank Project (M.P.) - Egtimated Cost:Bs.96.44 lakhs. = .
N g:,@gj Gulabpura Tank Project {M,P.) - Bstimated Cogt:Rs.50.83 lakhge— ﬁ’ 15
. £453s  Barameamdel Tank Project (M.P,) - Eghimated OostiRs.50.59 Lakhse ("
{o,;’})\@f. Seni Irrigstion Scheme (Gujarat) - Estimated CostiRs.182.4 lakhdh
;8T Sarapgarh Irrvigstion Project (Orissa) - Betimated CostiBsall4.59 1akhs.r‘Q

1.3 Therbandha Irrigation Project (Orissa) ~ Estimibed Cost:Rs.83.08 Lakhsyi -

L:ﬁ.’_ﬁj\j Talagara. Irmgatmn Project {Orissa) ~ Estimated Cost: 35.217&0 lakhs.f g

2€8 . Uarar Tank Project (M.P,) - Egtimated Cost:Bs.191,50 lakbs. vy, >~

~iddl,  Sonkhedi Tank Project (M P.} = Estimated Co sb:ks«65,48 lakhse =~ -
Mahrol Tank Project (M.P,) - Esbimated Cosbils-38.32 Lakhs, N ;7 0
Kachan Dam Project {MP. ) - Estimated Cost:Rs.210,07 lakhgs - \’\\» ek
42. Mangurvwari Tank Project (MP. ) - Bstimated Cost:ls.149 .09 lakhs, | .=
" 43, Johllla Reservo:r.r Project (M,P, ) - Esulmated Po stils 126410 1akhs*

} i ..-v.! .

The atove 20 schemes (_serlal no 3,24 to 43) were found accaptable.

\/\ h S . { ACTION: Plany 2 Comt. on)

*44:, " Pandarwa RSSSI’VD:LI' Schﬁme (B:Lhar) ~ Es‘clmabed GoghiRse 5l 344 lakhSn

The gcheme was found a.cceptabj,e, subject to the obgervation
that the C.C, A, may be raduced to provide higher rabi irrigation benefits,

( ACTION: C.M.8./Clagning Commission)
- 45. Hirehalla Tank Project {Karnataka) - Bstimated CostiRs:635 lakhs,

The scheme wag found accephalie subject to the obgervation
that the allernative of 1iftirg water from Tungabhadra Besgervoir may.
ke considered,

(A_GTTON G ‘.f C. /Plannine Commission)

WA
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Bakhar Marihan Feeder Scheme (Uttar Pradesh) — Estimated Cost:
R3094 072 lakhS'

The schsme was found acceptable subject to the obgervation
the irrigation intensity may be increased to 70 per cent.

(AQTION: C.V.C./Planning Commission)

. dumudiar Reserwvoir 3cheme (Tamll Nadu) - Egtimated Co st:
Rs»167. 00 lakhs,
[Enarhat Pumped Canal Project (U.P. ) — Estimated Costils.77.84 lakhs.

Teetha Reservoir Project: (Karnataka) — Egtimated Cost:fse180 lakhsa.
Soudagar Tank Préject (Karnataka) — Egtimated Cost:Rs.149 .00 lakhs.
Dhoba P.C., Scheme (U.P.) - Estimated Cogtifse75.00 lakhs.

Shiva Canal Project (J&K) — Estimated Co st:Rs<67,00 lakhs,

Deda Kastigad Canal Project (J&K) - Estimated CostiRso40.00 lakhs.
Chulld Nala Project (Karnmataka) - Egstimated Cost:Rse370.76 lakhs.

The atove 8 schemes (serial nos.47 to 54) were found acceptable,

( AGTION: Plannine Commission)

FLOOD GONTR0L,_SCHEMES

Reviged Egtimate of Nowi Bagin Drainsge Scheme (24-Parganasg)
(W, Bergal) - Egtimnted Cost:Rse281.07 lakhs.

The gchem= wag found acceptable. The Committee deé:.md that

G,F.C,C., Patna, in consultation with the State Goverment, may check
p the sutfall condificns and gulmit its report to the I)eptt‘.° of
Irrigation and the Plrnning Gommission.

Rs

(ACTION:G.F,C.C. ,Patna/Planming Commn.)
Patna Flood Protection Schemeg (Bihar)

Two estimates for @ nstruction of & new embankment from Maner to

Saidabad cosbing R5.427,40 lakhs and for the congtruction of an embankment-
cun-masonry wall on the south bank of Ganga from Digha to Maner costing
Rs.550 lakhg have been gulmitted by the G,F,C,C,, Patna. Shri R.Ghosh,
Chairman, GFCC, Patna, mentionsd that thege are part sgtimates of the
Patna flood protection works which may cost about Bs.17.66 crores.

The

Advigory Committee degired that G.F¢C.C, ghould put wp a

comprehensive egtimate for the Patna flood protection works after due
processing, Thurcafter, the Committee would take a view.

(ACTION: G.F.C,C,, Patna)
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AINEXURE

Ligt of officers present in the meeting of the

Advisory Committee on Irrigation, LFlood Control &
Multi-purmoss Projects

1. Shri G, C. Patel, Secretary, Deptt. of Irrigation -~ Ghairman,

2 Shri Y.K. Murthy, Chalrman,CWC and ex-officio Secretery
to the Govurrment of India.

3. Shri V. B, Bgwaran, Adviser{Ensrgy), Planning Commission

4, Mrs, Otima Bordia, Joint Secretary, Deptt. of Powera

5.  Shri B.M.K, Mattoo, Financisl Adviser, Deptt. of Irrigation

6 Shri K.S. 8. Murthy, Ghj_ef(Irrigation) - Member-Seccy.

AP PRFSENT ¢

7. Shri R. Ghogh, Ohairman,GFCC, Patna.

8. Shri J. Marwaha, Joint Secretiry{Mines)

9s Shri £.0, Saldanha, Membsr(P&P), GWC

10.  8nri K.V, Rama Rao, Member(JRC), Deptt. of Irrigation.

11, Shri G, N. Kathpalia, Joint Commigsionsr, Water Manmagement.-

12. Siri K. R. Chandragekharan, Deputy Secy., Deptit, of Irrigation.
13. Shri M. N. Venkateshan, Dirsctor, GG

4. Shri A, M. Krishna, Director, CWC

15. Sari C.G, Desal, Director(Ul), GUC

16,  Shri K.M, Muheshwerd, Dircctor(Irrigation), Planning Commicgion.
17. Shri B, B. Karajagi, Dy. Director, GWC.

1B.  Shri A, S Gupta, 830, Planning Commi gsion.
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Subject: Mecting of the advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood
Control and Mulii-purpose Projects held on 28th .april,

1977-Second Meeting.

The Summary Record of the meeting of the advisory Committes
on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Projects held on
28th April, 1977 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi, is circulated
herewith.

5
+

v b ¢ 'I"C...—-—-—-w—-""'""‘

M P —

( K.M. Moheshwari )
Director (Irrigation )
for Member—Secretary

Shri ¢.C. Patel, Secretary,Departuent of Irrigation

Shri Y.K. Murthy, Chairman, Central Water Commission 2nd
Ex-officio Secretary to the Goverunment of India. .

Shri 8.5. Grewal, adviser(4&I), Planning Commission.

Sari B.M.K. Mattoo, Financial .Adviser, Deptt. of Irrigation,
Ministry of agricultwe & Irrigation.

Shri S8.X. Baneriee, Joint Secretary, Soil & Water Management

L 4 *

-

Unit, Department of Agriculture, Min. of agriculture & Irrigation

6. gnri R-K Kaul, Jt. Secy.,Plan Finance Dlv., Min. of Finance.
Planning Gomm1551on_Clr.No.IIm16(25)(2)/77—I&CaD at. 2.5.1977

COPY TOs
Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation{Deptt. of Irrigation)

. Shri 0.P. Chaedha, Joint Secretary(I;
. Shri 8.B. Khare, Joint Secretary(GB
. Shri K.V. Rama Rao, Member(JRC)

Shri H.J. Desail, Deputy Secretary
Shri K.R. Chandrasekharan, Deputy Secretary(Floods)

Ganga Flood Control Commission, Patna
1. Shri R, Ghosh, Chairman
Central Water Commission, New Delhi.

Shri C.V. Gole, Member (WR)

Shri BE.C. Saldhana, Member(P&P)

Shri A.N. Harkaull, Member (D&R)

Shri Pritam Singh, M3ub0r(rloodﬁ)

Shri K.S.S. Wurthy, Chief Lnglneer(Drought Arvreas Study)
Shri M.C. Das, Chief Engineer(FI), R.X. Puram W.B. I .
Shri M.N. Venkateshan, Director (TE) . 5 coples
Shri 4.M. Krishna, Director{(TE), Bikaner House R0 3
Shri R.B. Shah, Director(Flood Control) .
Shri B.L. Jatafia, Director (P&P). 2 coplies
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CENTRAL WoTER COMMISSION, PaTH.

Shri B. Sinha, Chief Engineer, Patna.
Department of Agrlculture

. Shri G.N. Kathpalia, J01nt Comm15510ner, Water Management.
Ministry of Finance ' '

1. Sari S.8. Pradhan, Deputy Secretary(I&P)

DRepartment of Science & Technology,Technology ]iiha*\ran!L
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhln

1. Shri ¥.R. Krlshnan Deputy Secretary.

{ K. M. Maheshw&rl 5
-Direchor- (Irrlgatxon )
for Member—Secretary '
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wFEXRER -

Minutes of the Second Mééting of the advisory Committee

on Irrigation, Flood Control and pMulbi-purpose Projects
held on Thursday, the 28th april, 1977, at 3.00 p.m. in
shram Shakti Bhavan, HNew Delhi.

it

The names of officers who participated in the discussiom
are given in the enclosed annexure.

The
attended to

Committee desired that thefollowing may be immediately
by the Central Water Commission/Deptt. of Irrigation

Pianning Commission.

(1)

The (WG may indicate important iteuts of works

for which information about the unit rates adopted
in project estimates Ay be furnished by the project
authorities for medium irrigation projects. Such
information should invariably be furnished with the
CWC notes for advisory Committee in respect of all
irrigation projects. .

The CWC my take immediate action to inform
the State-Irrigation Pepartments about incorporating
the unit rates in the proforma report for medium
projects together with a copy to the Planning

Commission.
(AGTION:CWC.)

The CWG should mgke a study of the cost per hectare
and cost per unit of storage for medium projects.
This information may be put up in the next meeting
of the Committee alongwith recommendations regarding
some guldelines indicaton that cost of the project

.. 1s abnormally high.

(iii)

(iv)

(ACTION CWC.)

The Department of Irrigation and/or Flanning
Commission may consider the appraisal of the
nedium projects constructed. '

_ (ACTION: DRERL. OF JERISLIGONY
The field to field irrigation practised in many
parts of the country for paddy crops is not
desirable, C(onstruction of field channels for
such areas is also essential. Attention of the
project authorities to discard the practice of
field to field irrigation and the desirability
of construction of field channels in paddy areas
my, therefore, invariably be drawn by the CWC.
and this aspect be mentioned in the approval
letters for the medium projects.

(sCTION: CWC/PLaNNING COMMISSION )
) T
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The following projects were considered and the Committeels
recommendations are given below:

JTRRIGAT TON

I. Major Projects

1. Karjan Project(Guijarat) - Zstimated Cost; Rs.3720.0Q lakhs

The scheme was found acceptable subject to the observa-
tion that soil surveys may be completed within three years and
the cropping pattern be reviewed thereaftzr, The result of thic
review may bz comaunicated by the project authorities to the
Central Water Commission, Department of agriculture and the
Planning Commission,

(ACTION; CWC/PLANNING COMMISSION)

n.2. Lower Dudhana Prolect{Maharashtrawastlmated cost:
| BRs. 2230 OO lakhso_

y Th= scheme was found acceptable. Subﬂect to the folloy-
ing observations: ' ' '

(i) The design flood my e reviewed after constructing
some unit hydrographs at the dam site on the basis
of hourly gauging at this site.

(i1} Working tables may be prepared on a long-term basis
for 35 years to adjudge the performance of the
reServoir.

(iii) The report on so0il survey may be completed early
and cropping pat*ern reviesed on the basis of scoil
cond;tlons4 A copy of this report along with the
soil map be supplied to the OWGC., Department of
Agriculture and the Plaming Commission.

(ACTION:CWC/ELnNNING COMMISSION )

[ I P T

+{ 3. Revised Estimate of Bhimsagar Irrigation Progect(Rajasthan)
LStlmafed GCost RS.4383, 93 lakhs, L

The Commlttee observed that the revised cost of the
project has gone up to Rs5.438.9% lakhs against the originally
. sanctioned cost of Rs.18.18 lakhs in 19%8. It is recommended
that detailed reasons for the incroase in cost may be gone into

by a commibttee to be formed by Rajasthan Government and they may
associate the CWC in this work. :

The Committee also made the following observations:

/-
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The Committee also mede Lhe following observations:

(i) The €CA of the revised project for Bhimsagar being
more than 10,000 hectares, the detailed project
report as reguired for a major project may be
submitted by the State to the concerned Central

Ministries/Organisations.

(ii)' The intensity of irrigation may be increased by
reducing the CCi& to, say, 10,000 ha. The provision
for sugarcane needs to be drastically curtailed.

" (z4i) Silt provision may be calculated by area reduction
method and the planning reviewed in this light.

(iv) It is mentioned in the proforme report that field
channels will be constructed by the Department and
cess will be recovered from the cultivators, but
there is no mention of cess charges in the project
report. ' _ '

(v) The estimte is to be updated on the basis of current
schedule of rates.,

(vi) Till the revised project is appraoved by the Planning
Commission; no expenditure may be incurred on this
s project,
/AI. Medium Projects
/ _ ; ' ;
# 1. Palne Ressrvoir Scheme (Bihar)-Estimated Cost:Rs.194.3%7 lakhs

The Committee observed that the following aspects require

(ACTION: CWC/PLaANNING COMMISSION)

further consideration by the project authorities:

(1) The cross-section and the foundation treatment of the
earth dam has been adopted on the basis of similar
dam v o ae6: in the area. It is suggested that the
designs of these sections and foundation treatement
as well as estimates be based on the results of the
investigation as laid down for the purpose. -/



.

(ii) No drilling has been carried out for the spillway.
It is suggested that the necessary investigations
may be carried out to finalise the spillway designe.

(iii) water allowance adopted for kharif crops is low.
- The detailed cropping pattern needs to be given
by the State.

(iv) The concurrence from the State Finance Department
may be obtained by the project authorities.

%3{,3 (ACTION: CWC)
0 2. Jharijhza Reservoir Scheme(Bihar)-Estimated Cost:Rs.446.95
g lakhs .

The scheme was found acceptable subject to the follOwing
Observations: '

(i) The concurrence of State Finance Department may be
obtained .

(ii) The cropping pattern may be reviewed by the State
and more rabi benefits considered by providing
lesser kharif irrigation. The requirement of water
for kKpnarif seems to be on the low side.

oy ', | (ACTION: CWGC/PLANNING COMMISSION)

.
e

%. Nakti Reservoir Schem(Blhar) — Estimated cost:Rs.288 951511:@5

The Comunit tee observed the followlng

(i) The concurrence of State Finance Departuwent may be
obtained.
(ii) The cost of the scheme seems to be on the higher
| side. The design flood discharge and the design
of spillway and the dam may be reviewed by the
‘project authorities.in consultation with the CWC.

(ACTION: CWC.)
wff s
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AL maiubhar Irrigation Scheme (Guiarat )-.Estimntzed cosv:ilne %317,

The scheme was found acceptable, subject to the following
observations:

(i) The CCA may be increased by 20 per cent.

(ii) water allowance for wheat, oilseeds and pulses
is on higher side and needs to be reviewed.
. Q:;v (ACTION:CWC[ILANNING COMMISSION)
5. Waghyanalla Tank Project(M.P.) -~ Estimated cost Rs.163.61 lakhs

The scheme was found acceptable, subject to the observation
that the water allowance for cotton may be reviewed and the C.C .A.
may be’'reduced to increasc the intensity of irrigation.

Lo (action: CWC/PLANNING COMMISSION)
7 ™
€. Jhirumnadi Diversion Scheme(Baru Nadi Pr-ject Phase—I)

Madhnya Pradesh) — Estimated cost: RsS.?39.605 lakhs.

The scheme was found acceptable, subject to fhHe following
Observations:

fi) The possibilities of groundwater explkitation in the
comiand area may be investigated and results reported
to the CWC. This would help stabilising the crops
on the weilr project.

(ii) The State may consider the execution of Phase II of
the project. In this connection, the feasibility
report of Phase II may be submitted on priority
basis to the CWC. '

by !

ob> ~ (ACTION:CWC/PLANNING COMMISSION)
T. Nahlesar Tank Project(M.P.) — Estimated cost:Rs.196.02 lakhs .

It was noted that the scheme has been completed many
years back. The CWC may obtain the annual utilisation figures
for this project since the date of its completion. This should
be noted for similar projects in future.

o o | . (ACTION: CWC/PL/NNING COMMISSION)
-8. Revised

d Estimate of Putke Nalla Tank Project(M.P.) —
Estimated Cost: Rs .68.%27 lakhs.

The scheme was found acceptable.

(ACTION: PL4NNING COMMISSION)
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*JQ:' Jarmora Tank Project{ M.P.) ~ Estimated Cost: Rs 190.85 Jalkhs.

The schewme was found accepcable, Subgect uO the follow~
ing observations:

(i) The project authorities may lock into the design
of the waste weir and the tail channel for suitable
protection measures against the retrogression. The
results may be communicated by bthe project
authoritie s the CWC.

(ii) Explbitation of groundwater ummy be considered to
enhanoe the intensity of irrigation suitably.

5ﬁ? (ACTION: CWC/PLANNING COMMISSION)

o chorborari Tank(M.P.)~Estimated Cost:Rs.64,97 lakhs.

~The scheme was found acceptable, subject to the follow-
ing obsematLons ' : .

(i) The concurrence of the State Finance Department
my be obtained by the project authorities.

{11} The project authoritie s may provide wat'erﬁay for
WO per ecrt estimated flood instead of flood
moderation for the spillway in the dam.

ﬁb . (.aCJ.IO\I' GWC/PLANNING 001\1111:,5101\?)
ST
. Balar Reservolr Pr01eot(M P, ) - Estidated Cosb:Rs. 967 1aﬁhs
bﬂ;12 Metia Moti Nalla Pr01ect(M P, )m EstirAated Cost:Rs.161.157
yﬂ%aﬁ- _ . lakhs.
~" The abové two schemes were found acceptable, subject

to the observation that the project authorities may review
the cr0pping pattern in respect of rabl lrrigation and the
result may be intimsted fto the CWC, Department of Irrlgatlon
and Planing Comm1551on.

3 —'1__}75 " (ACTION:CWC/PLANNING COMMISSION )
~~ 13, Piparia Tank Project(M.P.) - Estimated Cost:Rs.389.79 lakhs.
The scheme was found accepbable.

X (ACTION PLKMJTM}COMNISSION)

14 Basappawadi Irrigation Schene (Maharashtxra) -~ Bstimated Cost
Rs.97.48 lalkhs.

. .-'/_.-'.{.Jl :

Thg schenre was found acceptable subject to the
observation ttat the hot weather crops be deleted and the
rabl intensity may be reduced suitably, as this projsct is
located in the chronically drought~affected area,

(4CTION: CWC/PLANNING COMMISSION)
-/~
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15: Strengthening of Bhatghar Dam(Maharashtra)-Fstimated Cost:
Rs.466.00 lakhs.

The schewme was found acceptable.

(ACTIN : PLANNING COMMISSION)
$16.IWabagai parrage Project on Sekmei River (Manipur)-Estimated
CostiRs.259.66 lakhs, :

]
[

- Phe schewe was found acceptable.

. (#CTION: PLANNING COMMISSION)
A7. Bondapivili Irrigation Proiect(Orissa)-Estimated Cost:
. Rs.148.8% lalkhs.

The scheme was found acceptable, subject to the
snservation that ths conecurrence of State Finance Department
, Iy be obtained by the project authorities.

f}@iﬁﬁi; | (5CTIONs GWC/ PLaNN ING COMMISSION)
18 7 ¥Ethari Irrigation Proiect (Rajasthen) — Estimated Cosbs
Rs.2%5.18 lakhs.

The scheme was found acceptable, subject to the following
. Observations: '

(1) The concurrence of the State FPinance Departument may
te made avallable by the project authorities.

(ii) The C.C.A. may be reduced suitably so that the
' irrigation intensity may be increased to &% least
75 per cent. The result of this review may be
communicated to the CWC, Department of pgriculture
and Planning Commission. -

e | | (AGTION: CWC/PLANNING COMMISSTON)

-@19- Margia frrigation Scheme{Rajasthan) ~ Estimated Cost:
' Rg.h9.57 lakhs,

The “-mmittee observed the following:

(1) The project cost is high and ma¥ be reviewed to
bring the cost to Rs. 10,000 to 12,000 per ha.

(ii) The project authorities may look into the cropping
pattern and paddy and sugarcane crops may be
reduced to very minimum.

(iii) The water utilisation proposed in the project is
much:less than the available run-off and, therefore,
there is a case for increasing the command area.

(ACTION: CWC, )

e
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20, Bardaha Dam Project { U.P.) — Estimated CostiRs.126.50 lakhs.

The scheme was found acceptable, subject to the ohserva-
tion that the intensity of irrigation be increased to 79 per cent
by sultable reduction in the command area. The water allowance
for rabi is high and needs review. The result of the review
may be communicated Lo the CwWwC., Department of agriculture and
Planhing Commission.

(4CTION: Cw G/ PLaNNING COMMISSION)

FLOOD CONTROI

1. Urgent Development Works of Sunderbans Area(W.PBengal) -~
Bstimnated 60sStiRs.1643.00 lakhs,

. The scheme was found acceptédble, subject to the folldwing
observations:

{i) The project authorities should ensure adeguate
compaction of embankments. _

(i1} The State Government should create Sultable organisa-
tion for the proper maintenance and repalrs of the
Wworks in the project area.

- (iii) The sluices and outlets should be d951gned properly
keeping in view the experience of the Dabo sluice.

(ACTION: G.F.C.C./CWC/PLANNING
~ COMMISSICN)
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PLANNING COMMISSION
(Irrigation & Command Area Dev. Division)
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Subject: Meeting of the Advisory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multi-purpose Projects held on
26th August, 1977 -~ Third Meeting.

The Summary Record of the meeting of the iAdvisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
Projects held on 26th August, 1977 in Shram Shakti Bhavan,
New Delhi, is circulated herewith.

[t v

( K.M. Maheshwari )
Director ( Irrigation )
for Member - Secretary

1. Sari ¢.C. Patel, Secretary, Department of Irrigation

2. Shri Y.X. Murthy, Chairman, Central Water Commission and
Ex-officio Secretary to the Govt. of India.

3. Shri K.S. Subrahmanyam, Chairman, Central Electricity and
Ex~officio Secretary to the Govt. of India, Bikaner .

Houss New Delhi. ( 3 copies )

4. Shri 1.R. Satish Chandran, Adviser(Energy),}ﬁanning commission

5. Shri R.K. Kaul, Joint Secretary, Plan Finance Division,
Ministry of Finance,

6. Shri B.M.K. Mattoo, Financial Adviser, Deptt. cf Irrigation
Ministry of agriculture and Irrigation.

T. Sari S.K. Banerjee, Joint Secretary, Sc¢il.& Vater Maregsrent
Unit, Department of dgriculture, Min. of Agriculture and
Irrigation.

8. Shri R. Gopalaswamy, Joint Secretary, Department of Power,
Ministry of Energy.

9. Shri Hari Bhushan, Adviser, Technical and Ex~officio Joint
Secretary, Department of Heavy Industry.

Planning Commission Circular No.I1-16(25)(%3)/77-I&CAD dt.9.9.1977

Copy to:

Ministry of Agriculture and Irrlgat10n9 Deptt. of Trrigation.
1. Shri 0.P. Chadha, Joint, Secretary(Il) -
2. Shri S B. Khare, Joint Secretary(GB)

3. Sari K.V. Rama Rao, Member (J .R.C.

4. Shri H.J. Desai, Zirector(P) ves B coples.

Ministry of Finznce
14 Shrl Vlgay Kumar, Deputy Secretary(I&P) ... 3 copies
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Central Water (ommission, NHew Delhi.

1. Shri ¢.V. Gole, Member{wg).
2. Shri E.C, Saldhana, Member’ P&D).
3. Shri 4.N. Harkauli, Member{D&R),

=] -

4. Directors{TE ) i&llsBiuoray widuse cons B copieseach

5. Shri Pritam Singh, Mewmber{FaSc.)

1. Shri ¥.R. Krishnan, Deputy Secretary,
Department -of Science & Technology; Technolegy Bhavan,
New Mehrauli Road, Hew Delhi. '
2. Chief ( Power ), Planning Commission. %3 coples
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Minutes of the third meeliny or the fovisosry (cemaittee

on Irrigaticn, Flood Counfrol &l LUili-purnoss 2rojects
‘Meld on 28th sugust, YSTT at 500 p.m. i Shrum Spuktl

Bhavan, New Delhi.

Names of Ufficers who participated in the discussion are
given in the enclosed annexure.

2, The following proiects were considered and the Committee's
recommendations are given below:

I. MULTI-PURPOSE FROJECTS

pt- (o) Revised Estimate of Beas Unit-I(Beas-Sutlej Liunk)-
Estimated Cost: Rs 38257.10 lakhs. : :

O (b) Revised Estimate of Beas Unit-II-Estimated Cost:
' Rs.25980,.00 lzkhs.

The revised estimates of Beas Froject were considered
acceptable, subiect to the observation that the allocatinn of
cost to the concerned States and *the share bhetween irrigaiiom
and power shall be determined by the Boas Control Board.

T T‘\\‘ .
f? f@’q 5 ) (Action: GBA/ PlanningComrission)

2. HABAE0(Bango) Project{Phase III of Hasdeo Project -
Madhya Pradesh) - Estimated Cost: Rs.112.3 c¢rores.

The CWC note on Hasdeo{Bango) Project meritions ths
following apporiionment of costs :

{Rs. crores)

(i) Dam and appurtenant works E0.00-
- {i1) Irrigation canals 53.00
{i1i1) Hydrow-power civil works
comprising embedment of 2.7

penstocks and excavation
for powerhouse

Total: 115.30
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The Ccommittee observed thet the DRDepariment of Irrigasion has
taken up with the Director Gensral, Gsological Survey of India,
the question of the poscible submsrgence of some coal ressrves
in the proposed Hasdeo f“Jn“‘) dam reservoi: The visws of the
Director Gensral,(S), in this.matter may be CbJalﬂ ed at ths

earliest. The mmbtter ngeds to be wesolved from point f view
of submsgmence of coal reserve before approval of ths schems,

(Actior: Deptt. of Irrigation

As soon as the aboye issue is settled by the Department ‘
of coal, the scheme shall be considered acceptable subject %o
the followlng N :

(i) Cooling towers may be necessary in lean years.
Final view in this connection way be taken by the
C.E.A. i

(AC’G ionsg CuE'Aa)

(ii) Adequate drainage needs to be provided matching
with the construction of canal works. A separate
project may be submitted by the State Guvernment
in regard to the drainage.

(Action: €WC )

(1ii) Member{D&R), CWC, may visit the dam site and review
the investigations carried out.

{Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

MAJOR TRRICGATION PROJECTS

Revised Estlmatm of Gandak Prolect{Bihar portion only )~
stimated CoSt: RS.35,358,40 lakhs.

The scheme was considered acceptable.

e
{}\
IT-
1.

e

{} jﬁﬁf | (Action: FPlarming Commission)
& Revised Betimate of Bajasthan Cansl Froject Stage I1
o Raﬂasthan) — Estimated COSL: RSc24b.595. Crores,

N The scheme was considered acceptable, subjesct to the
following observations:

(i) Concurrence from Financial Adviser, Department of
- Irrigation is awaited.

(11) Command Area contour plan should be prepared sc that
the canal construction and development of the area
may sSyunchroni se.

)
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(1i1) Tre State Covernment may take suitable SRR SUTES
in regard 10 the ‘and ailotmert BCliciy, 80 thasg
the investment on the canal works bring she
desired benefits.

PO _ _ o ‘ _
fDngw; ) . (Actlon: uWu/Plannlng Commission)
Ay ., . ’ .

5. Heran Project{Gujarat) — Estimated Cosh:Rs.2526 lakhs.

- The project was considered acceptable, subject to the
inter-state agreement between the Chief Minisiers on 8ih
: MarCh’ 19’?5 L) .

e (Actiond CWC/Planning Commission)
IaLe

IT7. MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECIS

. 1f gundiavagu Projesct({Andnra pradesh) - Bstimated Gosts
- TS 116,00 sakhs. -

The project'was considered acceptable.

fq,ﬁ'- (Action: Planning Commission)
Y , " o e o
™2+ Sathnala Project(4ndhra Pradesh -~ Estimated Costs

Rs.%321,.60 1lakhs.

The project was considered acceptable, subject to the
following observationss

(i) The paddy area way be reduced tnd water allowance
for cotton reviewed by the project authorities
in consultation with the State Agriculture Deptt.

(ii) The project authorities may submit immediately
the foundation details to the CWC. The possibilities
.of locating a saddle spillway may be considered by
the project authorities and result intimated to the
CWC.

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

ENET Lonargarh Reservoir Scheme (Bihar) -~ HEstimated cost:

Rs.95.74 it -

The cost per hectare of the scheme has been mentioned

as Rs.220571.00 which is a very high figure. The concurrence
of the State Finance Department is also awaited.

The project 23 out up was not considered acceptable.

{Action: CWC ) -/~
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The scheme wAS Tt TonfLdored acceptable.(bcsion: CWE.)

6. Kodar Regervolir E;Oiﬁgﬁ{J?tha Fragesh) - FBoilmatad Cost:
ﬂv'/ D G4 .16 lakhs '
o D5.254.706 lakhs.

NP Tre scheme was considered acceptable, mbject to the
following observations: :
(1) The intensity of irrigation may be reduced %o
abecut 120%, of which paddy and rabi may he 0% and
40% respectively.

P
I..l-
[

T

The proiect authorities will provide waterway fcr
Tull design flood instead of flood mederation for
the Shend 1 way in the dam. :

0
TQ (Action: CWC/Plannlng Commiosion)
. _
Séamsqﬁrpura ‘Tank Projeect(Madhya Prag esh . Estimated Cost:
R5.57.67 lakhs.

. The scheme was considered acceptabls, subiect to the
observation thut the area under kharif may be incireaced.

//7m

Paty (ictions CWC/PlanningCommission
Q\ .

. 8 Rampura Khuwd Proiech{vadhve PraGGQhY - Bgtimated Costs
o 25.150.64 lakhs

The scheme was considered acceptable.

.-'\--\

\f\ (4ction: Flenning ”cmﬂﬂsL on)
4

9 /éholbaha Dam Pr01ecuLPu11ab) - Bstimated Coglhi
RU'34“} 40 '18'{){1%.

The schene was counsidered acceptabls, subject to the
observation that suitable soil censervation may bve taken up
simultanecusly in the catchment area of the project.,

=<

(Aetion: CWC/Planing Coumission)

/-
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10. Margia Irrigation Scheme(Rajasthan) - Estimated costs
Rs.59.h7 1akns.

The scheme was considered acceptable on the basis of

increase in the proposed ananual 1rrlgat10n o 550 ha. as
suggested by the CWC.

_H

(actions CWC/Flanning Commission)

11; R\h&nl Dam Proiect(Uttar Pradesh) ~ bstlmated Costy
Rs.T0 .42 1akhsg.

The scheme was considered accepiable.

(Action: Planning Commission)
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Department of Agriculture. '
3. Shri X. Manjia, Deputy Director, CwC.

14. Shri B.B. Karajagee, Depuby Director, CWC.

B. Shri 4.8, Gupta, Senior Research Officer, Planning
Comnissi o
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subject: Meebing of the ~avisory GOduJEtee o
Flood Qortrol dad Mul Li-purgose pProjec
Z0th Woveupsr, 1977 in Shrao shalril g

Ay EIR -=1

Uelhl- Fourth Mseitling.

The Sumafiry Record of th tveeting of the sdvisory
Gousittes on Irrigition, Flood Control znd Muliti-purpose
Projects held va 30th Nevswber, 1977 in Shran Shakti Bhaven,
¥ew Delni, is circulztad he*c&*tho

. / N (___ﬂ___,,..»--—

{ K.M. Minhashwari )
Chief Irrigation
Mepber Secretary

1. Snri C.C. Patel, Secrotary, Deportoont of Irrigetion

2. Shri Y.K.Murthy, Chairmon, Central Water Commission end
Ex-officio Sszoretary to the Govi, cof India.

% Shri 5.N. Roy, Chrirman, Centrol Electrielty and Ey-officic
Secretary to the Government o{f Indiz, Bikaner House
Naw Delhi. : - % copies

4. Shri T.R., Satish Cheondron, Advissr{Frergy), FPlonning
Commlssion.

5. Shri R.K. Kaul, Joint Scceretary, Plan Finance Division,
Ministry of Fiaonoce.

£. Shri B.M.K. Mattoo, Fianzmneolal .ddwiser, Departumert of
Trrigation Ministry of agvicultuvre and Irrigiticn.
7. Shrl S8.K. Banarje &5 Che ividn,Centr&W Ground Water Board,

Deporboent of agrisaliure, fin. of sgriculiure and
Irrigation. _
8.8hri R. T¢p4]4uw4ny, Joins secrotiry. Deparituent of pPower,
Minisiry of ¥Hnergy- ' : ,
9.8hr Hari Bhushan, aiviser, Teohnica1 wnd Ex—-offidio Joint
Sec. btary, DLPJIEMLHL of Heavy Industry.
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“Mipistry of Finsnce . .

1. Suri Vijaya Kuﬂary, Deputy becreturv(T&el o < s ?-Qppies
Central Wmter pomhlelon,_New Delhi .

Shri C i :ple, Member(WR) .
Shri BE.C. Saldazh?, Member(P&P)
Sari 4.N. Hﬂ*kaulli Member(D&R)

Directors (TZ) I&II, Bikaner House -+.. 8 oopies each

t‘ent of Science & Technology

1s

24

5.

4. Shri Pritah Singn, Membet (F&SC-)
54

De

1

Sari N R Krishnan, Deputy Secretary,
Dengrtment of Science & Technology,
Tecghnology Bhavan, New Mechrauli Road,

.

Néw Delhi .
. 2.-Chief ( Power ) ... 3 copies
Shri * R. CGhosh, .Cheirmm@nriGanga 00 ontrol ;
R, @ 5 LOhed {Ganga Flood C o e

Commissicn, Patna.

Depariument of Power

Shri Arur Bhatnzgar, Deputy Secretary.

Departnent of Agriculture

“Shri G.N. Kathpalia, Joint Ccmnuission, Water Maocagement.
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PLalnING COMMT S5TON
(Irrigation #n® Command Ared Dev. Div. )
WA Kx

Minutes of thel Fouruu metiagrof the Advisovy

Comraittee on Trifgation; FLdod cvontrol and

Fal fiepurpuse Projacts held ou 30th Noveuber,

i97% at %.00 p.m.xin Shram Shakti Bhavan, N.Delhi.
EX AW o ey B

Nanes of ﬁfflCe“S who participated in the 61501su10n,
are civen In the enclased annexure.

2. The following proj
Committee''s recomizudztion
T. MULTI-PURPCGIE PROJECTS

ects were considersd and the
are giveu below: -

A
3

/51. Uppe: Indrz . ati Progeet(Orissa)-Tstix&;ed Costé?O,u1¢ 49 laklks.
£oF

o - . . 1
The preject was cousidered acceptable. subject to the

following observations:

(a) The intensity of irrigation(170%) is considered
on high side and n&ay be reduced te 140%.

{b) Ths works wmay be suitably phased out in consultation
with the CWC @nd all efforts be made to complete
the project works within 7 years frow the date of
start of works.

{c) The transwission line network may be plaaned
in consultatiocn witnh the C.E.a.

{actions CWC/Cha/Planning Cormaissiony

O

i
Y2. Thein Dam Project(Punisbl-estinated cost Rs.26316.13 lakhs:

The project report submitted by the runjab Jovernment
has been examinad by the FJO/pna and 15 recoamended for gleara—
nce, supnject to the dec 1uionq taken by the Prime Minister in
the inter~State mcealng h o crn 3.10.1977 attend=d, aﬂo*ngsu
others, by the Unicn Minlicier of dgriculture and Irrigation,
the Chief Ministsers of Pu ﬁub Rajasthan and Himachal f & desh
the Miun. :bers of Trrigation of Rajastaan; Jamsu & Kashmir and
Haryana . 1d the Finance Ministzr of Punjab, withnont Linking
with the clearance of the Jnandpur Sahib Hydsl Schewme and the
Mukerian Hydel Proj=ct.

According to the Indus Wat&rs Treaty 13560 the waters of
the Bastern Riverz(of which Ravi is one}! are avarlable for un--
A

restrictad use by Trdia mfter 31.32.70; hence there is no inter—
national aspecti.

/-



—

Inter—-sState aspechs There i~ no difference anmengst the partner
states regarding t e sharic, ¢ the waters of the river Ravi
for erlJmtjon, while the states of Puriab, J&K aad Hinachal
= Hon whoge wewritory the project liecg and vwhose areas

.' =t e

7 1 submerael have redcned an understanding regarding sharing
~* power. It was decided in ... inter-state meeting referred
tc above that wourh « % ' . Th .n Dam should start inmediately
and that the Government of India would consider the clainms of
Rajzstnan and Haryana regarding sharing Theln Dan Powver.

The following inmmediate steps have to be taken up
sinultenously: i
(i) the construction of Shahpur Kandi Barrage is to be
taken up in accordarce with the bilateral agreement
between Punjab and J «;

(ii) Rajasthen and Punjab should prepare detailed
Master Plans for the water utilisaticn in their
respective aress in terms of intensity of
irrigation, earmarking of exact areas for
irrigation, year to yeer working tables etc.

(iii) the beneficiary states i e. Punjab and Raissthan
should intimate the irrigation rates for the
different crops; and

(iv) the break—up of the proposed project area mentioned
in the report as &.61 lakh acres requlres to Dbe
&iven by the Punjab Government.

(nctiom Deptt. of Irrgn./Deptt. of
Pouer/C.L.n /vWC/Plannlnﬁ

I. MaZOR IRRIGAaTION PROTAGCLS

1. Rangwan Canal (M. P.) - n.t tod coSt: Rs.%17.08 lexhs.

_ The project was cono"qe:ed acceptable, subject to
the observation that record of the rise in groundwater table
may L. kept by the project authorities.

\ el o (Action: Planning Commission)

U'2.  Revisea Paralkote Dam Project(M.P.inder administ-ative
conbrol of Dandakaramnya Dev. suthority) — Estimated cost:
Rs.527.7 lakhs. L

The revised estimate of the projcct was considered
acceptable .- ;

(icticn: Planning Commission)

y/ '
“IB. Increase in capaci ty of Dockali Pumped Canal Scheme(U.P.)-

iy Estimated cost: Rs.:429.00 lekhs.

‘The scheme was considered acceptable, subject to the
observation that no puuping from River Gangz snall be permitted
from 1st January, to 31st May. _
(Action: Flanning Commission)

q} ' Commission) .

T
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. Urail Dan Project (U E.. -~ Botineted Cost;as £56.29 lokhs:
The project was considered accephtuhts; siviect 10 the
nhprmm’+-wn thot tes 'frigation intensity 0y be increased to
Q% vl thne ravised estiuzie for the cansl porftion in U.P. bLe
subinttbed o the Wl uader int <o "lon to ths Plannlig Cormulssion.
\)/ANW' : - (sCIION: CWC/Plonrning Comaission
i A
5u'/>ExtAn~1on 2nd Irprovewsnt of Irrigation on Shsh Nzghar
Canol Syatem( Puniab; - Zetimated cost Rs. 1052, 79 1akhs,

The project was considered Zccentable, subject to the
utilisation of Punjab limited to 0.32 m.a.f, as pre-partition
us8 opngd balince 2goinst its shere of surmlus Ravi-Besas Waters.

ﬂﬁ : (4CTION: 2leuning Conmission)
G ﬁﬁrfﬁ rpur Left Bank G2nal Project{ M.¥ . )-hstimwted Cosh:
L1840 1lakns.

The project was considerad acceptable, subiect T2 the
observition thot short duriion paday ey be enccurmgad in
the conmend fred.

The C w,c. may regusst the 3State CGovernrent Lo expedite
preparation of the 51@P+er Gangeun Project which mey provide
storzge backin: to the conal project. .

-(nCTION‘”WO/ lanning Cowmission)

Jaipur Eeservelr 6chame{8ihar)aEstiﬁﬁ$ed Cost:is.47.C% lakhs-
Lorgoyrs Ressrvolr Scheue(Bihar)-fstinated Jost:Ru55.80 laxhs.
Palna Heservoir ucneuc(Bikir)HEstlmated Coshins. 194,57 lakhs.

Sakrigall Pudped Canal Schenc(Binar)— Bstiwdated Cost:Ra61.03%
' ' lakhs.

ey 5. Bateswarasthan Duap :d Canal Schoue (Pnase-~TI)(Bihar) —.
mat. ated Cest: Bs. 297,10 lakhs,

The .bove five schemnes of bihar were cousidersd accepteble,
subject tn the concurrsnce by the State Finance Departiont.

For Palna Resorvolr Soheme, tha kharif irrvisation may be

- o
reduced to 7C% and rebi may be incressed wuitably.  For the
above Lwe putiped cantls of Bihar, no pumping from the river

5kall be permiitzed from sk January to 3ist May., For Bateswara—
sthan P.C. Schexne {Fhase-TT), the kharif shail be linited to

B0% intensity and the sance observations 2s mevticned for Phase—I
of the schomne shall be moantloned ia the Aacceptadle letiter.

(#CTIOH: CWC/Planning Gommission)
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13. Karapuzna Irrigahjon Pro: qr{jgﬁrz 2) — mstimeted Cost:

28 .160 12KNSs

o e i e it

Lu bivinct was copsidered acceplable, subjsct to the
ohtervatious wnxt a project report be prepared for on-fari
der lopment werks in the -omuand Ares. and submitted 1o the
CWl., Depa.tuent of Zyricuituizs and Pleénning Comuission
before the canul woriks are taken in hand.

(o CL{ION: CWC/Planning Coaission)

o]
1

4. atiappady Irzigagion Profisct(Kerala) Fistiuzabed Cosb:i_
R8.842 lakhs.

The vrojiect was not counsidered &ccupiable. The on—farm
developuent worgs in the comuand a&rea are to be estimated and
B.C. r~tio- worked ovut. The CWC =3y z2lso submit a copy of the
inter-State understanding to the Advisory Committee.

TR
L

" X/ (ACTION: C.W.C. )
r /
15. Ohirdtakeshar Dam Project( M.P. )-2evissd Bstimated Gost:
Hs .31 .40 lAKns.
It wzs noted thAt the project works are conmplete.
“ r‘r} ? o
\aw/' (ACIION: Planning Commissinn)

<: Amkoi Dam Project(M.P.): Estim2ted Cost: Rs.50.10 lakhs.
37.% Naktara Dam Projeci ( M.P.):Zstimsted Cost:Rs.46.857 lakhs.

18 & Pendhari Nalla Project(Meharashtrsz): Estimated Cosh:
Rs.8%.06 lekhs.
Lo : ) ; ; . :
19. Dongargzuon Project{Msharashtra)-gstiwanted Cost:Rs.136.10
lakhs.
20. Pak=z=di Gudam Tenk Project{Maharashtra)-istiasted Cosbs
Rs.163%3.57 lakhs.

f 32
21 Karcha Irrigation Project(najastuaa)-Estimeted Cost

I..
Rs. 8|. 2 lakhs.

The above projects from Sl.16 to 21 mere-considered:
accepceile.

4 (CTION: Planning Comuission)

22. Harai Reservoir Scheme(iast Bengel)-Estimated Cost:
£5.59.27 lakhs.

%t the D.V.C. regarding this vroiect and
visory Committee. The concurrsznce of

f?utlﬂgu

(ACTION: Centrel Waber Commissicn)

The C.W.C. M3y cecnsu
submit a renort to the i
the Stete Finsncee 13 &8ls

o;mnl
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IV. FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS:

J 1. Sone Emban;ment_Sch ma{Bihar)-3

5 T
Tiiw St wes considered a&ccsptable, subject Lo the Iollowing
GBS W onss
2) The canal Lan'ts = nu=vg Sa«-ving as flood eumbenkments may
pe suitably prutecced.

LS

(b) Constant watch and comprehensive records be keps for
the river behaviour.

(c¢) Suitable measures oay be taren for tne protection of
Keelwar town.

The G.F.C-C., Patnz, my look inte the above aspects and
submit reports frowm tiue to tiime to the " :martient of Irrigation.
{r!.CrL_[UNI ’:'}FCO.‘, P.L'f'nu/l-’ artn*ng
s Commi ssion)

2. GConstruction mnd Iaprovewent of Village Prctection Works
HVL on the Right Bank of River Gandak( pr. and Bihar}! - -
Estimated Costs Es.960 lakhs ( U.F 's porsion; Rs.729 lazkhs
and Bihar's portion: Rs.231 lakhs). £

The schame was considered acceptable. subject to suitable
qrrang°”clta bel g made fur raliable commwnication {wireless
sets/telsphone) between U.F, and Binar engineers in ckarge of
these works. -

(4CTION: Plarning Commission)

“ 3. Ghea-Kunti Basin Drainage 3cheme(West Bengel )- Hstimeted
Cust: Rs.T59.C0 Lakhs.

The scheme was acngidered acceptabiz. Chairman, G.F.C.C.,
Patne, may review .ihe schere &and inspect thae arem again before
its implemeutation. The wesd growin- if any, in the drainage
chennels may be checked and thn: cffact of add

addi
from the Farskra Feeder mey we censidered by t 7.0 .3, &and

iticnal supplies
T n
(] {6 28
a report submitted to the Department of Irri n

(ACTION: QFCC, Fat um/Deptt of
Irrigation/Plenning Commissior

gl
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= 4
4. Kunur River Zmbeankuent(Went Bengal)-Zstimuted Cosie
Rs.401.56 lakhs)

was considered accepvble; subizet Lo the

R T TN

(a) Stiringont forest polie¢y in the catchment ares may bs
enforéedas 1L 1 *2dvi~" thet the forests any not he
cut down. On the other hind, the need cof afforestation
and soil conssrvetion measures mry be looked into by the

Stote and the G.F.C.C.

(B) Suitable accommodation for operating steff may te

' provided #nd the provision nade in the estimrte.

(¢) The requirement of sympathetic embankuents on larger
streams mzy be considered.

G.F.C.C. may discuss these aspe.ts with the project
authorities and submit a detailed report to the Departuent
of" Irrigation.

(ACTION: G.F.C.C./Planning Cominissior.
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List of officers precseg:t ia the deedi
advisory Comaittee on Irvigatiun, Fio
and Multi-—-purpose projecss h=ald at 3.
Z0th Novenmber, 1977 in Shrai Shakii 3Bh
Waw DJelni.

1 Shri C.C, .»tel. Secrehary, Dbesparinent of Irrigasien ..
Chairman

2. Bhri Y.K, Murthy, Chairmen, (CWC and Ex-officio Secretary
to the Governament of India.
3. Shri T.R. S2tish Chandren, Adviser(Energy), Planning Coumission

4. Shri B.MXK. Mattco, Financiezl .dviser, Department of Irriga-
tion, Ministry of agriculture and Irrizatiocn.

5. Shri K.M. Maheshwari, Chief ( Irrigation),Planning Commission

4180 DPresent
€. Shri 0.P, Chadha, Joint SecretaryiIndus), Deptt. of Irrigation

7. Shri E.C. Saldanha, Member, C.W.C.

8. Shri K.V. Rama Rao, w@mbal(Jﬁp
2. i g Rathpalia,db.oomy b%" (Water Manuéempnb)ﬂaptt of Ag..
s SAri .3 Desi i, Director PR e S

3
1T, Shri arun Bhatnagar, Deputy Secretary, Deptt. of Power.
12+ Shri S.K. aggarwal, Dy. Secretary(Irrigation)
13. Shri Basawan Sinhs, Meunber(GFCC), Patna.

14. Shri M.N, Venkatesan, pDirector (T£.I), CWwC.

15. Shri A.M. Krishna, Director (TE.II) , CWC.

16. Shri K. Manjia, Deputy Director, CuW7Z.

17. Shri K.J. Raisingkani, Deputy Director, CwWC.

18. Shri 4.S5. Cupta, Senior Research Officer, Planning Commission-
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PLial ING COMMISS LON

{Irrigation & Command Area Dy. Division)
# K % AR

Subject: Meeting of the ndvisory Commlittee on Irrigation,
Flood ControL and Muiti-purpcse Project held on
20th Pebruarve. 1978 in Shraan Shakti Bhavan,

New Delhi — Fifth Muebing.

The Summary Record of the meeting of the Adviscry
Committee on Trrigétion, Flood Control and Multi-ourpose
pProjects held on 20th February, 1978 in Shram Shakti Ehavan,
New Delhi, is circulated herewith.

: J—
AT S

( K.M. Maheshwari )
Chief { Irrigoticn )
Member - Secrztary

e

. Shri C.C., Patel, Secretar Department of Irrigetion
? ¥ &

2. Shri Y.K.Murthy, Chairman, Ceptral Water Commission

and Ex-officic Secretary 1o the Government of India.

[Authoritys. Shri 5.¥. Roy, Chairman, Central Electriciiy/and BEw-officio

Ve

P

B
- .
e
Qo

\

Secretary to the Govermasnt of India, Bikaner House,
New Delhi. - 3 coupies
4., Shri T.R. Satish Chandran, adviser({ZEnergy),
Planning Conmission,
5. Shri 5.R .Banerjee, adviser{a&I), Planning Commission
6. Shri R.K., Kaul, Joint Seﬁretary, Plan Finance
Division, Ilnjsﬁry of Financs.
T+ Shri B.M.K. %autoo,'rlnqn01al adviser, Department
of Trrigaticn, Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation.
8. Joint Secrelary, Scil and Water Managemeant Unit,
Deparbtment of Agriculture, Krishi Bhavan, Hew Delhi.
9. Shri R. Gopzlaswamy, Joint Secretary, Department of Power,
Ministry of mnergv.
0. Shri %%rl Fhushan, Adviger, Technical and Ex-officio
Joint Zecretary, Depariment of Heavy Industry-

Planning Commission oiroular_Noﬁ11“16(2§)£5)/78_I&CﬁD dtni.%.*78

Copy to:
Ministry of Agriculfure & Irrvisation, Denartment cf Trrigation

1. Shri O.P. Cnadha, Jcint Sccretary(l)
2. Shri S.pn. Frere, Joint Secrstary(GH)
%3, Shri ¥.V. Rame R0, Mewmber(JIRC)

4. Shri H.J. Desai, Director{P) . 5 coples
5. Shri Kk .R. Chanurdoheknaran? Dy. Secy.(Fioods )

Ministry of Fipance
1. Shri vijaya Kumar, Deputy Secretary{I&P) .+ 3 coplies
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Central Water Commission, New Delhi

Shri €.V. Gole, Member(WR).

Shri E.C. Saldanha, Member{DPiP)
Shri 4.N. Harkauli, Member(DG& RJ
. Shri Pritam Sin?ﬁ, Memve r{ F&SC)

Y g O NG -

£. Shri .L,Jauana D1

—— s ...-—.‘__...——_.._..._..

1.-Shri N.R., Krishnan, Depu y Sacretary,
Departaen t ci Soignee & Technology,
Technology Bnavan, New Mehrauli RrRoad,
New Delhi.

2. Chief ( Power ), Rlannin, Corilision

Shri R. CGhosh, Chairman(Ganga Flood (ontrol
Comii ssion, Patna.

Departnent of Power

Shri arun Bhatnagar, Deputy Secretary.
Department of ifgriculture

Shri G.N.Kathpalia, Joint Comm1%510ﬂer,
Water Management.

Direcctors(TE) T fngK“Rggp?Qﬁgkgner House .7 i3 éﬁffg,



PLaNING COMMISSION

(Irrigation & Command area Dev. Divisiony
%% %%

Minutes of the Fif%h Mgeting of the advisory Comnities
on 1rrigationtng#ggd Gorntrol and Multi-nurvose Proiccts

held On 20w... 978 aft 2.00 P.M., in Snran ekt Bhavan,
New Delhi.

Nawes of Officers who participated in the discussion are
given in the enclosed annexure.

2. The following projects were considered and the Committee's
recommendations are glven belcw:

T. MaJOR TRaIGATIOE EROJACES

1.gLeft Banlk Chagrs Cuqal(U P Y} — Estimated Cost 9512868 00 lakhs

The project was considered acceptable subject to the
follaowing observations:

(a) as a second stage development, planning may be made
and project submitted for the following within one
year:

(i) Augmentation tubewells for Rabi irrigation.
(iig Selective canal lining in pervious reaches.
(iii arrangement of timely power supply.

{b) Rapld soil survey may be carried out by the State
agriculture Departuwent to determine the suitability
of cropping pattern a2dopted. State Government may
also do the soil survey before constructlon of the
project.

(e) The design of the barrage may be suitably modified
before taking up the work.

(d) Other comments and suggestions of the specialised
Directorates of the C.¥.C. may be attended to by
the State Enginesrs before taking up the construction
WOTk .

(aC2ION: QWC/ Flanning
A - Commission)

2. Upper Yainsangs Projiech{ M.D )-REstimated (os5t.Rs5.5060 lakhs.

The project was considered @ccepiable subject to the
following observations:

(1) The intensity of irrigation may be limited to 125
Per cent and the command ared increassd suitably.

—f =



(11) Design flood adopted may be reviewed by the Stute
authorities in consultaiion with the Centrzl wWater
Commissicn .

(iii) FRegarding dam foundations, the G.5.I1. may be con-
sulted baefore start of work and during the construction

(sction: CWC/Planuing Commission )

\J
3. Stage-T{Havigad Tstimates)
Ssta He. 0270 lakps.
Ths Dro;ept was considered acceptazle subject to the

1

following ohservaitlicas:

(i) The first stage of the projecht is already under
construction. It has been stated by the Project
Avthorities that nen-overilow and eayth section
of the Almatti Dam have been considered for execution
even now Up to second stage/final stages of the
project. Tuis positicon has not been accepted by
the Central VWater Commission as no satisiactory
justification nas been furnished for ithe height of
dam in final stage. The project planning and
execubtion has to be done strlctLJ keeping in viaw
the award of Krishna Water Dispute Tribunal of
MAy, 1976 and any commitments beyondihese vermitted

/at by the Award will be/the State Government's own
- risk and cost.

(1i) Acceptance is further Suogect to compliance to the
technical comments of CWC/Hxpert Committee
recommendations.

(ACTIOH:CwC/Planning Commission)
IL.
o1, :

The projecet was con
follow1cg observations
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(1) Inteas¢+J of irrigation mey bhe limited to
110% and command artsa eatended suitsably.

(i1l) Conjunctive use of surfzce and ground water
may be planned.

(ACTION: CWe/Flanning Commission)

/-
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2. Mand Diversion Project (Madhya Pradesh) - Estimated
Cost: Rs.289.21 lakhs

The project was considered acceptable subject to the
following observations:

(i) Intensity of irrigation may be limited to 110%.

(i1) Conjunctive use of surface and ground water may be
planned and irrigaticn benefits extended to the
Left Bank a2lso, if found feasible.

(aCTION: CWC/Planning Commission)

¢
.3. Bilaspur Diversion Project(Madhya Pradesh)—

t\Estim ated COoSt:R5.95.21 lakhs.
4U'Ghungh tta( Shvam. Dlvers;pn_rroiect(ﬁi@hya Pradesh )--
,‘Estlﬁﬁlwd Cost: RS-195.99 lakhs. : :
5 Urmil Right Bank Canal Proiect(Madhya pPradesh)-hstimated
s+ Cost: Rs.640.7 Jakhs.
U — .
6. Dholawad Tank Project(Madhy2 Pradesh)-Estimated GCosts
RS ‘468 n 25 J.a‘;ghs a
The above four prcjects were considered acceptable
subject to the following observations:
i) Suitable provision for drainage may be made.
ii) Detailed soil surveys of the command area may
be done early.

: ( ACTION: CWC/Flanning Commission)
7. Hirapn-II1 Trrisation Project (Revised Estimate)- Gujarat
Estimated Costy Rs.448.37 1akhs.
8. Kabutari Irrication Dreoiect(Gujarat)-Estimated Cost:
RS .1 13,55 1z a¥ras
9. Marval Lift Irrigation Scheme( J&K)-Revised Estimated Cost
. Rs. 4—32 \}O lanus
10. Laster Valley Irrigation Schems (U.P.)--Estimated Cost:
Rs.114 .50 lakhs
The above four medium schemes were considered acceptable.

(ACTION: Planning Commission)

hya Pradesh) — Reviszad Estimated

M. Gurme Nalla Prajsct(Mad

Cost: t: R5.2%1.67 lakhs.
It was noted that the project works have already been
completed

(#CrION: Planning Comaission)

sl
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12. Amaria Project (Karaataks) - Esbtimated Gost:Rs.570.00 lakns.

The project was considered acceptakle subject to ths
condition that the inteunsity of irrigetion o2y be ncreated
above 100% or, in tae alternmiive, the command area mey be
inerezsed in order to achieve optimim ubtilisation of &vailable
"Waters.

(~CTION: CW(/ Plauning Commission)

Proiect ( Orissa) - Estimated Cost:

According to the new criteria laid down about the ciassi-
fication of projects, this rroject would ndw bz 2 minor
irrigation project aund vherefore, 1t may be referred back to
the State.

(aCTTONYE Ceniral Water Commission)




Annexure

—— e e

List of officers present in the meeting of the sdvisory
Comaittee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
Projects at its Sth meeting held at 3.00 p.m. on 20th
February, 1978 in Shram Shakti Baaven, New Delhi.

1. Shri C.C.Patel, Secretary, Deptt. of Irrigation -~ Chairwan
2. 3hri S.K.Banerjee; Adviser(ag&l),
Planning Commission

3. Shri B.M.K., Mattoo, Financial adviscr,
Department of Irrigation

4. Shri K .M. Mahesbwari, Chief(Irrigation), — Member-Secy.
Planning Commissicn

Also Present:
5. Shri 0.F. Chadha, Jeint Secretery(Indus),
Department of Irrigation.

6. Shri $.3. Khare, Joint Secretary(gpB)/
Department of Irrigation.

7. Shri a4.N. Harkauli, Mewmber(D&R),C.W.C.

8. shri H.J. Desai, Director(P),
Departwent of Irrigation.

9. Shri M.N.Venkatesan, Director{IB~I), C.W.C.
10. Shri R.S. Nagaraja, Director{Irrigation),
Plapnning ComzisSion.

11. Shri A.F. Joseph, Dy. Comnissioner{Water
Managenent Division),
Department of agriculture.

12. Shri R.V.Suryanavayana, Joint Director{Irrgn.),
Planning Comii 58101«

13, Shri G.V.Rao, Under Secretary,
Department of Irrigation.

14, Shri ¥. Manjiah, Deputy Director, CWC.
15. Shri X.J. Raisinghani, Deputy Director, CWC.
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PLANNING COMMISSION

{Trrigation & Comméand Area Dev. Division)
W R AW E

Subjeect: Mceting of the advisory Committee on Irrigation,
21o0d Control and Multi-purpose Projecw held on
“4th Marchn, 1978 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi-
Sikth Meeting.

The Summary Record of the meeting of the advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
Projects held on T4th March, '978 in Shram Shakti Bhavan,
New Delhi, is circulated herewith. ' '

‘4}'\ L 3 e
( K.M. Maheshwari )
Chief ( Irrigation )
Member —~ Secretary

—1

. Shri ¢.G. Patel, Secretary, Department of Irrigation

2. Shri Y.,K. Murthy, Chairman, Central Water CommisSsion &and
Ex~-officio Secretary to the Government of India.

%. Shri 5.N. Roy, Chairman, Central Electricity suthority and
Ex-officio Secretary to the Government of India, Bikaner
House, New Delhi. e % coplies

4. Shri T,R. Satish Chandran, Adviser(Energy), .
Planning Coumission.

5. 8hri S.K. Banerjee, Adviser(4&I), Planning Commission

6., Shri R.K. Kaul, Joint Secretary, Plan Finance Div.,

_ Ministry of Finance.

T+ Shri B.M.X., Mattoo, Financial Adviser, Departnent
of Irrigation, Ministry of 4dgriculture & Irrigation.

8. Join%t Secretary, Soil and Water Management Unit,
Department of Agriculture, Krishi Bhavan, HNew De1h1

9. Shri R. Gopalaswamy, Joint Secretary, Department of Power,
Ministry of Energy.

10. Shri Hari Bhushan, adviser, Technical and Ex-officio
Joint Secretary, Department of Heavy Industry.

Planning Commission Circular No.I1-16(25)(6}/78-1&C.D dt.16.%.178

Copy t0o;

Ministry of sgriculture & Irrigsation, Department of Irrigation

1. Shri 0.P. Chadha, Joint Secretary(I)

2. Shri S.B. Khare, Joint Secretary(GB)

3. Shri K.V. Rama Rao, Member{JRC)

4. 3hri H.J. Desai, Director(P) .o 5 coples
5. Suri K.R. Chandrashekharan, Dy. Secretary{¥loods)

Ministry of Finance

1. Sari Vijaya Kumar, Deputy Secretary(I&P) .. 5 coples

-/
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Central water Commission, New Delhi.

1. Shei ¢.7V. Gole, Member(WR).

2. Suri E.C. Saldanha, Member(P&P%

3. Shri 4.8, Harkauli, Member(D&R

4, Shri Priuag Singh, Member{F&SC)

5. Shri B.L. Jatana, Director(P&P),Bikansr House . 5 coplss
6. Directard i) I&II, Bikaner House ' . 8 copies

Department of Science & Technology

7. Shri N.R. Krishnan, Deputy Secretary,
Department of Science & Technology,
Technoiogy Bhavan, New Mehrauli Road,
New Delhi.

Department of agriculture,Krishi Bhavan, New Delhi.

Shri G.N.Kathpalia, Jéint Compissioner, .
Water Management. '



PLANNING COMMISSION

(Irrigation & Command Area Development Div.)
T =

My *es of the Sixtn Meetjné of the asdvisory Comnibies
on Ir vlgeticn, Flood Controi and Multipurpose Frojscis

he.Ld 14 %.1978 at 3.00 p.m. in Sh rau Shakti Bhavai,
New [icinds

Names of Officers who participated in the dlscu551on are
given in the enclosed annexure.

2. The following projects were considered and the Committee's
recommendations are -given belows

1. M\JOR IRRIGAT ION PROJECTS

1Y Rengali Irrigation Project(Phase I), Orissa
(Estimated cost Rs.2%%.64 croreS)

The project was considered acceptable sub ec* t0 the
following observatlons.

i} The cost of the project is very high. A Committes
under the Cnairmenship of Member{P&P), CWC, may
be constituted to go into the various aspects of
the project,. such as, the estimated cost, phasing
of work, cropping pattern etc. The State CGovernment
may furnish necessary data to C.W.(C. in this respect
and associate their Irrigation & Agriculture Depart-
ments with the work of the Commitiee. The Committee
shall he constituted by the C.W.C.

i) The intensity of irrigation may be reduced to 140%
i1ii) Detailed soil survey is under progress in .the comwuand

area . after completion of the soil survey by the
State, the cropping pattexmtetc. should be reviewed.

iv) It should be ensured that the back water from the
barrage does not affect the tailrace level of the
Rengali power house under constructlon

v) For basing water avallablllty aspect on & scientific
footing, 1t is advised thai the discharge observetion
and collection of data may be continued till Phase II
is taken up for.implementation. The studies may have
to be rev1ewed on the basis of the data.

(Actlon GWC/E&annlng Comumi ssion)

/-
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2) Mahanadi Barrage, Orissa
(Estimated cost Rs.42.087 crores)

The project was considered acceptable subject to the
outstancing comments made by C.W.C.

(action: C.W.C./Planning Commission)

II. MEDIUM IRnIGu'L ION PRUJ“Gfb

77 1) Taliperu PrOJect Andhra Prade sh

7 —

1
TN
{ e

(&stimated cosi Rs Y00 .00 lakhs)

[-2) anraj Reservoir Scheme, Bihar
(Estimated cost Rs.264.80 lakhs)

- 3) Badua Upper Nala Reservoir Project, Bihar
(Estimated cost Rs.90.54 lakhs)

_+ 4) Revised Estimated of Machhundri Irrigation Scheme,
Gujarat (Estimated cost-Rs.311.88 lakhs)

—125) Revised estimate of Shingoda Irrigation Scheme Guiarat
(Estimated cost Rs.300. 00 lakhs) -

-t 6) Bhabour Sahib Lift Irrigation Scheme, H.P.
(Estimated cost Rs.75.00 lakhs)

7) Revised Estimated of Lethpora Lift Irrigation Scheme—J&K
(Estimated cost Rs.277.00 lakhs)

. 8) Majhgaon Tank Project, M.P.
(estimated cost — Rs. 9400 lakhs)

. 9) Sahibkhedi Irrigation Project, M.P.
(Estimated cost Rs.103%.17 lakhs)

10) Shivnath Diversion Project — M.P.
(Estimated cost Rs.39.65 lakhs)

. 11) Antargaon Tank Project, Maharashtra
(Estimated coSt Rs.63.563 lakns)

= 12) Hariharajhor Irrigation Project — Orissa
(Estimated cost Rs.725.675% lakhs)

13) Lining of Faridkot Distributary System Scheme--Punjab
- (Estimated cost Rs.80.72 lakns)

qﬂ[iy]*f?m.a14) Dhenkwah Bundh Scheme, Uttar pradesh.

(Estimated cost Rs.89.00 lakhs)

--15) Dinmuy Jrrigation Scheme, West Bengal
(Estimated cost Rs.28.153 lakhs)

The above 15 medium irrigation projects were found acceptable.
For Dhenkwah Bundh Scheme, Uttar Pradesh the intensity of
irrigation is recommended to be increased to 70%. For schemes
at serials 3,1%,14, and 15, the concurrence of State Finance
Departments isawaited.

(Action:CWC/Planning Commission)

— —


http:Rs.80.72
http:Rs.103.17
http:Rs.277.00
http:Rs.300.00
http:Rs.90.54
http:Rs.264.80
http:s.906.00

vimate of
t Rs

The S . [ &8

noted that the worksof the project are
estimated cost of Rs.%%0.%5 loikhs.

(hetion: Plannine Commission)
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ANHE LURE

of Orficers present in the meeting of the advisory
ttes on Irrigation, Flood Control and pulil-purpose
iects at 1ts 6th meeting held at %.00 p.m. cn 43h

aveh, 1978 in Saram Shakti Bhavan, New Delihl-

VY

shri ¢.0. "tel, Secretary, Department of Chairoan

I.‘L‘I‘ié‘"a"{‘;i Tl

ohri Y.K. Murthy, Chairman, Gsntral
Water Comni=sion

Shri 5.% “erjee, Adviser(a&I)
Plannirs (. ilssion

Shri B.lK. Yatoo, Financial adviser,
Deptt. of T - igation

Shri K.V. Mehrshwari, Chief(Irrigation), Member—Secy .
Planning Commission " '

Al B0 Preser

Department of Irrigation

Shri H.J. Desai, Director(P)

Sarl G.V. Rao, Under Secretary

Shri K.S5.8ha&rmd,Dy. Director(Indus)
Central Water Commission

Shri E.C. Saldanng, Member(PZP)

Shri ¢.M. Vaidya, Chief Engineer

Shri M.N. Venkatesan, Director (TE-I)
Sari K. Manjiah, Dy. Director (TE)

Shri K.J. Raisinghani, Dy. Director(TE)

Planring Commission
Shri R.3. Nagaruja, Dirsctor { Irrigation )

Shri a.3. Gupta, Senior Research Officer
ohri J.N. Nanda, Research Officer
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IMMEDTLTE

PLaNFLIG COMMI G5I0N

{Irrigation & Comnand Jdrea Duvolopugnt Div. )
AR R R

Subject: Meeting of the adviscry Comnittcs o _rrlg“*lon,
Flood Control and Multi-purpose Trojacts held on™-
21st July, 1978 in Snren Shakti Phavzn, Fay Delhi--
Seventh Meceting.

The Surmary Record of the Seventh nest

Committec on Irrigation, Flooud Control and 1% lﬁivpurpos,
Projects held on 2tst, July; 1978 in Shram Shakni Bhavan,
New Delhi, is Glrculated herewith.

1. ’ :: F. i

( K.Y, Mahesawari )
Chief ( Irrigation )
- Merber -« Secr&tary.

1. 8hri ¢.C. Patel, Secretary, Departucent of Irrigation

Shri Y.K.Murthy, Chairnon, Central Water Connission and
Ex-0fficio Secretary to the Govermment of India, Bikaner
House, New Doelhni. «s» 5 copics
3. Shri S.N. Roy, Chairrman, Central Electricity authority

and Ex~officio Secretary te the Governoent of India, Bikaner

A

Housc, New Delhi. ea 9 COPles

. Shri T.R. Satish Chandran, adviser(Energy),P.C.

. Shri 8.K. Banerjee, sadviser(a&I),P.C. -

. SHri R.K. Kdul, Joint oﬂcrcbafy, Plan Finance Div,
Ministry of Finance. ’

. Shri B.M.K.Mattoo, ¥inancial Adviser, Depzriment of
Jrrigatior, Ministry of igriculturs & Irrigntion.

. Shd T LEL Join, Shairigng Ceondzal ercund Eaicy 3Boswd,
Departnent of asgriculture, Krishi Bhavan, New Delhi.

. Shri R. Gopalaswary, Joint Secretary, Department of
Power, Ministry of Enc¥gy.

0. Shri Hari Bhushan, sdviscr, Techrical and Fx~officio

Joint Secretary, Departnent of Heavy Industry.

Plaming Comnisgion Gircular No.II-16(253/(7)/78-I&CAD
dated 27.7.1978

Copy to:
Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation, Departient of Irrigation

Shri ‘I.P.Kapila , Joint Secretary(ig
Shri S.B. Kharce, Joint Secretary(GB
Shri K.V. Rara Rao, Meiober(JRC)

Shri R.V.Ranthidevan, Dircctor(P). ' 5 copies
Shr1 ¥ R. Chandrashekharan, Dy. Sccrotary(Floods,

Shri Vijay Kunmar, Deputy Secretary(I&P) . . 3
'L Shri G.V. Rao, Under Sscretarys,Yojana Bhavan.

/=
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1. Ministry of Finance
Shri 8. Sampathnarayanan, Director(Plan FPinanuce .. 3. copies

Central Water (oo ssion, New Delhi.

Shri C.V. Gole, Member{WR).

Shri B.C. S2ldanha, Monber(P&P)

Shri &4 .. Harkauli, Moube:(D&Rg

Shri Pritam Singh, Meuiber{#R&SC

. Shri B.L. Jatana, Dircctor{P&P), Bikansr ncuss .. 5 copies
o Directors(TE) - I &II, Bikener House -+ B8 copies

. ®

- L]

(o R HIE -G R

Departuent of Scisvce & Technology

1. 8hri Brij XKishore. Dcputy Secxetary, Doaportient of
Science & Technology, Tcchnology Bhavan,
New Mehrauli Road, New Dalhi.

Devpartnent of Agriculturs, Krishi Bhavan, Hey Delhi.

1.8uri G.N., Kathpalia, Joint Commission,
Water Managenoent.

ganga Flood Control Comnission, Patna

1. Shri R. Ghosh, Chairnan.
2. Shri 4.8, Chandrasckharan, Meuber

Planning Comnaission

1. Chief { Power ) '
2. Joint Director (Szience)

ORI TP LTS
LA R VP

( K. M.eleshwari )
Chief | 2rxigavion )}

Menber - Zecretary



FLANNING COMMISS ION
-(I&CAD DIVISION) -.

*IHEN

Minutes of the Seventh Meeting of the_ﬁdViSOT¥
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control &wd Mulbi-
purpose Projects held on 21.7.1978 a% 10.%0 an.

in Shram Shakti Bhavan under the Chairranshlip of
Shri C.C. Patel, Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture
and Irrigation(Department of Irrigation).

-

Nares of Officers who participated in the discussionare
given in the enclosed annexure.

2, The following projects were considered and the Committeels
reconmendations are given belows .
2. _MAJOR IRRIGATION PROJECTS
' / 1) Bansagar Project —~ Madhya Pradesh ;
o faVvy jeeip (ESTiDATEd COSt RSeWl+51 crores). = '
NQT{.~3'[U~"‘)[7‘7 fttf i‘} _ 5
é&ﬁd‘ 10 &7 The project was considered 2cceptable in principle

subject to the following observations:-

i) Detailed hydrological studies made for the maximunm
design flood of 66528 cumec{?2%.50 lakh cuSecs) are
to be subnmitted to the Central Water Commission
for vetting.

ii) Effect of sedimentation on the live storage of the
dam and revised area capacity curves after 50 years
of sedimentation are 0 be worked out afresh and
used in drawing up. the working tables to consider
the ‘effect on the performance of the project.

iii) The foundation has an over-burden naterial of
- 15M. Therefore, more thorough investigation of the
foundation material is required to make adequate
provision for foundation treatment wnich will depend
on in-situ chracteristics of the foundation.

iv) Engineering properties of the soils proposed to be
utilised in embanknent section are to be further
analysed to verify and satisfy stability requirement

v) Alignment of the dam is to be further evamined and

finalised before taking up the construction of the
main dan.

i
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vi) Basic rates for Steel and other fabricated steel works
like gates, gantry etc appear to be on the low side
and should be besed on current narket rates.

vii) FPor a nuamber of itens, L.S8. provision has bezn mads.
This is to be supported by detailed cstimdtes.

viii) Compensation for buildings to be worked cut on plinth
arca besis and on present rates.

ix) Latest census figure to be adopted for mhabilitation
rmeasures. :

x) The allocation of cost of daw for Irriggation and
- Power 12y be tentatively taken as fiftyp-fifiy for
computing the B.C. ratio for the canal projects
subject to suitable allocation to be decided in
A consulatation with CEA and CWC. .

i}ﬁﬁﬁ*Construction of New Okhla Barrage — U.P,
c {(BEstimated cosi Rs.25.37 crores) .
No 2-2 (35) 2818 e o -
(piid G. 8. 28 The project was considered accdeptable in principle
subject to the fellowing observations:~

i) Okhla Barrage has been considered to be a
replacensnt work of the old weir and higher
utilisation of Yarmuna waters shall, in no casec,

~. be.availedi'! of by Uttar Pradesh and Haryana.

ii) The maxinun pond level shall be kepi at RL660 -
feet with the proviso that the anti~flood sluice
in Barapula nalla shall be consiructed at a ~
suitable lLocation at the cost 6f the project if
the neod for the sameis established. If feund
necessary, the pond level could be raised unto
RL 660.50 fact during monsoon only by suisable
proviso of temporary attachments on the top
of the gate. ' '

iii) The maximun discharge capacity of the feeder
sanal may be 8560 cusecs including 1240 cuseos
for silt ejector and 60 cusecs for Badarpur
Thermal Power Station.

iv) The allocation of the waters from Okhla Barrage
. main canal between the Concerned States and the
sharing of cost between these States have not yet.
been finalised and these aspects are being looked
into by the Ministry of sgriculture & Irrigation
(Department of Irrigation) and Central Water
Coruni ssion. -

/-
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nay expedite the case for acceptance cf Tajewala
l v) %ggragg b%Pthe PlanningCommi ssiori.

‘ PAction: Plg.Comm./Deptt of

ey S ey e - swopen )
lJ.Tlt‘JJv L,lO,.;,/ (’ o J e

II. MEDIUM SCHEMES

- . ! ;*-,,b/{' Pahumara Irrigation Scheme — assan
- 22 (17)27 e 1) 2o L Scheme
(Estimated cost Rs.500 lakhs)

ofertel
' The project was considered acceptable subjesct to the
concurrence by the State Finance Departnent.
| ’ _ (Action: CWCEPlg. Commission)
— e - D gy2) Rupahi Irrigation Scheme — Assan

. (Estimated cost Rs.183%.48 lakhs)

The project was considered accéptable subject to the
following observations:

i) The water allowance for rabi crops may be reviewed
and rabi may be increa@sed kecping in view -the-
availability of supplies in the season.

1i) The concurrence of State Finance icsawaiied.

L (Action: CWC/Plg. Commissiin)
No § -20( t : &fZ) Bilasi Rese)voir Schene -- Bihar
Ak Li%>{jyfiﬁﬁﬁ (Fstimated cost Rs.146.38 lakhs)
= The project was found acceptable subject 1o concurrence
by the State Finance. :
C} (Action: Planning Comnission)
—for- '--94') Mitti Irrieation Scheme — Gujarat
No T -20(25)] 78 egan (Estimmicd cost Rs.188.44 lakhns).
ol -9 29 The project was found acceptable.
| "™
| Q E; (Action: Planning Commission).
;Jﬁtu & *Lié) Venue II Irrvigation Project - Gujarat

(Estimated cost Rs.324.7(7( .lakhs) . .

The project was found acceptable subject %o water |
allowance to be reviewed for rabi crops by the State Agricul ture
- Departument and the result to be intimated to CWC, Planning

Commission and Ministry of Agriculture &. irrigation
(Departuent of Agricul ture).
(Action: Plg. Comnission/CWC)
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Phi;nZc{lgy?@glélﬁﬁevised Estimate of Phophal Irrigation grojecti-Guiarat
,

S i e Oy
/““:l'c{f{-’{':,t-' .- ;)C'

““ﬁ’aﬂ{éiy7ﬂfgmgéz)/M35klnala Project - Karnataka

Aalzd ¢ 9. AL

h&‘] J‘.«

Ay " : :
— v (Estitetod coSt HS.320 LAKAS)

LEstimated cost Rs.310.00 lakhs)

It was noted that the works on the project are nearing
conpletion. The revised estimate was found acceptable.

o : (sction: Plapning Commission)

(Estivated cost Rs.37T.00 ralk-s)
The project was found acceptable. - - -
~ ' (Aetion:Pla-y
.SLYUPper Mallanari Projeclh ~ Karnaiigs .

The project was found accepbable subjuct Lo {the following
chservation: - - -
1) The delta for sughr be linited to 60Y aud the remaining
w2ter reguirenent be met with by utilisziica of ground
water fov sugarcane crop. No irrvigaticn suppliczs from
project shall be allowed during sulmer for sugarcane.
;:vff* ' (fction: Plenning Cormaission/CWC).

o

_ 9) Khaphar Pakut Project - M.P,
2 (1502 iecen (Bstimeted cost Rs.160.80 lakhs)

ARG & 79 mhe project was considered acceptable subject to the Follow-

ing observations:

i) The cropping pattern proposed in the projest is for only
kharif which has to be changed to cater for rabi irrige-
tion also. It is recoimended that the paddy and rabi
crops be planned for 7000 acres and 4000 acres respectively

ii) Till such time that the re—generation in the downstrean
deveiops, some lift irrigation may be providad on the
left bank from the reservoir.

é;?f (nction: Planning Gomﬂission/chc)
<t - kv Y10} Ghongha Reservoeir 2roject o M, 7.

—

(PFstinmzted cost RS.215.74 Lakhs)

?he projoct was found aceeptable subject to the observation
that paﬂdy nay be reduced and WhAeaL Araes Uﬂy b@ increased.

&iﬁj’
e = W11Y Meheaon Tola Tank Froiect = M.P,
(Estirated cost Rs.138.09 lakhs)

The project was found acceptable siubject to the
observation that the intensity of irrigation proposed on
the project is only 41% which is very low and therefore,
the project may be planned with T70% intensity. ~Spillway
capacity for 100% estimated flood be provided without any
flood moderation.

(ActionsPlanning Gommission/CWC.

(Action: Fianning Comnission/CWe)

wf
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2ot ¥ 0) yadivale Irrigation Project, Maharashtra

fion

o Do, 1Y . (Estimated cost Rs.330.11 lakhs)
dalie ! v o L2
A - n 13) Kalimatitola Tank Projicch, Meharashira
- W’ (AEstimated cost Rs.124.454 lakhs)
. % 14) Morna Irrigation Project, Maharashira
- ke (Estinated coSt R5.221.56 lakhs)

The above three projects of Manarashira were found
acceptable.

o O (Action: Planning Cormission )
N\

_gwflﬂ 15) Kanjhari Irrigation Project, Orissa

N~ 20( $)]D0 le eied (Estimated cost Rs.T44.81 lakihs)

clafes The project was found acceptable subiect to the
following observadions: :

i) The CCi 12y be increased to provide bhernefits
to the maximu area on the prcject.

ii) water allowance for rabi crops may be reviewed.

(Action:Planning Conmission/CWC.)

" III. FLOOD CONTROL SCHEUES

{2 1) Mokameh Tal Drainage Scheme Phase~Il-~Bihar
(Bstimated cost Es.292.75 lakhs)

The project was considered acceptable subject to the
following observaiions:

0 /7 - i) The work in the lower half portion of the embaunkment
j[:‘\z Cl ) 3' Ehh*o sreurd not be carried out unless complete rmodel tosts

Quy ¢F

2 ¢.9¢ for the whole scheme are run at CWXPR Station, Puney -

&lﬁf The technical proposals as a result of the ncdel
tests should ve submiitted by Bihar Governrient,

- processed by GFCC and submitted .to the Departuent

-~ of Irrigation for concurrence.

ii) The Chairman of the GFCC should inspect the Punpun
arca @l clear the alignments of the marginal and the
- Punpun embankmients for inplemcntation.

iii) The Tal Development Committec, which has been -
disbanded, should be reconstituted at the earliest.

(hction: P.C./GFCC;’]?eptt. of Irrgn/
CWC

\ ' _ | o



- 6.

L 2) Narayanpur Protection Scheme — Bihar
(Estimated cost RS.269.82 lakns exclusive of

Rs.120.00 lakhs spent during 1977).

The scheme was found acceptable subject to the following
observations:

A AD | |
Cpﬁj/qg 1) It was noted that the work has been substantially
ol completed in vulnerable portion. Fowever; it is
1) recommacnded that the size of the boulder wire crates

Ok)r should not be less than 8'x8'x2%' in fubture works.

ii) The work should be gountidously watched, soundings
taken and damage, if any, reported by the project
authorities to GFCC. -

(Action: Planning Conmission/GFCC)
C’B) Remodelling of Najafgarh drain from Dhansa %o

Bharatnagar bridge~Delhi.
(Estimated cost Rs.1877.00 lakhs)

The project was found acceptable subject to the
followlng observations:

iy )y . .
&/ i) It was noted that indirect benefits have been taken
aL;~ ]q 8- 9 into account while conputing the benefit-cost ratio
of this scheme. Thi8 has been agreed to in the special
circunstances viz. highly urbanised and fast developing
area,
ii) Keeping in view the very high priority of this schere
for Delhi, the coastruction works may be completed in
two years'! time.

jmn | : (nction: Plunnlhg Cormission/CWC.

) 4) Januna Basin Drainage Schene -~ West Bengal
(Estinated cost Rs.538 kakhs) .~ | i

The project was found acoeptable subject to the
ollowing observations:

\Q’Ga f i) There should be a suitablé culvert inter-connecting
B'?Q’ two sectors of the drainage schene.
Qk:'\B ii) GFCC may get the silt content of the flood waters
in the drainage looked int. Risk of possible scour
due to the proposed four cuts, resulting in steepening
of the drainage gradient should also be examined.

(Action: Planning Commission/GFCG).


http:Rs.1877.00
http:bould.8l
http:Rs.120.00

 ANNEXUERE

List of Officers present in the meetingz of the Advisorp
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Qontrol and Multi-purpose
Projects at 1ts Tth meeting held at 10.30 A.M. on_21st
July, 1978 in Shram Skakti Bhavan, New Delhi.

1. Shri C.C. Patel, Secretary, Departnent
of Irrigation.

2. 8hri Y.k, Murthy, Cheirméan, Centra.
Water Conmaission.

%, Shri S.K. Banerjee, Adviser(A&I),
Planning Commissione. -

4. Shri K.M. Maheshwari, Chief(Irrigation),
Plannrning Commission.

Also present

Department of Irrigation
1. Shri K.V. Rama Rao, Member(JRC). -~
2. Shri R.V. Ranthidevan,Director(P).
3. Shri G.V. Rao, Under Secretary.

Depariment of Agriculture

1. Shri G.N. Kathpalia,
_ . Joint Commissionfiy (WH)-

Ministry of Finance,Neptt. of Rxpenditure.
1. Shri S. Sempathparayanan,Director({Flar Finance).

Central Water Commission
1. Shri E-C. Saldanha, Member(PaP)
2. Shri Pritam Singh, Menber(Floods).
3, Shri A.N. Harkauli, Menber{D&R).
. Shri A,K. Pal, Director (TIE).
Shri G.3. Jakhadeo, Director (TE).
Shri R.K. Kaushal, Dy. Director (TE)
Sari D.XK. Bablani, Dy. Director (TE).
. Shri K. Manjiah, Dy. Director (TE).
9. Shri K.J. Raisinghani, Dy. Director(TE).

-

L)

Q-1 on T o

Ganga Flood Control Commission,Patna.

1. Shri R. Ghosh, Chairmin.

2, Shri A .8, Chandrasekharan, Meuber,
Planning Comnmission

1. Shri R.S. Nagaraja, Director(Irrigation).

PP s

Chairman

=+». Meuber-3ecy.

AN
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Subjects Meeting of the advisory Comitiee on Irriagai-on, Il -]
crntrol and Multi-purpose Frojscts awild ey !7-Tl¢i9TJ
|

in Shram Shaktdi Blivvan, New Dalhy - B4 bl

© the Bightineeting of the Adviscry
A~ -

- The 3ummary Reco

ra o
fommittee on Irrisstion, Flood Covitrol fr.d Malsi-pefpose Projects
hald on 17.171.1978 in Shrawm Shakti Bhavan, Vew Delhi, s

circulated nherewithe.

( K.H. Maheahwari )
Caiaf {Irrization )
vlember - Secretary

1. Shri C.C. Patnl, Secretary, Departwment of Irrigation

2, Dr. ¥X.C. Thoxas, Chairwan, Central Water Commission and
ox—-officio oecretarj to the Lovernaent of India, Bikaner
House New helhi-

3. Shri i -h. Ry, (hairman, Central Blectiicity authority and
Ex--officic decretéry to the Governwent of India, Bikaner
House, New Delhi.

he Olrg T.R. 3atish Chandran, sdviser(ZEaergy),flanning Comuission.

5. Shri S, K. Bansrjee, adviser{agI), Planuing Commission

6. dhri R.K. KfFul, Joinit bSecretury, Plan Findnce DivisSion.
Ministry of Finance. - -

7. ohri B.M.X. M&t%co, Fina rcial ﬁﬂviser. Department oOf
Trrismtion, HMinistry of Agriculture & Jh:*wr*lg,atlon

S¢ Shrd J.K. Jairn,Chairman, Central fGround Water Board,
Department of ﬂ”vwcnutJ?eg Krisni Bhavan, Hew Delhi.

4. Bhr+ B, G0p9'33WQEy? a01nt Sccretary‘ Tepartment of Power,
Mwnwstrv of ¥mergy. -

10. Shri Har+i Buushan, 4dviser, Technical and BEz-cificio
Joint Secretsaxy, Department of Heavy Industry.

Plenning Comuission Cireular No.II-16(253(8)/78. 120AD 4t.4.12,178

Copy to: - -
Ministry of dgrieulture.& Irrigation, D€D8Y+ELHJ Lf Trrigation
Ts Shri T.P. Kapila, J&int Secretary(l)

2. Shri 8.B. Krnare, Joint Secretzary(aB)

5+ Shri K.V. Raga Rao, Member(JIRC) -
4. Shri R.V. Rantnjdevqn, Dye Seorstary(p) s 5 confes
5. shri KiR. Chandrauhekharan, Dy.Seeretary{Floods) % copies
5. Shuri Vijay EKumar, uepuiy Secretuary( I&P) % copies
T ohiri G.V. R2o, Under Secretary, Yojena Bnavan

)=
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Ministry of Finance .

Central Woter Commission, New Delhi.
. Shri C.V. Gole, Membsr(JR).

. Member{DaP) -
. Zhri ALNL THorkauli, Member{D&R)
o Stri Prrian Singh, FMember (F£3C)

AR ol N

b

. Directore(TZ) ~ T&II, Bikéner House

Departwent of Scisnce & Techpnolowy

Sari S, Sampathuarayanan, Jirector(Plsn Finsnce)

. - T o T .
. Direcotr Lirector(P&P), Rilksner House .

T« Shri Brij Kishore, Deputy secretery, Deptt. of
Science & Technology, Tectinologs Bhuavan,

New Mehrouli ioid, New Delhi.

Departomect of dgriculture, Krishi Bhavan, New Delhi.

1. Shri G.N. Kathpalia, Joint Commissioner,

Water Managewnent.

Gungad TFlood Contrel Commnission, ratna.

1. Shri R. Ghosh, Chairman.

2. Shri A.5. Chandrasekharan, Member
Planning Commission

1. Chief {(_Power ) _

2. Joint Director {(3cienze )

("K .M., Msheshwari
- . N - A
Chief (Irriganion ]
Member — Secretary

5 conias
5 copies
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Minutes of thne 6th Vsetins 0f the odvisory Commitiee on Irrization.
Flood Control end_piulhiournise Pyos SRCE . heid on 1717 1978 =4
TO.30 a.ii, in onldsm ohakui Snovan, New selhi.

‘Lichro Wi perticipated iu the oisgussion are

|
'Y‘
o

Manes of bne 0
given in the sunexu

The following piojects wore cons dered and tone Vomnitisae!s
recouendations are given below.

T. Med OR JHmluny iUl JROJCT:

1. arpa Project { Madaya Predesh) -(Estimate@mggit lS AR IR Y

Thre project was considered acseptable subject to the
following observations:
(i) The level of the cus off and the treatment for foundaticn
should be decided afler detailed investigations of permeability
of foundat1on¢ before the work is taken up .
(i1) The cosign of Barsh d
conducting tefts on undist
to dscide th ieir shedr para

r section should be reviewed after
vbed samples of foundation materials
ete?o.

i

il
in
i) Theé design flood adopted may be revidwed on the basis of
ervations of the hydrogrsphs at closer irntervals for better
ree of eccuracy at the tiuve of preparation of deta-iled
igns. ' '

1
S
8

(
o
d
des

G’}-

1
b
g
S

— - a

(iv) Fnergy dissipation arrangeuents may be reviewsd and finaldissed
according to the recommendations of the model studies to be
carried out. o

{v) Detailed soil surveys of the command ares may be carried out
and the crop pattern, inteasity of irrigation may be reviewed

&t 1t is felt tnat the water requirement for some of %the corps
is somewhat liberal. The provision for drainage may also be
reviewad alongwith. '

(vi) water allowsnce for kharif cTrops is high. Ih
reviewed and the water thus saved could be used for
rabi irrigation .

i% may be
increasing

(vi) &uggestions of the Depdrtuent of Science and Technology
with ’ regerd To the environmental impact cf the project
Will be takeén care of by the Proiect authorities before
inplementation.

- -~ —

{Action:GWC/“lanning Commission),

/-



TI. MEDIUN SOH 159

ER bnefﬂd

The revised estim.ted cost was | sted. owever, it shouald
be " sugoested to ihe State fdoverarent that any jLomd emnEnkiuent,
which may he considered necessary, snould be orovideds

(Action:Planuing Commission/CuG

timsgted cost -

i

Lo, Igo-Phey Irrigsticn Scheme of Leu(J & K} —- {7

The project wds considersd accep table subject to tue ovser-
vation that the water requirement for tne C“Op needs Lo e
reviewed with a view to increasing the area under irrigetion.

( BctionsPlanning Commission/CW(

ﬁ%, Tral Tift Iryisati ion ( J & K) ~ { #stimated Cost-Bs.612,94
Lakns ) '
The project was considered acceptadble.
) (ActiontPlanning Lommission)
< . -
4« Raipura Lift Trrigation Schemel{ J & K} -(Bstimated (os
Ri. 213 jaknss . B
The vroject was consﬁdéred accapt able.
L N (Action: Plagning Gommi?sion)
5. Lower Mulla Mari Project ( Karnataka) ..(Zstimabed costs

RSs H36 50 lﬂkk i

- - a

It wAas ob3erved that the 1aton51t* of erw”d+1om ﬂwrlng
kharif w#as higll., The project wa cuntd acceptable subject
to the 1rr?"dtwou in%k enS1tv Leﬂﬂg re‘flewedr

. (Action:Planning Commission/CWC)
A
o S 2alda Tank Project{Madiva Pradesh }-{Estigated Co¢+ -

RS .166.55 lékhs

It was observed that intensity of Irrigalion was lO”o The
project was~found acceptable subject to the review of the
irrigation intensity.

(Actions Planning Commission/CwC)



|
W
!

7. Revised Estimate of Bil- Pr )1ect (Mednya Pradeshj-—

(Bstimited Crst - hrﬁ% T T AkREY

The revised estimatsd cost was noted.
(Action:Plauning Cownission)

dnawa rank w;g?ucfiu dlige Fradesn)-

ised #Astiméte of DJud I
(Sstinated Cost -- 25 .4%0.77 fangl,
8

d cost was noted.

(action: Flanning Commission)

.._,.- 5

9. Matiyari Tunk Projsct ( ifadhye Pradesh ) -(Fvtimated Cosh -
- He 2R 7«7 Yaghs)

Tt wa.s. observéd that the escaliation of 10 to 25 per «ont
assumed in the estimated ccst over 973 proces was low. The
State‘Governmeac should be advised to update the cost subjead

to this, the project was found accertable. R o
’Aotion:CMC/Planning Commission)
TO%iKhumari Nala Troiecs { Macoarasptra) —(Wstimated Cost —
' ‘ PQ“HT""T“TZEHTI_
The project was found acceptable.
- (ﬂcti?n:Plaﬁning ?ommission)

¥

&
11. Harabangi Irvrigation Projiech ( Orisfa) ~ (Esti

It wes observed that the intensity of irrigation ¢ 1ng
kharif'was high.  The prdjsct was considered acceptable subje@t
to review of 1”?15&L10n intensity.

(Action: Pl Lning Commission/CWC)

12, Gumti Irrigatioun Scheme (Tripura) — (hstaated cost:
Rs.583 laghs) -

"The project was iound 2cceptable Iin principl
the irrigation intensity being reviewed, which wa
high.

=
=]
5

guabject *o
cungideraed

: AT . . . .
(Action:CilyFiaming Commission)

TII. . 100D CONTROL FROJECT: . ) .
1

. Construction of Hulwina Diversion nrain(Uttar Pradesh)-
(Estimated Cost .- Rs-1510 lakys:

TE -

The project wobld be considered further by~the Advisory
Committee after the inter-zfate agpecis are em@mines by the
Ganga Flood Control Commission, CWC and the Departwent of
Irrigaticn.

(Actions GFCC/CYWC/Deptt.-of
Irrigation)


http:cClr::.si
http:intensi.ty

List of Officers present in the meeting ol the aAdvisory
Committee on Trrigation, flood Lontrol and Muliti-yarpose
projects at its 8th meeking held at 10.3%30 a.m. on 17th

Hovewber, 1978 in Saram “nrskti Bhavan, Hew Delhi .

1, Skhri 0.C. Fatel, Secretary, Department ol ITrrig.tion -—Cuairms

Dr. X.0. Thonas, Cnairman, Corti L dater Ocwijision.

%, Shri §.8. Banerice, Adviser(acl), Flanning Commission.
G Shri T
Planning Ceo

3
hathwdri, Cnief {Irr’gution) - Meaber--bucretary,
mmiss

101t .

Also presents

Deportuant of Trrizahion:

1, Shri ¥X.V. R3apa Rao, _Member(J.R.C.).

2..8hTi 3.B. Khare, Joint.3ecretary(G.B.).

3. Shri R.M,K. Mattoo, Joint Secretary(M).

4. Shri S.K.Aggarwala, Depuby Secretary(T).

5. Jhri X.R. Chandraseknaran, Deputy Secretary(C).
.. Shri G V. Rao, _Under Secretary. ’

D

epartmons of A vicuiture:

hri A.P. Joseph, Deputy Commissioner(WM).
Central Water “cmmission
LShry A.N. Harkauli, Member(DiR).

2.8hr1 M.G. Padhey, Mewber(PP) in-charge. |
3.5hri 6.5, Jhakade, Jireriar (TE-II).
4.Shri XK. Manjizn, Deputy Director(Tz).
5.8hri ¥K.J.Raisinghani, Dy. Director (IE).
%, Shri J.C. Gupta, Deputy Director(T3).
T« Shri SaSuManocha, Deputy Director(TE).
Ganga Flood Coptroi Commissiont

1. Shri A.3. Chandrasekharan, Member.

2. Shri N, Bac¢hidanand, Directors

Planninge Commigsion;
1« 8hri R.S. Nagaraia, Director{Irrigation)
2. Shri N.W.K. Dikshit, Joint Director{Irrigation)
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PLANNIEG COMMLSSLON
(I50AD DIVISIGN )

LR S

Bubject: Meeting of the £d4dvisory Uonittee on Irrigation,
fiood control and Malti-purpeSe projects ue 1d on
27.2.1979 in Phras ohakti shavan, New Yelni -

Ninth Mesting-

nth meeting of the #dvisery
1

and rulti-purpese Erojeots

i fhe bummary Record of itne N
Commitiee on Irrigation, Flood Lontr
held on 27.2.1979 in ~hram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhni; is cir-

cula ted herewiih.

LM, Mahezhwari )
Chief (Irvigation )
Mewber - Secié tary
1. Shri C.C. Patel, ~ectetary, Bepartment of Twrigaticn
o, Dr, K.8 "‘"Tgomas, Chairman, Csniral Yater Commission and
Ex—o ff1cno Seofetary to the Govt. of Indld Bikaner
House.lNew elhj. ~ =
3. Shri SN Ro¥, Chairman, Central Blectrisity Huthority and
'ux—,ff7ﬁ10 Secfetary to the Gevt. of India, Bika G T Houss,
New ~Deln =
4. Snri T, ? “Satish Cnandlan, Adviser(Bnergy), P lanning Comm?--
5S1. Gn.
5. Sprr S.K. Bdnergee, Adviser(A&T), Planrning Conmwsewun
6. unrl R.X, dJI Joint becretary, PAan Finanee Hivision,
an1s+ﬂv of 1nance,
7. €ari B.H.K. Matioo, Financial ®dviser,. Department of
8
9
0

J_

Irrigation, "Ministry of dgriculture & Irrigation.

. Shri J-K-Jain, Chairman, Central “Ground Water Board,
Uepa¢tment of #gricultire, Krishi Bhavan, New Delhi-:

. ohri R. UOp&ldSwdmy, Joint Secretary,fﬂepartment-of'Power,
Ministry of faergy. - N - _ T

. ®hri Hari Bhashan. #4dviser, Tecnnical and Ex-officio
Joint Secretary, Yepartment of Heavy Tadustry.

Planning Sowmission Sircular No.t£(253(9'/79-1&CsL at,7.3,1970
Copy tos : " ‘
Ministry of Agriculture & ITrrigation, Department of Irrigahtion

T. 8nri I.F. Kepila, Joint “ocretary(T)

2, B Joint Secretary(GB)-

3. Shrt K.V.Rama Hao, wember(jRC) *
4. Shrt R.V. RanthidevemS By.5acretary(P) css 5 copies
5. Shri K*R Chandrashekharan, Py.Secretary(F) ses 3 conlies
6. Shri Vijay Kumar, “Deputy Secretary(I&P) «.. % copies
7. Shri G 6 Rao, bhdﬁ- vgeretary, Yojsna Bhavan

A
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Ministrv_of Finance - . -

Shri S. Sampathnarayanan, Directer{Plan Finanze)

Central ¥ater Commissicn. Haw Delht .

1. Memher (¥R},

2. Meaber(P&P) B

Z. Shrt &Lk Harkauli, Mom. ser (D)

4 SAri Pritam Singh, Member {F&30) -
5. Director (P&P), Blkaner House .. 5 coptes

% coples

[
]

&. Director (TE)—~ 1&II, Bikaner Hous

Department of qci@n““ & Loghmology, Tochnology phavan,
el Hoad, New dzihc o

-
Pre’

= Vonkatesh, Joint vecretary.
Kishore, Ueputy beoretary.

Deavartment o ngioulturaf Kyishi Bhavan., New delhi.

4 +

1. Shri G.N. gat npalia, Joint Commissioner, ¥ater Management.

Ganga Floogd Control Comuission, Pa+tna,
1. Snri ®. Cnosh, Chaiywan, =~

i

} < ' . e et
2. ©hri #.5. Chandriosskharan, Membper, -

Geptral Flectrici*y Ruthority, Bikaner House, New Leini.
1, Snri 5<%, Tnyagi, Peputy Director.

Planning Cemmission |

1. Cutef {“Power ) -
2. Joint Pirector {Science)/(Power)
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PLAVIING CO:HL SSTOE
(I.&0AD Divn. )

"inotes of the Finth Meeting of the Advisony Gomnities on
Lerigntion, Plood Contw]l and Hulii-oarpose Pmjocts held
on 27.2.1979 at 1030 £.1. in Shrmnm ';in‘.« ul ﬂn vam under

the Choiwymansinip of Shyi €.C. Potel, Scortoxy, Ministoy
of fgricultore and Irrigation (DC'.:__“-CL'_I?‘U?!Qﬂb of Irzi mruon)

Mames of O 'Tigers 11:5%1.7""*,;_(:3.13‘“196 in the disoussion

ave given in tha enclosed annexive.

2, The follewing projecis were considercd and the Commiltee's
rocomme ndations are given balow: ~

3 1} Hahi-Bajaj Sagar Pioject, Guiszat and RBaiasthan -

Datimn ved Cogt:

Unit -1 R,673%33.25 lakhs.
Unit-11 3. 3531.50 lalths.

It was ovacrved that wh 1~ “he suaring of st belasen
Guiprat onl Rajastihan was in the zatio of 40:9, we shams in The
rtiilizetion of water was montioned in V0 Hote as 40:76. The
Commitice vecomrerd ed that Government of Fajesiban should conmsult
the Covernrent of Gujarat mgarding sharing of cosi on the wisis
of revised sharing of water vtiliszation. It was also observed
that the subtmergence in Madhye Pradesh is now egtimzted to 'be
£22..3%3 na. ag against 84.5 ha. agreed © hy Wa.hya Pradesh cazliex.
The Conmittee, therlore, recommended that the conourrvencs of
Madhya Prodesh for incresced submergence of land incivding vadk
waAtar effects should be obtained.

(Actions C.¥.C.)

I, MEDTUM IBRICGATION PHDJITCIS:

te Dudbhd RBiver Proiech, Madhva Pradesh (Gstimabed ccabiifs.285.59 lakhs):
2. Chorel Piver Proiect. Madnva Pradesh (Tstd.foshs [3396.76 lakhs):
These projects were considersd scceptadnle.

(Action: Planning Commizsion)

3. Chikutwa Irrigntion Projoch, _Wahareshtre -

(JS}?

| Cogt: f3:428.49 1

4. ¥2lu Trmisotion Pmisct, Maboroshtre — (Estineted Costifs.276.26 ldchs,

5. Kasari Tryyisation Pioject, Maharashtra~(listd. Costs.515,18 ialhs):



http:cludba.ck

R

-

6, Kadvi Irrigation Project, Meherashtmm -
(B g% imo tad Costs 73,547,350 lakhg):

These proﬁ@ctﬁ were consider.d acceptadle. In cose
f Chikotxs Ivri o0 Projzaot, ths c,cccp‘tr nee is sunjuct to

Ihe sugnroans arca HEing

itad 107% of the CCA. 1In case of
1itt 1;“.‘@;ation Fmjee us.; soccpiivics was suojaect to the
2enzfit cogt-mbio neing weikad oul taking into account the
pinzent rave of clactricity tariffl in the 3tate.

It vra dogidad that the .,cpt’cu of Agric:lture (iater
Manegoment Diva. ) wouid Insverd to the C.H.C. (under @ py to
<) of ivvi va.l,lon nd Tlanning Comnission) the norns
to be adopted in rrgpect of wizlds and the commodity prices
for viovcing out e wunefif-oost watie in the different repgions
cf the wuntzy for ciralating these by §7C to the Siates,

(Action: C'C, Planning Commizsion and Deptt.
of A@_'rio,lluure (Tater Mone gement Divi. ).

sir Projsct Anr‘ hira Pradesh -
845,87 Tokhs):

The nroject -was considered acceptable.

’ . . . . .
{fotion: Planning Commission)

o

III. PILOY CONTROL PLOJ.

T. Drajnage e.«nd Flood Flan for Hew Okhla Tndust“ al Bevelopmant
(1‘ wed '{U.L ) - EBatimated Costs K3, 1004 lakh ;3,

The project was cons idered accepiaile.
(A ctions Plamning Cormisgdon )

2+ Tretection Wioxks for I*’_o_g_;g"y‘looﬂ Smvankments and Afflux Bundg,
Libar ~ (Bstimeted Costs 1.305.15 larhs s

Tae prok ot was sccepted in principle. The Committee,
nowever, desived that the Ganga Flood Control Commission shruld
work out the benefii-cost mtio for the scheme and submit the
details to the Deptbt. of Irrigation and Planning Commizs on.

(bctions GFCQ).



List of officers present in the mogting of the Advisoxy
Committee on Irvigation, Flood Control and Malti-purpose
projects at its 9th meecting held at 10-30 A8, on 276h

Feovroary, 1979 in 3hram Shakii Bhavan, Hew Delhi.

1. Shri C.C.Patel, 3ecretory, DJopth. of Iruigation - Chailman,

2, Tr. K.C. Thonas, Cheirwaa, Cenvral Yatcr Commission.

3. Shri B .M. Batteo, .4, Laweth. of Irrvigation.

4. Sari K.H, Hoheshwari, Chief (Trrigetion),
Plamning Cormission. | v

4180 pragents

1. Shyi L.P. Kapila ,Joint Secrotazy (I).
2. Bari K.V. Bema Reo, Membder (J.R.C.).
. Sari R.V. Ranthidevan, Dy. Secy. (¥).
4. Shri G.V. Reo, Under Secrmiazv.

Deptt, of Lgrinnlture:

Shrei G.W. Kavthpalia, Joint Commissioner (W) .
Centyel Water Cormission:
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Subject: Meeting of the Advisory Committee on . Irrigation, flodd
control and Muylti-purpose Projects held on 6.6.7979 in
Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delni - Tenth Meeting.

- The Summary Record of the Tenth meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose “Projects
neld on 6.6.1979 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Deélhi, is circulated
herewithe. ' C -

K.. 1_".'».. "';h""c-«.-ﬂ-u-'-uﬂj
( K OM. Nla_heshwariu.)
Member - Secretary

1, Shri C.C. Patel, Secretary, Department of Irrigation

2. Dr. X+6.-Thomas, Chairman, Central Water Commtssion and
Ex-officio ®ecretary to the Govt. of India, Bikaner House,
New™Delhi. - - T '

%, ohri SN+ Roy, Chairmn, Central Electricity &uthority and
Bx-officio Pecretary to the Govt. of India, Bikaner HousSe,
¥ew-Delhi. - - - - -

Sari T+R+ Satish Chandran, Adviser(Bnergy),Planning Commission.
Snhri S.K. Banerjes, Adviser(A&T),Planntng Comm¥ssidn.
opri BeK.Kaul; Joint Secretary, Plan Finance Division,
Mintstry of Finance. - -
. ShAri B.M.X. Matfoo, Financial Adviser, Department of Trrgm.,
Ministry of &griculture & Trrigation.
. Shri J.X. Jain, Chairman, Central Ground Water Board,
" Depértment of griculture, Krishi Bhavan, New Delhi.
9. Snri P-M. Belliappa, Joint Secretary, Department of Power,
Ministry of Energy. - = T
10, Shri Hari Bhushan, Adviser, Technical and Ex-officio
Joint ®ecretary, bepartment of Heavy Industry.

Prlanning Commission Circular No.16(25)(10)/79-7&CAD dated 22.6.79
Copy_to: N
Ministry of #griculture & Irrigation, Deptt. of Irrigation

Snri I.F. Kapila, Joint Secretary(I)

ohri N.L. Shankaran, Joint Pecretary(GB)

°hri K.¥. Rama Rao, Member(JRC)

Snri R. Rangachari, Director. -

. hri B.V. Ranthidevan, Dy. Secretary(P) see B copies
Snri K+R. Chandrashekharan, Dy. Secretary(¥) ... 5 copies
“hri Vijay Kumar, Deputy ®ecretary(I&P) ve+ 3 copies
Shri S.K. Aggarawala, Dy. Secretary(1)

Shri G.V. Rao, Under Secretary,
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Ministry of Finance . .

Suri S. Sampathnarayanan, Director(Plan Finance)

Cantral Yater Sommission, Wew Delhi.

t. Sury M.G. Padhye, "Member (P&P

2. ohri A.K. Harkauli, Member(D&R)

%. Shri Pritam Singh; Member(F&Sc.) -
4. Director &P&P), Bikaner House .. 5 copies
5. Director(TE)=T&IT, Bikaner House .« 5 copies

Uepartment of Science & Techinology, Technology Bhavan,
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi.

T+ Shri S. Venkatesh, Joint Secretary
2» ®Phri Brij Kishore, Deputy Secretary.

Department. of Agriculture, Krishi Bhavan, New Delhi.

1. Shri G.No Kéthpalia, Joint Commissioner, Water Management.

Ganga ¥Flood Control Commission, Patna .

1. Shri R. Ghosh, Chairman.
2. Shri N. Sagyal

Planning Commission

Joint Adviser(P)
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Summary R d of the Tenth Meeting of the Advisory Commi-
‘t%g? og ngggﬁt1on, ood Eon%rol #hg ftlupu%posg *
projedcts held on 6.6,1979 at %.00 P.M. Deptt. of
Irrigation, Shram Sh&tl Bhavan, New Delh1a

- - a b - —

“NameS of the officers who partlczpated in the discussions
are given 1n the enclosed annexure.

2 The following pfojects were considered and the Committee's
reconmendations are given below:

I . i ] -

18 ReVlSed Estlmate of Hasdeo Righi Bank Canal(M r. )
{estimated cost-Rs.,1338.57 lakhs)

The project is almost completed and the revised cost
was, therefore, noted.

| (#ction:Planning Commission)
i
2 Cheyggru {Andhra Pradesh) -~ estimeted cost:Rs.915, 27 1akhs.

3 “Bassi (R Ra:asthan)—estimated cost Rs.2%%.81 lakhs.

o ]

These projects were considered acceptable. ‘In the case
of Cheyyeru, the Comuittee observed that the project is in
drought prone area and therefore,the canals upto 25 cusecs
capacity should be lined in order to reduce the transmission
losses and the water thus saved should be used in extending

the areca irrigated.

—_ - - -

- | - (Action: CWC/Planning Commluslon)

4. Gocuwda(Ra]8sthan)—est1mated cost Rs.709.50 lakhss

The progect Was considered acceptable subject to the
following observations: - - - N

_ (a) At the time of detailed design, Stability cateculations
/ing should be redone consider/the seismic co-efficient which
whould be got appFfoved by the Standing Committes of the
Government of India constituted for the purpose; Howsoever
negligible the CO—folO?ent may he.

f 4

= -

- (B) Distharge obServations mey be contifived at dam site, The
design oL overflow section . for a discharge of 3 Iakh
cusecs{suggested 5y “WC and accepted by project authorities) should
be reviewed at th: time of final design. The flood peak studies
may also be revisdwau &1 that time based on the dlSCharge ODSer-

vations at dam site and short interval catchment rainfall data
during floods.
-/ =
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(a)
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Thie detailed design of the aqueduct at RD 1065 M of IMC
will Be reviewed on the lines-suggested by CWC during
technical sanction and execeution of the preject. -

The suggestions given by the Sovironmental™Appraisal
Conmittee Bccepted by the project aathorztlesgwlll be
followed before project implementation. -

- (Aotion: CWC/Planning_Commission)

a dhva adeshl—astima R 7T a .

The project was considered acceptable subaecttn the

following observatjons: - - .

(a) Adequate tests on~foundation materizls should be carried
out for their engzneer1ng propertles.

(d) THe dependable yield and~design flood Accépted tentaw
- tively for project planning should be feviewed for
taking up the work on hand, on the basis of short
interval hydro-matrological data which should be
collected for better degree of accuracy.

(¢) Silt rate of 1Aft./year/Sy. mile which-is based on the
observed data for two years may be reviewed after
collecting further data. -

_(d) In order to get sufficient water depth for roller effect,

the design of energy dissipation arrangements are
required to be re~exBmined at the time of taking up

detail designs.

(¢) Detatled soil surveys for development of ‘area may be
carried out and the crop paittern, intensity of irriga- -
tion, provision of drainage etc. may be reviewed hased
on the results of detailed soil surveys.

(£} The environmental asgéct of the project should be got
cleared=~from the Dgptt. of Science and Technology
befors implementation of the project,

{Action: CWC/Planning Comm./Deptt.
- of S&T).

Sipu Reservoir. | ”Jazeg} stimated costrRs.1880.27 lakhs. .

E’he project was considered acceptable subgect to the obser—

vation that till Narmada project clmed up, Some water may be-
released downstréam for committed irrigationl and the environ-
mental aspect being cleared by Deptt. of Science and Technology.

@

(Action: CWC/Planning Commﬁ)/Deptt.
of S&T) /
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II. Elagd Control Project:

Haztpur=Bazidpur Zmbankment Scueme — Bihar -

Estimated cost: RBg, 1147 lakhs.

The preject was considered acceptable subjget to the
following observationss _ -

i} The HFL assumed in the scheme~shall be confirmed by model
experifients(preferably before execution) at CWPRS,Pune with all
theé existing and proposed embankments on the main Ganga and
tributaries: The discharge that has to be taken*for the propo-
s&d model studies shall be decided by the State in consulta-
tion with G«F.C.C.a .

e

7i) The various drainage schémes connected with CGanddk Project
would Be coordinated properly with reference to“the ruling
HaF.I, in the Ganga in the posi-jaeketted condition.

ol

“ 131) The-State will also codrdindte the flood levels assuméd

in the design{subject to confirmation By model experimentsy with
the design HEFL adopted for the road bridge under construction near
Patna. .. - - - - - -

*  3v) Suitable modification during construction will be made
in tHe Mokamehtal drainage scheéme Phase II due to increase in
HFL in the post-jacketted conditions.

v) After the embankments proposed in the scheme are constru-
cted, "the protedted area may be flooded due to local rainfall when
the rivers d@re in spate. In that situation, the arrangements
for svacuation 6f the people from the area to safer places would
have _to be examined by the State.

* vi) The tail porticnn of the proposed embankments on the Baya
river should Ye re~examined to sSee whether the flooded waters
in thHe protected area could be drained easily by making a
straight cut to the river Ganga.

(Actions GFCC/Planning Commission)
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Listof Officers present in the 10th Meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, ¥.Csand Multi-purpose Projects held
at % p.m. on 6th Juns, 1979 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, N.Delhi.

.

1. Sari C.C. Patel, Secretary, Deptt. of Trrigation ... Chairman
2. Shri B.M.XK. Mattoo, J.8. & Fa. Deptt. of Irrigation.
3. Sari K.M. Maheshwari, Jt. Adviser(Irrigation)-Member—Secretary
Also present

Dﬁpii- of Irrigation .

1. Shri N.L. Shankaran, Joint becretary(GB)

2. Shri R. Rangachari, Director.

3. Shri R.V. Ranthidevan, Dy.Secretary(P.I).

4+ Sari S.K. Aggaryala, Dy. Secretary(l)

5. Shri G.V. Rao, Under Secretary.

Deptt. of fAericult ure .

1. Shri G.N. Kathpalia, Joint Comm1ssloner(WM).

Centyal Water Commission ‘

1., Shri &.8. Harkauli, Member(D&R)

2. Snri Pritam Singh, Member(F&Sc.)

3. Shri M.G. padhye, Member(?&?)

4. Snri H.S. Krishnaswamy, Director (TE).

5. Shri G«8. Jhakade, Director (TE)

6. Shri Mahesh Chand, Director (R&C).

Ganea Flood Contrel Commission

1. Shri R, Ghosh, Chairmen =

2. Snri N« Sanyal, Member

PLANNING COMMISSION .

1« Shri N. K Dikshit, Jt. Director (Irrgn. )
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Sublects lectins of the Alvisory-GCommittce on Irrl atlon
Flood Control and Multl-puriose 2rojects held on
11,9.1679 in Shram dhakti Bhavan, lew DeihiH
T1th Mecting.

The Summary 2ecord of the laleventh wmeetins of the
Lavisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Hultiw
purese =rojecta held on 11.5. 1979 in Shran Shaktl Bhaven,
Hew Delnl, is circulated herevdth, :

k’ YT e
T : :
( Y.H, Maheshwari

o Adviger (Irrlfatlon)
ﬁowbcr ~ Secretary

1, Shri C,C. Patel, Secretary, Departwent of. Irrization

24 Dr; K.C. Tuomau, Ghairwen, Gontral Vater Commission and
m~0311010 Secretary to tho Govt, o Infia, Bikaner House,
Nevr Delki, ; _

5. Shri 9.0, Roy, Chairmdd, Ceutral Jlectricity Luthority and
ax=officio oeCrGtarV to the Govt. of Tntlia, Bikaner House,
Hev Dolhi. ' ' "

4, Shri T,R. Satish Chandran, Aéviser(uncrpgy), Planning
Gommission,

5. Shri §.%. Banerjee, 50viser{ACT),Flanning Commission.

oo Shri J.“.Daul Joint decretary,- Plan -Finance Livision,
Uinigtry of Plaznce,

7. :Shri T.L,..Iattoo Financial Adviser, Depti. of lrrgn.,,
Hinistry of A”llculture & Irrigation,

e Shri J.K.Jain, Bhairwan, Central Ground Water Bogrd,
Dapartoent of Agriculture, Krishi Bhavan, lew 301hi. :

9, Shri PG, Delliapya, Joint 3ocretaryy.Dopa“tuemt of ZPower,
Dinistry of lnergy. '

10, Shri dari Shushan, Adviser, TechnicaT and X-officio
< Joint Secrs tqrg, ~epartmont of Heagvy Indus trv

2lanning Comiission Circular Hqgléggﬁ)(11)/29~I&CAD 0t v4,10.1975
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finigtry of Finance

Shri 3. Sawpathnararanarn, ﬁl*GCﬁO“( 1lan Fingnec)

Central Yater Commission, Hew Delhi,

1, Shri i1,¢, Padhye, licn "ner(?{’ )

2, Snri AN, ﬂar‘aull, Trerber (DA

3, Shri “rltau ulﬁb Heuober(FPaSc,)

4, Shri X, Ramesha uao, hiief dnglneer(TB) . LT
5. Director (P&P),; Bikaner Iouse .o 5 copios
6. Dlrector(TJ)HI;AI Bikancr House, e 5 covics

Departyeni of Scicuce £ TGCnnolo:* Tochnolo”*
Bhavan, New Mehrauli Noad, | Cw Del

Te Shri 8, Venkatesh, Joint decretary _
24 8kri Brij Wishore, Debuty Sccretary..

Departuent of Arriculture, Krishi Bhavan, ew Delhi,

1. 8 nri G.M.Kathpaliay Jo nt Coumissioner, Water Hanagement,

Ganga'Flood'GOnﬁrol Commission, Fatna,

1. Bhri R, Ghoﬂﬂ, Chairnan,

Central wlectricity ;ﬂuthoriﬁy;

-

Shri 4N, Singh, Hewhor(Hs

Planning Commission

Joint fLdviser(P)
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i ~ Supaary fdscord of the 1Tth acetin, ol the Afvieory Go¢mittee
' on Irri 'gtion, ¥lood Control and sulil-purhose Frojicets held

y
on 11,9, 1079 at 10430 a,m, in the Dopmt. of Irrl“atloa,
ﬂI'E' fjr'l 'tl uanau, -Llei' DO:U 19

! Names of officers who Tarticivated in the digcuvesion are

civen in the enclosed Amerure,
2. he following Projects were considered and the Committee's
reconmcndations agre given belows , _
I. Ixrigatior Proj cis; .
-

; 1. HUalali(Hadhra Dradesh) estluated _cost Re.1306,00 lakhs,

The projiecct was conuwderea acceptable agunject to the follovinp

|
o observatonSv . L :
i i gy ve reviewed hy colleciion of further

o+ (1) The field stvdies
i dava frown tne reservoir operation for conlirmation of 755

depudghle computed yield and alsoe for draving the recervolir
regulation rules,

(1i) The desicn £lood way be reviewed alter collection of
additional data to take rewedial messures If neeled, Till
gsuch a review is done carefnl waieh on the operatloﬂ.and

behgvieuwr of the dam ngy de lept.

aPoreval to the wmodified crop. pattern and water require-

.G,

(iii) The |
be pbtained g5 indiecated by G,

pments way
(iv) The canal capacities which have now been proviced Counsider-
1n" the stageering dewand in the distributaries reguire to he

reviéwed "Hev full ¢evelopment tales place,
{ v} ‘ater rates provosed arce low and reguire revision,

(vi) To ta%ec note of the commentsg, il any, frow the Teptt, of
fciconece and Tecnnolo;? on environgntal asmecis and talke
réemedizgl weasvres as neCesEary ..

(Action:CC/Plaming Commiss

.

ion)
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2 Janﬁharl Re&ﬁrvolr(CL arat)ydstljabeq conteils ,13869.,77 1a“hh_

The Broject was cOnuhderec acceptawlc subject to the.
clearance frow the ovwlronmema1 anﬁle by tne Deptt, of
Scicnece and Technology. _ L

The Committes also ODQGPVGG that. the fOllO“lnu_Sir cestions
may be taen into account at tho time of Preparatron o detallea
designse o ;o

i) To review dealwn.flooc By unit hydrograph method after
Collecting aore hyroucterological datay pe

ii) The review of the alignment-of: eanalu_and th@ value of*nifwlmm
for designs for sections below 100 Gs.; K P | X

11i) uOViC” of Qiah lood dlscbar”e trauuh d681”n ﬁnd foundatl&
levels I or- aquaduct at Ckalna e 435 of‘$¢8£} . ; 3

. Vj Review Qf the demlun Ol’the rollorlbuphet
model - gtudies 4

vi) Free board as computed 1o be prOV1ded abqve PR
above J { L. as has heen done in the present &981gn;

i) The 1nton51ty of 1rr1uat10n xrev:‘.ewc,ad‘mkee};alnfr inrvis
futvre need for cogvnotlve vge of surfa e and ﬁround*Wamer

_ SN oL (ActlonvG E/Deptt. of Sclence &
& e D _c:_;;f. Technclobyr,lannlng Gonm1881on).

- The wroject was conumoered acoeptablc subgeet to th@
following observatlons% : : S :

B

(i) Vhile the design flood con51dercd' n'thls progect Wau;
16 lakh cusecs, for design of spillway,’ the exlstlng*Matatlla-
Dau Lown Strea}..as designed onlJ LOT 7 lgkh cuseos. Hes1¢n

by the C f L. and conce ned Htate gnglneers and proposals for
streq#tponlnb and remodellin: as way be consigered necessary
should be drawn uvp to assure proper interaction between the

1170 B
-



(ii) The land between FAL and 14754, wiich wary amount to
4,000 acres, necde to vbe gcquired,

(iii)' The projcct is yet to be cleared from the environumental
anzle by the Lepartment of Science and Technolofy. . This
should be zot éone,

(iv) The poscibility of generating pover at the dawm site should
be ezplored in consuliation with the Centiragl Llectiricity
Authority and the cost of the couwen worls to be borne by the
Pover scctoxr should be dcterminced,

(ActionsCWC/CS4a/Deptt. of Scicnce &
¥ Technolosy/Plapning Comwiss ion)
4o Revigsed dstiwate of Bhadar Irrigation Projectfﬁﬁjaratj-f

Lstimated cost: Rs,422,21 Jalths:

It is noted that the project has already been completed,
The Committec observed that the State Govt, 8hould be requrested
to review the spillway capacity in view of the reccent unpre-
cecdented floods in the Sagurashtra 2egion of the State and
subuit suitable proposals for increasing the spillway capacities
as way be consicdered appropriate, :

. (Actions C.iC/Planning Couwnission)

-
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Iist of Officers prosent ia the 11%h npe*iac of “he Advisory
Comnittee on Irrization, : ]ooc Control awmd sulti-purpose
frojects held gt TO./O aesils onn 11th Bopt eniner, 1679 in Shrewm
Shalti Bhavan, ew Delhi.

s o

Shri C C PgtCl Secrotarw Deptt. of Irriration-Chairmgn
Dr W.C. Thomau CkalrJan, oG,

Shri S XK Bauerﬂce on1ﬂer(4@1) Plaminz Cowpission.,
Shri .2 AT O o 'Clt'tOO, J.J- &R .A., f'cptt or II‘I’l"“atlon.
Shri ILIH, UahooHVfrl, Jt. Sdviser(Irran.)-licuber r-decretary,
Planning Uonmpission, '

Ul —
- &

* &

4lso Prescnt:

Deptt, of Irrization

1o 80l L2 najlla, Jt. Secretary(I).

2, Shri X,V. Rana Rao, “enber(JYC)

3, Suri h.L.Shanlaran Jt,. Secrctary(Gd),

4, Shri R.V. Rarthloevam. Dy, Secrctarv(P I.)

Deptt. of Agricultures:

1. Shri G.N.Kathpalia, Jt. Commissioner(ili),

Central Water Compmission

1, Shri Pritan Singh, Fember( SG)

2, Shri M,.G,Padhye, Meumber(PcP

9« Bhri L. Ramesha Rao, Chicf Jnclnccr(T )
4o Shri G,5,Jhakade, Dlroctor(T;)

5. Shri K.3..Roisingnan, Dy.e.Dircctor(TH)
6, Stri D,X, Bablani =G0

7. Shri T,5. Murthy, ~d 0=

Ganga Floo¢ Uontrol Commission
1, hri R, Ghosh, Charman,

Central Ilectricity Luthoriti,

1. Shri AJd. S8ingh, liewbor(H3),

Ministry of Finance(Plan #ingnce Division),

Shri . Velluri, Dy.,Secretary(Z'),

Plamning Commisgion

Shri R.3.Jazaraia, Directar(Irrgn,)

2, Shri ¥.K,Dilkshit, Jt. Director(Irrgn.)
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PLANNING COHMISSION
(I.é& Ci4D DIVH.)

Subject: 12th Meeting of the Advicory Committee in
Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
Proiects held on 21,11 1979 in Shram Shakti
Bhavan, Wew Delhi.

The Summary record of the Thwelffh'meeting of
the Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control
and Multi-purpose projects held on 21.11.1979 in
Shram Shakti Bhavan, is circulated herewith.

Y overe——

(K.M. Meheshwari)
Joint dvise-r(I.& CLD)
Member-Secretary.

1, Shri €.C. Patel, Secretary, Deptt. of Irrigation.

2. Dr. K.C. Thomas, Chairman, Central Water Commission,
Bikener House, New Delhi.

3. Shri S.N. Ray, Chéifﬁan, Central Electricity Authority,
Bikaner House, New Delhi.

4, Shri T.R. Setlshchandran, Adviser (mnergy), Planning Commission,

5, Shri S.K. Banerjee, hdviser (I.& C4D), Planning Commission.

6. Shri D. ghankarguruswami, Jt. Secy., Plan Finance Divm.,
Ministry of Finance.

7+ Shri B.M.K. Mattoo, Flnan01al Adv1ser Deptt. of Irrigation,

8. Shri J.K. Jain, Chairman, Central Groundwater Board,
Deptt. of Agriculture.

9. Shri P.M. Belliappa, Jt. Secy., Deptt. of Power.

10, Shri Hari Bhushan, Adviser, Tecinical & Ex-officio,
Jt. Secy., Deptt. of Heavy Industry,

Planning Commission Circular No. 16(25)(11)/79-I.& CAD,

dated the 6th December, 1979.
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Copy tos-
Depit. of Irrigation

. Shri I.P. Kepile, Jt. Secy. (1). i
shri N.L. Shankaran, Jt. Secretary (CB)Y.,
Shri K.V. Rama Reo, Hember (J}“:c}.

Shri ¥.S.S. Murthy, Adviser (PP; .-

. Shri R.V. Ranthidevan, Dy. Secretery.

. Shri G.V. Rao, Under Secretary.

ORI A D

Ministry of Finance.

Shri S. Semeatnarayanan, Director (Plan Finence)

Central Weter Commission

. Shri M.G. Padhye, Member (P&P).

. Shri K. Ramesh Rao, Chief Engineer (TE). .
. Director TE(I)/(II)e~ : 5 copies
. Director (3&2).

Deptt. of ﬁgriculturé.

T. Shri G.N. Kathpalia, Jt. Commissioner (W1).
2. shri B.K. Sesha, Deputy Secretary (CLD).

Deott, of'Sciencé'(Technology, Technology Bhavan) New Delhi,

1. Shri §. Venkatesh, JbintISecretaIy'
2. Shri Brij Kishore, Deputy Secretary.
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Summary Record of the 12th.Meeting of the Advisory
Committec on Irrigetion, Flood Control and Multi-
purposc projects held on 12.11.,1575 &t 11 a.m. in the
Deptt, of Irrigationy ‘Shrain Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

o R s L B

Names of Gfficers uho pdrtlcxpated in the discussion
are given in tﬂL enclosed Annexure, -

The following prDJGCES uaro con51dered and the Committee's
recommendatlons are as Follous.

Ie Nultl—purposo PrOjth

Q~1' Thoubal MUltl—purpDSBRPIDJECt(Mﬂnlpur)—
5 Estlmated Cost:, R5.4725 lakhss - _ _
It was observed that the yield and the spilluyay capacity
assumed in theproject wer=s too low, After some discussion
it was._decided thats
(a) The yleld from the catchmant should be based on adjoining
Tipaimukh catchment charactLrlstlcs.sunce'wm data for the
catchnent in ques-tion was not ﬂﬁGQU&tC i

(b) the spillway cqw—°01ty of 80,000 cugécs assuned in the project
should be reviewed and 1ncreased 1t ncccasaxy. i ¥

(c) with the 1ncreased'avaxlab111ty of water for the:project the
possibility of extending the commanded area and also increasing the
power potential of the project should be explored.

(d) Merber (P&P) and Director (Dams) froi: the Central Water Commission
should visit the project area with a view “to verlfy the various assumptions
mede in the project in respect of its-design.

Lhe project should be revised on therbasis of the above
- obgervations and put up agaih for con51deratlor of. the Advisory
Conmittee. :

_ (kctibh; CWe)

II. Irrigation-Projects:

o iy,

1. Khowai Irrigation Project (Tripura) - Estimated“Cost}_&a710'1akhs.

Iy

2. Buridehingi Lift Irrigation (Assam) - Estd. Cost: Rs113.89 lakhs.

\> 3. Bundala Irrigation Project (M.P.) - Estd. Cost - Rs.218.13 lakhs.

4. Chandora Tank Project (M.P.) - Estd. Cost: Ps.292.82 lakhs.
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5. Banki Tank Project (}P) ~ Estd. Cost: £:.312.68 lakhs.

. 6. Gomukh Pr-ject (M,P,) ~ Bstd. Cost: RB.350.73 lakhs.

1" 7. Smer Lif% Irrization (J,ﬂ K.} ~ BEstd. Ceste G2 lakhs,

The above progects were considered. acceptable. In
the case of Khowal project, the accepisence is subject ifo the ¢ r-
vation that the intensity of irrigation should be revised to
limit it to 180%h. The accepiecnce of four projects of Madhya
Pradesh Viz.30handora, Bundola, Banki and Gomukh is subject
to review of water rates by the State, which are, at present,
low. 1In respect of Banki Project the acceptance is also subject
to the observation that for initial seed-bed; grouwndwater

© should be developed and the State Govt. should encourage ground-

water development in the rabi season for supplementing the

- surface irrigation. The acceptance of Seer Lift Irrigation

Project is subject to the concurrence of the State Finance

‘and Agriculture Deptts to the project proposals.

(Letion: C€VC/Planning Commission)

8. Mondovi Jrrigation Project (Goa) - Bstd. Cost: R:,1310.90 lekhs.

The Committee observed that the intensgity of
irrigation of 216 agsumed in the project was too high and
s—~hould be reduced to about 150%., The transmission losses of
10/ agsumed for the main cansl were on the low side and
ghould be increased to 25%. It wes also decided that the
B.C. ratio sheuld be revised taking into account the reduced
intensity and the vroject should be put up again for consideration
of the Commitiee. :

(Action: CWC)

.~ 9+ Revised Estimate of Potieru Irllvatlon Progect {Orissa} ~

Bstimeted Costs Rs. 4886 lakhs:

It was stated in the CWC Note on the project that
the present reviged esiimete was drawn up for naking the
imgediate financial arrangements although the cost was to be
firmed up after detailed surveys and investigations. 1t was
observed thet the intensity of irrigation of 180% assumed was

"too high and the water rates proposed were not sble to-meet

even the administrative expenses. After some discussion, it
was sgreed thet the present revised cost may be noted subject
to up~dating detailed investigations of the ayacut and also
taking into account the reduced intensity of about 140%. The
water rates also nesd to be reviged woward by Orissa Govt,

{hction: CWC/Planniﬁg Commigsion)



The Chairman desized thet in the ceee of projocts
where the revised costs have gone uv considerably an Exsert
Committee should go into the reasons for such revision and
advize the Stote Governnent suitably.

{ictions CWC)

. 10. Eastern Ganga Canal Project (U,P.) - Egtd. Cosh: F:.4846 lakhs.

The project was congidered acceptable subject to
the following observations;-

1. Slope of ‘the canal would be reviewed at the time of
final design after conducting detailed contour survey by the
State Engineers.

2, Suggestions regarding cross section of canal,
design discharge for cut and cover po rtion, max. flood discharge

for cross drainages would be reviewed at the time of detailed
designs, ’

3, " Detailed design of the distribution system which is
not given in the report will be done.

4. Conjunctive use in the cenal command should be emphasgized.
{Letions CVC/Planning Commission)

11, Revised Estimate of Bhimsagar Irrieation Proiect (Rajssthan)-
E¥timated Cost: Re.747.10 lakhs.

The rovised estimated cost was noted., The
. Committee, however, desired that it should be impressed upon
- the State Govt. that such abnormal increase in cost could be
avoided, if the projects were formulated on complete
- investigations. '

(Actions CWC/Planning Commission)

e '
~"12. Moudsha Dam Project (U.P.) - Estd. Cost: Rs.2675.40 lakhs.

The project was considered acceptable svbject
to the compliance of the following outstanding comments of the
Central Weter Commission.

1. ?est pits and insite permeebility tests slong dam
exis as suggested by Geologist may be carried out before fixing
the depth of cut off trench for the dam.

2. Stability studies for embankment slopes have been
done conasidering only 3 cirecles in each condition, passing
through toe of the embankment. The failure circles may be
studied and minimuom factor of safety determined by closing

the grid, Prop er depth of overburden for foundation may also
be considered in final designs.
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% Command srea of each distributory may be reviewed
on tho basis of detailed coatouvred meng,

b The carryover storaze of 200 may be utilised
for increasging the intensity of Irrigation rathsr than
increasing the dependability to 827,

5. ’ Phe 1Ct value in Dicken's forsmla for some of
the cross-drainage works, which 1s considered low, may be
reviev ed before final design,

6. Thickness of impervious floor may be checked
for uplift on the bagis of Khosla!s theory.

T Hydraulic details of some cross—drainage works
which are not consistant, may be rechecked at the time of
final design. The State Officers have also agreed to check
- the yield studies on the basis of obszerved data at dam site
available from 1977 onwards. o :

(Aption:-CWC/?lanning_Commiséion)

(i 13, Boralia Irrigation project {Asgam) - Estd. Cost: Rs,677.50 lakhs,

The project was consldered acceptable subjéct
to the compliance of the following corments of the CW%C.

1 . The design flood of 850 cumecs (30,000 cusecs)
accepted tentatively, will be reviewed after the
hydrological -studies on rational basiz are °
carried out, = - ) S _

2. ;The cropping patitern and délta will be
revigwed after recéipt of detsiled soil survey
‘report from the State Agriculture Department,

3. kdequoate drainage facilitics would be”ﬁrbvided.

4, Detailed C.4.D. report ﬁould be p-repared.

(ﬁctiop;,CWC/ﬁlanﬁing Commission)
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List of Officers present in the 12th meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpo-se
Projects held en 21st Novemmer, 1979 in Enran Shalkti Bheavan,
New Delhi,

1.

5.

Also p~resent:

Shri C.C. Patel, Secretary, Depit, of Irrigation ~ Chairman.
Shri B.M.X. Mattoo, J.5. & F.A., Deptt. of Ixrigation,.

Shri X.M. Maheshwarl Jt. Ldviser (Irrlgn.) - Nemoer—Secretary,
Planning Commission.

Deptt. of Irrigation

1.

2 . Shri N.L . Shankara.n, Jt. Secretery (GB)«

3
4.
5.

Deptt. of Agricultures

Shri K.V. Rama Reo, Member {JRC).

Shri K.8.8. Murthy, Adviser (PP)» . _ .
Shirli R.V, Ranthidevan, Dy. Scoretary (P.I.). e
Shri G.¥. Rao, Under Secretary. S -

1'
2

Centrel Vater Commission

3hri B.K. Saha, Dy. Secretary {CiD).
Shri V.S. Dinker, Dy. Commissioner (WM).

Ta
2.
30
4.
D
6.
Pl’o
80
9

iJ.

Shri M.G, Padhye, Member (TP&P).

Shri K, Damesha Rac, Chiéf Engineer (TE).
Shri G.8. Jhakade, Director (TE).

Shri H.S. Krishnecwamy, Director {(TE-1).
shri K.S. Raisinghani, Dy. Director (TE)}.
Shri T.8. Murthy, Dy. Director (TE).

Shri J.C. Gup-ta, Deputy Director.

Shri 8.5, Menocha, Dy. Director.

Shri S.T, Chandhary, Dy. Director.

Shri M.L. Katua, Dy. Director.

Department of Power

Shri M.C.Joshi, Under Secretary.

Planning Commission

Shri ¥.K. Dikshit, Joint Divegtor.
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The Summary Record of the 13th meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
projects held on 19,3.1980 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, is circulated

hercwith,
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Joint Adviser{I&CAD)
Member-Secretary

1. Shri C.C+ Patel, Secretary, Department of Irrigation.

2. Drs K.U. Thomas, Chairman, Central Water Commission,
Bikaner House, New Delhi, ' '

3, Shri S.N. Ray, Chairman, Central flectricity Authority,
Bikamer House, New Delhi. .

4, Shri TR+ Satishchandran, &dviser(Energy), Planning Commission,

5. Shri S.¥s Baperjee, Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission,

6. Shri D. Shapkarguruswami, Jt, Secretary, Plan Finance Division,
Ministry of firance. .

7. Shri B.M.Ke Mattoo, Financial Adviser, Deptt. of Irrigation.

8, Shri J.K. Jain, Chairman, Central Groundwater Board,
Department of figriculture,

S. Shri P,M. Belliappa, Jt. Secretary, Department of Power.

10. 5hri Hari Bhushanp, Adviser, Technical & Ex~officio,

Joint Secretary, Department of Heavy Industry.
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1. Shri I.P. Kapila, Jt. Secretary(I)

2. Shri N.b. Shankaran, Jt. Secretary(GB)
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Central Water Commission

1. Shri Pritam Singh, Member(F&Sc.)

2. Shri M.Ge Padbye, Member(P&P)

3. Shri K. Ramesh Rao, Chief Engineer(TE),

4 Director TE{I}/(11} sses b copies
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2. Shri Brij Kishore, Deputy Secrctary,

Department of Pouer

Shri Harish Nayyar, Deputy Secretary.
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~Te Shri Rs Bhosh, Chairman,
2, Shri Ne Sanyal, Membor.

Contral Electricity Authority.

te Shri CsVe Sarma, Deputy Director,

{ KoM» Maheshuari )
Member -~ Secratary.
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Summary Rscord of the 13th meeting of the Advisory Committee

on Irrigaticn, Flood Control and Multi-~purpose Projects.

hald on 19.3.1980 at 10,30 a.,m. in the Bepartment of Irrigation
Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhdi.
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Names of the officers who participated in the
discussion are given in the enclosed annexure,

Orening the discussion,:.the-Chairman mentioned that
in re=pect of - some 1rrlgat10n projects excassive reservoir
submmrgenﬁe was noticed vigeawvis the benefits .expected from
the prujects, In this connection he referred tc Tehri Dam
in Uttar. f“radesh," Silent Valley in-Kerala and Heran Dam in
- Gujarat and wanted ‘the Central Water Commission to examine the
various irrigation projects and prepare & list showing the
area of submergernce and the area benefited which could be
‘made use of in examlnlng the future projects.;

The,thlnman alsoc d351red that au1table norms in this
raspect may be evolved by an inter-Ministerial Group consisting
of the representatives of the Deptt. of Irrigation, Planning
Commission,. Central tater Commission and some State Governments,
which may be headad by Member (P&PR), Central Mater Commission,

(Action: Déptt. of Irrigation/
Central Witer Commission)

The'FdllDuiﬁg projects yere considered and the
Committee’s recommendations are as follouwsi-

I, Multi~purpose Projects

o1, Thoubal Nultl-purpDSe Progect&ﬁanlpurl_— Estlmated Coste
iﬂs,4725 lakhs)

The prDjebt Qéé Cunsldered acceptable.subjéct te the
following Obseruatlgns-_ o _

(i) Additional Fleld and laboratory tests for the
foundation Qf the dam. and spillway will be carried out to
confirm the englnoerlng proporties, Also, the insitu psrmea-
bility tests and groating tests for foundation material

will bhe carried,out for deciding the foundation treatment.

(ii) Additional tests will be carried out to confirm the
engineering prmpertlcs to be, USEd in the ‘design of the
dam sacticn.

-



(iii) The free board rbqu1rement will be checked by
Savelle's method,

(iv) The detailed design of the outlet beneath the
dam viggw.vig the foundation conditions will be done.

Further sediment studies will be carried out
for allocation of sediment space in the reservoir,

(vi) Any suggestions to be made by Member (P&P), CelsCs,
after his forthcoming u151t to tne project area will
be taken note of,.. :

Suggestions madc'hy the Environmental Appraisal
memlttEE will..be taken into. account. ' :

Uhlle planning. progects on the rivers Falllng
-into. Loktak Lake, ap integrated water -study of the

existing and future projects will be made,

(Action;ClC/Planning Commission)

- e

Magor Projects.

1« Champamati Irrigation Project
Lstlmated Cost. _R5,1532,15 lakhse

The project was considered acccptable subject to the
observation that the possibility of providing water to
Chirag Reserve Forest may be examined antl the concurrence
of the State Finance Department may be obtained,

(Action CMC/Planning Commission).

7 2, Revised Estimate of Parallel Lower Ganga Canal
pPOJﬂcﬁzuttar PradcshlJ Estlmatgd Lost;Rse 4942 72 lakhs.

- The- revised estimated cost was noted. It uas decided
that the State Govt., should expedltlously prepare aipxogect
for conjunctive use of surface and ground ‘waters ih! the
command of the Lower Ganga Canal and submit it to the CeldsCe
and Planning Commission, Detailed soil survey of ‘the
command area should also be carried out and the report
sent to the C.L.C. and the Department of Agriculturse,

(ActionsCWC/Planning Commission)

-/~
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gglagpmenc of Lahcnura ng(U Pe) -
18ty Rse 852, 9D l khs. -

£ P R,

. The project was considered aoceptablc subgecn to the
fellowing obaeruatlons : -

(i) Design flood of 5,630,000 cusess which has been tentati-

~ . vely agreed tec may be revicwad on the basis of hydromcterological

‘data to be collucted at site,

(i1} The suggesticns of 'Gates Design Diresctorate’ of C.W.C.
regarding heisting arrangements, provision of sufficient
clearence batyeen road bridge bottom and upper nappe of
flowing water, provision for. trash rack and breast wall, will
have to be taken into account at the time of detniled dasigns,

(iii) A geological appraisal by Engineering Geologist of GSI
for the proposed new foundation will have’ to be furnished
for final clesarance by C. WyLoe

(iv) Hydraulic model studles for épergy dissipation arrangement
and a horizontal apron of nominal. length with a toe trench to
prevent the splllway gettlng undermlned, will haue to be
carrlad out, : :

- (v) Stability apalysis for all_tha“loadihg conditions will
have to be carried out as peéer 1.5.6512~72 at the time of
detailed d831gns. . _ L co

(vi) Stability analysis For the blocks proposed at foundation
will have to be checked' at ﬁha:time of ?imal'designs.

{vii) The locatlon of the héad regulator should be decided
taking into account the possibility of Slltlng etc.

(viii). The possibility of us1ng lime in place of cement
should be con81dered. : '

A (Rctlon. ChC/Dlannlng Commission)

4s Project Far Lining of DlStrlbutarlQS‘apd Minors in Punjab
(Phase, 11_~ Estimated Cost: Rs, 15283 lakhs:

The'ﬂrOJect was found accéptable subjgct to the following:

i) Observations o seespage losses Far oach system will
be carried out before and afger lining.

%l)' The side slopes of‘1:1 provided for canals will be
revised at the time of execution wharever necessary,



iii) It is necessary to exercise caution Ln future
exploitation of ground water in the project area,

iv) The increase in intensity to be breought cut by
lining to a uniform level in the entire project area should
be quantifiecd distributorywise, ' :

. The clearance from the Indus Wing of the Department
of Irrigation from the internatiomal angle would be abtalned
and communicated to Plannlng Commission by C.idebe -

. (Actiont C.W.C./Planning Commission)
5. North Koel Reservoir Project ( Bihar) ~ Fstimated.
Irost Ha 1137?lakhs‘ _ o A TR

The project was found acceptable subject to the
following cobservations: : : ' . .

(i} The design flood for the dam has been tentatively
_ accepted as 6,91 lakh cusecs,. This ulll have to be reviewed
~after collecting more data at the. dam Slte during the ensuing
flood seascn, The spillway design has to be finalised for
~the design flood thus arrlved at and keeplng the MEL at
RL 1200,

(ii) It has been recommended that the barrégeléhculd be
tested for a flood discharge of 9 lakh- cusecs, - This has
to be emsured at the time of final designe :

{iii) The observations QF'gauge.and_discharga;“bcth_at
the Kutku dam site and the barrage site, should'be continued
for having adequate data for operaticon, purposes, "It should
be ensured that these observations are made accordlng to
standard procedursss -

(iv) The concurrence of the State Agriculture Department
to the cropping pattern, crop water requirements and intensity
- of irrigaticn and of the Finance Department for taking up the

project will have to b° furnished to C.W.Cs and Planning
Commission, T - S L

(v) The suitability of the borrow area materials should
be assessed after carrying out the necessary investigations,

(ui) Specifications, dré&ings of the ione type earth dam

section should be finalised after establishing the suitability
and avallebility of materlais. : :

)
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vii) Triaxial shear tests on adequate number of samples
should be carried out for determining the effactive shear
parameters and the design should be based on effective

str 8ss muthOdg

viii) Physical test should bs Cﬂr;l@d out to estaallsm the
suitability of, the natural s&nd and rock for use as dgglagates

ln concratoond stone mauonry.

| ix) The stlaulatlons made by the Deptt. oFf ng;éulture,
while giving the ulearancc tu the p;wgect frem the project
Tiger’ nnol;? should be complied with,. : \ .

x; Thg Clequnce from the Departmenf of Science and
. Technology is awaited, - Their comments will have to be taken
into account . ﬂt the time of 1mplementatlon GF the project,

: xi} The detalls of the utlllsatlan by. tho eXlStlng and
proposed minor irrigation projects in the Sons Basin should.
be furnished for record in the Eentral Uater CommiSsion.

Cxii) It should be conflrmed that the proulslon made in
the project to meot the shartages in Flowa at the Sone Barrage
sito shall not give any claim for higher allccatlon for the
aona Eapal ayatem at a latar date.

' X1ii) Deteiled dralnage schemes should be planned in
gopoultation with Central water Commlsalon sQ. that optimum
design parameters are admpted. - . . ‘

xiv) An 1ntegrated uorK;ng Table, taklng 1nto consideration
all projects in the Sone Basin when firm utilisaticns have
been established, should be prepared and sent to Central
biater Commissiun. R

Axv) The dam would bz raised by anotheor 106 ft. and the
-detalled ‘design would be based on the increased heighta

: “'le)'The reservolr would be so operated that the
Teguirement of the Sone Lanal would be fully met.

xvii) A reservoir .development Puthority sheuld be farmed
. with the representatives of all concerned State Departments
with a view to see that the environmental preservation is the

'prime consideration,

'_'(Wﬂction; Zu;fplanning Commission)



PED YN, IRRIGATION PROJECTS

o Te Hawaipur Lift Irrlqatlon Scheme({Assam)=
Estimated Lost - + Rse _198,9 lakhs.

The Committes observad that instead of a 1ift irrigation
project, w.:ich may not ocperate contipuously due to power failure
etc., an alternative gravity scheme may be examined and the
project report for such gravity scheme prspared and put up to
the Advisory Committee, :

(Action: CLe)

2. Bah Projsct ( M.P. — Estimated Cost: Rs,1396, lakhs

Le = e Em—

TiSo Sagar Project { M.Pe } - Estimated cost:: Rs. 1063411, Jlakhs,

L [EE IRE FYEREY e S

-4+ Doraha Tank Project ( MePs) = Estimated Co&.t. Rs5,248,77 lakhs

. 5. Kaliasote Project ( M.P.l - LStlmutEd Costs Rs 932, 90 lakhs,

©6s Tillar Dam Progect( M. P ). =~ Estimated Cost: Rs, 577 .31 lakhs,

e oD PR R T e

These projects. were con51dered acCeptaDle -ubJect to
revisiaon aof water rates by the State Gouernment.

In the case of Bah project pOSSlblllty of extendlng the
command and reducing the sugarcane area should be examineds

In the case of Sagar Project the gcceptance s, also
5uhjcct to specific comcurrence of State Finance Department for
taking up the project,.

In respect of Kaliasote the acceptance is also subject
to the observation that snllage water of BhopalToun ‘should
not be let into any tamks under the project and may be vtilised
directly for irrigation after necessary treatment/dilution to
permissible Iimits,

In the case of Tillar Dam project, a-gauge statlon
should be set up at theé Dam site for review of design flood
on the basis of observed data and also to- build up hydrological
data. ~ (Action:CWC/Planning, Commission)
' 7. Bankbal Ir“qutan Project{Orissa)=Estds. cost Rs,571.975 lakhs
The prOJECt was found accaptablu puajﬂct tLa *né Folluuing.
(i) Uater rates which are low should be revised,

{(ii) Discharge obssrvations started at the dam site in
1977 may be continued as they will be of use in
the planning of futures projechs in the area and also
for operation.

(iii) Short period interval nsuge cbsarvetions may be
made in the ensuinog mwnsaocn for reviewing the

O]

adequacy of the desinn Tilooo.
Whrtiscm: CWC/Planpning Commission)

e
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" 8. Kelia JIrrigaticn Projécﬁ(ﬁujarat)w Estimated CostiRs.284 lakhs.
-9 Jhoj Irrigation Project(Gujarat) Estimated CostsRs.536,3 lakhs.

R o

These projects were considered acceptable subject
to the observation that area under wheat should be reddced and
the sugarcanz area provided/incressed correspondingly.

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

{10, Chhapi. Arzigation Project(Rajasthan)
: ESblmatGd Lost: Rse590,60 lakhs.
N I I Bllas  Irrigaticn Progect(mmlasthaq)
Estlmated Cost' Re,275,20 lakhs,

These progects were found acceptabln subjoct to the
Falloulng observations: :

»

i; The d381gn'Flood should be reviewed after collecting
data during the ensuing flood season for sstimation
‘on the basis of unit hydrogroph method,

ii} Gauge and discharge observations should be carried
cut at dam site continuously. - :

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission

} 12, ferozepura btorage Scheme { J & K)-
'Estlmated Lost fis, 1312 Jlakhs, -

ﬁf?S. Varnow Storage Scheme \J & K}-Estimated cost Rs,554 lakhs,

_ It was observed that the clearance of the Indus Wing
of Department of Irrigation from the international angle was
yet to be ubtaincds The project would be put up again after
obtaining their clearance,

?t (ﬂCtiOﬂ: C.Lu"ol:-)
14. Khuoa Irrigation Project( Mapipur) - Estimated Cost Rs.1500
lakhs.

The Committee decided that the spilluay capacity should be
examined by C.W.Cse and the project put again for consideration,

(Acticn: CeWaCe)
154 Sapkh Irrig,ation (. Maharashtra_)-Estimated cost; Rs,352,77 lakhs,

I,

ThGSE progects were Found acccptabla.

(Action: CWC/Planmning Commission)

e



17+ Krishpnapuram Reservoir 501emc( Andhra Pradesh)
Estlmatod TCost 31 Rs,246 lakhs.

:p__n--.-_—_-.::._

The position indicated in the agenda notes was noted,

111, flood Eontrol Projoctss

1 s Patna Flood otmcti

R R w acte X X T

A o
Estlmated Lo _t‘: RE _3_2?

The project was considered acceptable subject to the
observation that the growth of the protected arsa should
be regulated so that the drainage of the area is. 'not impeded,
as alsc the growth should conform ta. the concept of: flood
plain zoning.

(ﬁction:DUE/Plénning Commission)

2. Flood Protection Scheme(Phases 1% 11} inder Ghatal
Master Plan (West Bengal)=~Estimated Cost: Rs,4917, 22 lakns,

The project was cons;dered acceptuble subjiect to the
Follou1ﬁg chservations:

i} V.H.F. sets for communication betuween Kangsabati Dam
and the Barrage should he installed for proper operation,

ii) Bank protectlon wor ks with- rubble pltchlng would, be
provided in some vulnerable reachss, :

iii) Soil conservation measures have to be intensified
'in the area draining into the protected area,

(ﬁction;CME/plénning"Commiséion.)
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ANTEXURE.,

List of Officers present in the 13th meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
Projects held at 10-30 A.M. on 19th March, 1980 in Shram
Shekti Bhavan, MNew Delhi.

1. Shri C.C. Patel, Secretary, Deptt. of Irrign. - Chairman.
2. Shri S.X. Banerjee, Adviser ~/  Planning Commission.

3. Shri K.M, Maheshwari, Jt. Adviser (Irrign.) - Member-Secy.

Also p-resent:

ﬁeptf;'of Irrigation.

1. Shri I.P. K~-apil-a, Jt. Secy.(I).
2. Shri K.V. Rama Rao, Member (I&C).
3. Shri K.S.S. Murthy, Adviser (PP).
4. Shri S.K. Aggarwal, Dy. Secy. (I).
5. Shri P.C. Jain, Dy. Secy. (F).
6. shri G.V, Rao, Under Secy.

Deptt. of Agriculture

Shri G.N. Kathpalia, Jt. Commissioner (VMM).

Deptt. of Power

Shri Harish Nayyar, Dy. Secy.

Central Water Commission

1. Shri Pritam Singh, Member (F.& Sc.)

2. Shri M.G. Padhye, Member (P.% P.)

3, Shri K. Ramesha Rao, Chief Engineer (TE).

4. Shri H.S. Krishnaswamy, Director (TE.I)

5. Shri G.S. Jhakade, Director (TE.II)

6. Shri S.N. Chattop-adhyay, Director (Hydrology).

Ganga Flood Control Commission

1. Shri N. Sanyal, Member.
2, Shri G.S. Narayana Director.
Central Eclectricity Authority

Shri ¢.V. Sarma, Dy. Director.

Planning Commission

1. Shri R.S. Nagaraja, Director (Irrign.)
2, Shri N.K. Dikshit, Dy. Adviser (I CAD).
3. Shri J.N. Nanda, Sr. Research Officer.
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Subject: Summary Record of the 13th meeting of the Advisory

Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and, Multi-
purpose Projects held on 19,3.80 in Shram Shakti
Bhavan, New Delhi circulated with Planning CDmmlSSlDﬂ
circular of even nNoe dated 3e4e 1980,

-

CORRIGENDUM

T L

In para III (1) and (2) of the Summary Record

on page B,

9.
104

For "Action: CWC/Planning Commission™

Please read "Actions GFCC/Planning Commission

( NoKo Dikshit )

Dy, Adviser (Irrigation )
For Member Secretary

Shri C.Ce Patel, Secretary, Department of Irrigation.

Dr., Kele Thomas, Chairman, Central Water Commission,

Bikaner House, New Delhi.

Shri S.Ne Ray, Chairman, Central ElBCtIlClty Authority,
Bikaner House, New Delhi,

Shri TeRe Satishchandran, Rdu1ser(Energy) Planning Commission,
Shri SeKeBanerjes, Adviser (I&CAD), Plannlng Commissione

Shri D. Shankarguruswami, Jt. Secretary, Plan Flnance DlU.,
Ministry of Finance.

Shri BsMe.Ke Mattoo, Financial Adviser, Deptt. of Irrigation,
Shri J.K« Jain, Chairman, Central Groundwater Board,

Deptts. of Agriculture. ' :

Shri P.M. Belliappa, Jt., Secretary, Deptt, of Power.:

Shri Hari Bhushan, Adviser, Technical & Ex-officio,

Joint Secretary, Department of Heavy Industry. .

Planning Commission Ciroular No.16(25) (13)/B0=14CAD Ote2lede1980
Copy to:

~Department of Irrigation
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Shri I.P. Kapila, Joint Secretary(I)
Shri N.L. Shankaran, Jt. Secretary(GB)
Shri K.V. Rama Rao, Member(JRL).

Shri K.S.S.Murthy, Adviser(PP).

Shri S.Ke Aggarwal, Dy, Secretary.

Shri G.V. Rao, Under Secretary,



Mipnistry of Finances

1. Shri S. Sampatnarayanan, Directeor ( Plan Finance)
Central Water Commission

1, Shri Pritam Singh, 'lember (F&Set,)

2. Shri M.G. Padbye, Member(P&P) -

3. Shri K. Ramesh Rao, Chief Englneer(TE)
4. Director TE(I;/(IIS - C
5. Dirsctor (P&P

.¢¥5'a)pies

LA

Qﬁpartnent of. Rquculture

1o 5hri G.Ne Kathpalia, Joint Comm1551oner(UN). .

Department of SGlEﬂCB(TBDhHOlOgy, Technolnqy Bhauan), NEm Delhi

ts Shri S.- Uenkateshg :3oint Seératalya L o
2 Shrl Brij Klshore, Deputy bearetary. R FEP

Department of Pouer

Shrl Harish Nayyar, Deputy Secratary,

Sanga Flood Control Commission, Patna,

1e Shri R, Ghosh, Chéirman,""
2. Shri Ne Sanyal Member .,

Central Electrlclty Huthorlty."'

1+ Shri Co U. Sarma, Deputy Dlrector.
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Advisory Committec on Irrigation,

PLAMNNING COMMISS ICH
(I&CAD DIVISION)
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14th Meeting of the Advisory Committee gn Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multi-purpose Projects held on
7.6,80 in Shram Shakti Bhawvan, MNecw Delhi.

A S S R i

The Summary Record of the 14th mecting of the
Flood Control and Iulti-

purposc Projects held on 7-6-1980 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, is
circulated herewith,

B.

s
10.Shri Hari Bhushan, Adviser,

( K.M,Maheshwuavri )
Joint Adviser(z&CAaD)
Member-Secretary

Shri C,C.,Patel, Secretary, Ministry of Irrigation,
Shri R,Ghosh, Chairman, Central ¥ater Commission,
Bikaner House, New Delhi, .

Shri S.N,Rav, Chairman, Central Electricitv Authority,
Bikaner House, New Delhi.

Shri T,R.Satishchandran, Adviser(Encrgy),
Commission, _ _

Adviser(I&CAD), Planning Commission,

Shri D,Shankarguruswami, Jt. Secrectary, Plan Finance
Division, Ministry of Finance,

Shri B.,M.K,Mattoo, Financial Adviser, Ministry of Irrigation,
Chairman, Central Groundwater Board, Deptt, of Agriculture.
Shri P,M,Belliappa, Jt. Sccretary, Deptt. of Powver,
Technical & Ex—officio,

Jt., Secretary, Deptt, of Heavy Industry,

Planning

Planning

Commission Circular No,16(25) (14) /80-1&CiD Dt,2,7.80

Copy to:

Ministry of Irrigation

i
e
4, Shri K,S,S.,Murthy, Adviscr(PP) -
S

Shri I.P,Kapila, Jt. Secretary(I)
Shri M.L,Shankaran, Jt. Secretary(GB)

Shri K,V.Rama Rao, Member(JRC)

Shri G,V.,Rao, Under Secretary,
oco/"’



Ministrv of Finance

Shari .S.E{.a’mpafc‘,]_’}ara_yé;kt'lajl.‘llll Director(Plan Finance)

Central Viater Commission

. Shri Pritam Singh, Member(F&Sc,)

« Shri M.G,. R dhye, Member(P&P) -
Shri M.N,Venkatesan, Member(i/R) -
Shri K,Ramesh Rao, Chief Engineer(TE)
o Director TE(I)/(II)

. Director (P&P)

s o -

Department of Agriculture

Shri G,N.Kathpalia, Joint Commissioner(¥M)

Department of Science (Technology. Technology Bhavan) ,
Neywy Delhi,

l. Shri S.Venkatesh, Joint Secretary.
2. Shri Brij Kishore, Deputy Secretarv.

( K,M,Maheshwari )
Member-Secretary
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Summary Record of the 14th Meeting of the Advisory
:Commlttee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-
purpose Projectsy; held on 7th Juney 1980 at 3 PeMe
in the Ministry of Irrigation, Shram Shakti Bhavan,
New Delhi,

Names of the officers uwho participatéd in the discussion
are given -in the enclosed annexure,

The following Projects were considered and the Committee's
recommendations are as follouss

Ie Major Irrigation Projects

F’ 1« Second Revised Estimate of Pamba_ Irr%gatlon Project
(Kerala)-Estimated cost Rss4297 lakhsa

The revised estimated cost was accepted. It was,
however, decided that a Committee headed by Member(P&P), Central
bater Commission might examine the reasons for increase ih
the cost in great depth with a view to review the perfarmance
of the Scheme, .

(Actions CWC/Planning Commission)

i 2; Second Revised Estimate of Periyar Valley Project
(Kerala) = Estimated COSEt RSe4971s40 lakhse

The revised estimated cost was accept ed,

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

¢ 3e Second Revised Estimate of Haripura Reservoir
(u't'tar Pradesh)~Estimated cost. Rssb01.46 lakhse

The- revlsad estimated cost was accepted, - The
Commlttaa, houwevaer, desired that the State Govte should
pPrepare a project for conjunctive use of surface and ground
water in the cammand arsa and a modernisation project
providing lining and send to the Central Water Commission.

(Action:CWC/Planning Commission)

s
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Rowised Estimate of the Western Kosi Canal Project
(Bihar) = Estimated cost "

A A K e sk

(a} Nepal Portion: 3999.0 lakhs
(b) Indian Portions " 16180,0 lakhs,
Total: _20178.0 lakhs

The revised estimate cost was noted aibjacﬁ to the
following observations:

(i) The State Gout. should provide sufficient
funds so as to complete the project by June, 1887,

(ii) A detailed project report for development of
ground water, removal of drainage congsstion and
command area development should be prepared and
submitted to the Central Water CLommission and
Ministry of Agriculture{Deptt. of Agriculture &
Looperation).

(i1i) The State Govt. should expedite land acquisition-
sc that the progress on the project is not
delayed on this account,

(iv} In the head reachss of the canal, sufficient pondage
should be created for silt exclusion, down stream
of the silt ejectors, The deposited silt can be
Temoved during closures of the canal,

(v) Embankments should be provided to protect the _
flooded areas in the command. ) ' ' .

{(vi} The areas excluded from the command should be investi=~
gated with a view to exploit ground water and for
relieving drainage congestion,

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

5. Mahi Project(Madhya.Pradeah) ~ Estimated cost R$.2551.41_
;‘:‘_é:gﬁ?ir.u_.".,_.,,__,v curma .,.._.ﬁ.-;.-a.;,-.._ — : - © e e

o

The fLommittee desirsd that the State Government should
consider the various suggestions/observations from the CWC regard-
ing the project and take special note of the following observaticre

(1) Sufficient number of drill holes should be taken up
along the spilluway to determine the suitability of
foundation in consultation with the Geclogical
Survey of India, '

(ii) The location and orientation of spillway should be
further examined as suggested by the Central Uater
Commissian, Some pilot cut may also be considered
in order to confine the spilluay discharge into
the specified width of the spill channel, - /


http:Rs.2551.41

Ciil)

(iv)

W)

(vi)

The transmission losses of 33,5% may be reviewed
and canal lining prOposed where the losses are

heavy.

Certificates for the cropping pattern and the yield"
and rates adopted in the benefit-cost ratio
calculations from the State Agriculture Department
and concurrence to the project from the State Finance

Department are to be furnished,

The cropping pattern proposed should be revieuwed
with a view to increasing the rabi area,

The proposals for rehabilitation of the persons
to be affected by this project may be formulated.
Keeping in view the contents of the letter Nos
2?f9}/80—PE, dated 19.5.1980 from the m;nartﬂ?:
of Jrrigation. ' : : |

5 L]
The comments, if any, From ‘the Department of \\
Science & Technology on the environmental aspects
of the project should be taken into accounts R

The project, after taking into consideration the\

cue SUQQESthHS/DbserUatanS and the above observations,
should be modified by the State Government and resubmitted to the

Central Water Commission for prDCeSSlﬂgo

£

( Action: CuC) sk

" 6+ Upper Kangsabati(lest Bengall:ggﬁimgjggmgpst Rs,4384 lakhs: -

The project was considered acceptable subject to ‘the
Followlng observationss? :

(1)
(ii)
(iii)

(iUJ
(v)

-Sui)

The comments to be made by the Department of
Science and Technology should be taken into account
before the project is implemented. , ‘

The State Government should set.up a Committee
for integrated operation of Upper Kangsabatl
and Kangsabati Projectss

Detailed geological exploration will ba carrled
out before finalising sound rock leUel at various .

points,
The spilluay design will be checked by model tests,

Suitable foundation treatment as suggested by the
geologist shall be done in the sheer zone in the
left bank of the non=overflou section, :

Foxr seismic.dasign 15:1893=1975 shall be ﬁgllgued;

s
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{vii)} Size of foundation gallery will be kept.as 1.5

(viii)

{ix)

{(x)

(xd)

X 2,13M(5'x7'), Gallery floor shall be kept at
3 M above the foundations Porous pipes of 200
mm (8%) diz at 3,05 M (10 ft,) centres shall be
providsd to trap the seepage water from the
upstream face of the dam.

Suiteble adits will be provided,

Requisite lahoratory tests on all construction
materials will be conducted.

The design flood will be rsviewed Before the final
design. Ffor this purpose, the gauge and discharge
data at the dam site will he observed during ithe
ensuing mansoon, : .

Ry

A detailed review of the water requirements will

be made while finalisino the modernisation scheme
for the existing Kangsabati Project and the water
supply as necessary will be augmented by exploiting
ground water, ' |

(Actions CWC/Planning Commissilon)

fe Tangon Valley Projesct(liest. Bengal) = Estimated cost

Rses 1360 Takhs,

TT

The project was considered acceptable, subjeét to the
following observations:— -

(i)

(1)

(1i1)

(iv)

A gauge and discharge site should be established
at the project site immediately for collecting
data which will be useful in the operation of the
project ancd also add to the water data in the
region,

Concurrence of the State Agriculture Department
to the cropping pattern, benefit cost ratic etc.,
should be furnished.

The concurrence of the State Finance Department
to the project proposals should he furnished,

The provision made for items{corss drainage works,
regulators) on lump sum basis should be verified
after working out typical detailed estimates.
The sources of materials for use in concrete stone
pitching etc,, should be identified and provision
for these materials should be revised suitable,
The provision made for dewatering requires to be
revised,

-f



nS-

(v) The list of equipment propossd under Spl, T&P may
be Furnlshed ulth Jjustification,

(vi) Pilot demonstration farms should be set up in the
project area for determining the rotational practices
in the different ssascns,

Secretary{I} agresd to the proposed scheme from the
International angle,

'(Action'Plénning Commission)

?‘8. Bamaqggla-Hablbpur Irr%gptlon Scheme(Uest Benqcl)

Estlmated cost RSe2167, 65 lakhs.

The project was found acceptable subject to the
following observationss

(i) The discharge observations of the river Gangarampur
should be continued for complllng a record of the
. water auallablllty for use in the operatlon of the
. soheme. X

(ii} The concurrence of the State Agriculture Departmant
and the Stats Finance Department, should be
communicatad,. .

(iii} The provision made for barrage, regulators, Cross
drainage, afflux bunds, flood embankments, roads,
bridges and other canal structures should be
verified after working out typical detalled
estimates, The sources of materials for use
in cancrete, stone pitching etc., should be
identified and provision for its using them
should be revised suitably. The provision made
for dewatering is required to be revioe’s

(iv) Pilot demonstretion farms should be set up in

the project area for determining the rotational
practices in the different seasons.

(Action: CWwC/Planning Commission)

-
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Ile Medium Irrigation Projscts

Te Revised Estimate of Kanupur Canal Scheme
(Rndhra Pradash) - Estimated cost Rs.494,42 lakhse

The revised cost was notede. It was, houever,
decid:d that the State Government should be requested to appoint
a Committee to review the bemefits from the Scheme to reduce
the paddy area and send a report to the Central Water Commission.

{Rction‘DUC/planning Commissiopr

2. Quhai Irrigation Schmmeﬁﬁu arat)
Est;mated cest Rs g2 lakhs.

The PTOJoct was consibkred acceptable subject tc
the following observationsi-

(i} Concurrence of the State Agricultural Department
£c *thea viglds and the rates adopted for calculation
of benofits in working out B.C» ratio would be
conveyed by the State Government to the CobiaCo

(i1) Concurrence: of the State Finance Department
for taking up the project would also be conveyed
by the State Govt, to the Central water

Commission,

(iii) The ground water exploration should be be dore
in the command of the project for conjunctive
use of surface and ground water,

{Actiony CWC/Planning Commission)

3e Harnav Progect Stage-Iri§q1§rat)
Estimated cost R5e249,36 lakhs,

The PIDJect was considerecd acceplable subject to
the followingi=

(i) The concurrence of the State Finance Department
for taking up the project should be communlcated
to the Lentral Water Commission,

(ii) The design flood should be reviwed befors the
finalk designs are prepared,

(Action: CuWC/Planning Commission)

e



4. Budhana_Nalla Project { Medhya rggkgjﬁ_
1'3k0S

Estimated Cnst . Rs.189,58 1

PERe i

The Projsct uas found acceptable subgect to the
followingi- _

(i)} A gouge station should be set up at the dam R~
'site to build up hydrological data.  ' : L

(i1) The water rates whichae low shonld be revleued R
by the State Government R

(Rction: Euc/?lanning_Commissidn}rw-; -

The Project uas found ncceptaole subject to the _

following observations:.
(1} The sill level and the size of the-gétes would
be reviewed at the time of detail designs which
ars proposed to he antrusted to the Central UE =3

_ Commissicn,
{ii) The design Flood of 714580 cusecs should be reUxauad
by collecting short lnterual discharge and: ralnfal

data during the ensuing monscen for carrying @
the flood studies based on unit hydrograph method. :

(Actlon.cut/ PC J

Fae

" 6. Sawan Bhadon Irrigation. Progactjﬁ@lwﬁthaqj
Estimated cost Rs,410,.08 lakhse = @ .

The Project was found acceptable subject to- the
cbservation that a gauge and discharge station ,should be &~
established at the proposed dam site where gaUQe and discharge
observations should be observed at the shorg lnteruals during
the ensuing monscon. This data would enable review of the (0
adequacy of the design flood at the time of final deslgﬂsn L

(Actiont CUC/Planning“CQmmiséiﬁﬁ')f



Te Bepairs and Strengthening of Nansk Sagsr Dam. -

Qtear Pradesh = Estimatod cost Rs.¥32.5 lakhs, . o

It was observed that the © epair wsrks have alrsady ".hb'e'ﬂ'ﬂ.'-"”m
carried aut, The cauces of failure of Nar@kSagar, Dem during -196° o
woere oxamined b}, a Committeo appo inted by “tha Gn \'J"Q_I? nmen’cai‘" o
Uttar Pradesh, This Cammittee consisted of S_hl‘i f-\. {:..‘.: . F’iitra, e
Retired Engineer-in-Chief, Shri Palie Mane, ﬂamber(D&R);“Eﬂﬁ and
Shri Krishnamurari, Chief Engineer, Uttar Pradesh, ~The '+
Lommittee suggested remedial measures in batches for executiony -
fiodifications in the pitching of the upstream slope’of the
dam were subsequently suggested by another Technical Commit
consisting of Shri AlLC. Mitre, Shri P.M. Mane, Shri.Jagdish- :
Shri 3.P. Jain and Shri 0.D.5harma, The repairs and strengtheéning’
as indicated in the CWC note are as recommended By thess.
Committens. s M

The revised cost was noted,




ANNEXURE

List of Officers present inm the 14th mesting of

the Advisory Committes on Irrigation, Flood Control
and Multi-purpose Projects held at 3 p.m. on Tth
June, 1980 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhl.

1« Shri CeCo Patgl, Secretary,
Ministry of Irrigation.

2e

3

.se Chairman

Shri BeMe Matbtoo, F.8.
fiinistry of Irrigation
Shri K.M. Maheshwari,

Jt, Adviser{1&CAD), .se Membor=Secretary
+lanning Commission

Also praesent:

Hinistry of lrrigation |
Te Shri M.l. Shankaran, Jt. Secretary(GB)
2. Shri K<Y. Rama Rac, Member(JRC)
3. Shri G.V.Raoc, Under Secretary

Department of Agriculture & Cooperation

1e Shri G.Ne Kathpalia, Jt. Commissionsr(uM)
Central Water Commission

1a
2e
Ja
4e

Ye
10.

Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri
Shri

MsNe Venkatesan, Nember(uﬂ)

Ke Ramesha Rac, Chi&f Engineer(TE)
Y+De Pendse, Director(TE)

T+Ss Murthy, Dy. Director{TE)

B.B. Vats, Dy, Director (TE)

A. Narayana Rao, Oy, Directer(7E)
KeJs Raisinghani, Dy, Director {(TE)
BD.K. Bablani, Dy, Director(TE)

S.Se Manccha, Dy, Director{TE}

Mel. Karwa, Dy, Dirsctor (7E)

Planning Commission

1,
2e
Se

Shri
Shri
Shri

R.S+ Nagaraja, Dy. Adviser(Irrigation)
NeKe Dikshit, Oy. Advisar(lrrigation)

J.Ne Nands, 5r, Ressarch 0fficer,
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Subjict:  15%h Meoting of the iAdvisry Committze in Irrigation,
Flood Cormtrol snd Multi-purpos: Projects held on 28.11.80
in Shram Shakti bBhavsn, Moy Delbl.

| The Sumary Record of the 15th Mecting of the Advigory
i Commifhice on Irrigetion, Flood Control and Multlipurpose projects
hold on 28.11.1980 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, is clrculated herewith,
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{ K.M.Maheshward )
Joint Advi ser(I1&3:2D) ﬁ
Member-Secretary

E 1. Shri C,08,Fatel, Scerstary, Mmistry of Irrigaidon.
| 2. Shri R, Ghosh, Chaitman, Contrsl Water Commi gsion, Bewa Dhavan,R.K.Puram
Now Delhi,
5. Shri S.N.3ay, Chairman, Gentral Electricity Autbority,Sewa Bhavan,
 ReKeRuram, KNew Delhi,
4. Shri T,R.8 %ish Chendran, Adviser{Encrgy), Planning Commi sgion.
5. Shri K, S.S, Murthy, Adviscr(i&CAD), PlLenning Somnd ssion,
) 8, Shri D.Sharkarguruswam., Jt. Secercitary, Plan Finsnce Division
Mim gtry of Financs,.
7. Shri B,M.K,Matboo, Financial Adviger, Mivistry of Irrlga iOﬂ-
8. Chairman, Contral Groundwater foard, Miny-. off il :
9, Shri P,M,tlliappa, Jte Sccrotary, Duptt of Powers
10.59hrt Hordi Bhughan, Adviser, Techmical & fxwofficio, Joint
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Cony to:
ML STRY OF T ARL GO N

le Shri Io P, Kapile, Jt.Seeretary(l)
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3+ Shri K. V.8ama Reo, Member(JRC),

4. Shri G, N.Kathpalia, Chicf Engincer(MI)

5, Shri A1, S Murthy, Dy.Sceretary(P.I1)
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7. Shei T, D.dc ghd, Under Secretary{ B&T) Shastri Bhavan.
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Summary Record of the 15th Meouting of th, Advieory Commithce
on Irrigation, Flood Yontrol and Multi—puIE’po se projects huld
on 28.11.80 at, 3.30 P, M. in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New lhi,

The namus of Officers pregont at the Mesting are given in the
cnelo god Annexurc, :

The following projucts wore congidered and the Commi ttuel g
racommcndations are as Mllous -

I: {#  MaJOR TRRIGAIION PROJEGTS:

/. Lo Liviged Bstimabe of Paghaasi Irrigation Projuct (Kerala) o
Satimatad costh Rs.4200 L_sé;h& '

R0 Beviged Egtimat of Iol(tak 13 5% Irrigstion Proivet (Manipur)
= BEatimated cost Re.1686 1akhs.

‘e Rovigod Bstimates of thege projocts were congidered
aserptablo.

(Action: ~ . Plannming Commission)

£ s, Revigzd Betimaic of Kalleds Lyrigation Proisct (Kerala) -
Egtimatod cngt Bs,1 6357 .19 Lakhg,

The Beviged Bstimsted cogt was accepted subject to the
following observations:—

i) The dedgn flood ghould bo egtimated after collecting the
crequigte data and in congultation with the Hydrology
Biructorate of the Central Water Commission.

ii) On the basis »f the design flood ogbimated as sbated albve,
th: remodial measures should be taken to ensure hthe safety
of th: dam. This would enable efficient gperationof the
gatés bobh manuglly and by <léctricgl operation and aleo
for maklng arrangements for flood forscasting.

( Action: OWG/Planming Comni ssion)

f 4. Punsgd RLSGI“J’G;I‘ Proiech (Eﬁ_har) ~ Estimabed cost BsaR603 1akhe,

The Prajiet wuas considered acceptable subject to the
folicwi g observations:-

LEcy aeahd R ogavricd ant e Acheewine the benefits
that - 3L ascruc ag a result of the additional 1ife storage
provided, bubt have 1ot beon considered in benefit-co st~ratio
caleul ations.

veee/=
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ii) Tho propo sals for rehsbilitation of ths persons affeeted by
B o= v 1'@% nay be formulated keeping in view the comtunts
ef Minlghvy of Lprigation lettor %.927(9)/BC-FC dated: 19.5.80,

iii) Concvrrance of the Stam: Finance Uepartment kas to bo
furnt shed.

iv) Arrogemonts should be mads for plenming and implementailon
of mil wonstrvation meagnres by the concernad autkoriticg
ag thi: cabohment conditions warrans thom,

v) Possibility »f 2xiending irrigation on $he right bérﬂc be
investigated. '

vi) The clearvance fiom Enviromenisl angle from ths Toptt, of
Scivnee & Techmlogy ans to bo Cbualnud. '

i Action: »G/Plamung Commi ssion)

,-7\(_ .

5. Comstruction of Bhimepda Baxrage Pro ot (UPe) wm Bchimated
coab RsagR45 lakhg, g "

The Projuct was found acceptéhle subject to the following
observaticng: -

1) Studics of sbandard project flood have to bo made after
collectihg recuisite data as suggested by GO,

il1) % provigion has beun made in the design of the gabes for
gior log arrangements. Since the Project hag already beon
advz:2ed to such a sbage thig canmt be done. 1t hes boen
agroed o supply details of the gated gbructure to the CWO
- for teking remc.dial measures as reguirced,

111) To th O,c*_m, DG C‘S"blu, tirw co:qments of O¥0 pelating to

the do m_gn of the barrage wvill be kept in view.

{ Actions CWG/Planning Commissgion)

5. Malg, Im_gmm Pmmt (4,P) - Bstimatud co st Rsa2710:46
lakis., : S '

Th: ropject wag consider=d aceepbablu, subject to the
opgervaticn that the clearance from environmentsl angle is
- obtained from the deptt. of Science & Techmlogy.

- (fesion CHO Pl annirg Gomi ssion)

7 1\‘3“(13!‘_‘:‘;_ saiionofl exiabine channels in quyana (PhasO I)
-_-‘!_“_ﬂ_--“_;itjg'?tt. d C\)_‘;J ﬁs;f4j4 EB Lakbﬁr

it was sia’é;d“i'n' the G0 ot thst the necegsary details
for oxe .vation of the Project had mot been supplied by Haryana
Govermmont, Since thig 1g a vbrld Bark assisted Project and
sufficlent invegtment has already been made on it, the Commitioe

cons/—
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ook the view tuzt the Y.ojzet could be conslderca aceoptablc
gsubjcet Yo the condition that whils examiming Stage~II of ths
P-‘C‘Oj-l':‘\'l'b; wiich 1g to be proo ged for further w:l"ld Boric x'-‘;sgistance,
Bl dofiells of the ontire Cangl Syetem under hoth the stages
ghould bw examin:=@ by WO togethor with the combined bemefit

e st ratio for toth the stages of the Projoct. The Commi ttee
stregsed that without accéptance of the Planning Comml ssion,
Harysns Modernmisation-II ghall mwt be poged fo brld Bamk,

{ fctiowm CWC )

that Cansl Praiect (Madhga Pradesh) .. Bstimsted coft
524815 Lakhye ' '

it wag ohserved from the OW Mote that the concurrence of
the U,P. Covermment has yoh to be obtainsd for the aligment
of th 3anei for 2 longtu of 45 Kuge , lying in U,P.Territory.
The Committee decided bthat thig mabber should be taken wp by
Ministry of Ierigation with the Betws Biver Foard and the Project
Creegunrbte s for further eoonstderation.

{ Action: Ch’ofMirfL atry of Irrgh.)

% Mosan Reservodr Project (Bihar) - estimstiod cosh hi3473 lakhs,

Ths Project was congidered acceptable subject to bhe follow-
Iy abhgrrvetionyte

i) 046 Bk Sims of prcp:aratioh of detailed degigns and hefore
achual dmplementation of the Project the following points
wauld e haken intn co nsi.de_rationsu

a) The rumff and ths doglgn flood will be reviewsd after
' ~ollecting more data as suggested by the Central Water
Jomni ssion.

b) The cropping pattern, crop wabter requirements, ebee,
w1l be reviewed baged on bthe deballed =il surveys
of the command area. '

o) Too degignof the carbh daw will be prepared after
carrylrg oubt the neccssary surveys and investigations
ag suggested by thes Centrel Water Commission and aking
into account the relevant Indian Standardss

1 The woaticn of tho gpillway will be decided based on
the conplete sub.gurface exploratory data and . relative

LOCTOMIC g,

coaarre. nes of the Shato Finance Peparvimert gmuld

TeInvAnGil catd,

131} Sx commenig of the Department of Science and Techmlogy
on tavrermendal sspects should be taken into account and
provisionsg as necagsary should be made in the projsct estimate.

q,..,/-.-



II:

1v) The proposals for rahebilitation of the persons affeoted by
the piojedt sould b formulated kesping in visw the contentg
of Tuttor 1h,.27(9)/B0-FC, dated: 19.5.80 from the Mordsiry
Ol —prigaticn, addroascd fo the State Goverments.

w3 201l consurvatien moasires sipuld be planned in the catohe
mink area of the dan be reduc: the silt Josd.

{ Action: OWC/Planning Commi. ssion)
MEDL UM I 2RTGATION SCHEME

1. Rovieed Estimate of Gipd Irpigation Proiect {(Himachol
Pradugh) = Babimated cost 85657 lakhs.

The rovissd estimste wag accopted subject Yo clegrance of
the gohome from the State Finance Department in regpsct of
~laregse in cost.

{ hotion: CUC/PLanning Commission)

7 2. Lakhundar Dam Proiset (Maduvs Prﬂdb‘*h) = Sstivated co st

Rqoﬂ 26 -zBL‘ 1 ﬁkhﬁu

The Pioject was found acceptable subjsct to the State Govl,,
explor .ng ths possitility of providing irvrigation on the Left
- Bank of Lakhundar Biver from this Projzct.

( Ation: CWG/Planmng Commission)

3. Havgipur Lift Irrigation Schume (f8sam) .. Bstimsted cosh
5128 -9 1gkhs.

The Projuet was constderad accoptable subjeet to examination
by the G50 o locate the pumping site at a higher point up-
s sbream of the confluence of the Aiver Kepili with Hiyung-
{ Aotion: CHOPlanning Commissio n)

fMadh Jamf_'rade sh} -~ EBstimaftued cost

The Projuct was found acceptable subjzel to the following
o Jsuweu (Rl

i) The State Sovermment should got up a gauge stabion at or
oneer bhe dam site. for reviow of degign flood on the basls
of - hgerved data and alo to buildup hydrological data

whicin wi1l bo ugeful in the opsration of the dam.

watsr ratig whieh arc on the low side slwuld ke

2 Loki

311}

1ii) Concurrsnes of the State Spgricultural Deptt. to the
aastmptions made in the calculation of B,G.Ratio should
b o btal ned -and cowmmuricatad.

{ Action: CWG/Planming Commi ssio n}

L Vi
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Se Vumhnbf)ttaL ingzrwir Pml ect (Tamil _Nadu) - Sstimated
4 85,365 .5 1.akhag.

T4 was observed that the avaeilsbility of water assumed in
the Projuct was based on the hydrological data available for
only thvce yearse. In view of the meagre hydrologicsl data,
the Commii%tee decided that the Project may be accepted subject
to the irvrigated ar2a being reduced from 8,10 acres to 6,000 acres.

( Action: CWC/Planming Commission)

6, Bffiuent Irpication Scheme from Oh¥a Treatment Plant to

Monwauli and Najafgarh Blocks of Delhi - Hstimated cost

The Project was found acceptable subjcct to the condition
that m large scalé urbanisation takes place in the bencefitted
arca upto the year 2000 A, D, as per Delhi Master Plan, and
also water rstes for commercial crops liks wvogetables under
this Projeet would be increassd., Wheat may mt be ecommical,

(hction: C'C/Plannirg Commission)

i 7. Manu Irrigation Project (Tripurs) - Estimated cost

Rs818 254 1 sk hge

The Poject was considered acceptable subject to the
consurreénce of th: Stste Finance and fgrlcultural Deptbsa,
being obtained and communicated.

( Action: CHC/Planrng Commi gsion)
"8, Hadaf Lerication Scheme_(Guiarat) -
Rso677.64 1akhs.

stimatud cost

The Project was found acceptable subject to the following:-

i) The froe ard provided i.2., 5.4 m. should be reviewd
© as to bring it to the mimimum required heighi,

Th> gauge and di scharge obgervations pdd Hadef Biver should

ii)
be conbinuzsd ahout 8 Kms. down-stream of the dam gite.

( Action: CUC/Planning Comnission)

9, Bodanala Trricédion Proicct (Orissa) - Fgtimated cost

Project was found acceptable subject to the following:-

The
i) Vieter ratos which are on the low side should Lo ruvicwed.
ii) The location of the spillway should .be Finalissd in
vonaul tetion wtha the JEO.

(Action: CHC/Planning Comm ssion)
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: 801,58 1elkchs,

ey Trayws & b - . . - , y .
el rejact was iqund accepteble subjuiet to the followd ng
o bstrvations:- '

e
T

It has been mentionsd by the Stats Covermment bhet gauzing
ab Vhe dam site hes boen commoncod =ines 1979 . This should
e r*untlmu,d with ai sc..har‘”f‘ observations by current noberp

rgtatlishing raint Tl-?’un:ff relationship for reviewing
ahor avallaol iily with a visw %0 szrriving =6 ontimum

W
operationsl schedulz e whili sations

D) peviow of Ghe de sign flcod on the bagis of chaerveg
short duration ise., hourly gavge dsta; and

¢} brilding vp rydrological data which will he ugsfud
in tine cgeration of the dan, ' ‘

il) PRovicw of bhe watcr ralies vhich are on the ow £hdsa

(4ntion: OWG/Planninz Commission)

11, Nalkti Sogerwoir Sohens
fhe Pro Jk,ct Mas fcanu acceptahle,
( ;‘1{: tion: Blansing Cowmiggion)

Karihslle Proiect (Karnataka) - Detimsted oosh 352350 1akhe.

Ths Project was found aceeptailc subject fe the following:-

i} Th: State Goverrment should furidsh the cost allocable
To the lerigaticon and wabsr swpely asgpests of Lhe Projoe
to the Cernlrzl Water Gommd gsion and Planming Comrd sgion.

i1} The copacity of the canslg should ke reviewsd taking into

account bthe tranemission losscs of atout 50%.

It was observed from the CWC Mote that,cost per hecbars
of the g?"o 5 irrigated arce wrked cub to R3, 28630/ which ia
cong dercd -h.gh compared to other irrigation vrojuets in the
region,  Ths Committoe, therefore, decided thet the esiimated
cogb ol the Frojoct s muld o rur! swed in ordsr to bring down
the eost and pru~-submit the Project for furfh r conglderaiion,

+
=
o
-
13

(Action: CUC )



III:

™

o 14. \I'l_'hwﬁlh I""’”].EFI tion Scheme (I"nqharq htpﬂ) — ._,qh imated cost

-

ﬂt aza 7 ﬂkh‘%q

PG S I S

Ths Project was considercd acceptable subjcct to thc
foilowing observations: -

i) T cetimatod yield hae to be checked with actual observed
data in the catchment or adiam“‘;t bagin and the ivvigation
intensity adopted as required. (The reduction in the
irrigated arca wuld still give 3,0,8stio of over 1.5),

ii) An abstract of the latiest estimated cost and the revised
BiC.Ratio for the labest cost and the bensfits adjughed
as in (i) akove, should be furrished to OWC and P.C.

(Action: CWO/Pleniirg Commiesion)

FLOOD COKNTROL P A0JFCTS:

1, Profection works fnr Kogi Ficod Embank
bnds (Eihar) — Estimabod 2o ab 35253 .6

&
e Strengthening of embarismont and arbi-ercsinn wr

betwoen 2.9 te 35 Kag. in Piprasi-oipraghat fnba n{m.,nl :s( Bihar)
= Bstinated coat 35,290.03 lakbs,

These project-s were considered acceptablz, In th: casec of
Project at 2! above, the Committee degired that the Ganga
Flood Tontrol” Commission should moritor th: progress on the
Projsct properly.

(Action: GFCS/PIanning Commi ssion)
3. Bgtimete_for Revetment and =lop¢ proteqtion werks along

Bight Bork of river Ganga bstueer Digha to Didergani(Bihar)
= Botimsted cogt Bs, 155 Lakhs,

Since the Project eost is liss thenls.2 crores, the
racommendstion of the GM3$ gshould be forward:zd to FPlanuing
vomni ssion for according nuccgsary acceptance,

(Action: GFIT)

o
v
D 10D
W KJ

[lo]

onstruction of Supplementary Drain{ Delhi) - Estimated
L 26 _Rsa g ':.) 7 1?kh¢h

Mamb-_;-r( Fioods), C¥C gtated that approvsl of the Sahibi
Somzi ttee for taking up this Project has already been obtained,
aibhoiigh 11 was stated in the CWO Mote that it was still awaitad.
Th: Comnittee docided that the btonefit-cost-ratio should be
ro-exarincd in coneul tation with Shri I.P.Kapila, Joint Sscrctsry,
Mi i sty of Irrj_gatj_gn and Shri B,I"E,E{,Matboo, Financial Advi ser,
Mirnd stry of Trrigation. The Committece also recommendsd that
Chairman, O'C ghould giwve hs decision regarding the allocation
of cost of the scheme betwesn welhi and Haryana.

( fction: CWC )
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Ligb of Officerg pregent inthe 15th Meeting of the
2dve ory ‘-'x:rllit'ae r= Iverigation, Ficod Lontil and
Multi-garpose Projechs held at 3. ‘SO P M, on 23%h
Mo vembe ‘v, 1980 in Shrnm Shektli Bhavan, MNew Talhd .

A ey el P2 el

lo Shri G,0.Patel, wose  Ohsiyman
Secretary, Miwighey of Irrgn.

29 Shri ) a’G:'D Sh‘,
Chnlrman, C.WaOoe

3. Shri B.M.KMatioc,
Financlal Adviger, Miristry of Irrgn,

4, Shri K.M.Yahechwari 200 Mem be
- . . 7 i~ . . .
doint Advi geml&_._’l_?}s, Plannine Commi zsicn,

fso proceny

MM STRY OF TARLGATION

1a Shri 1.P, I\Hpilﬁ JG . chI‘OtHI‘V(

2, ol N, L.Shs r}cq"’::an J% » Socred ::r“,r(GB\
3. shri ¥, V.Rame Ran, Mmzm»(ﬂ)

4. Sphyi GOLN, Kst}ps&li.. Chief ﬁngluear-(mx
5. Shrl A% S Murthy, Dy.Secreberv(P.IT)
8, Shri P.0C.Jein, Dv. Ssovetary(”

7. S TD.Jogki, Under Secretarv{ BT

SANTRA, WATRR Z0MME @gfON

1. Shri M G.Paah%e, Member{P&P)

2. Shri Pritam Singh, Member{Floo As)
3¢ Shri K.emesh q@ Ohief ﬂrm’iﬂ?et’( ")
4, Shri M,5,%s0, Di rector( TBI)

5, Shri 1.3.Pandse, % recior( TE-.IT)
8, Shri J,G.Gupta, Dv.lirector.

7. Shrd C.K.Ballani, Dy.Divector

8a Shri S.S.Mamcha, Dy.Mrector

9, Shri B, BiVsbe, Dy, Avector

13, Shel I“'ﬁ Karva, Dy,Divector

1le Shri A Nareaysna Rao, Dy.Tirector,

GANGA FLOAD L0 NTL_COMML SSTON

1, Shri N»_Sﬁany‘al, Chalrman
2e Sh'f'i Rg—? - 8 - e E){t ™A ﬁls Stt F ]:E_ e Gt—O LN

L

P ANNT NG COMML SSTQN

1. St ReS. N;aga'r‘ajn,_ Dy, Raviger
2, Shri MK,Dikshit, Dy, Adviser.
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DR OTATE

Subjset: 16th Meeting of the Advisory Cammittes in Irvgatian,
Flood Cantrol and Multi~parpose Projects held o
28.3,1981 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

The Summary Record of the 16th Mesting of the Advisory
Committee an Irrigetion, Flood Cantrol and Multi-purpose Projects
held on 28.3,1981 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, is circulated herewith,

( KM Maheshwarzi ;
Jt. Adviser (I&CAD} &
Member—Sec_retary

i. hri C.CPatel, Secretary, Ministry of Iprigaticon,

2, Sari R.Ghogh, (haimen, Central Water Commission; Sewa Bhavan,
R Puran, New Delhi .. . : ;

3. Shri SJN.Ryy, Cholrnan, (entral Elcctrieity Authority, Sewa
Bravan, R&K Furwm, Hew lelhi,

4., Sri T,ReSillsh Chondren, Aqviser(Fhergy), Ploaning Commissia,

5., Sard K,S.SMurthy, adviscr(l&CAD), Plaming Cammission., = .

6. Sord DeShonkarguraswand, Jt..Secretary, Plan Finance Divisim,
Ministry of Finsmce.

7« Shri B K Mattdo, Finmecial ddviser, Ministry of Irrigatim,

8s Chaiman, Central Growndwater Board, Minigtry of Irrigations

¢ Jt, Seerctary, xpti, of Powr, Ministry of Energy.

10. Shri Bari Bhughan, AMvis:r, Technicul & Ex-of ficio, Joint
Ferotary, Deptt, of Hoavy Industry.

Plomning Commiost® Cireular No-16(25) (10y/ URIECAD Datods 20 41981
Lopy. ke

¥ -

MINISIRY (F TERIGATION

1. Sri T.PKapila, Jt.Secretary(I)

2. Shri N.L.Shankaran, Jt.Secrctary (GBY

3. Shri K.V.Rama Ro, Memb :r{JRG)

4, Siri G.§.Kathpalia, (hief Mmgincer(MI)

5e Snrt &R S Muarthy, Dy Secretary (P11}

6. Shri Re8.5hoh, Dy.Scerctary(Ped)

7. Sari TDJoghi, Under Secretary(B&T} Shastri Bhavan,
8. Siri C.DJSoche, Undcr Secretary,
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1o Shrdi SoSapotnorgyanan, Wroctor(Pln Pinaice)
EHTRL WUTER (LSl

1, hri Pr:.-_t g gmah, Hembe r{ Dekt)

2. Shrt Ji oV 'Lrl‘f\-—- \ibmb\ iy (P&P)

3. Sari K ._idmuﬁh Zeo, Ghiof Bngincer(TR)

4. Diyvector Tl&{I)/(II)

5, Dircetor (P&P)

IEPTT, OF_[IVIRONMENT (TECHNOLOGY BEAVANY, NiW DELET .,

1. Shri N;DJgyal, Jeint Sccrotery
Z2a Shri Brij Kighore, Deputy Secretn

GANGa FLOOD CONTROL COMISSION, Sinchaj Bhoven, Pdtna,
Shri ¥,8myal, Gioimon |
GENTT, FLECTRICITY AUTHORITY

Shri Q.V;Sama, Dy Jirector.
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( KM Mohe shward )
Membor-Secraotary


http:SGCI'l,tn.ry
http:crot0.IY

PLANNING COMMISSION
A CAR DIVISION)

" Summery Record of the 16th Meeting of the Advisory
Committes on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-
purpose projects held on 28,3,1981 at 3P.M. in Sharm
Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

R it

The names of the Officers. present at the Mestinc tpe
given in the encleosed anncxure,

The following projscts were considered 2nd the Committeels
regommendations ere as followsi~

1o [MAJOR IRRIGATION PROJEETS:

e Muvattupuzhe Velley Irrigation Project(Kerala)~
estimated cast foe 4808, 15, lakhs,

oy . g
Y }’ef It wes obaerved that the intensity of irrigstion proposed

EN :. 1. #

(:}0{ o under this Project. was 224% which was considered very high.
The Committee decided that the possibility of extending the
command on the right bank should be examined and the Project:
resubmitted for consideratiqn. . "

The Project proposea to supply 700 cusecs of water for the
News Print Factory et Mutakulam as also 65 cusecs for water supp)
to greater Cochin. Thée Committee considered that the water
requirement for the News Print Factory usos very hicgh and the
possibilityof minimising the water use by recirculation should

slso bo cxamincds EFfluent from the Neows Print Factory should
be properly treated to the standards prescribed by the Deptt,
of Enu1ronmcnt/l 5.1, _

(Action: CeldaC.)

h-ur ey

estlmated cost &t gpg‘.}g s,

i gL

o ;_-:5:2. o gri Sailem H¢ hi ank Lanpal Pro;oct(ﬂndhra Pradebh)-

In the CHC'S Noto on the Proj - ct lt was stated that the
total water reguirement for the Progect is 15 TMC, This would t
partly met from 11 TMC of regenersted flow which would be availst
aple to the State after 1985~86 (according to the Report of the
Krishpa hater Disputes Tribunal) and the balance from the savinpg:
effected by modernisation of the Kwle Canal system or alterpativ:
from the allocation of 45 TMC of the Godavari Waters to be
diverted to the Krishna .basin, It was further stated that in
vlew of the above undertaking of the Staete Government convcyed
the Ministry of Irrlgatlon/EUC it could be considered that no
inteor~state aspects are invelved, In view of this, the avail~
ability of 8 TMC of water for the project would depeond on thco
remodelling of K,C.Canal or the completion of Gooeuri Diversion
Liﬂko

-



The approach channsl, hsad regulator, 16,34 kme leng main
canal upto cross rogulator at the ¢ ail r‘m:Jum:'luc!:r.rls_:; the cros
requletor) erc pronoscd to scrve Madras Lity Water Supply als\.
According to the CWC Note, no part of the cost of thess common
UOrkSlok;lng ahDUﬂ as allocable to Madras Water Supply as the
detzils hove yet to be worked out. As the entire cost 1s at
present chsrged to drrigation project (Sri Sailam Right Bank
Conal) of Andhra Pradesh, it was clarified by the répresentatives
of the Ministry of Irrigetion &t tha- meetlng that any clearance
given to the Scheme would not attract eny inter-stste aspects
as mentioned in the Agreement dated: 28th Octobsr, 1977 amongst
the 5tetes of Andhrs Pradesh, Karnataka; Maharashtrs and Temil
Nadu regarding conveying the 15 TMC OF Krlshna Waters for watsr
supply to Madras City,

After some discussion, th?'projebﬂ'ués-considered accépﬂ
toble subject to the Folloming Furthﬂr'obSETVBtionéém

&) The sstimate of the balancing reserveir should be proms
pecrly prepared by conductlng dotalled cantour suriey.

¢ii) The matcrials proposed for chstructlon of the balan-
K cing rescrvoirs shouild be tested adequately for thelr
engineering PerertlDS 8s wellias quantityisurveys:
be cerried out, ﬂlso Faundatlen studies be carrled -

iii}’ Firm bévice: shonld be obtalned from the;Gemlaglst Teg-
- ardlng the lime~stone present in the roundatlon and
in the bed of Gorzkallu balamgcing reservoitrend water.
tightness and the: remedial: measures 1f an% that houe
to be tmken.-; R R St s LT T

-iu) Length of canal tunnel upsteeam OF the ﬂuk balan01n9
C reservoir and its design should be’ rewleued._

V) chorts on command area duUElemEnt and 801l SurUey S

Vi) bbrk on the balan01ng reservoir shouldbo taken up only :
after the investigations indicated above are. completed and:
tha fcaslblllty of the dam is fully esthbllshed. L. : :

vii) The State Gmuernment shculd teke into account the Gbeﬂrw-mi'
vetions of the Deptt. oft §i¢ 1r0umant§l if any, made at
the time of the clearance .r Lhe. Project from the enuirone .
mental angle.  The propesals feor rehabllltatlon of the '
persons,affected by this Progect may be Pormbloted by
the Stete Goverpment k98plﬂg in vieu the contents of
the Ministry of Irrlgatlon s letter dated. 19th May,
1980 in thls rogard.

-(Hctipns-C.UJC,/Piannihg EDmmiSSiﬂﬂ}

;/g
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iii}

iw;

v)

Nendur Fedhmeshuer Project(Mahsrashtra)- estimsted cost
5, 7266 Lk

The Projsect wos found acecepteble subjoet to the following:

Cropping pattern proposed under the Project should be
revised based on the nxperience gained in the Jayskuadi
Project, ‘ '

Discharge observations are to be carried out at each of
the reservoir sites and the Nandur Madhmeshuar welr
continuously, This1s Tequdredfor carrying cut inte-
greted operation of reservoirs, Ubservaticns should also
be made at short intervals during the flood season for
one or tus years to check the a2dequacy of the design
flood adopted,

Further geological investigations and sub surface explo-

rations suggested by the Geologist should be carried out

expeditiously for preparastion of detsalled desidns. Per—
colation tests shouldaiso be carried out to determine the
nature of foundation tresatment,

The proposals for rehabilitaticn of the perscns affected by
the project may be formulated keeping im view the contents
of letteor No,27(9)/80-PC dated 1S9th Mey 1980 from the
Ministry of Irrigsticon,

The utilisation proposed may. be revieued based on the
present approsch for estimsting water requirement as this
may glive additional benefit in the command of the Nendur
Madhmeshwar project.

(fction: CWC/Planning Commission

Semakod Irrigation Project(Orfssa) - _ - estiltated cost
502635424 lakhs,

1

The Projeect wss considered acceptable subject to the

follouing observations:

o N
ii}

1ii)

Roviaw of the design flood and the design of spilluay,
bascd on more uvbserved data,

Further geological exploration as suggested by the
geologist should be completed and findl concurrence
obtained from the gecologist,

The proposgals for rehebilitation of the persons affected
by this project, may be formuleted keeping in view the
contents .of the lsetter No,27(9)/80-PC dated: 19.5,1980 df
from the Ministry of Irrigation.

~f
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iv: The State Government should teke into zccount the
comments, if sny, of the Ocpertmsnt of Epvironment to
b mage on this Proj=ct beforec implomentation,

(Action: CWC/Plamming Commission;

Sajnam, Danm Proﬂcct {Uttar. Predesh) - Estimated cost
Bs.844 lakhsaﬂ

The projzct wss considered acceptable subject to the
CoeCah, being reduced so 8s to increase the intensity of
irrigation to about. 70--80 per cent as ageinst B9 per cent
propuscd :

(ACTION: ColWeC./3lonning Commission)

MEDIUM PROJECTS ,
;;1‘ Revised Zstimete of Khers Cansl Project(Uiter Pradesh)-
ESulmBECd i Cost Bse418,667 lakhs,

The reUlsed estimated cost was considered asccgeptable
subject to the approvel of the State Finance Department
being obtained and communicated by the Stete Government,

(ACTION:CWC/Planning Commission)

2+ Revised Estlmate ofSom Kegdar Irrigsotion Project

- | o

(Rujesthan) = Estimoted Lost R, 10036 1akhs,

It \wes observed that the revised estimste had been
prepered bassed on the 1976 rates and assuming 20%
increase in the price level for/the cost., The benefit
cost ratio wes worked out as 0,65 which is too low. The
Committee, therefore, decided that the State Government
should modify the Project, with 2 viecw to improving the
d,CeRatia by esconomisipg cost and increasing the benefits
under the Projecth. :

(Action: CWC )

3. Peu1sed Fstimate of Deo Irrigation Scheme (Gujerat)—
Estimpted cost Is, 1200 13khs,

The revised estimated cost was accepted subject to the
observation that the Stzte Covernment should encourage

early paddy instead of the late paddy proposed under the
project.

(Action:CWC/Planning Commission)

Ry



4, Kupwari Lift Irrigetion Schame {Madhya Prade 2sh ) -
Estlmotrd_uost [36 183,31, lakhs{

THu Project wes conside%d agoupetuLe subjcet to thc
followiny observationsi-

o i} Continuation of thse hydrological observation at the
project site,

ii) Review of weter rates which are on the low side,

i1i)An essurance should be obtained from the M.P. State
Llectricity Boare with regard to the availability of
adequate power on commissioning this project.

(Action:CLC/Planning Commission)

rrigation Schonc(GuJarat)—ostlmated cost .

on. EChemﬁlguja?atjfﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁiiﬁkﬂia

S 7. B3 II_Irr;gwtlon Schomc Lpuggrat)mcstlmatod cost
A R 65208 Takhs. _

. These projects were considersd acceptable, In the case
of Demi II the acceptance is subject to coverage of more Bx=
arca unpder uwheat as the Delta proposed is very high,

{Actions: CWC/Plenning Commission)

0 i ~Be Latraty Reservoir Project(Biher)- estimated cost
{\//f &.ﬁ098 18 lakhs. _
\The project was found acceptable subject to the followipgi~
ijThe cost of ths distribution system wes considered low
and the State Government should revieuv the position and
" send the modified estimate to the Centrsl Water Commisstion,

ii)The cost©of risld channeis upto 8/5 hectare block should be
included in the project cost accordipg te the guidelines
issued by Plenning Commission in October, 71979,

iii)The caonocurrence of the Gtote Finonce Department for taking
up the projectshownld bo furnished by the Stste Government.

iv)The concurrence of the State Agriculturasl Department to
the cropping w.pattern proposed under the project should
be furnished ,

v)The Committee decided thet concurrencs of the State
lectricity Department regarding the proposed utilisation
on the project unstream of Koel Karo Hydro~Electric Project



is not considered ne cb\Jury in vicw of the high pricrity
and non—ayaeilcbility of alternative source.of woter for
irrigetion schames, This decisicon would apply to similer
otner irrigstion projects inm Bihar,

(Action:CWC/Planning Commission)

9. Jepkare Ruservoir Project(Bihar)— estimated cost _
Raw 203, 71 laKhS.

The project was fougd acceptable subject to the following:i-

i)The cost of field channels upto 8/5 hectere bleck should
be included in the project cost according to the
guidelines issued by Plsnning Commission in October, 1979.

ii)The concurrence of the State Finence Oeptt. for toking Up
~the project should be furnished by the State Government.

iii; YThe concurrence of the State™ Agricultural Department to
the crepping pattern proposad under thes project should be
furnlahod :

¢ (Action:CUE/Planning Commigsian)

T 10, 5959 Reservoir Project(Bihar)— ¢ estlmated cost Rse312.15 k2
lakh
The Projéct wes considered acceptable subject te the
fellowing obscrvations:—-

1)The cost of the distribution system wes considered lows
The State Government should review the position and
send the modified estimate to the Central Water CommleLOr

ii)Baefore finalisstion of theo dESlgﬂS, the following
suggestions of the CWC should be taken. into cmn81dere
ation: -

a)Further explorstion in the bed of the river and the
banks$, and the¢ wi.ter percolation tests as suggested
by the goologlsts should be carried out.,

b)The enginecering properties of the micaschist rock and
permeability values of the subwsurface should be
determined,

c)The foundaticn invastigetions at the chute spilliay
site should be carried out,

1ii)The cencurrence of the Stots Finsnce Department for
taking up thae project should be furnlshed by the State
GCovernment. .

_/,.



(iv) The concurrence of the Stcte Agriculturel Department
to the cropping pattern proposcd under tho project
should ba furnished,

(Aotion:Clic/Planning Commission)

11. . Tarlo Resgryoir Project(Biher) - cstimoted cost
&’523055 lakh5|m

A The project wes found scceptabln subject to the following
observetionst-

i) The spiliuay capacity proposed should be rechecked for
its adequecy before finalisastion of designs.

ii} The cost of the distribution system wes considecred
low, The State Government should revicw the position
and send the modified Botlmotc to the Central bater
Commission,

iii)Thec flows available from the Inter-mediate catchment
betuween the proposed dem ang the existing welr should
be taken into account and the irrigetion increased to
the extent possible.

iv)}The concurrence of the Statec Finance Department for
taking up the fiproject should be furnished by the
State Government.,

v) Thc concurrence of the State Agricultural Department
' to the cropping pettern propesed under the project
should be furnished,

- (Action: CMC/Plaznning Commission)

CE. e

iﬁp{% 1?.'“ sonua Keseryvodr SchcquBlhar)-estlmat d cost |

: ) &1892037 lQRFS'N
The Project wes found Wpcoptable subject to the

following observations:-

i) The coneurrence of the State Finance Depertment for
toking up the Project shouldpe furnished by the State
Government, =

ii} The concurrence of. the State Agricultural Department

to the cropping pattern proposcd under the project
should be furnished,

iii) The cultureble commanded area should be extended or
«<rabi area increased under tho project.

(fietions CWC/Planning Commission)

e



13, Nendini Ruservoir Project(8ihar)-sstimeted cost fs, 447,62
lakhs,

The Project wss considersd accepteble subject to the
concurrcnes by the Stote Flpsnce Jepertment for teking up the
the project and FratechAgriculturel Dousrtment to the
cropping pattern proposed under the preject,

{Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

o 14. Kasarsai_lrrigatiopn Projzct(Meharoshtra) - sstimated cost
A Re 270 UD lakhs,

i

o

15, Khairi Irrigation Prolpct(maharashtrq) - estimeted cost
Be 237040 lakhs, =

Py o

_16.:KUmbh1 Lift Irzigation Project{Meharaghtra)s= estimated. .
Cost %."516 00 lakhs. _

These projeots weore considered acceptable, In the cass of
Kasarssi Irrigetion project, the escceptance is subject to

consideration of groviding lining, if economically found
possible,

(rction: CWE/Plenning Commission)

: 17, Andrs Reserveir. Scheme(Andhre Predesh) - .estimsted. cost.
] [64 540014 1okhss. "
_ l
AT The Project was cansidered acceptable subjoct to thc
- following obseruutlans.

i} The water losses in the canal systom and tho crop

weter roguirements assumod under the project shouid
“be revicuwed,

ii} The water rstcs which are on the low side should be
raviecued,

iii)As the delts proposed undor the project isveony high,
the State Govermment should examine the possibility

~of increasing the oommand ares on both. sides of the .-
I‘lUDI‘.

(Actiont DMC/Planning Commission) -

18.  Jhanjhavathi Rgservoir FProject(fndhra Pradesh). = .
estimoted cost . 1509 lakhs. . '

It was observed thet the conecurrence of the Orissa ,
Bovaernment to the procject proposals of sndhra Pradesh Govi,
wads still awaitecd, The Committcee deocided that the project
should be modified by reducing sugereanc upto sbout 10%

Sy
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and increesing the command srce by about 50%. By
increzesing the commena @rec, tho nroject would bocome
2 major piroject end sheould therefore, be resubmitted

as such for reconsideration by the Cemmibthoo.

(Actions CHC)

.19,  Neupur Medium Irrpigetion Project(Mesheroshtrs) —

cbtlmutcd coat &.18q 18 lakhs.

&
:2q;. Palsi Medium Irrigotion Preiect(Mshorashtra) =
" estimpted sost B 3187,

Y":\‘_. ..

23, D0noargaon Tank Irrigetion Project{Maharsshtra)-

These projects were considered acceptable subject to
the reduction of the cultursble commande d area by about
20;00

(Action: CMC/Planning Commissicn)

21, Sinduwsrni fReservoir Project{Bihar) ~ gstimoated cost
& 445 3U lakhs.

The project was found acceptable subject to the reduction
of poddy area during kharif and suiltsble increase in the
robl arca,

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

Irrigation. Proimpt(ﬁaharashtrq)

E Vet R onte PR L Y o

3
StoBe 470,27 Tekhs,,

PO RO T S T b iy W arer o e
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estimotcd cost ¥, 215,0 1akhs.

These projccts were found abceptable, In the case of
the scheme a2t 51.No,22 above, the scceptance is subject
to the reduction of CCAH by 25%. In the case of the Zzh
Scheme at 51.No,23 the acceptance is subject to intro-
duction of sclective lining under the project to rcecalisc
the duty proposcd,

s (Action: CUC/Planning Commission)
24, Khudla Rcseru01r Prmlpc+£ﬁlhdr)— estimated cost

Fsn 137, L 60 1z akhs,

It was sbserved that the Project ispraposcd to flom
up the existing irrigation under &his- Project by providing
storoge upstrozm of tho existing Khudia weir. UYince the

assurced wetor supply would be svailable from the project for

the existing irrigation, the Committee decided that the
existing cenal system should be modernised by re~modclling

e
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- #ng and improvomont, .nftor modificstion, thae Project would
re~gubmitted to the Commititce for furthor consideration,

(nction 3 CelaCe )

111: FLOOD, CONTAGL PROIECTS.

o L - ~
Fj .

\#f 1. Extension of Kemla-Bslan Embankment Phase 2 from
< Derjiz to Kotharmm{Bihcr) — estimated cost

(» F:4383,71 lakhs, The project was found scceptable

L ) (Action:Plsnnipg Commission)

.2, Antlecerosion works and Retired embankments from
U-35 KM in Piprami- Piproghst reach on Right
‘ . Bank of the Gondek(Bihar)~ estimated cost
> = B 392,67 lakhs.

It wos mentioned by €hairman, GFCL thot the eligne
ment has been agreed to by 2 High Level Committes,
which has been recommended by CeWeP R4Se,Pune and
accepted by the State Governments, The project was
conslidered acceptoble.

{Action: Planning Commission)

;/e
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ANNEXUT S

List of Officecrs prusent in thz 16th Meeting of

thz Advisory Committes on Irrigetion, Flood Control

and Multi-purpose Projects held at 3 P.M. on 28th March,
1981 in Shram Shekti Bhavan, New Dzlhi,

e ey 4 W miv

Shri C.C.Patel, ees Lhairman
Sgcretary, Ministry of Irrgn.

Shri Re*Ghosh, ,
Ehairman, C.llC,

Shri Kb.S Murthy,
hdvlser(l&EnD) Planning Commission

Shri B.N.K.Nattoo,
Financial Adviser, Ministry of Irrgn.

Shri KeM.Maheshwari, «..Member—Secretary
Jt. Adviser(I&ChD), Planning Commissionm

Also present

Ministry of Irrigation

1¢5hri NeL.Shankaran, Jt.Secretary(GB)
2.8hri G.N.Kathpalia, Chief Enginear(MI)
3+ 8hri A+R.S«Murthy, Dy, Secrctary(P 11)
4,5hri R.BsShah, Dy.Sccrctary(PI)

beShri T D Joshl, Under Secrctary(B&T)
6, Shri .Koche, Under Secretary '

CENTRAL 4nTER COMMISSION

1, Shri G.M.Vaidya, Member(P&P)

2.5Shri K.Remesh Rao, Chief EnglncorCrE)
3. 5hri M.S.Rao0, Director(TEI)

4eShri Y D‘Pandse, Director (TE=II)

50 5hri KeKsngarwal, Dy.Director

6.5hri O.K.Bablani, Oy Director

7+5Shri S,S.,Manocha, Dy,Dircctor

8, Shri B.B,Vets, Dy. Director

9, Shri M.L.Karva, Dy,Director
10, Shri S.K.Banerjee, Dy.Direftor

GANGA_FLOOD CONTROL COMMISSION
Shri N, Sznysl, Chairman,

CENTRL, FLECTRICITY, pUTHORLTY.
Shri €C,¥, Serma, Dy.Dircctor,
PLJ!I\[ ING EDE l ]I bblﬁ\l
1,8hri %.U,Faoaraga, Dy.ndu1q~r
2. 5hri N.K.Dikshit, Dy.Advise

Y
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PLANNING COMMISSION
(I&CAD DIVISION)
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Subjects 17th lMeeting of the Advisory Committ o in Irrigation
Flood Control and fulti-purpose Projevts held on
24,7,19817 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

LR 2% BE I 3

{ﬁ’ The Summery Rriord of the 17th Meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigetion, Flood Control and Multi-purpose Projects,
held on 24.7,1981 in. Shoam Shakii-Bhavany Now Dohdy /i G (el

f: ( o

; \/ -
Puvds v

(N.K, Dikshit )
Oy, Adviser{I&CAD)
for lMember—Secretary

te Shri C.C, Patel, Secretary, Ministiv of.frrigatiom,
2. 5Shri R. Ghoshy; Chairmap, Central lster Commission, Sewa
~Bhaven, . R,K, Pursm, New Delhi,
3. Shri &N, Ray, Chairman, Central Elcctricity Authority,
Sewa Bhavapn, R.K, Pursm, MNew Delhi,
4, Adviser{Energy)s; Planning Commission,
5, Shri K«5.3. Murthy, Adviser(I&CAD}, Planning Commission.
6. Shri D, Shsnksrguruswami, Jit.Secretary, Plen Finance Division,
Ministry of Finapce., . ° : '
7, Shri B.M.K.,fattoo, Finsncial Adviser, Ministry of Irrigation,
B, Chairman, Central Groundwater Board, Ministry of Irrigation.
9e idte Secretary, Deptt. of Pouer, Ministry of Encrgy.
10,  Joint Secretary, Dentt., of Heavy Industry.

ELcme o me LI

Fienning Commission Circular No,716(25)(177/81-16CAD Dated 29¢8%1987

g
Copy. to ! b)

MINISTRY, OF IRRIGATION

1e Shri 1.P. Kapila, Jt. Secretary{I)

2+ Shri N.L.®henksran, Jt. Sgcretary(GB)

34 Shri K.Y.Rama Rao, Member! Jre:

4e Shri G.N., Kathpalia, Chief Engineer(MI)

5. Shri AWR«S.Murthy, Dy, Secretary(P.II)

6. Shri P.C. Jain, Dy, Secretery(F)

7» Shri-T.0,3oshi, Under Secretary[B&T) Shestri Bhavan.
"Bas Shri C.D.Koche, Under Secretary,

Ve
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE
e Shri 5.-Sampatnarayanan, Directgr(Plan Fina-nce)

CENTRAL WATER_COMMISSICH

Yy Shri Pritam Singh, Member (D&R)

2¢ Shri GeM. Vaidya, Member(P&P)

Ze- Shri K.Ramesh Rag, Chief Englneer(TE)
4 - Dirocckor TE(I)/(

5. Director (P&P)

DEPTT. OF ENVIRONMENT (TECHNOLOGY. HHAUﬂN), NEW DELHI.

e Shri N.D.Jayal, Joint Secretary
2« Shri Brij Kishore, Deputy Secrctary.

GANGA FLOOD CONTROL COMMISSION,N SINCHAI BHAVAN, PATNA.

1« .Shri N.S8apnyal, Chairman
2. Shri NJK. Sarma, Member

. DEPARTMENT OfF POWER 0~ 17

Shrl NolL. Ehapna, Dy. Sescretary,

: '  (NeK. Dikshit )
Dy. Adviser(1&CAD)
for Member Secreotary,



PLANNING COMMISSION
( I%CAD DIVISION)

sa st

Summary Record of the 17th Meeting of the Advisory Committee
on Irrigation, Flood Contgpl and MUltlﬂpurstc Projects held

on 24.7.1981 at. 3 PeMe Ln Shram &hiakti “havan, Jdew Delhi,
The names of the officers present at the Meoting are
given in the enclosed annexurc. '

The following projocts usre considered and the Committes's
recommendations arc a8s follouss~

I, MULTIPURPOSE PROJELTS:

Q Shahpur Kaﬂdl B«mrage and Power Plant Schcme(Pquab) ~
Estlmated CDSt %.12435 lakhse

- It was observed that the Project is essentially @ hydro-
power Project but also provides woter for the Ravi Capnal
- Schome of Jommu- % Kashmir, e power componant of the
project is yet to b& cleared by the Central Electricity
Authority. After some dlSCUSSlDP' the Commltteo obsgrved as

QLVen belows

i) The Shahpur. Kandl barrage wnyld ta_implemented in a
conrdinated manner with the Thein Dam, With this

stipulation, the spilluay for Shahpur Kandi would
designed for maximum flood discherge pOSSlﬂQ over

spillway of fheln dam.,

be
the

ii) Overload capaCLLy may be examined while ordering the
generdting units so that the. full energy potentiol availe

able in 90% years could be generated.

iii)Detoiled plant and mochinery plemning will be done by
‘Project Authority and submitted to Central Weter

LCommission for clesirance before initiating procurement

action..

1u)The concurrence of J&K Government for the amount to be
~contributod for the difforence in costs between the Raovi
Canal taking off from Thein Dam and Shahpur Kandi will be

Dbtalnad and communicatad,
....'2/?“
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v) The Progect ﬂuthor1t¥ should tske into account the ohbservations
made from efVironmental angle by the Ogptt. of Environment

at the time of implementation of the project.
vi) Revised bsnefit cost retio of the project should be uworked
out by the State Gowernment after taking in*» acecount the

revissed estimate of Rayi Canal Project tu be prepared by
J&K Gavernmcnt

(Actione CWC/CEAR).

2. Revised Estimate of Lakhuyar Uyasl Paricjana (U.P.) = Estimated
cost fs, 25202 lakhs._ .

It wss ohssrved that the revlsed estlmatuu cost did not provide
adequately for the follouwing itomss—

_ i; Rehahilitation of displaced persons.

ii) bHoil conservation & affo;estatlon medsures 1n critical
arsas of the catchment, '

iii; Lesign adequacy for the type DF dam proposed.

iv Sharlng of cost totween irrigation rand pouar sactors.

t wes also observed that the power portion Df the project
is yet ‘to beé exemined by the Central Electricity Authordity.
After ‘some discussion, the Committes docided that the Project
modified on the above lines shoulg be put up For fonsideration
againe .

(Action: CwWC/CER)"

II._NAJQ@QPRIGATIDN PROJECTSS

1. Revised Estimate of Tau1 Lift Irrlgatlon Scheme (J&K) -
Estlm tod cost foo 712 lakhs,

The revised estimatgd'cost wes considered acceptablce subject
to the stipulation that projsct components should raestrict
utilisation of the wators to within the Chenob Basin,

{ Action: CWC/Planning Commissie

2. Puthimari Irrigeiion Project (Assam) = Estimatod Cost
s, 2582 lakhs. _

The Praject was considered acceptdblo SUbJOCt to the-
folliowing obscrvationss-—

i)Roview of design flood for the barrage and tho major acqu"ductq

on Motonga and Baltl after collceting further hydrologicel
dats,

ii) The Canal alignment-ond the fFalls on thgnain canal will' be
planned keeping in view the generction of hydro~power,

een3/~
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1ii) The results of the snalysis of segimeris “ro .oTe hale deta at
the barrage site will be taken intoc eccount in thaz deelgn of
barrage,.
iv) The drainage system will be designed for disgposal of 3 days
storm rainfall of 5 year frequency in 3 periad of 7 days

3,

" 3. Sonwed Medi

v)  Copecurrence of the State Finance Depertment for taking up the
Project shoulqhe communicated,

vi) The provision made for water .coursss and ficid channels upto
5/8 ha, bloeck needs to be reviswed end increased suitably,

vii} The proiect has to be cleared from the Environmental angle.

(Action: CWC/Deptt,of Engironmant/
'Planning Commission).

3; MUgattpuzha Valley Irrigation Progect (Kerala)~ Estlmated Cost
Rse 48084 15 _1l2aKhs,.

The Project was considered aCCcptable subject to the follouwinc
observationsie

i) The design flocd would be reviewed after collecting the

" reguired date and in consultation with Hydrology Dte.,

of CWC for providing additional surplusino capacity as
‘Necessary.

ii) The side ﬁlopes to be adapted for canal section in reaches
other than sound rock will be checked by stability apelysis
before exccution,

iii}The pressurc relief valvos u1ll be provided in the lined
canals a8s necessary.,

iv} The State Government will take lnto account tho observations
to be made by the Degpartment oﬁtnu;ronmcpt on the. environmental
aspects ef the Projcct,

v) The provision made for drainage 1in the Gstlmate should bo
revieuwsd and increased suitably.

vi) Tho effluent from the News Print Factory at Mulakulam should
be properly treated so as to msake it fit for irrigation use
douwn=sgream, in accordance with the standards far effluent °
laid doun by ISI and Depit, of Envlronment.

{Action CWC/Deptk. of Environment/ P.C.)

111, MEBIUM IRRIGRTIGN SCHEME S5

o, Raqgﬁugll River Medium Irrlgatlon Prolpct {Maharashtra) ~

Estimoted cost RSe 332 BD lakis,

i, 2 Bperswati River Medium irrigotion Project (Mehsrashtra) -

ink b Al i B

Eﬁjlmatcd cost fse463, 12 lakhs.
&

dium_ Irrigation Project (Naharashtraj - Estlmated,
tost Rs.313,68 Takhs, .

. - #

is

o prodects werc conslidered scceptable Subjﬁbt"fh"thé
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i) The intensity offirriyation proposed would neesd to Le
?u1euud for revising it upuwsrdly, wherever feasible.
he provision made for weter courses and field channels up
to 5/8 ha, block was on the low side which i-2eded to be
increased,
iii)The design flood would need to be revised teking into account
the hourly rainfall in the area, The design flood is likely
. to be about 40-50% more than th ne,gdbpted in these projccts.
iv) In the case of Sonuwad project,—the provision made for reh-
abilitation of the population thot woulcd be affected by the
proposed project, is on th¢low side and needs to be reviewed by
the State Government. -

" (Action:CLC/Planning Bommiésion)
£ 4, Shahanpur River Medium Irrigation Project (Maharashtra) =
Estimated cost Rs.877,05 lakhs.

5, Koradi Nalla Medium Irrigation Project (Maharashtra) =
Estimated cost fs.379.35 lakhs..
6. Borgaon Tank Project ( Maharashtra) -
~ Estimated cost [s.161.69 lakhs. |
* 7, Dehli River Medium Irrigation Project (Maherashtra) -
‘Estimeted cost (5.648.,43 lakhs,. :

“ 8, Bahula River Medium Irrigation PrOJect (Maharashtra) -
Estlmated cost f.591,81, : :

9, Hivra Perr Medlum Irrlgatlon Project (Maharashtra) -
Estimated cost Rs,343.54 lakhs.,

These projects were considered aCCeptable.
(Action: CUWC/Planiring Commission)

" 10 . Madan Tank fedium Irritation Project (Maharashtra ) -
Estimated cost f5.308.23 lakhs.,

11¢ Anjani River Medium Irrigation Project (Msharashtra ) -
Estimated cost Fs, 491,22 lakhs..

These projects were found acceptable subject to the observatior
that the provision made for rehebilitetion would need to be
reviewed as it was found to be on the lou side,

(Actians CLC/Plenning Commission)

12, Torna River Medium Irrigstion Project (Maharashtra)-
Estimated cost fs, 146,265 lakhs..

13. Mun River Medium Irrigation Project (Meharashtra) - .
Estimoted cost f.534,77 lakhs,,

ees5/~
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These projects were considerad sccepltcocblo.
(Bction: CWC/Plopning Commission;

14, Dakransls Pump Cansl Schems (Phase II) (ibaz) - Estimated
cost [, 475,95 lakhs.
Tho Project was found acceptable suBiject to the following:-

1Li) The concurrence aof thefState Finance Départment for teking
up this project shoulé&e fFurnished by the State Government

to the Centrasl Weter Commission and Plenning Commission.

ii) The weter rotes presently charged sre on the loy side Keeping
in view the high operetion cost sssumed in the Project. The
State Government shoulgreovieguw theposition with 2 view to

realdsing fully the opérstion cost by way of water rates,

{(Action: Cwi/Plenning Commission)

15. Kanshkahal Medium Irrigetion Project (Orisse] ~ Estimated
cost 18.539,38 lakhss,

T Project uwas found acceptable subject fo the followingi-.

i) Adeguate provision should be made in theestimaste for constpuce
tion of weter courses amd field channels upto 5/8 ha, block.

ii) The gauge 2nd discherge observations should be continued at
the dam site,

iii)llater rates which are on thglou side should be reviewed by the
Stete Government, -

o (Action: CLLC/Planning Commission)
16. Upper Jonk Irrigstion Project (Orissa)- Estimated cost
- R, 1277.73 lakhs,, ' ‘

The Project wes considered scceptable subject to the followings::

i} Provision made for wster courses and field chennels upto 5/8 ha.
biock was considered low and woulgheed to be reviewed by the
"State Government,
ii) The cauge and discharge observations at the dam site should
be continued for building up hydrological data useful in
the operation of the Project,
iii)ioter retes which are on the lou side should be revieuwsd
by the 5tate Government.

(Action: CWC/Planning Commission)

17. Bhadar Reservair Project(Panchmshals) (Gujsret) ~ Estimasted
sost fs.1311.06 lakhs.. '

.0.[3‘(/'“;|l
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i)

i1

iii)Since the 1nten51ty OF 1rrlgat10n is Dnly 68, 57
of reducing the LLA to effect. economy--in-the. dlutrlbutﬁ

that the State Governmert.should explore the. DOSulbl
some projects upstream to! ‘make optimum use of the av
since the utlllsatlon at the dam site Le restrlcted

—ae
e
wdisg
b S
15

¥

The Pro;oct Wa s con51dered acceptable su
nobservations:— o
In working out thqyjeld from tho catcbn#q: uhﬁ_?

An edditionasl 10% yield .from. Rajasthan haes buzp @
regenuratlon. The approval of the Hcheme will no
give any proscriptive rights to thelujerat! State !

of Rajssthan constructs- scheme for- utlllslng —the-
their catchment: area f N N _ﬁ,,-

Provision: for addltlonal spllluay Bay 8nd ungatec
breachina. sectlon on. the left bank mhlch"

ortion
the catchmént in ths Gujsrat State has Gnly een'censid_

:the foildﬁinjm"

assumed:
t, hou

to- the! = ¢
additional water thus utilised till:such time: the. Govers

uetars#;

uésterﬂﬁ
Toeed to by !

State rrprcssntatlues u1th the Contral Uate g
by mades i

+

sy stem shouldﬁe ‘examined by ithe State Fouurnment

'h lss;Dh3'

thepo'

(ﬂctlon.;CMC/Plannlng Bamm1551on)

Balh Ualley Irrlgatlon Progect (H ﬁ ) - Est;mate
R, 302,77 lakhs. : .

d coat Jf'

The projesct uas Consldered accoptabie qubgpct Eo

Approval of the Brakra and Beas Management Boar
withdrowals of ‘water from Beas, Sutlej

d. For

nnel- in.

1me r:“

different mcnths should ha obtalned ;
Water rates which are: on the 10u slde should be
the State Gouernment : R

The project was cons;dered acceptable subject to -

Goverpmen,
rauieué-ﬂ'

" Buti Nala Irrlgataon prOJeCt (maharashtra) = Estf”;”: '
sost R.882,83 lakhs, T R

11ty otfﬁ
allabltugfh

llmltatlon.

20, Pohar Nela Irrigation: Pxogect (Wahdrashtr8)~ Estlmate dr

(ACtan."CML/Planﬂan Lomm

lSSan'_.f;.

cost 5,662,251 lakhs.
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the furnishing

The Project was found acceptable suhgect to

of ‘the concurrence of the State Agriculture Department to the
aropased cropping pattern and watsar renuirement by the State
JD“PT!ﬁent to the Cemtral Later Commiszion and Plannlng CDmm1351 s

~

(Action: ChC/Plannang iqmm1551on)

1« Garada Iriinabion Proaect (Rajasthan} -~ Estimate CDSt
I\S 1021 60 la«'hs - : p

. b3 / ? : g R st A
The PI‘OjE:Ct was considered accep‘table SUbjECt\ tD_' the f‘Dll_OU"lngf N

i) The provision for rehabilitation made is low and would need to
be revieuwed by the State Government.

'i) The provisi on made for water courses and field chanmElS UPtU 4
5/8 ha, block is also louw and needsto:be made adequately, = =

:ii) The concurrence of the State Finance Department should be
furnished to the Central Water EDmm18810ﬂ and Plannlng
Commission,.

fv) The waste weir for the diversion dam should be dESlQan for thB
flood from its catchment with 2 coefficient of. 1800 in Dicken's
.ormula and the earthen flank should be prou1dgd with a free.
ooard of at least 2 metres above .the computed Maxlmum hbter
Level, Rl

-

{) SR (fFction: Cur/Plannlng Eomm18810n

22. Kasjor Reservoir. PIGJQCt (Blhar) - Estlmated Cost Sy
15,066, 26, 3akhs, | S

The Project: was consldered acceptable subject to the FGllUUlng' 1

1) The concurrence of the State Agriculture Department to thﬂ
cropping pattern, crop water requ1rements and crop v1eld and
their price has to be furnished,

ii) The concurrence of the State Finance Department-'For taleQ
up the project has to be dommunlcated :
iii)The spilluway has to be designed to cater for an S PREs e
flow from 943 cumecs (33,000 cusecs) to 1133 cumecs (40, UDD

cusecs). -

iv) A minimum free-board of 3 m- may'be prou;ded for thc dam.-

v). The state Government should make provision for PGﬂStOCkS l”

©  the dam in order to develop hydro pouwer, making use of

tailrace waters of Sarbura power-house located upstraﬂm of: the :

dam, in Dnnsu1+a+1nn wuith the State Electrlclty Board. :

(ﬁctlon. CMD/Plannlng C@mm1351on}

23..Upper Sankh Reservoir Project \Blha“j - qulmated_bbst
Rse 918,94 lakhs,, :

.;;k.B/fw. ﬁ]
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Hie
——

cropping pattern, crop water requ1remunts, erop yi;
their price shoulqﬁe communicated by the State Gov
ii) Concurrence of the State Revenue Department . to thi

land acquired should be communigeted by the o ate GouaranfHQQFﬂ.
i1i)The concurrence of the Stste Finance Oepartment-for taking u
this Project should be- DOmmUﬂlcated by the btata COU”rnm

The concurrence of the State Ag . e nt tH tnc

=ld gnd
ornmcﬁt,,_"
g Tadta.

(Hct;on. CmC/Plannlng
S0

24: Vapiar RﬂserU01r Progect (Tamzl Nadu )

The Praject Wa s found acceptable suﬁjectrnnf__ i 

id The State Gouernment should explore the.p

' Estlmate'3 fﬂ ;

Ccmmlsé

incressing the CCA, as the yleld assumed undef the ﬂr039=”

considered low,

ii)Fell deteils of thE.DalCujatlpn OF - Hene?mt before {3:~~-
irrigation which have not been.furnisbed inithe Repc

be supplied by State Eovernmcnt, to the Central Ua art.

3

(HctlonF'PMP/Plannlng Comm1: f;fﬁ

25, Ichambadi hnlcut (Tamll Nadu)fr
The Project wad s consldered acceptable subjeet to”

Estlmated_sost

tion that the’ Full detalls_m upport of the Be Do
lTations regardlng bemefits be

Comm1581on.

re and . @fter lrrlf;ch]
be furnished by tmw@tate Gouernment to the Sentra - Wate

IUg £1000 CONTR UL

1, Hnt15r051on uorks on Left Bank af Rluer Ga ga;(Bl;t@

Estimated cost (5,489,72 lakhse: -~ o ol

Om@iééi_J

-The Progeot wa s cansldered acceptable.

e _::. 'i ' (HCtan. Plannlng Commlss_;'5
2, Revised estlmate of Dagbhenga Town. Prote;tf?i;

~ scheme, (Blhar)---Estlmated ------- cost fs, 34d1BB ----- lﬂkhﬁ.

v
L

Estlmated cast s, 2628 Uﬂ lakhs.

3, Revisad Estlmate of Buxar Koeluar Embamkment (B&ha?g.' h

These revised estlmates were cmn31uercd acceptable

( Actlan. Planﬂlng Lomm1351q
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List of Officers pressnt in the 17th Hesting of the sdvisory
Committee on Irriga@ation, Flood Control and {wliti-purposc:
Projects held at 3 P.M, cn 24th July, 1981 ip shram Shekti
Bhavan, New Delhi. '
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2. Shri N.K, Sharma, Member
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Shri N.L. Khanna, DY,

Plannlng Lommission, -
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Je LK. leshlt Dy .ddu1scr(lrrl.)
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PLANMING COMMISSION
(I & CAD DIVISICH)
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Subjects 18th Mecting of the Advisory Committes in Irrigation
Flood Control and Pulti-purpose Fraject held on
2371871 & 1¢12.871 in Shrem Shakti Bhaven, New Delhi,

LB

The Summery Record of the 18th Meesting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigafion, Flood Control and Multi-purpose
Frojects held on 23.7781 & 1.712.871 in Shram Shakti Bhduan,
Mew Delhi, is circulated herewith, :
V;;j}ﬂﬁ?%ﬁmmwmﬂm
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JOINT AODVISER(I& CAD)
MEMBER~SECRETARY

Te Shri C.C.Patel, Secretary, Ministry of Irrigaticn.
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4. Shri D,Shenkraguru Swemi, Adviser{Energy), Planning Commission

5. Shri K.S.SeMurthy, Adviser(I&CAD), Plenning Commission,

£. Joint Seccretary, Plen Finance Diuision, Ministry of Finance,

7+ Shri B.M,KsMattoo, Financial Adviser,flinistry of Irrigaticn.

8. Chairmen, Cantral Ground Woter Board, Ministry of Irrigation.

9, Jt, Secretory, Deptt, of Power, Mipistry of Energy.

10. Joint Secretsry, Deptt.e of Heavy Industry,

11s Joint Secretary, Department of Environment,

B{anning Commission Ciroulor No.16L28)/18/B1—~T&CAD deGeis109R2,
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e« ohri B.K.Rac, Addl. Secrctary.

2y Shri K.V.Rama Rao, Jt, Secretary(I)

3. Shri N.L.Shaenkaran, Jt, Secretary(uB)
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7+ Shri R,B.Shzh, Dy, Secretary.
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PLANNING COMMISSION
(I & CAD DIVISION)

LB I

Summséry Record of the 18th Meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigetion, Flood Control and Multi-
purpose Projects held on 23:11.81 and 1.12.81 in
Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

Nemes of the Bfficers present at the Meeting are given

in the enclosed Annexure.

The follouwing Projects were considered and the Committee's

Recommendations are as follows:=

I. MULTIPURPOSE PROJECTS
? lTe Subernarekha. Nultlgurpose PEOJpct (Blha:) - Estimated

Cost Rs. 48090 lakhs,

The Project wes discussed at léngth and.the-CDmmitteé
desirad-that the Project Report should be modified taking into
consideration the following observations:-~

i) Since the Project is in the pipeline for the Morld

Bank assistance, @ combined Project for both Blhapl
and Orissa, should be prepared and the sharing of cost
among the psrticipating Ststes should be agreed to
oy the States concerneds .
ii) The intensity of irrigation assumed in the Project’
J43s considered high and therefore, the possibilitthf
increasing the CCA should be explored. 78 ;

iii) The concurrence of the concerned Deptt/ﬂgencies for

industrial water supply should be obtained.

iv) The concurrence of the State Finance Degartmént for

teking up ‘the Project should be furnished.

v) ‘he concurrence of the Stste Agricultural Department -

0 the cropping pattern, crop water requirements,

crop yields end ceop retes hee to be furnished,
5 :
0-12/"'

: T
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vi}) The detas on the silt load in thec Subernarekha River should
oe gon< into and the design of the Dam be finalised in
corisultstion with the CWC on the bésis of up-to-date
data, ‘

vii) Other observstions made by the Central Weter Commission,
should also be taken intoc account in revising the

Project.

( Actions CW&C) -

2+ Shahpur_ Kasndi Barrcge and. Power Plant_Scheme, (Punjab ¢ s
estimated cost fs, 12430 lakhs.
In the CWC Note, it wes steted that the Shahpur Kendi Barrage
would be implemented. with the Thein Dem Project and this wes
necessary for the economical design of spilluay of Shahpur'Kandi

Barrage and also from possible silta ition consideration a8t .

Shehpur Kandi, if it wes implemented ecrlier thon Thein Dam,

The consideration of this Project was postponed as the Thein
Dam Project is yet to be approved by Planning Commission for

want of an Agreemcnt on sharing power benefits. therefrom.

. o o " (Action: CWC)
3. Rovised :

1cVise timate of Lakhuwesr Vyasi Progect(U P ) - estimate q@
Cost fs,

2?.42 lakhs matec

75

It wis observsd that the additioﬂal_irrigation'benefits
snviscged undsr the Project seemed to be on the high side
campercd to the live storsge and Gommitmahts_uf the run of the
river for existing uses. The Committee, thereforc, decided that
the Centrsl Weter Commission and the Water Management Division '
of the Ministry of Irrigetion should re-examine the irrigstion
bunofits, g

(Action:CkC/Li.M.Div, of M/o
Irrigation)

vesesd/=




T2,

Ils MAJOR IRRIGATION PROUJECT S

Ta Kepher Irricstion Projcct (U.P. ) ~ estimstod cost [5.3946,93

l@fb,;.ny

It wss obsurvad from the CWC Note thet the concurpgmeel from
the Stites of Biher & Medhys Prodesh to the submergence in
thoir territory wes yet to be received from thesc Stetes. The

Committee, thercfore, decided that the Project should be put up

F

et @ subsequent meecting after obteining the concurrence of
Madhya Pradesh and Bihar in this regsrds. The concurrence of the
Stite Financc Department may alsoc be obtained before reconsider=-
ation of the Projecct by the Committee. |

( Action: CWC )

T dehna Project(Mehareshtra) - estimated cost Rs,5320,66

P orE Lo wrans -\--.un-.-_m

F"E-:

LW
khs

f—tr—
FD o

The Projsct wes considered acceptable subject to the follouwihg

obscrvations:—

i) The frece boerd to be provided in the Dam should be at
lecast about 3metres.
ii) The Irrigction intensity should be reduced by exploring
the pos,lnlllty of extending the cznal command,
isi) Design flood should be rovicwed after prepering suitable
uhit-hydrogr:phs for the dam sitc on the besis of hourly
gaugss a8t the sita. _
iv) To adjudge the performaence of reservoir, working tebles
may bec prupafed for 35 years.,
v) Detriled soil survey of the commend may be cerried out
‘concurrently with the DIDJ ;ct constrasction.
vi) Under-dreinsge errengements shall be provided below
lining in conformity to CBIP technical rcport No,14 -
15 48588. ¢
vii) osuccific concurraonce from the Stcta Finance Deptt, for

veosd/-



modificd eost shell b obtuinud onpd roportod to the Contrel

Hitor Commission and Plenning Ceminission,

(Action: CwC/Planning Commission)

3¢ BRevisecd sstim: tod OF Berdikasrei Irrigotion Schome _ﬁﬁ)ﬁim):,
E;ﬁéﬂk;:ummﬁﬁﬁﬁh&a,jﬁ@?a@ﬁ,%ﬁkbé;,

The Project wos considored occeptable subjoet to the

following cbsorvationss-

i} The concurronce of the Stete Finance Department to the

raovisad estimetoc should be obteined and communicated,

ii)The =2pproval of the mgriculturel Department for the
crop yiclds end r«tes should be obtainod and communicated,

1ii) It should be vorificd whether commend ares required
protuction from floods ond if sc, suitabie provision

boe made sccordingly in the Project estimaﬁé.
(Action:CwWC/FPlapning Commission,;

4, Modcanisetion of Existing Chonnels in. Haqyand (Phose~1&11) ﬂ
- tstl tcd Eos*‘Phﬁce—i.%.7711 lukhs & PhusaﬂlT Rs.B8978 1aghe

Thc_PrDJuct wi s considerecd acceptable subject to the
cbservetion thrt the clearvpce of this Project should pot imply_
to give 9ny now proscriptive right to the Stete with regerd to

the woeter Utilisecd in both the systems.

(Hctlon. Cia C/Plannlng Commission)

Sikti, u\ﬂdrrggcrprugect(ﬁjox) (Blhur)mcstlmutcd cosh..
R 6603 lokhs,

The Committcz decided thet the Project should be vecast

S,

teking into considerction the following ObSOrUCtiQﬂ53“ !
i) Tho intensity of Kharif Irrigation sssumer in the Proiect
wxs high @nd shouldbe raduced to about AU maximu,
i1} Tho weter ocvoilebility under this Project should be
cxomined by Mmear(P&PL Pentr“l Liater Commisaion in
conitnetion with the upstreom storoges contempl.ted on
thy Ajoy Hivaor.

(Actian: CuC )
CveesS/=



Royded sstimrte of Sulauli Irriccotion Frajoct ~(Goc) =
Flatim tod Cost Ds, Tczv 04 1ukhe, :

r !

It wes ob. rfved tht o the Phviscd cstig ted cost of certoin
itrms of worke wire very high comparcd to the criginel sepetionnd
cetimrte, The Committuc, thercfore, decided thot Nembor{ﬁ&?)’
Control Wator Commissian should go into the itemwlise cstimzted
cost toking into consideration the Letesftendercd rotcs and
quantitios

(Action: CWC)
7. RLUlng cotimate of Potteru Irrige t}pn.P;pjp;ﬁﬁQriﬁﬁﬂ)vr‘
tlmJtLd _cost m. 5841 61 lﬂkha.

_The_Proguct wes consideorod acccpt:ble. Before according
accsptence of tho Schome, the Stete Govermmant should be
roguestad to intimate the decision teken by the Stetc Cabinct
reQdrding rovision of witer vetes which wes reported to be under
considorztion, | |
(Action: CLC/Planning Commission,
8. Rovised gstimate of the Phulysrs Regervoir Scheme(Biher) -~

géﬁémg-;f cost R, 2156 1okhs,.

The Committoce decided thoat the Project shoul@be recast toking

intc cccount the followingé-
i) The creca propoc“d tao be irrigoted scemed to be high and
should be looked into by Central dictoer Commission,
ii) The peddy orea shoulgbe rostricted to 2chieve the designe

rabi irrigaotion.

( Actions CLC )

LET: Meo UM IRRIGATION PROJEUTS:

1. Suringi_Roservoir. Scheme(Biher) -~ gstimoted cosk P 214,88

Taokhe. .

The Projoct was considercd cccepteble subject to the
folloulng obscryctions: - |
i) Iﬂtuﬂolty of irrigetion in tho rabi swoson should be
ipcrensed to obout 35% in good yea: of roinfall, _
6f Stote Agriculture Department to the

R A

ii)}The voncurronc:



Crog w t.r vr.oUir.m.nos oo €5 b furnishod.
iii} The concurr.ne =f th . 5t 4. Finoneo Jopirtnont for
toking up the Projoct B o5 tu by communicated,
iv) A minimum fr.oo=bo rd of O motros maoy by providod for
the dom, |
v) If the spilliw'y foundotion is loentod in good strote,
presont erropgement moy stond.  With propoer planning Snd
totter méenvooment, thiston be rostricted to 2 rersonable
limit, In thet cose the 8.Ceratio mey bocome slightly
Lossy but as tho projoct is situcted in & trincl oreco,
/even  this mey be 2llowed,/if therce is 8 chonce of the cost of

ctusl oonstruction oxcoeding tho presont cstimoied cost.

(Action: CuC/Plenning Commission)

2. Sukli Projeet{Rzjisethen)— cstimoted cost Rse 548,75 1-kivs,

The Projeet wis considurud @coopteble subjoct to the
followings=~
i} Tho concurromce of the Stete Finsnce Deportment for
tiking up the project heés to bo obtoined ond furnishod.
ii) The pend for ocgulisition of tha land wup to MWL moy beo
conpeldoered,
iii} Th. dosign.d spillwey capacity wos too lew and would

need B0 bo rocheckaed by Control LWcster Commission.

o . {Agtions Cwi/Plonmning Commission)
3¢ Ruvisid ﬁstlmuj‘ of Koil Lift Irrigction Schome (&K} =

R [P s e Rt N e A e R Tt IR R L

Ustimoted cost s, 556 lakhs,
Thu Project wis considerad @cewptoble subject to the follow-
ings-
i) Thz dutigs assumed in the Projzct ore low, Thoe command
ar.n shoulgbe Incmcascd 2nd the 1ift of woter be roeducced.
ii) The provision for ficld chonncls in the Projcet ostimats

should bo increocsod,

.

(Letionm: CWC/Plonning Commission;

t.r “ c‘?/q;'



4. Remrekhe Resvruoiy ProjectlBipsr)- egtinsbpd cost B.686 lokhs.
The conmitt oo dosided thet the Projoct should be rovised

tekins into fcomunt the foellowing cbserytisngs= _

i) If the concurronce sf the Modhys Pradogsh Lovernment to
vtilisc the weter from thesir cotchments connot be obtoined,
the yield from the catchments within the 8ihsr Tcrritory '
should only bc¢ cconsidered for working out the Uutor
uuullﬂblllty.

ii} The cencurrunce of the Stste ﬁgriculture Departmcnt-td

crop wotor requirement hos to be Fufnished;

iii) The censurrence of the 5tste Finance Department for

taking up the projoct hos to be communicated, :

iv) A minimum of freo~bosrd of 3 motre may be provided Fb?-i :

the dam, ) |

ﬁ Action: CWC )

R

5. Rcvised cstimots of strengthening of Sardasagar D Dam(U B )
:__ t mbt d east ,Avmﬁp, 4 lokihs,

The Project wes considerod acceptoble subject to the Gbser#
vation thet the Rescrvoir should be filled up graduaiiy over a
poried of 2~3 yvars kceping @ close wstch on tho effect of such

filling from yoer to year,

(Hctiunz CL}E/P-lanming :Eommissioﬁ_

6. deoverisn Medium Irrigotion Progemt(m harashtril ~ ostlmﬂted -
cost fs, 152, 65 1ukh5_ . : T e

" 7. Rui_Medium Irrigetion Projoct (Maharashtra) = sstimoted
COSE R, 178, T5 10 okhs.

These Projccts wore considored accoptablc. In rospoct of
Devarjan Projcet, the acceptence is subject to the obscrvation:
thot the B,C.Rotio shsuld be povieodlonsthe basis of roduced
CCA as the dutics assumed in the Projcect were cansidered high,
The revised Bo.CoRatio celeulations should be furnished by the
Stote Government to the Ceptrel dotor Commission and Planhiﬂg

Commission,
(Action: CWC/Plonning Commission)

9_.9.9.@/.,._ 5 :
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I'th¢ft Irrication Schome (J&K) ~
L CoBL e VJ B 1akhs,
-rh:B Committe: deci nd ‘tﬂé:.t th:r-; CI‘DEIJPJ..HQ r.‘-?;t"i':-.grn propo sed

under the Projuct should be exsmined by sn agronond st,

)

(‘“.r

( Action : Cl

o

9. Revised Estimsto of Rejpore Lift Irrigation Scheme(J8K) -

Since the revised cost is too high compared to the original
sanctioned cost, the Committee dscided that the revised estimate
should be ss8refully axamined by 2 Committee under the Central
Woter Commissicn. The eencurrencea of the Stote Finance Deptt,

should be ebteined and esommunicated.

{ Actiont CWC ) =

3%,

aEd

R
8083 Lakh:
Ths PIO]“Ct was considered acceptable subject to the
observation thot the 2red proposed to be irrigated which was
considered jurpge - should be reduced tc about 4,500 acres and the
ravised B.C.Retio workgput accordinuly. The revissd B.C,Ratio
saleuintions should be sent 40 the Centrsl bister Commission

and the Planning Commloleﬂo

y o ' (BCtiun: CMD/Planning Eammissioﬂ)

11. Kephergeon Tznk Irrigatiop Proje ( tadhya Prodesh) - ssti—
noted cost Rs, 522,27 lakha. :
The Project was considered scceptable subject to the obser—
votion that the Irrigation should be restricted bo only 8 menths
in the yesr end cropping pattern perticulerly sugercane &rea

should be modified accordingly.

(Actiop: Cun/Planning Commission)

O‘blg/;

on Project {Madhye Pradesh) -~ estimated

)]
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ot owee considersd 2eceptsble,

(fction: CYC/Flanning Commission)

13,

The Committec decided that the Project should be re-examined

taking into account the follouwing observaticnsi-

1} The Sharing of cost by Heauy Engineering Corporeticn for
industrisl water supply should be decided and consent of
HEC obteined. The relisbility for industrisl wster
supply should be takan as 95%,

ii}) The concurrence of the State ngiéulturé Oaspartment in
the crop wzter recuirements and the cropping pattern

has to be furnishad,

PRI, - s
iii) The concurrence of the State Finance Department for

toking up the oroject hes to be furnished,
iv } The froe—board shoulcd be incr=ased by one metre,

v} Cost cstimsta should be revised teking into account
the increasad storage to be provided for imdustrial

water supply.
( Actions CKC )

14, Ropgei Volley Irrigspion Proiect{Meahehzya)- sstimate
cost f5, 420,21 lakhs,

It wss ubsorved that the intensity of irrigeticn assumed in
the Project wes veory high, The Committee decided that a tsem
from the Centrsl Wwater Commission should visit the Project and

Give & Rooourt zfter examinina the adequscy of the foundation
investigations for the barrsge and the deteils of the commend

el ato,

( Actiaons CHC )

TN b'! @fw—-
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ke

Yot

*f‘\
-

(Bzhersshtra) ~ sstimstod cost

iﬁ.

= s . [ A
noBshemgiRojasthong, - sstinsted cost
i &
17, Vapznopuram irzigotion ProjestiKersis 5‘) Lstimeted cogt

" R, 3640 l?k

e
= umier el e e

Consideretion of theose Projects {Sl. 15,16 & 17) ues
postponed to the next meeting.

1v: FLBOD CONTROL:

1. Jamluk Drezinsqe Scheme in the Distt, of. fldnscore. (West
Bongel) —~ sstimated cost foa 848 lakhs,

The Project wss considered 2cceptable.

(Action; GFCC/Plonning Commission)



AENEXURE

List of Officors preseant @t the 18th nosting of the Advisory
Committee vn lrrigutiuvn, tluow Sontrol apd fulti-~purpose
projests fold in 0 oo Dhskitd Bhavsn on 23,11, 1981 and

1. 12.67%,

Lo 3wk

T« Shri C.€. Potel, Scoratary ve e Chairman
. Mimistry of Irrigation,
2. Shri K.S.5.Murthy, Adviscr{I&ChD}P,C.
30 Shri B-MoKlmattDU, Frlﬂi.
Minictry of Irrigetion.
4y  Shri K. Mahsshwari, Joint Adviser (I&CAD)...Member Secrutary
Planning Commission,

Also presont
MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION

1, Shri B.K,Rao, Addl, Sccretary,

2+ Shri K.V,Rama Rag, Jt, Secretary(l)

3, Shri H.L.Shankerzn, Jt, Secretary(GD)
i, Shri R.Ranpechzri, fMember (JRC) .

5, Shri R, 5. Soksens, Ji, Commissioner {whM)
6. Shri 5,K. Agg2rwala, Dy. Secratary,

7, Shri R,B8.5hah, Dy, Sucretary,

8, 5hri T.U.Joshi, Under~Secretory.

MINISTRY OF FINANCE(BLAN FINANCE DIVISION)
T4 Shri Krishna Kumar, Dy.Secretary,
CLNTRSL WATER COMMISSION
1, Shri Pritem Singh, Membor{D&R)
2. Shri G,M.Vaidya, Member(P&P)
%, Shri 5,N.Chattopadhyay, Chief Engineer(TE)
4, Shri FM.G. Sadanandam, Chief Fnginoeer (PRC)
5. Shri M.S.Rao, Oirecctor(TEI; . :
6’ Shl“‘i BoBoK’jrjagi’ Dirgctor{TEII)

T ja, Dy, ndviser
hit, Dy. /dviser

e

BoL ELECTRICITY AUTHORITY

Shri C.V.89rma, Dy;Director.



.M}SE IMMED I ATH

HLATNING COMMISSION
( I& Cap DIVISION)

3

Subject: 19th Meebing of the Advisory Commibttee in Irrigabion
Flood Control and Mult i-purpose Project held on
3.5.1982 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

B

The Summary Record of the 19bh Meeting of the Advisory
Committee od Irrigation, Flood Control gnd Mulbi~-purpose Project
feld on 3.3.1982 in ghram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi, is circulated

(N .X, DIKSHIT )
DERTY ADVISER(I&CAD)
For MEMFER ~ SECERT ARY

1, B8hri G0, Pabel, Scretary, Minlstry of Irrigstion.
R+ Shri R,Ghosh, Chairmgn, Centrgl Water Commisgion, Sswa Bhavan,
" R,E, Purgm, New Delhi,
3. Shri 8.N,'Ray, Chairman, Central Electricity Authority, Sewa
° Higvan, R,XK, Purom, New Delhi,
Shri D,.shankraguru Swami, Adviser{Energy), Flamning Commisgion,
Shri K.5,3, Murthy, Adviser(I&CAD), Planning Commisgion,
Joint Secretary, Flan Finance Division, Minigbry of Finance.
Shri B,MK, Mattoo, Financial Adviser, Ministry of Irriggtion.
Chalrman, Central Ground Water Board, Ministry of Irrigation,
. Joint Secrebary, Deptt, of Bwer, Ministry of Energy.
10 Joint Secrstary, Deptt. of Heavy Industry.
13, Joint Secretgry, Department of Environment,

T
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Plann ing Commisgion Gircular No,16(25) A9/82-14CAD dated 16,3,1982.

Copy Lo
M;Einistrv of lrrieation

1 Shri B.K, Reo, Addl. Secretary,
2. Shri PK. Acharya, Adviser.
« Shri Il Rangachari, Member(JEC)
» Shri S.K, pggorwala, Commissioner, Indus Wabter.
. Sari k.8, Saksena, Jt, Commissioner (i)
» Shri a.R,s, Murthy, Dy, Secretary.
» Shri P.C, Jain, Dy. Secretary.
» ShriT,D, Joshi, Under~Spcretary,

[0 e B o 5 0 o PN

Central Wober Commigsion

L. Shri Phitam Singh, Member(IR)

2. Shri G.M, Vaidys, Member(FReP)

8, Shri Gumcharan Singh, Member(Floods)

4, Shri SN, Chattopadhyay, Chief Engineer(TE)
5. Director TE(I)/(II)

6. Director(RFy piop,t.p(F 179 . | /
LI bl &/



Department of 'Enﬁronmgnthg_qh.noldgx Baavan), New Delhi,

1, Dr, Maudgil, Principal Scientific CPficer.
2. Shri Brij Kishore, Deputy S=cretary,

‘Gangag Flood Control Commission, Sinchal Bhavan, Patna(Bihar)

Shri N,Sanyal, Chairmen.

. Department of Iower

shri H,G, Kachhwaha, Direclt.or,

s

( ¥N.K., DIXSHIT )
| = IEFUTY ADVISHR(I&CAD)
a .. -for MEMBER - SHCRET ARY,
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Summary Record of the 19th Mg L;Jln nf the Advisory

1
Committee on Ivrigation, Tood el and Ixu_ltl»'-
purps se ¥ &OJG']\JC% Yeld on On i 1982 in Savam Shaktl
Bhavan, New Delhi.
bR

Nenos of the Dfficers presart at the Meeting are gives in the
€100 8e0 AN exul e,
gt the outset, Adviser(I&CAD), Plamning Commission mentioned that
in view of the congtraint of resources there are very 1ittl e possibili-
ties of taking up nev pro jects 1n 4 mimbér of Shtates, He, therefors,
s1ggested that the efforts of the. CWC may be‘ca'hcentrated on examinat ion
of unappm'\red‘on-—goin'g major and medium irrigation projects, a list of
mhilch prepa;‘:ed in Plarming Commi ssion was handed over o the Chief
._ Engi.n:,_.'*!'( TE), Gentral Water' Commlssion.
(Actlon- GIIG)
The fnlloxfir*g pro jects were congidered and the Committee's
recmmendations are as follows:~

I, MULTIPUERR OSI’:PHOJ TCLS:

1

", 1o Subernrekha Multipurpose Project(Orissa) - estimated cost
i 152221€7,70 lakhg .

Tb wag obsarveld from the 00 Note that the cdraring of cost of

TwiT Avkg onle GFils Pro ject vere worked out on a tentative basis

wich was yet to b2 mneirred in by the States of Bihar, Orissa and

Wash Bongel, Afber some discission, the Committee decided that Member

(Pl Caniodl il fb'l'mniséion hould cgll an inter—state meeting with

the reresaitaiives of ths xncerned States to disciss the allocation

of oot amsng .. verivag Shebes, as sl for the dlfferent uses of

water i4er, ivelcciioe, powsr, flood control, water supply and indnstridl

use. Rervrcpontnsives of the concerned Ministries of the Covernment

of Tri¥ s, as dlso of the I & CAD Divislon, Power and Baergy Division,



— 2 hd
Water Supply Divislon and Industry Division of the Planning Cormission

wuld be requested to participate in the masting.
The Representative of the Central Water Commission stated that the

Origga Government wanted the Centrs to bear the entire cost of flood

ontrol component of the Pro ject. Since flood control is a stete subject,

.'-th-eJ Committee decided that the Stabe Govearnment dhould bear the entire

st of flood control sls. UWith regard to the preparation of a report

on the CAD component under the Pro ject, it was agreed that this report
wuld be prepared within the next five years, as it will take some time
for creation of irrigation potential on this Project.

( AGtion: CWC)

Bagmati Irrigation and Flood Control Pmaec‘b(B:har) ~ estimab ed

o 2
: @ Bs. 1_85'?0 1akhc;.

t

It was obgserved that the concurrence of the State Finance Deptt.,

was yet to be received. It was stated by the CWC f_iepressntétive that

this concurrence has since been received by them, It was decided that

CUC would commnicate the same to Planning Commission,

( Action: CWC)
It was obgerved that Bagmati Irrigation Project estimated to oost

fse 578 lakhs and Bagmati Fiood Control Project estimated to oo st hse 654

lakhs were approved by * Plaming Cormiggion in 1970, After some discission,

the Pro 'Tect was consldered accraptabj_e sub)\_ct to the following observations:~-

1) The pro ject is planned for n-%4 more than 60 percent of the

wobsr avallable at r5 percent dependability, and that irrigation
Intensiting may be o fixed as to permit full use of ground wabter

avallable. Irrigation intengitv for gurface water may not be

more than 100 percent,
. ' . . ..5/-



11) ¥t ig stabed that duxing hios fAncd stages ¢ the river 50,000
Ccuagecs wouid flooe threuss oo atake point of Balwadiar,

.' coever, eflisr aowedl woEn S wig pId G ‘ for ome hime, it
wieht regqiive 2 somevhes parmanent platform to ensure thig,
This peint may be besbsd in a hydraulic model if noeded.
114} The fingl design of the barrege wlll be based on the model test
before exsartion is taken up.

iv) A the time of detailed design of gatas,provj‘;sion for auitable

free board nay be made.

VS- Thefi ..esalre rel ease valvas shdll be provided In the canals lining
as par relevant T1.3, Fpecifications.

vi) As the ground water level in the command area 1g very high,
‘suitable remedidl measures shall be taken by the State Government
in consilbation with the Centréi Ground Water Board, to wmxk

- rsii.'bi_g:t‘cﬁ:,f._. the po_ggib]?@ adver se efi’ect in pa'st-i"rfigfati'o'n eondition,

vii) The ground waber availsbility Lrthzn 'bi_ne oommand of the pro ject

- has %o be wrked out moTe résii sbi call}}.' 'Tﬁéreéi‘te:c, Tthip
num‘:;eﬂ.‘ cf Tabowdlsa reqﬁ:t'.z; Qd for (bnjullctiv'é us'é.may be.
defprrained r“‘"nng into aécount tho e zilready aﬁailélbl‘a in the
comimand erea a.’;c_i I‘c,lls’tlc provigion for the additiondl tvbe-
uglle mnds in J._clla agbimat s,

B ] A .
TV \ i = .FjE}_;.'b,. Sy

w11 have to be taken by the Government of

1A

Iedia dn conedtation vith EMG, Nepsl to prevent the avulsion
of Baprzil River Inte Moanawara river lest the project as
Pepared iy Loow ndared ineffechive.
L 3X) R coBrmabicrn hag to he obbtained from the Bihar State
Foogorleily Board thet the alectric power would be made

available Tor the projscht tubewalls snd furnished,

'094/"'"
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%) The provigion of tha twbewdls in the projoct will be aibjech to
the approval of the Sentral Ground Water Board,
( hotion: Plaming Commaission)
T, MAJOR IRRLGATION PROJGTS:

»

1, Second Reviged Bstilabe bf Kuttiadi Irrigation Project(Kerala)
Loleshimat ed. o0 e 2484 QES la}dl_,s,«

I4 was obsarved hat the c:oncuxl;m;'-ﬂ of the State Finance Department
to tﬁe Revlsed Es‘blma“bo Was st:ll avalted, It was decided that the CWC
.would obtain the conarrence of thg State Finance Department and
communi cate to Plaﬁiling Commi ssion,

| { fctions CWC)

The P:mjec‘l‘; vas céns?.der'ed acl,cept.able gibject to the obsarvation that
the éoﬁping pé,ttei'n-pro_:;osed under this Pro ject wuld be diversified on
the pattan of that prqpohse'd under Kallada Irrigation Pro ject in the
State, The Planning Commission woild process the acceptance of the
Sd}éﬂe after receipt of the ncirrence of the State Finance Depeartment
as mentioned above, |

| ( fctlon: Planning Commd gsion)

« Bapbar Irrigation Prodzct(U,r.) - estimabed ooab 35,8946.93 lakis.

i}

1t was obaerved that th RN

o3

t of the Dam was high compared to the
total watar vbilisa ion of 3. 1% HAF proposed under the Project, The
Comil*te ;, w tharefors, deeidad that the OW donld scrutinise cost of
the Dew wdth é vi oy j';o radics LG by sileding for minimum submergence

A TERT I AU ¥ Th o et 5 e e (e s * .
Tirten i oy j +. tho ey Sl OF fbtﬁte F]_I"I_ance 1a ol ao awaited.

( Action: CWC )

sea b/~
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3« Revised Betinmate of Salawli Irrigation Project{Goa) -
gstimab ed o0 5% ¥ 350,03 Lalhs,

The Revlised Egtimated cost was oondldered seceptable mbject to the

o.ﬁserva'bio.n that the Government of Coa, Damen and Diu chould set up 2
Seddl Commtiee of the varicus Departments including the Legal Department
of the Union Térxitory to determine the procedure for fi:dng the minimmn
oorqael‘lsatlon for mbm@‘ged aea inc.‘l.uding certain mines which seem to have
been Nlly e:qaloi'bad.

(Act:.on. Gm/Planning Com, saion)

'III: Mgm_um Img@ O B@JETE

1. Panzan Irrigation Project (Mehara:&rtra) -~ osbimated cost .

Ea

It wag 'ob.servfed-that the millway capadity provided under the Project
‘wag congldered very high, +The Projecf- was, howevei', ong der ed acceptabl e
gibject to the degign flood and q)illwéy capacity being réviéﬁed by the
Stat e Covernment, S S
(Ac‘bhm CWO/PLanning 'O_onm?.'ssion)

' & Paryan Lif% Irrigation Schema(ﬁajasthan) ~ ogtimated engh

The Project was wnsidered acceptable mibject to the observation thak

the location of the pumping station gould be revi éwed in congddtation
m’ch the Centrdl Water & Power Research Station, Pune in order %o
provide sli‘bablle protection wrks at the pumping dte,

| { Action: CWC/Planning Commi gsion}

3 Vamandpuram Irrigation Pro ject {Kersla) - estima'bed oo gt
Dsa_3840,00 1akhg,

Slnce.the concurrence of the Stabte Finance Department was yet to

be received, it was decided that the CWC would obtain the same from

N
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tho State Covernmen: and comurnd ecate o -.;1"ie 7L anning ’fbl‘?‘-"iﬁ-sf;ioﬂé
( nction: CHC )
Tho Projsct was emnsddor & cove,table sabieet o the following
ob gt gablomar-—
i} The Projecs fthoritics have .agt'e-ed to.review the dedlgn flood
by rational method bsfove taking up .’Gh'e detalled designs.
ii) The Project congtriuchtion piriod should be reduced from 8 yéars.
to 5 years in order to keep down thée cost of the Froject.
1ii) Ths prowosal for reéhabilitavion of the ou'stee.s may be formilabed
keéﬁﬁiﬂg :i.n view the c::nt ents 6f lette'r No. 27(91)/80-?8 dated°
., 5.]980 of the Mini ebry of Irrlgatlon. .
1) The concurr erce of the State Revenue Departmont to the rates for
acqui sitlon of Lland should Ta obtalned.

The Plann:n.ng Ebmmisa’ion wuld PO cess the Schene for acceptatlce

afber t"le mndlrrence of the Stcme Finance Depar‘cmenb ig cpmnum CF{tL

CHF.FCQ . »
A ?\o:. fon:- 1. ﬂ.nnlng &3mm5. sglon)
4. 3_‘.‘1_{13 ,II‘:.'IL Q,@,E_l_ggj’za 3 pgt l ]a} ak) - g5§1m gd gt ﬁ;,j 2,75 1akh s,

The Pro ‘1er-t WA s c:'ma r't?;red acccptabl-e.

o RS ﬂf‘tlon' CW‘/Planr\lng Gomnlsslon)

5, Pm-;—'-[ nefl FTehimats o f m,:r- Ba;‘"ap\, (Pf'm_nur') - estlmted co st
.nr .-.5{:»«_— 1#».‘..1-&5« VAUV, A

Sinco it conarr enee »F the Shate Finz'ance Depariment was still

to be obtained, it was decidel “hat ths 00 wuld obtain and communicate
. . '_"‘ﬂ'
o ogorie Bo thie P oanrdag e gt

{ Action: CWC )

ot.-’?/"'
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The Project was considered acceptable, The Flanning Conmi ssion
would process this Scheme for acceptence, after receipt of the concurrence
of the State Finance Depar tment,
{Action: Planning Corurl ssion)

B, Unaria Irrigsifion Prodject(Guiarat) z estimabed ool 3s.282.319 lakhs,

It was observed that the water allowance provided for crops sich as
grmy cobion .and vegetables was oonsidered very high. Since the Pro ject
berefits backyard and drought prone area, the Committee felt that the
paddy ared proposed under 'tl}e Pro ject should be reduced end the area under
the &y crops should be increased correspondingly, After modification of
the pro ject on the above lines, it would be put up again for conglderation
of the Committee.

| ( Action: CWC.-)

[} 7, Barni Trrigation Pro3ect(Rﬁjasthan) - cstimated cost
‘ a Rsa 5?5. 38 lakhsg,

&

8, Lhagi Irm.gatlon Project: (Rajasthan) - estlkzated c051:
Ry 544,86 1akhg, ;

Since the ‘concurrence of the State Finance -Dq:,artment, had not been
recelved, it was decided that the CWC would obtain this from the Stabe

Government and comminicate to the Planning Comrt sgion,

( Action: CWUC)
Thige projects were oonsgldared acceptables The Plamning Commi sgion
would process the acceptance of the Schemes after receipt of the

wnerrgnce of. tha. Stab e Finance Depeartment,

(Action: Planning Commi ssion)

S helw:rapmi; Resergoir Scheme (Tamil Nadn) - estimat ed
; ‘D-ﬂ“ ﬁ.\‘;ﬂ..._d.__ 5 dj‘ 1}“"‘ .

The Project wis conslidered acceptable,

( Actions C'.JC/PIL anning Cormi ssion)

000'8/—
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10, fpjgaibinath Pump Cand Scheme{Bihar) - estinmated oot
Rl 880 1okha,

Since tho cndirratce of the Shate Flnahce Department had not been

Teceived, v g decided that the UG would obtain the seme from the State

Government and cowmuni cat e to Plamdng Cormigsion.

( hebion: CWC)
The T ru.“f‘m was sadderad acemmbtaile mibiect to the following
obgervatloiig: -~
1) &nco the opwation o sh propesed under the Project yas - higher
then ths wat o rates presently charged, the State Government shoul.q
review.the water rat @Sﬁfo_xk- jj'-eali ging 4r.,he operation cost in full,
ii) The cropping patt ern. as’ T‘lnallsed 'by the Water Mgnagement Division
el be | “_-..c?if._t_h.e Mini-gbry of Trri gat.f.pn has to ba striétly eﬁifor ced o
| ~achleve the de;ﬁ.red benefits., . The cneurrence of the State
. Jgriadtire Depe&:’;me:lt to the cropping pattern and crop wabter
require'meht s}mu]..d be furnised,. |
e iii) The deglgn of the cand’ .q_:act:'r._o?.if: A1l be done on the ‘b_asis of
the regilts of the tridl pis deba,

{ fetions CW/Planning Colmuission)

TV: JLOOD COHTROL PROJICLS

“da Oonstn, of 1Ujina Diversion Drain & Remoddlling Ujina Drainags
Siaztm@arvmq) - natinahed eost In B167.00 lalhs,

. _20 Constn., of Baria Sansartola Bund (U.P) ~ estimat =g oost
' M. 991,65 1akhe, :

Thezs I‘Diec‘ts wer o congldared acceptabl a.

{ Action: GFCC/CWC/Tlanning Commi ssion)
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fnngxure

List of Officesrs present at the 19th meeting of the
Advisory Comniitee on Irrigastion, Flood Control and
Multipurpose projects held in Shram Shakti Bhaven on

3.3019 82 L]

1. Shri G.C.Patel, Secretary, ves Chairman
Ministry of Irrigstio,

84 Shri K.S.SMurthy, Adviser(1&CaD), PC.

3. Shri B M.k dattoo, F, 4, Ministry of Irrgn.
Shri K M #Meheshward, Jt.Adviser(I&C4D), PC...Member-Secy .

4.,

Also present
MINISIRY OF IRRIGATION

Shri BJX.Ren, Addl. Secretary.

2. Shri P X.Acharya, &dviser..
3. Ghri li.Rengachari, Member(JRC)
4, Shri S .Aggarwala, Commission:r, Indus Water.

5. Shri R.S.Saksena, Jt.Commissianer(Wi)

6 . Sbrl P.C.J.ain, Dy.SQGretary‘
7. Shri A.R.S.Murthy, Dy.Secretary,

l-

CENTRAL WATLR COunIsSI(H

- 1, Shri Pritam Singh, Member(D&R)
2. Sri GM JVzidya, Member(P&P)
3. Sari 3.4 cCnattopadhysy, Chief ingineer(TE)
4, Sri B.BKarjagi, Director{T®,II)
5. Shri V.G.Granekar, Divector(F.C.D.II)

1+ Shri k,.C.&Kachhweéh@,, Director.

PLAWING OOMMI 5L N
1. Shri N Dikehit, Dy.Adviser
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MOST, IEDITE

LANNING COMMISSION
{ I & CAD DIVISION)

MG MR

Subjects 20th Meeting of the ndvuisory Committes On Irrigetion
Flood Control and Multi-purpese Project hesld on
10.5,1982 in Shrem Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi.

B RS

The Summary Record of the 20th Meeting of the fduisory
Committee on Irrigation, Fleod Copntrol and Multi~purpose
Projects held on 10,5,1982 in Shrem Shakti 8havan, New Delhi,
id circulated herewith, .

i‘{,‘..? ...1'% ‘|'-.”_ T E g e

-~ (K. MAHESHEART)

' JOINT AOVISER(I&CHD)
MEMBER~SECRETARY

1. Sh. t.,C, Patel, Sscretary, Ministry of Irrigation.
2. Sh, R,Ghosh, Chsirmzn, Centrol Water Commission, Sews Bhavan,
ReKsPuram, New Delhi.
3, Shri 5.M.Ray, Cheirman, Central tlectricity Authority,
Sewd Bhavaon, R.K.Puram, New Delhi,
4, Sh. D,Shankraguru Swami, Adviser{fpergy), Planping Commission,
5. Shri . K.S.S.Murthy, Adviser{I&CAD), RFlonning Commissicn.
6. Joint Sscretary, Plan Finance Divisian, Ministry of finance,
7. Shri BaM.K.Mattoo, Finsncisl Adviser, Ministry of Irrigation,
8, Chairman, Ceptrzl Ground Water Board, Ministry of Irrigetien.
"9, Jdoint Secretary, Deptt, of Pouer, Minlstry of Enercy.
10.Joint Secretary, Daptt, of Heavy Industry,
11. Joint Secretary, Oegpartment of Environment,

T A T T e was A roir Es e MT3

Planning Commission CATcULar No,16(256)/20/82=1aCA0 dt,24.5,82,
Copy, togz
Uinistry of Irrigeticn

1. Sh. B.K.Rag, dddl, Secrstary.,

2« <Sh. P.K. Acharya, Adviser.

3., Sh. R.Rangachari, Member (JRC)

4, 5h, S,K.hgoerwsls, Commissioner, lpdus Water,
5, Sh. R.S. Ssksens, Jt, Commissioner (M)

6.  She &.R.S.Murthy, Dy.Secretary,

7. Sh. PsC.3Jain, Dy, Secretary,

8., Sh. T.D, Joshi, Under-Secrestary.

vaea /=
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«oKePuram, New Delhi,

4..._1_ e

Ceptral Water Commission,. Sewe Bhavan,,

1« * Shri“Pritam Singh, Member (D&R ).
2. - Shy G.M. Vaidya, ﬂmmbﬂr(P&P)

e, . : Member(Floads)
4« Sh, 8, N.Lhattopadhyay Chief Englneer(TE)
54 .., Director TE(I)/(II)

6, Director(P&P)/Director(FC II)

Deportment of. Envi ment: . Bikanor. HDUJO Js Neu Delhis

ST T - n rs s :-nr!:h

1. Dr. Maudgil, Prlnclpal Sclentlflc DFFlcer.
2. Sh., Brij Kishore, Deputy Secretary,

Gangs, Flood Control Commission,. Sinchsi_ Bhavan,. Patna(Bihar) .-
Shri N.Sepyel,. Chairman. .

qudrtmcnt of Pouer

Shri H.C. Kachhwaha Director.

Yo :
K ,,,,, 1r "

( K.M.Naheshuari)
Joint Adviser(I&CADO
Member—-Secretary.,



PLAMNHING LOMAISSICH
( I & CiD DIVISION)

T ST

Summary fiecord of the 20th megting of the rndvisory
Commithee on Irrigation, Flood Lontrol and Pulti-
purpose. Prajects held on 10 5 1982 in Shram Shakti
Bhavan, New Delhi, :

Names of the Dfficers prcsent at the meeting are given
in thb ‘onclosed Bnexure.
i :

2, 7 Thz note on the revised estimate for Upper Krishnps
Projoct Stage~ I of Kacnataska, prepsred by the Central Weter
Codmmigsien formed the basis of discussion, Un 2an enguiry made

by the Chairmén of the Committee. regarding committed use of
Krishna waters by Kernataka Stete, Shri G.M. Vaidyas, Member

(PuP/, Cl informed thet sccording to the lhward of Lhe Krishna
Yater Tribunsl, the share of Kernataka is 700 TMC {exclusive
af rrgcneratlon) and the total wster utilisztion:committed
on the irrigation projscts sapctioned so far_lnﬁludlno uater
utilisation of119 TMC for Upper Krishna Project Stage - I would

be about 604 TMEL, This included the minor irrigstion use up
to date, Shri Vaidya, further informed thet these will be
fFurther cushion in the Karnatake shere of Krishns weters sven
after sé@nctioning of Stage ~ LI of the Projects

The Chairmen dosired that whersver water allogationshave
been awarded by the Tribunsls the CUC should prepare & HNote
on the Weter account invarisebly along with the Note for the
Advisery Uommittes so thet a view could be tsken by the
Committee about the implicstion of sanctioning the Project
" und=r sonsideration, .

evse Liictions CwL)

3. The Representatives of the CWC further menticned that
the Government of Kernateks have prepared & Master Plan for
utilising the entire share of Krishne waters snd have listsd
the Projects to be taken up along with the wotar utilisastion
proposed under esch of the projects, The Chairman desired that
the list of proposed projects under the Master Plan should
be carefully scrutiniscd by the CuC in order to verify the
schemes proposed to be dropped by the State Government to
dccommodate the weter utiliscetion under Upper Krishna Project
Stegs =~ II, CLEC is also required to check the details of
committed uses which were submitted by them to the Krishnzs
River Oisputes Tribungl a2and exemine wheiker the committed
Uses a2s per present list tallies with the carlier detoils,

(Agtion CuC)

t*--2/"‘
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4a The CUWC notez mentions that the Stage - I project uas
garlier clesred by the Planning Commission for sn estimated
cost of &, 283.65 crores, The following maih works uwere

- approved under this echeme:

i) Naruyanpur dom to lto Ultlmmtc height corregpondlﬂg

to an FRL of 492»25m\(r613')
) MNarayanppur L.BsC. 78Km. long & distribution system
to irrigate annually an erea of 4,41 Lakh ha.

- iii) Almatti dam for en FRL of 512,20 m { 1680')
_ with provisien for instelling crest gatés 12.2 m (40 )
high over the spillway crest level of 500 m (1640')

hlmatti L.B.C. 50 Km long & dlstrlbutlon_systam
to irrigste annually an ‘arga af 0.17 lakh ha g

It was observed by the Committee that the details: of
cosgt of additicnal works to be taksen upto. elevatisn 500+im
{(1640') may be got from the Stete Government. The proposal
now received from the CUC is to.build the Almatti dam upto
2n elsvation of 500 m (1640') in full width so@s to -
convey the cancurrence of Government of India teo the World
Bank, @&fter discussion, the Committee recommended that. the

clzarance aof the Goumrnmcnt of. India . for raising Almatti Dam
in full width up to elevetien 500 m (1640') may be accorded
suajrct to the obgservation that the revised estimaie be

CUC may plecase put up the whole case of reuised estimstes
of Upper Krishna State - I Project to the Hdulserg Commlttee

. far its cans 1deratlmn.r

(aation: CUC/Plenning Commission)

fsubmlttea by the State Lovermment urgently to CWC and thereéfter,"f“"“
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AN EFIRE

Ligh of Bfficers presnt in the 2Cth peeting of the Advisoxy
Committee on Igrigation, Flood Contral and Multi-parpogs
Projects held st 3,00 Pd. on 10th May, 1982 in Shran Shakti
Bhavan, New D:1ht, )

1a
2

3

4,

S

Shri C,C.Patel, Secretary, Minigtry of Irrigetian ,.Chaiman
Sori R,Ghosn, Chaiman, GWG.

Shri K.S$.5Murthy, :—Lrlv:_serCIaG:;Dl} Planning
Commi gelm.,

Guri B X jiattoo, F.4., Winigbry of Irrigation,

Shri K ¥ Maweshvari, Jb.4dviser(1604D) ,
Plaoning Commisgion. snuesdiemben-52Cy o

Alge pre g

Minighoy of T- gebicn

1. Sl B X, Bao, .ﬁdditimal Secretary.
2. Snri R,BaSheh, Dy.Secrebary.
3. _ﬂ?.ri A»H.S&’iurt«h}’, w:secm‘tan"'ﬁ

Gg}trgi Hater Connd asio

» Shri GM . Valdya, Member(PuP)
2 Shri M.S.Ruo, mmtor (TE-L)
3. Shrl B B.Ke.rdag!., Brector(TE-I1})

4. Shri S.Venkata Rao, Dy.Director,

5, Shri B.{.Bableni, ly.Director,
6. dhri B.B. Ua_'ts, Hsr Bi.rector.

Plansing Gamissia

14 Sari N.KeDikshit, Dy.Adviser(I&CaD)
2., Sri B,Vmkata Rao, Research Officer.
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Most Immediate

=

Planning Commission
1&CAY Divisicon)

e

Subjects Special Meeting of the Advisory Committee in Irrigation
Flecod Control and Multipurpose Preject to consider
Subexriiarekha Multipurpose Project held on 30.6,1982
in Si.am Shakti Bhaven, New Delhi, :

+

5038

The Summary Recofd of the Special Meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Mu.ti-purpose Project
uo consider Sube.narekha Multipurpose Project held on 30.6,1982

in Shram Shakti Shavan, New Delhi, is circuloted herewith,

%

K e

( KeMeMahes 1ydrl)
Joint Hduisertl&ﬂﬁa)
 Member=5ecretary

1+ Sh, C.Ce Patel, Secyes Ministry of Irrigaticn.
24 /. " a:r Chairman, Central Wdater Commissinn, Sewa Bhavan,
ReKs Puram. New Delhi,
3, She SeNy KEuyy, Chairman, Central Electricity Authority, Sewa
. Bhaven, Re&. Buram, New Delhi,
4, Sh. DesShankvazguru, Suaml, Rdu1ser(Energy) Planning Commission,
5, Sh,KeSeSs Mur-ny, Aduiser(I&CAD), Planning Commission,
"6, Jt. Secretary, Plan Finance Division, Ministry of Finance.
-Te She BeMeKoMattoo, Financial Adviser, Minisiry of Irrigations
8+ ‘Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Ministry of Irrigation,
‘"9, Jt, Secy. Depits of Pouwsr, Ministry of Enerqy.'
10, Jt. Secy. Deutt, of Environment,

Eam e omms omee Gl e e e ‘. \ Ema e ——

B, . 7UT0s et T6(25)7 ;782 TIECRY™T T T T T T T, 9827

Ministry of Irrigation, S.S. Bhavan, New Celhi

g ; Addl. Secy.

2. Sh, P«K. . charya, Adviser

2, Sh, R.S. Seksena, Jt., Commissioner (M) -
4o Bhy AeRoE, M1rthy, Oy. Secye.

« 5e BH, Pales 3% a; Dy, Secy, ' ' b

6. _5!'}. F‘!-aBo Ef -"l’ Dy. SBCYn
7. Sh. Ka«lL. Ma=holk, Under Secye.
B8, Sh. V.S. Dinler, Dy. Commissioner, CAD & M

...2/&
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Central Woter Commission . .oSYs.

1« Sh, Pritan Jingh, Member . {(0&R}

2y Momber (PEP.7 Momher (FC) _ :

3. GSh. S.H. LUk atopadpnyay, Thief Engineer(TE)
4, 5Sh, B.B. Kariegi, Diractor{TE)

%e She MeSe Rac, Dircctor (TE)

G. She B4Dw Vat., Dy, Director(TE)

7. 5Sh. S.Y. Reo, Dy, Director(TE)

8. Dirautor(P&Pj

Dr, 5, Meudgal, Director
ohe Brij Kishore, Dy, Seccy,

A

Shs Ha\':e Kachhuaha’ DireCtDI‘.

Ministry. of Finance

Sh, V.S%rinivasan, Jt, ODiraector.

Pinistry of Hesyvw Industry

e na e,

She TeC. Bhat:ia, Under Secy.

. h@‘f}“”{_.

2 Bhavan, ReKePuram, N, Delhi.

- ( Kc.m.maheshuari )—
Joint Aduiser(I&CAD )
Member=S5ecretary



. PLANNING COMMISSION
(IRRIGATICN & CAD DIVISION )

Subject: Summary Record of the Special meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose
projects to consider Subrenarekha Multipurpcse
Project, he’d on 30th June, 1982.

® e 0@ @

R special meeting of the Advisory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control "and Mulitipurpose Projects was held on 30th June,
1982 in the Ministry of Irrigation under the Chairmanship of
Secrstary, Ministry of Irrigotion to consider the Subernarekha’
INUlLlJLlDB&e Project, !

24 A list-af officers uho attended the meeting is given in the

Annexure,
3. - The Central #ater Commission had earller put vp the notes
for this project in respect ‘of Biher and Orissa portions. The

Bihar project vas carlier considered by the Aduisory Coﬁm1ttpe in
its 18th meeting o 23.111581 and 1.12.1981 ithile the Drissa project
was considered by %the Committee on 3rd March, 1982 uwherein the
ICummittee made the fcllowing observations:?

", .eMémber (P&P}, Central Water Commission should call an
inter-ctate meeting with the representatives of the concerned
States to discuss .. the allocation of cost zmong the various
States, as also.for the different usss of weher, i.e. irrigastion,

- power, flond control, water. supply and industrial use. Re=
presentatives ¢ the concerned Ministries of the Government
of India, as aiso of the I & CAD Division, Pouwer and Energy
Division, Water Supply Divicion and Industry Division of the-

--Planning Commission would be requested to participate in the
meeting.

The representative of the Central Water Commission stated that
~the Orissa Government wanted the Centre to bear the entire cost
of flood aJntroLéls a state subject, the Commitiee decided that
~TCOmpO= the State Gov .rnment should bear the entire cost of. flood control
nent ofalso, With regard to the preparstion of a report on the CAD
the component under the Projecty; it was agreed that this report would
e preparec w:bin the next five years, as it will take some
Pro=  time_for -creaticn of irrigotion potential on this project.”
Jagls, - ; ; o
S5ince . x . .oe2/":'
Flecod control '



In complaince, L&C prﬂpﬂle# a supplementary note on the tuo
projocts for consideration of the Committee. The Biher and Brisss
projocts togsther u*th this oUEthmPn ary note uere discussed in
the moeting on 30, :,1982 :

do Shri K.S¢3e siurthy, Adviser, Irrigaticn and CAD, Plsnning
Commiscion stated thet the Commitltee may like to csns;d1' G0e
implemsntation of m jor projscts in phases so that the project is
comzletsd in a planned way for =2ach phase within a specified time,
Shri Murthy further mentioned that such an approash would result

in eveiding to a grest sxient, the time and cost vversrun of major
irrination projeets, The Bhairman mentioned that it may be diffigult
to implement vne phase and then teke up other phases as tho necessity
of the escond and stlsequent phases may arise even uiien. the earlier
phase 1s in progress to some axtent, The Chairmen was further of the
view that implemsntation in phases may not avoid &ime and cost over=
run of major irrigatinn projects. The Chairman ezgphat=d that the
bettz=r arrangement uwould be to process for cost escalation. Ths
Ministry have suggested this approach to the Flannirg Commission so

thet sufficiest funds are provided for the project i1ill be knoun erm

the very beginning, uwhich would take cere of the escalation factorg
funds would naturnlly hove to be provided since the incepticn of

the project and {.erefore time and cost over—run casces could be
minimiscd. This guestion nesds furthar examination and discussions.

Se About the Subsernsrekha projecty Shri GeMs Vaidya, Member{P&P),
EWC, mentioned that there are tuwo issues regarding this project:

a) intensity of irrigetion assumed in the Bihar prajcct was
163 per cent which is high, and

b} the sharing of cost bestween the participating States of the
‘copmon works

Ea - ffter some diecussion, the Committee agreer to the proposal
of Bihar Goverpment for the proposed irrigatiop intensity,.

7.  There was mme discussion on the sharing of cost of Bihar
portion of the project as given by CWC in their notes The proposed
break up of the cost for Bihar project as given by CHC is quoted
below:

Supernzrekha (Bihar)
(s, Crores)
Water Irrigetion  Flood lotal
sunply : contrgol
Biher 72,11 306,37 - 378,48
trissa - 66,90 30,67 97, 57
West Bentsl - 2,22 2,63 4485
Total: 72,40 575049 . 33,30 480,50

YA
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Ba fiftor discussion, the Comniftpn recommended thé Follouiﬁg;

Irrigatios & Planning Ccmn¢s¢1oﬂ

bo

inter-State =zngle after examlnmnn ‘the relevant issuss, = )

o,

ey

- 3 4

il} cost of flood.control shall be berne by che concerned-
State Governments from their funds°-(ﬁctlon CuC m;nlstvy Gf "

; .

The cmpltoi cost af the thﬁr progect far uater aupply

Cbenefits shill be csharged to irrigetion-snd a suitable rate for. o

the supply ¢ water to industry, drinklng Faullltlesg'oto,
shall be charged by the projsct authorities as approved by

the State Usvzrnments. The resised BC ratioshall he’ ucrked

put by CmC oﬁ this ba51s amddlntlmaucd to Plannlng CbmmlSSlUﬂc_

\

'( ﬁctlon CMC )

The detailsx CF area llkoly Lo be beneflted from the flood
control damage :
narekha and the BC rat;o for flood control sh ll be uarked
out by CUWC and intimeated to Plannlng Commissione: it was
montioned: in the meeting that a CDmmlttFG under SHri’.
Tripathi, the them Member, CHC, had gone inte the flood contrml
2spocts Uf Subernarekha., and the data ayailabls in thig- .._“-"“
Committee's rsport may be utlllsed by DJE‘ ulbh suitable -
Updut;ﬂg of tho datu._',_ _ > o PRI SO

The Msst Beﬂgal Gaveanwnt has not yat concurred ulth thm."i;dmj@@

~ proposed shsve cost of the comman- iiorks to be charged to

thone The CC supplementary nhote menticfie that the represen« '
tative of Goo fetrment of Bihar statedsin & meetipg with CEL oy
that® in case the Government of West Sengal do not meet thel
shore cost, the Governmsnt of Bihar- uowkd mebt initlaily £ I T
share and thn_JOUGrnmant of lWest ‘Berngal Gtould bs free at any B
time to pay thelr shere-and get ths bepefitse® Eoples of the
urltten undertsking to this effecﬁ by the Bihar Govarnment

may be sent by CWC ‘to.the. eristry of Irrlgatwon and Plann-
Commissicne. Simultsneously, coples of the undertaking givel
hy the Crisse Government to bedr. the proposwd share of caet
as mentioned above may be submitted by LMC tor Hinms%ry af -
Txrl“”tlDﬂ and Planning COmmlSSlono A

Miristry of Irrlqatlon shall issue -their clearanca'fféﬁf”mmT

(Hctlon. E&C/Mlnlstry of Irrlgationl ;:.- _'

/s




l t Tl ﬂ. A
! _ by 80091110 cor:urrencs of the Finance Departments of Blhﬁr,
! ‘Orissa and kst Bengol be obteined by CWC and communicated

| : to Planning vommission in respect of concurcance to hear
; the cost of Jubprnarrkha DIOIGCL Eﬂt1rELy From the State
[ funda of all esciore _ - .

aa

( Action s cCuc) . )

Ge Clearance of the project from envircmmental angle is
awaited from the Dapartm1nu of Environment. -

(&ctidn: BuC/Department'of'Enqironment)'

f Ts CWC has made. ce;taln DhSC”U“tlDﬂS on tho projects For Blh_r-f”
| and Orisss.  Subject to these cbservations and after L

j complisnz: .of all lentS as mentioned shove hy the

5 concerned Zentral organisations, the acceptance of the-

g projoci shall be taken up in the Planning Commigsiane

f {Action: Planning Commissiony -~ =

i

E .

I F
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Ligt of Officers presecnt st the Special mesting of the

Advisory Zommittee on Irrigation, Flood Control and
Multipurpocs projects held in Shram Shakti Bhavan on
20.6,1582,

LB B )

Te Shri C.Cs Patel, Sscretary .o Chairman
2+ HMinistry of Irr;natlan _

2. Shri K.S,5. Murt y,_ﬁdulse_fT&uﬁD) PoC.

3e  Shri BaM:K. Matkﬂo, FoBo, Ministry of T;ragat;on.

4s - 5Shri Ke.f.Maheshrsri, Jt,. ndu1rer{IaCﬂD) BC +ee - FMember-Secretary

fleo pressnt

LEEPpEn

1a Shri P«Co Jain, Dy, Secratary,
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LI
Summary Record of the 21st mezsting of the
fdvisory EBommittee on Irrigotion, Fleood

Control and Multipurpose Projects hslid on
8,7,19082 in Shram Shakti Bhaven, New Delhi,

LI I

Names of the officers present at the mesting are
given iIn the enclosad Annexure,

- . : : . e t,.
fhe following Projects were considered and the Commitiee’ ¢
recommendations are as followsi=-

I Major Irrigation Projscis
' i) Chimopi Irrication Proiect{Kersla) - Estimated
Logk B 2343 lakbsa

It uas observed that the project may be put up to the
Advisory Committec after examining the present irrigation
system, the availability of funds for this project and after
satisfying thet the benefits projected can really accrue by =
field visit to the project by the representstives of the
Central Weter Commissicon and whether the excess water can be
utilised in the upper sress. CWC obscrvaitions arc to bo
complied with d4nd cnvironmental clearence obtained,

( Bection: CWC )
.; 2) Tilaivz Dhadhor Diversion Project (Bihar) -
: Fetimated cosh P, 4674 lakhss
It was decided that the project may be put up te the

Advisory Committee after complying/examining the follouing
aspoctsi=

a) The concurrence of the West Bengal Gouvt,

b) Approval of DVC for allocation of cost.

¢) Availability of more water from the Dhadhar river.
d) Geological repcrt on the proposed tunnel,

g) The rate of silting, the future life of the reserveir
and requirement of catchment protccticn works.

f) CWC observations.

\_;Q;iéﬁ ( Action 3 Cuc)
3. Aurenga Reserveir Projsct { Bihar ) =
Estimated cost B, 12540 lakhs,.

It was decided thot the projott may be put up to the
hdvisory Committes efter complying with the follouing obsor-
yariongi=-

a) Possibility of power generatién hetween Nerth~Koel
and Mohammad Ganj barrage.

cauo?/""
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b) Provision of chutn spillway will invslus the
prcblom of retiouroseion ard the main rlver gorge
will. - hzve to be filled in one soason for a heicht
6f 5&.B7 metres (189 feat) U¢fh consaquent corns
taints and highasr cost during construction, Thﬁ
alternative of providing 2 masonry 0p11lusy on the
main dam slong with drill hele details may be
examined,

e, Thn construction gssqguence apd floed diversion
progranmme has to be discussed with the State
officers. _

d) The Central Uater Commission should send the
clearance from the Department of Environmaernd.
for this project.

a) A chester on the rehsbilitation details should
form a part of the project report,

£) The alignment of the canal in the head reaches
and the technical construction details involved

- have to be discussed with the State officers,

iy §) CWC observations..

¢ ! .
| C%}// . | ( fctions CUC)
” IR b _1gupr Tirna Projsct. (Maha;ashtra)
P Eztimato d cost Ps, 31’65 lokhs,

It was ohserverd that tha hot weather losses would
bD merea apd, thereforcs carry—oUer storage was not desirablo,
ctencration flow may neot alss materislise. Therofore, tho
Droject wos considered acceptable subject to raducing the
height of the dam by one metre and subjcct to the compllance
of the follouwing recommendctions of the Central Wate
Commiasionsw-

a) Design flood of 10, 700 mg/sec. is accepted on an
ad~hoc basis subject to verficstion at design stege
after collecting more reliable and accurate infor~
mation on river discharqge.

b) A report en Cocmmand firege Development will be prepéarad
and furwarded to CuWC,

c) Observations, if any, of the Dopertment of
opnvironmont from an environment 2ngle will be takan
into account.

d) Dther cbservations of CWC will be atiended to during
the stage of detailed designs and implementation of
the Project,

(fcticn: C&C/Planning Commission)

5. Jospur . Rescruoig Prdiegtﬂﬁgryanq"l_w
tSLlﬂﬂth cast - 25941 lakhs,

h—lo S S RS LR Sl -t
It was decided that the project may be p put up to the
rdvisary Committee agoin ofter exsmining and complying with
the follicwing aspechss=

2) The nominel discharge to be relessesd downstream

oaooooS/""ﬂ
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of the barrage for use in the portian of tho rivee
through Punjaeh ;urritory shall be 5 cusccs,

b} uround uater use hae boon contempliated in the ﬂ:LW:Ctn
Therafure, the benefit~cost-ratic has to be rowrkead
taking into consideration the ground water scheme also.
Benefits are to be checked assuming yielde ss achlevsd
in Haryana,

c) As the seepage losses wuld be more below the barrage,

water tightness and the engineering measures adopted

will hezve to be examined,

dg The siltation réete and the usseful 1life of the reservoir,

Clezrance from the Department of Envircnmant,

f) Provision should be made for soil conservation messures
to the extent of atiease 10% of the cost of the project,

9) Dtﬁar cbservations by CLC,

( Action: CUC )

It was deClde that the progect uould be put up to the
Advisory Committee again after campllance Df the following
obzervaticns:-

a) Benefits from fisheries shall be omitted and bene=
fits from bed cultivation included.
)} Yater tightness has to be ensured.
c) CWC observations,

(Action: CuC)

:§jlzi’ Medium Irrigation Projects

o 1) Rampuri Pick Up Weir Cum Pulpulla Dummy Storage
\Q#ﬁ%jiﬁ' Irrination Project (M.P.Q—
e 277 - Estimated fau) st RS‘= 634.33 lEkhS.

The project wes considered acceptable subject to the
following observationsi-

a) It is a diversicn project and discharge data are
- not available in the pick vp weir sites A gauge-
stetion may be set up at the pickup weir site to
review water availability and design flcod on
the basis of observed dsta,

b) Free boerd in the feeder channel may be increased
tuo allow higher discharge for filling up the dummy
storage in lesa than 60 days.

c) Review of water rates which are on law side.

(ActionsCWC/Planning Commission)

vesé/“"’
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2) D
£

}’ ﬂLJ

ariya Tank Irrigation
imzted cost M,220,%9 lakhs,

The project was considered acceptable,

o _ (Action: Planning Commissicn)
.. 3) Deila Deyda I gr;gatlon Project (MePs) =

TP A N ETT T L

Fstimated cost R, 1643 lakhs.

The DPDJPCt was considered acceptable subjsct to the
rroject authorities setting up @ hydralogical netuwork for
collcction of reliable data for fineligzaticn of the
reservolr operation rules,

fp, (Aetion: Cu¢/Planning Eummission)

ﬂin4j Dhan=Singh Toli Reserveir Schema(aihar)ﬁ
Estimated cost R, 476,2 lakhas,

The project is to be put up to the Advisory Committee

after compliance of the following ' observationsi- _

a) The length of spillway may be revised so that the
value of C in the discharge formula remaing within
the permissible limits,

B) The concurrence of the State fgriculture Department
to crop pattern and water requiremcnts, rate of

ield of crops and prices may be furnished.

c) The concurrence of State Finance Department for
taking up the project may be furnish ed.

d) Pravisions as considered necessary for\drinking water
supply to the rural area may be mads,

@) To snoble exploitation of power potential at -a
future date, sultable provision may be mode for the
inttisl installations, like penstocks, etc. '

f) The gorge filling prooramme in one-season is ta
be revieued by GUWC,

{ fctiaons EME)

WEE) Sethali Irrication Project(Rajasthan)w=
; Estimotad LDSL R 525,40 lakhs.

The project was considerdd-abceptable subject to furnish-
ing the concurrence of the State Finance Department for taking
up the project, After concurrence of State Fipance is
received, acceptance by Planning Lommissicn shall be isstead,

(ketions CWEC/Planning Compission)

;6/, Bori River Irrigation Project{Maharashira) -
L Eotimated Coot MBe 762¢47 LAKNSe .
7). Patoagn Irrigaticn Proqwc*(Mahaszhtrb):
.Estlﬂthd COat Fbe (30,03 Lekhue

’ ) o L3 5/"
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The above three projests were considered acceptable
subject to working out realistic benefit-~cost~ratic for %
Hetwane Irrication project as the vslue of production sft
irrigation appears more.

thsa
27

(Action: CWC/Planning Commissicn)

111, Flood Caontrol Projects.

O o \E?) Protection works for_Kosi Flood E r_DkUmeémimiuf“)my,.
Mo Cstimated cost M, 913,37 lakhs.

The project wes considered acceptable,

The fduisory Committee also decided that for all the
future projects a- high level commlttee with represcntatives
from the Centre shall be constituted to foresee the likely
damoges in the coming years, thereby enabling collectian of
material at the expected q1tp of damage. This would avoid
coming up with proposzls at the last moment for rencwal works,
The State should also fix norms for maintenance and patroling
and provide suitable funds accordingly.

(ActionsGFCC/CWC/Ministry of Irrigation/
Planning Commission)

The following projeocts, which could not be considered
in this meeting, ulll be conoldored in the next mecting of the
Advisory Committce

Sle Il.No,of Eﬂﬁ.m.asng__.@wﬁLe}, - State Estimated cost
No. CWC notes Rep lokhs.

: MUlti-purposgse proleck o
To Revised estimste for Ranapratap Rajasthan - 3641.00

: 28
g P<> , Sagar progect(ﬁhambal St II)
! }§f“l¢rlmatlon pro;gcts(mﬁﬂor)

% Ze / Raiging of Kota Barrace by 2 ft. Rajasthan 51,00
I #305 Remodelline of Kancbl Irrigation
g . _Scheme. Bihgr = 443,00
» 26‘Igr;gatlon mrogccts(ﬁedlum) B \i"zf
HEA Rgvised cstimate of Phulworie Blhar o 2156,00
5 . Teservoir scheme(ﬂupplemuntary nota)
S ﬁéS Revised sstimate of Sunder
/ TCSEIVORE suhieme Bihar ~ 644,81
Bu \929- Hovilised cotimate of Gumeni
. : Barrage scheme Bihar - 167577

(Action: Plenning Commission)
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Summary Rocord of the 22nd mosting of the Advisory
Committce on Irricotion, Flood tontrol ond Multi-
purpos2 Projects hsld cn 6.1.1983 in Shram Shaikti Bhaven,
Mew D¢ 1hi, .

T . T TR S

Nemos of tho Officers pressnt at tho mooting oaTe given in
the encloscid Annexurc, '

. . A . . N
The following Projects wers consicersd and the Lummitteo
rocommendetions are'ﬁs followsgi~

1. MULTIPURPUSE PRUJECLT:

o ?ﬁ- §E5 ix. Seroyar Projeet =estinniod cost fs,424000. 1akhs.

The projcecct wes discussed end the Lommitt ¢ considered it
accentable subject to the following obscrvations:

i) It wes mentioned thot in the CuWl.Us potas the allocation
of cost betwsgen the different benefits and the shsring
amoNgst’ the participating Stetes wes worked cut as
per the dircctions of the Marmeds Watecrs Dispute
Tribunsl, The Contrel Wetor Commissionts Note may be
circuloted to tho perticipoting Stotes for informetion
of thgir sheére cost.

ii) The Cuntral Ground Weter Board shoif oxemineg the
proposals regarding utilisction of ground water in tho
project command throu;h tubcwells, gquality of availsble
ground water, the proposals for drainzgge arroncomoents
and also adcquecy of the provisions mede for thess both
physical ond fipaoncicl, -

iil) In working ocut the B.Cs otic, tho cost of lond
dJevelopment has beoon teken into sccount which is not
in conformity with tho prescnt mothod of workino out
w{for irrigation B+C. Retiodbo modifiecd by excluding the cost of land
projects, It wos dovelopment, It wes also susgeste:d sensitivity enslysis
sucgestcd thot be corricd outto oscartoin “the offect on BeCe ratio,

- o Rta‘l’ . . . g -
th B.to lD v} Althowgh tho period of construction of/projcct was

‘stetad as 17 yoors, no time schedule for phosed power
bonefits h2s boen considered in the €ebWls nota. The
reprosentative of tho C.EvAe mentioned that in ordcr
to work owut the time schodulec for Powor, the phasing
of construction of the Dam be furnished to them., This
may bo Zone by L,UW.C.

]

.-./.—
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v) Thc reproscntative of the Plenning Lemmission rolscd
' the guustion of soneticning tho project in phoses.
It wos expolincd by the Choirmen thot phasing of tho
projcet @ccepbable to 2ll the participant State§

may not be possible, So it wis decided that this
project with such & long time schedule should be
perivdicolly soy, oncc in 5 ye@rs, papyieuwsg DY the
fdvisory vommittco, '

vi) The tommittes wes informed thet the focal group
consititutad by the Ministry of Irrication has
cxamined the cstimztes and thoe commconts of the
focal group have bocen suitably ingorporatazd.

vif) It wis montioned thot in soms resches of the canal
system thure arc possibilities of hydro pouwer
gonoretion,  The power thus gensratcd ce2n con-
vi '~ Dbo used to lift water in/recachcs of cenal,
The CoWele should look into this cspoct of powsr
generétion and elso the possibility of use of pouer
for lifting watcr so 2s provide irvigetion to
hicher arceas, \

Lcertcin

vifi) It wes noted that the project report for irrigation
from the Normedas Conal in Rejasthon territory wes yet
to beo submittod by Rejasthan Govarnment to Leliato
The Coldete poy roquest ths State Lovernment to
submit the roport os soon os possible. -

ix} EClearence from the cnvironmental angle should be
oxpoditod. :

%} Provision modo of rechabilitstion of oustecs from theo
projeect arcas should be cxamined by the concerncd
Stotg bovornments,

(FotioniCWCyC.EvA sPlanning
Commissicn)

AIUR INRIGATION PROJELTS:

11
2)  Siktis {Ajoy) Barrags Projoct(Binsr)-sstimotad codt
B G803 12EDSa | it cve e et e e o rim e
The projecct was considered dccuptable thjcct to the
following obscervationsd

i) An integrate! working teblc for the Pupasi Resurvoir
schome and Siktis Berrage projrmct should be prespored
#nd submittud to C.kaCe for rocord,

ii) 773 HaM(6232 Acft} of wotar of the additionsl storace
of the Punasi Riservoir remoins uputilised. Tho
bolznce storeago ofter a2ccounting for the tramsit
lossces shouls be utiliscd to increasc drricetion
in ravl sgeson in the Siktis commznd, ' /



iii) As per the Interestotc fprcement of 19th July, 1578
reochod botyecn Bihar an! HBest Bengal on
Damodor, Barakar, Ajoy, Mayurakshi, Slddhoshumrl,
Noon Beel and Mshanandia rivcr Basins, Bihar hos
been allowed tn construct Siktic Barrage and four
reservelr projects in thc basin, +fs a result Bihar
has proposed Punasi, Burhoi, Serkunda znd Bhakws
Roservoir Prbjcets, Of these, Punasi has boen
acceptcd by Rdulsory Committees on 28.11,1980
sulrjoct to obscrvztions, Uurhai Reservoir Projcect
is under examination in C,W.Ce Other projccts
Lnot been roceived hﬁueistéted thzt the watcr svailobility for those
so far, The prejeoct prejects would be worked out aftcr teking into
authoritics hove consideraetion the roguirsments of the Siktis Barrogo,
' Further, it is felt that aftcr construction of the
sturagc projects mentioncd sbove, the position of
water avoilability at Siktia Barrage is likecly
to improve because of the upstream storeges @nd
also tha rogeneration in the intermcdiate rceach,

iU}ﬁt.tha time of consideration of the other throe
reserveir projeets integrated working tzbles to
ascertain the success of tho system es @ whole
havo to be preparod,

v) Concurrcnce of the .Stote Fincpce Department for the
updated estimste hos to be furnishod,

Thelentral Woter Commission would abtzin the con-
currence of thg Stete Findnce Depnartmont end communicets to the
PFlanning Commission for proccssing the issuc of letter of

: accoptﬁnce.

— (Action: CWC/Pl:znning Commission).
{.‘> - _..'I\,'«,J @ N3
\a:#,s' 7\ Hoising of Kota BurruﬂL(RuJTSthxn)“ﬁstlmthL cost
Ro481 lakhs.

TH oA ToML e b i A Rk T B R A AR w M R 4 L e L

The projcct uss Gon3$dorfdecbcptabla subjsﬁt-fo tho

following observations:=.

1) The system onalysis of the Chempol basin should be
planncd to arrive at an optimum relcasc from intow
groted operation of the three powsr stetions in tho

cascade upsteam of Kota@ . Barrags, sccording to the
demend for irrigetion,

§ o ii} Since the hydroulic 3ump is not clearly formed

* ' dccorging to the colcoulztions denc by the Frojuect
Authoritios duc te evailable hard rock,anchoring
of cistern apron with anchor bars should be looked
into at the tims of deteiled dosign,

y
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iii) Lan€urronce of tho Statec Fintnco Jopartmant for
taking up tho project is to be obtelncd,

iv} Conmcurrcnce of the Intor-Statc Control Bosxd of
Rajasthan ond Modnhys Praodesh is to be obtolncd
for toking up the projoct,

_y) Estimrted cost of Kots Berrage, Right ond Left Mein
Cancls vhase shirs cost hos beon considereo in )
Workinc out the 8.C. Rotio oucght to beo confirme
by the Intcr~Stete Lontrol Boord,

vi) B.le Retio now workud out on conventionzsl basis
necds rovicuw,

The Cel.te will abtain thc concurrence of the Stets
- Finence Depsartment, and the Intor- Stﬁtu'tontrol Board menticoncd
shave and convey tho samc to the Plonning Commissicn for .
processing the issuc of lettor of-acceptanco.

- ‘ ' (Action: CWC/Planning Commission)
.?%4. Kanchi Irrication Projact(ﬁihar) - pstimeted cost
i Rs,485,57 lakhs, '
t

The projoct UwS CDﬂSlquLd ﬁccuwt olc SUbJLCt to thb
following obscrvations .

A e E PR M LA I T T e S R L o - L T = Ml s PO

i) toncurrcencz of the Statec Finsnce Depertment for taking
up the projeset is to be furnishod, '

ii)} Concurrcnce of the Stste Agricultursl DCptt to the
cropping pattern, crocp wa tLr roguirement, Inputs,
yiclds @nd of paramctors trken in tho 8.Ce Ratio
calculztions has teo be furnishod,

iii) A copy of the order issusd for charging holf of the
uatsr retos approvod by the Stote Lovernment would be
furnishecd te tho Cuntrzl 4otor Commission dnd
Plannine Commission, -

iv) Suitcble uwpuwsrd rovision of weter rates moy be
coensidercd to obvietc the nocd for continuous subsidy
by the Statc Lovernment,

v) In the ebscnce of dete, the maximum obscrved design
flocd of 1970 has bron odonbted for the design of wsir,
Howevur, hydraulic @=nu hytdro-mocteoarologiceal obscrva-
tions shousd be conductod st the weoir sitc. for Zsscss-
ing yield onud dosign flood.

vi)Tho suitability of thu arun for irrigeted.ecriculturs
m2y bc got certificd by the concornaud scil survey
officer of the State, -

—f
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The concurrcnce of tho Stote Fincneo Deptt, would be
obtained by the Centrol Wetcr Crmmission ond conveyod to
the Plaonning Commission bofore issue of the letizr of
2ccentanco, '

(Actiont CUC/Plennine Commission)

Chimoni Irrigotion Projoct{Kerola)-cstimeted cost
RS0 2383 KOS e et et e e s e £ e

It wes obscrved from the ColCe note on tho Project
that there sre 12 cutstancing ebscruations to be complied witn,
The Committee decided that the Projoct modifisd in COWUllUnCu
with the observaticns may be put up to thL Committee sgein
for considoration,

RN (Action: Cuptrel Woteor Commission)

6, TTohi Irricotion Projsct{Modhys Pradesh) = cstimoted cost
Ra 6238 _lakhsa,

B LT e R L AL G el TEC A R RSl e e e 4ATE L G BTEC MAr & = 1 A h Eemmm . =i

It uoss obscrvcd fram the CWC note on the projoct thet
2 subsidiery Dam has bcen proposcd on Remkhera Tributory in the
latcst proposals after tho schame was clecred by the Oeptt, of
Environment from the envirommontal ancle. Tho C.Wels oy
obtain the elearence from the Deptt, of Environment to tho
ncw proposcl bofore the Plenning Commission would proccss the
scheme for 2ccoeptonces C.Wels may olso cbtein the concurronce
of Stats Finance Dopartment ond communicatc to Plamning
Commission,

{Rction: CUC/Plenning Cammission)

Rajohat Csnol Irrication Schzmc(ﬂojhyo Pr“dcsh)wLStimthd
CUSt R‘S C’lﬁ‘} l khoo __'

A E R A R N Emle R eRR ol ISR T T RO T W TR R emmAAcd

The projcet wos consideorsd acceptable subjoect to tho
followmo obscryationst=

i) Although the Gout, of U.P. has no objection to the
aligrment of Datis Corrier Consl system passing
throuch o portion of thc District of Jhamsi, the
Concurronce ta the finzl alignment should Be
gbtaincd from the Govi, of Utter Pradesh aftaer the
alignment is finelisod with tho adyige of the U.P.

_ Irrigation Deptt,

ii} Tho cstimsted cost shall b
reviscd abstract of. cost plo vith the modificd
B.C» Rotic and finonclal rcocturn statemonts should be
foerwarded to ‘the Luntrel Water Commission and
Planning Lommission as sgon s possible,

gsuitooly upcrnted and

c j
]

(Action: CUC/Planninc Commission)

)
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following

i)

ii)

iii)

iv)

vi)
vii)
viii)
ix)

%)
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project wes considered acceptoble subjoct to the
Obscrvations:

In view of tho lerge certhwork to be dome in one scason
for thu river closurc scction, the closure operstion

has to be donu very carcfully, fAdequate pre~construction
investigetions hove to bo gérricd out beforc the

closure operation.

Conourronce of ths State Fimopce Deptt, For teking
up .the schome should be furnishod,

Concurrence of the Statc Agriculturc Deptt, to the
craop pattern, erop woter regquircments, yiclds,
rates, inputs cteo., in tho B.C. ratio calculations
should be furnishod.

The hydrology of the projeet is of preliminary noturo
ond not based on tho data obecrved at theo dom site.:
rs aolready indicatcdy @ detziled study has to be donc
after collecting the nuccssery data before finol
designs apd oxecution of the project,.

A carry cver storoge of 0.7933 MAF has bgen provided
in theo resorvoir, Tho utility of thc cerry ovcer may
bc revicwed and storagc copacity may be optimisced

at the construction stege.

Command of Jinjoi liss in thc over all commend of
Auranga, Combinod working tebles for the systom

for a lonc pcricd may be furnished.

A contour map of the ﬁur&nga Cammand Arca at 1.5 M
interval merking commanils of Jinjoi and Maila
soparately may beo furnishcd.

Stote bovernment's approvel for cherging 50 paise por
thousand gellons: of wator for industrisl supply
adoptod in the projoct may be furnished,

As ngrced te by thoe State Governmont, the suggestion

-

‘made by the C.l.Cs reogarding desiens mey be complicd

with at the time of dutziled designs and exccution,

Provision h7s buen mzde in the ostimatc for rchebili-
tation and compunsation as & rosult of lond acguisiticn
for the project. MHoucver, the Ministry of Irrigation
lotter Nol.27/51/80-RC dated 19,5,1980 should also be
kupt in vicw whilc freming thoe detoilod proposals for
roiabilitation, LC.k.Cs will obtain the cuncurronco

of the Stoto Fincncc Depertront ond conuey -tho sang

to Planninn Cammissinn befare tho lottor of eacoepténce
ta issucd,

(Retion: CuC/Planning Commission)

y
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111, MEDIUM IpefoATICN PRUJELIS

9;; Roviscd ecstimete of Phulparii Rescrvoir Schemo{Biher )-
estmnted cost R8s 2156, 1EKNSa. o e e e e

It was obscrvcd from the Co .C. Note that the ?qénts
Taisci by th:s Committco at its mcuting held on 23.11.19bj0hau0
not bucn adegustely coverci. It wes @greed that tho Colleils
would circulates a modificd note tu thc MLWJcrs of itho
Committee for consideration,

{Rotian: C.b.C.)

Sstpotka Rosgrvoir(Bibar)-ostimatod gost Rs.585_ 1okhs.

It wss obsorvcd that the benefit cost retio worked aut
for this project is 1.26 and the projoct is proposc1 to scrvc
tribal arca of Sipnchbhum Dlstrlct of Bihor, The Lommitice
docided thet Cubi.0. should ro-oxaminc tho project with 2 vicwu
to rcducing the ostimstod cost and for improving the B.Cs Batio
on this project,

(Rction: C.W.C.)

ﬁ&inﬂben Irrigation Scheomo{Gujsrat)=-cstimzetcd cost Rs, 58480
iokhse .

T BT T i e L T )

The projcet may be put up to the Advisory Committcc
after @ rovicw of B.C. Ratio czlculctions.

-ffjgjﬂ | (hctior: cuc )

/I{\"

12, Rovieod cstimetc of Sckmai Barrege Project(Manipur)-

cstimzlod cosk Ree537 lokhs, i

The rcvisod cstimat. wos considercd sceoeptablc subjoct
to the Statc Gevernment furpishing the concurrcnce of the State
Fincnce Oeptt., to the reovised cost and the conmcurrcncae of the
Statc Rovenuo Deptt. for charging the bettorment lovey on this
prejoccts Tho Cuw.Ce would abtain thye concurrenac frem the
Statc Goveornment @nd convey the same to the Plinpning Commission
for procussing the lotter of aceeoptance,

(fction: CWC/Planning Commission)
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43, Qoo Irrigotion Projoctilrisse)=-.stimitod co st Re.1945.20, 12¢s.
The preject wes counsidoeracd zccepteble subjoect to the
following obscrustionss~

i) The concurtence of tho Stote Finonce Department 1s to
be furnishod,

ii) Reovisw of design flood bascd on obscrved deta during
tho stace of detoiled design.

The Cew.Cs will obtain the concurrcnce of ths State Fincnee
-Bepartment and convey the same to the Planning Lommission
before issuc of the lgtter of acceptonce.

- (Action: CWC/P.C.)

Flé; Urmodi Irrigetion Progcct(MBhurashtr )—estimctcd cost
E F\S.1162 96 lc khs'_..._... .

o L T LRI Tt L T T

Thao projuct wes considorcd aceccptablo.

(Action:Plonnine Commission)

Consideration of the follcowing progccts W8S postDoncJ to tho
noxt mecting:

CDultipurpose Projucts o Estimated cost& lecs)
EQ\RLUlSFF cetimaetc of Ronepratap sagar :
i™Projoect(Chambal Stogo II)(Rawnsthgn} 3641.00

Medium Schomes

o .
hfﬁx Reviscd estimote of Torai Rescervoir Projoet

(8ihar) . “ 1597,73
c®e Roviscod astdmets of Sundor Rescrvoir{Bihor) ., 644,61
jgﬁ\ ~lo- Gurmsni Rasgo ru01r(8iharﬁ 1871,77
..{4, Plplad Irrigotion Projcct{Rejn Sihun) 507,85
-“jﬁ. Rovisod gstd, . of Somkagdor
-~ Irricetion Projzet Eﬁajasth“n)mﬁ\ 1038,29
76s Boarnai Tenk Projcoct MaP . 426,15
W, Boghua Irrigotion Projoct{Orissa) 499,94
NB, Beorchor Nalla Tank Projoct (M.Pe) 378,62

(Actlon.Plannanc
LGmm1351on)
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List of Officurs prescnt in the 22nd mecoting of the
Advisory Committec: on Irrication, Flood Lontrol and
Multi-purposc Projccts hcld on 6,1.1983 in Shram
Shakti Bhavan, Neuw Dclhi,

P N Ty S

1« Shri M.G. Padhye, Sccretary wess Chairmon
Ministry of Irrigotion

2. Shri K«S5.Se. Murthy, Consultant, Planning Commission

3. Smt. Priya Prckosh, FeAe & Jt, Seccrctary,

" Ministry of Irrigation.

4, Shri R.S+ Negarcja, Jt. Adviscr(I&CAD),. Membcr-Scerctary,
Planning Lommission )

Also Present

B L TR s arm

Ministry of Irrig

1« Shri K. Ramunugam, Ad:dl, Sccretory

2. Shri K.Re Chandrssckharan, Jt. Sccretary(GB)
3. Dro B.Ds Pathuk, Ehalrmun, CeGoldaBD s

4, Shri R.S. Saxcna, Chicf Encincer(MI)
5, Shri A.R.Se Murthy, Dy. Sccrotary.

6. Shri R.V. Suryaner2yana, Dy, Sccrctary,
Centrol Woter Commission_

1. Shri P.K. Acharya, Ncmbcr(D&R)

2. Shri Gokul Prosad, Member(P&P)

Shri M.G. Sadanandam Chicf tneincer
s+ Shri S.N. ChuttOpudhyﬂy, Chicf Englnﬁcr(TE)
. Shri M.S. Rao, Dircctor (TE.I)

6. Shri B.B+ Karsjagi,Dircctor (TE,II)
. Shri R.S. Methur, Yy, Dircctor

« Shri S.G. Gupta,Dy. Diroctor

9., Shri M.L. Kaura,O0y., Dircctor

10. Shri 3.B. Vats, Dy. Dirostor

1. Shri D.K., Babloni, Dy, Dircctor

(e

o~

Narmagoa Coptrol Authority.

1« Shri KeVe. Rama Roo, Chairmaen
2. Shri H.P+Se Murthy, Mcmoir (Elsctrical)

Department, of. Epvironment |
1. Dr.(Ms) N, Bhot ¢
Centrol Elcctreity Authority

1. Shri V.V. Ramokrishna Rao, Dircctor, H.Ee« Planning
Planning Commission

1. Shri N.K. Dikshit, Oy. Adviscr{I&CAD)
2. Shri Shailcndro Sharma, Dy. Rdviscr(Poucr)
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Planning Commissiaon
( I & CAD Divisien)
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Subject: 23rd meeting of the Adviscry Committee on Irrigation,
Floed Control and Multiepurpose Projects held 4n 343483
in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

LN ]

The Summary Record of the 23rd meeting of the Rduisofy
Committee on Irrigation, Floed Controcl and Multi-purpose Projects
held on 3.3.1983 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi isﬁiflculated

hereuwith, i
i3€% ékiﬁ;gmra ja)

Joint Adviser{I&CAD)
Member~Secretary

1e Shri M.G. Padhye, Secretary, Ministry of Irrigation, S5.o5.
Bhavany, MNew Delhi, /

2, 5Shri Pritam Singh, Chairmen, CWE, Sewa Bhavan,R.K.Puram,
New Delhi. o

3. Shri S.N, Reoy, Chairman, U.Cl.A., Sewa Bhavan, R.K.Puram,
‘New Delhi,

4, Shri 0. Shankaraguru Susmi, Adviser{fnerqy), Planning Commiss~
ion,

5, Shri K.5.S, Murthy, Eonsultant(I&CﬁD) Planning Commission.

6. Joint Secretsry, Plan Finence ulUlelon, Ministry of Finance,
North Block, New Delhi,

7+ Smt, Priys Prakash, financial Adviser, Ministry of Irrigation,
5.5. Bhavan, Neguy Delhi, _

8. Chairman, C.G.W.B,, Ministry of Irrigetion,

9, Joint Secretary, Deptt. of Power, Ministry of Eneragy.

10,Jt.8cecretary, Deptt, of Heavy Industry,

11eJt.Secretery, Deptt. of Environment, Bikaner House, N. Dalhi,

Plannlng Commission Cir.No., 16(25)/23/83 I&CﬂD At .16y 30 8%

Lopy_to:

Ministry of Irrigation,._ S.5. Bhavaen, ', New Delbhi,
1. Sh. K.Ramznujam, Addl, Secretary.,

2. Sh, X,R, Chandrasekharan, Jt, SeCLEtary(GB)

3. Sh. C.S. Hukmani, Jt. Secoretary{Indus)

4., Sh, R, Rangachari, Nember(JR“)

3s Shri R.V. Suryansraysna, Dy, Secreta

6. Sh. R.S. Saksena, Jt, Lonmlsslaner(bﬂg

7, Sh, A.H.3. Murthy, . Dy. Secretary.

8. Sh, MuR,Single, Under Secretary (B&T) /
. .&.2-‘



Lentral beter Commigsion, Sews Bhavap, R.K.Puram,New Delhi,

1o Member (D&R)

2, Menmber (P&P)
3s  Shri S.N.. Lhatﬁop&dhyay, LhLBF Ena;neer(TE)

~ 4, Diresctor (TE) I/II

Department of Enuironmcnt(Bikaner House), Shahjshen Road,

New Dalhi,
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Dr, Maudgll? Oirzctor.
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Gepas Flood Control Cemmission,: Sinchei Bhavan, |

Shri N+ Sanyal, Chairman.
A
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{ R.S Nagardga )
Joint Adviser (I&CAD)
Member—Searetary




Planning Commission
(I&CAD Division

Summary Record of the 23rd Meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-
purpose Projects held on 3,3,83 in Shoam Shakti Bhavan,
New Delhi.

Nemes of Officers present at the meeting are given in
- the enclosed Annexure.

The following projects were considered and the Committee's
recommendations ore as followsi- . '

N, g o '
o Iy Multi-purpose Projects_

14 Revised Estimate of Rapapratap Ssgar. Project(Chambal,
Stage I1) (M.P. & Rajasthan)- Estimated. cost Rs3641. lakhs.

The revised estimate was considered acceptable subject to:

i) The concurrence of Party States to the sharing of
revised cost has to be obtained from the concerned
States; '

ii)The concurrence of the Rajasthan State Finance Deptt.
has to be obtained.

The CMC would obtain the concurrence of the State Covts,
8s mentioned above and convey the same to the Planpning Commiss~
ion for processing the issue of letter of acceptance.

w (ActionsCuwC/Planning Commission)
II\ Majer, Irrigstion Projscts

"2, Tilliya Dhadhar Diversion project(Bihar)- Estimated cost
f5. 4674 lakhs. . S BB B = vt Sz pnliocs bRl
The Committee noted that the concurrence of D.V.C. and

West Bengal Govt. wds yet to be received and. decided that the
Ministry of Irrigeation should issue a clear directive on
issues involved such as land saccuisition at Maithon Dem for
full flood storage, sharing of 'cost of Tilaiya Dam and adviege
the Planning Commission about the acceptance of the scheme.

(Hctioh:Mihietry of Irrigation)

\ 3+ Revisad Estimate of Phuluaria Reservoir Scheme (Bihar) -
~ LEstimate cost B, 2156 1akhs. . . . .. ... e o e

The project was considered acceptable subject to the
following:~ '

i) Concurrence of the State.ﬂgriculture Department to

the revised cropping pattern and crop water requirement
should be furnishid,

_Jial_s?/"
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/ Finance

(ii) Concurranca DF the StaceZD&partment for taking up
the projaect shpuld be furnished,

The CHC would obtain the above concurrence from the State
Covt., @nd convey the same to Planping Commissicn.

(Action:CWt/Planning Commission)

J 11, Medium Irrigation Projects.
“ﬁ_é. Revised Estimate of Sunder Reseru01r Progect - Estlmated
cost Rs, 644,81 lakhs (Bihar)

B R L T e R P T B e T T L L AL e

The revised estimate wa s ccntldered aceceptable SUbJPct to
the following:=- '
1. In order to. nptlmully utlllse the extra stcrage prou1dad

in the reservoir, the 1nten51ty of irrigation may be
increased by providing Rabi Irrigation,

2. Provision @s considered necessary for drinking water
supply to rural areas may be mads. S

3y . The concurrence of the, State Finance Department for the
revisad cost may he obtalned. -

The CWEC would obtain the concurrence of the State Fin_lace
Ugpartment and convey the same to Planning Commission.

- (Hction:CMC/Planning Commission)
Lot
”ﬁS. Revised Estimate of Gumani Reserveoir Praject(Blhdr)

v Estimated cost Rs, 1871.77. lakhs, . ...

s SR

e B

Thp revised sstimate wss considered acceptable subject to
following observationsi~ -

1« To enable exploitaticn of power potential at a future date,
suitable prou1310n for installation DF penstocks may be

made,

2. Provision a@s considered necessary for drinking water supply
to the rural arsas may be made.

5. The concurrence of the State Finance Departmeht for the
revised cost may be obtained.

The Cwl would obtain the eoncurrence of the State. Finance
Uepsrtment and convey the same to Planning Lommlsslon. ]

(Action:CuC/Planning Commission) ;
i

.--3/"‘":
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\{6.’ Revised Estimate of Torai Reservoir Project = (Bihar) =
Estimated cost Rs, . 15897.79 lakhs..

The revised estlmate was considered 8cceptable subject
to the following:-

e W BT S L e

1« The concurrence UF_thé State Finance Department for the
revised cost has to be obtained.

2. Provision as considered necessary for supply of the
- dripnking water to the rural areas may be made.

3. To enable exploitation of power potential at a future
dete, suitable provisions may be made for the install=~
ation of penstocks. -

The concurrence of the State Finance Department would be
obtained & communicated to Planning Commission by CLC,

1 (Hction°CUC/Planning EommiSs

Estimate cost Rs. 1038,29 lakhs. . .

_ The Committee was informed that the State Gout, has repDrtEd
the estimated cost as Rs, 1450 lakhs in the State Annual Plan
document for 198%-B4, The Committee decided that the CLC should
write to the State Govt., for updating the revised estimate,

A W W Y S b b P e WA T WA RS WL R bl

_ /}\7. Revised Estimzcte of Somkagdar Irrigation prDJBCt (Raaasthan) -

¥ (Action: CLC)

\%iso Piplad Irrigstion Project- (Rajasthan) - Estimated cost
/ Rss 50785 lakhs |

The Committee was informed that the Scheme has not been
proposed _ by the Rajasthan Govt. for inclusion in the Plan, The

scheme may be put up to the Committee after its inclusion in
the Plan ®nd funds are provided for it by the State Gout,

B T T I o i e T T T i

. o A
G\ ;3f¢.\- (Rctlon'EME)
ksz .\‘ e wRar e,
J. ‘Barnai_ Tank Project-(M.P,) = Estimatefl cost Rs.426,15 lakhs.

The Committee was 1nFDrmed that the State Govt. has repor=
ted the estimated cost as Rs¢950. lakhs in the State Annual Plan
Document for 1983%-84, It was decided that the CWC should wrlte
to the State Govt. for updating of the estimate,

(Action:CLC)

]

HETJ. Baghuz Irrigetion Project- (Orissa) - Estimated cost’
- O T P:). ot 6 3 4 ? 4 l a k h 8 . - AW W el e R B e m W 8 e B WA SR B W .w‘q-\“bw—-—-.—-—-*.-'._,-v £

The Committee considered the project acceptable,
(Action: Planning Cqmmiésion)

4/—
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% 1{; Barchar Nalla Tank Project (M.P.) = Estlﬁated cost
Rs¢ 378,92 lakhs,.

The project wes considered acceptable.
(ﬂctionzplanning Commission)

IV Flood Coptrpl Projects_,

—

1 SRR
' 1.L Amwakhas Spur Project on Right Bank GF Gandak 1n U. P. -
Estimated cost fea. 322644 1aKhSe. . . . il s s s
The prOJEct was considered acceptable,
(Action: Planning Commission)
| L :
i At '
“ﬁx;Z. Revised estimate for Sone Embankment Scheme- (Bihar) =

Eatimeted cost 8, 481,20 JakhSe o womman s s o womsmmsnase «

H
]
|
\

The revised estimate was found acceptable.

(Rction: Planning Commission)
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List of Officers present in the 23rd meseting of the
Acdvisory Committes on Irrigetion, Flood Lontfol and
Multi~purpose Projects hald on 3,583 in Shzem Shakti
dhavan, MNew Dalhi. -

1« Shri M.G. Padhye, Secretary sase Lhairman
Ministry of Irricatiaon '
2, Shri K.5.S5. fMurthy, Consultant, PlanningCommissicn,
3, Smt, Priye Prakash, F.h. & JLt., Sccretary
Ministry of Irrigation,

4, Shri R.S. Nasgaraja, Jt. Adviser{I&CAD),... Membsr-Swcretary,
Planning tommission.

&;ﬁQ‘Ppﬁﬁﬂﬂj‘ .
Ministry of Irrigstion, S5.5. Bhavan, New Delhi.

T+ Sh, K.Ramsnujam, Addl, Secy.

2. Sh. [.S5. Hukmeni, Jt. Secv,{I)

3. 5h. XK,R, Chandrasekharan, Jt. S=cy.(GB)
4, 5h, 7, Rangachari, Member{JRC) .

5. Dr. 8.0, Pathak, Chairmon, C.G,k.B.

6. Sh, R.5. Szksena, Jt. Commissioner (uUM)
7. Sh, A,Re3° Murthy, Dy, Sacy.(P I)

B, Sh, R.V. Suryanarayans, Dy. Secy.(P,II)}
9¢ Sh. Ram Saran, Dy, Commissioner(CAD)

Central bbter Commission, Sewa Bhavan, R.K.Puram, New Dslhi.

L T T e T S R e R e AR T S I

Y« Sh., * Gr%y-1 Prasad, Member(P&P)
2. 5Sh, M.&G, oe.anandam, Chief Engipeser.
3. Sh, 8.N, Chattopadhyay, CE(TE?

4, Sh. M.S. Rao, Dircctor{TE.I)

5, Sh, B.B. Karajsgi, Director(TE,I11)
6. Sh, R.S. Mathur, Dy, Direstor

7. Sh. B.B. Vatg, Dy. Director

8., Sh. ii.L. Kavra, Dy, Director

G, Sh., V.M, Sharma, DyQ OCirector.

10, Sh., Raj Bhai, EAL,.

71« She D.N. Dhiya, EAD,

Gofot.Cs

- wee

sh, N.K. Sarma, Member.

Planning Commission

P o

1 Shri N.K. Dikshit, Oy, Adviser
2. Shri A.S, Gupta, Senior Research Officer..
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PLANNING COMMI3SION
(1%C4D DIVISINN)

LU I

subject ;= 24th meeting of the advisory Committes on
irrization, flood Control and Multi-ourinss
Project held on 7.6.1083 in shram shakti
Bhavdn, Mew Dealhi,

The Summary Record of +he 24th meshing of
+he advisory Committ.e. on Irrization, Floond Contral
and ulti-pursose Prejuchs he .14 on Z ©.1953 in shram
shektl Bhavan, New 2elhi is 61rcul~fud HuruWI?h ,

‘\”VﬁvaL

&{ﬁ Dikshit)-
Joint niv1s»r (I&CaD)& -
Member-~3ascretary

1. Shri M,3. Pddhye, Secretary, Ministry of Irrisation
3.3, Bhavan, New Delhi.

+ Shri Pritam 3ingh, Chairman, C,W.C,, S<¢wa Bhavan,

R.K, Puram, New Delhi,

shrl S.N. Roy, Chairman, C.G& n.,'auwa Bhavan, R.X,

Puram, New Delhi,

idviser (En:ray}, Planving Commission

Joint 3Jecretary, Plan Finarce Division, Minlstry of

Finance Morth 3Block, New Delhi,

smb,. Priya Prakssh, Tinancial AdVlaur, Ministry of

irrigation 5.3, Bhavan, Wew Dulhi,

Chairman, C.%3,W.B,, Minlstry of Irrization

Joint Seerehury, Dedirtment of Power Ministry of Bnerzy,

Join* jecretery, Deptt, of Heavy Industry, :

O.Joint 3ecretary, Deoartment of  Environment, Bikanor
House, NaW Dulhi. '

Slanning Corilssion CirCULar No. 16(25 ) /24 /83-150ADA% . 17,0.8.

Cooz to:

te Ministry of irrization, 3.5, Bhavan, New Delhi,
T. Shri K. Ramanujam, addl, Secrerary

shrl K.R. ChandrdSLKhardn, Jt.3ecretary {43)

shri G5, Hukmani, Jt, secretary (Indus)

shri R, aan?achari Member (JRC) .

shri RV, ouryanuraydnd Deputy Jecretary

shri R,3, 3akscna, Jt .Commi ssioner {(Win)

shri &,%,3, Murthy, Députy Zecretary

Under _u,CI'L.*'dI"y B&,rf'] .
Shri zamtich Chindrad, Director (JRC)

shri 2,0, Jain, D).gucr tary (F)
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Central Water Commission, Sowa Bhavan, IU,KE,

- New Belhi,

1+ Member (D&R)

2. Membor (P&P) _

3., HMewmbsr {Floods)

k. Shri S.W. Chartopadhyay, Chief Enyincer (7TE)
5. Dirsctor {™s) I /II :

Jepartment of cnviromment (Bikanar Housc. gthéehsaijshan

Rogd, New Delhi.

pr. Maudgil, Dirgchor

Ganga Flood Control Commission, 3inchai Bhevan, Patna

Shri N, Sanyal, Chairman.
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PLABNING COMEL 3510N
18 }

summary record of +the 24th meeting of the ldvisory
Committee on Irrization, Flood Caontrol and Multli-
ourpos¢ Projects held on 7.6.83 in ths Counittos
Bnom, Shram ghakti Bhavan, New Delhi.

LN T T )

Namss of O0fficers nresent af +he meeting are
given in the enclosed Annexure,

T™e following Projects were considered and the
Comml*teels recommaendatinng are as follows -

I. Major Irrization Projects

FY (1) Lower Bodavari (Vishnuouri) Praject (Maharashtira) -

fstimated Cost Re, /7093 lakhs, .

The project was considered accevrable subject
to +*he following obsurvations:-

1) A.desizn flood value of 11.73 lakh cusecs
{33220 cumecs) 1s accepted for the ourmose of

clearance for the nresent, since the safety
of the barraze is checked for this value,
Detailed studies are, however, regquired to be
completed before final designs are taken up,
duly taking into account the comments of CWO
of March, 1953, '

i1} While finalising the energy dissipation
arranzements the retrogression as specified in
1.3, codes may be taken into account at +the time
of detailed designs,

111) * The opening for int.ks into pump house shall
- be atleast In two ticrs so that witer

containing lesser quantity of silt may find
its way in*o the pump. A number of balancing
reservoirs are considered necessary to keep
the cansl ) running in case of break down,
stoppaze of Dower ehc. These suzeestions may
be kept in view at +the time of detailed dasions,

iv) The alignment of the canal may be finalised

after detailed investisetinns, 35ince +he
alignment may pass through daecp cub, it may be
nacessary to work out the alternarive economics
of nroviding a detour or a tunnel, as maintenance
of deep cuts will pnse¢ recurrineg oroblem. While
finalising the alignment, the nsed for +he

canal at the tail-end reach may be examined as in
this reach, it is too close to *he Manar-Godsvari
branch canal of an eXisting project and *he arsa
benefited by this reach aspears to be small,

/-



vi) In order t

vii

viii

ix)

T,

L

(2} Mahan Irrivu+1on Project {3stage I} (Madhya Pradesh)-

2

i) ™he statre Govermment will take into account the

3ince the water rates propnssd in the projoct
do nobt cover annual cost of pozration and
maintenance, the S$tate Sovermment may consider
. charging differential rates for flow and

ift 1rrigat10n.

to r.duce the estimgr.d cost and
to lP“rPaSG and sxtend benefit +to *he larger area by
increasing *aqdn*a“51+y, the sug2rcang arca may

be rhducbd

} The project resort for the Command Area
Devaelooment undsr the sroject hag to be
prenared wund sent by the Shate Tovermménd
to the Ministry of Irrigatinn and Planning
Commigsion as early as possible.

) Introduction of warabandi will have to be
given due considcration whils implsmenting
the project and warsbandl system should be
adopted immedliately as the DrOJect gtarts ~ Zlving

benefits,

Hydraulic model experiments may be got carried
out by the State Government ‘either “t its own
research stétion at Nasik or CWPRG, Pune in
order to improve furthesr the hydraulic design
aspects of the project,

(udCtion- GwC/Plannl g Commission,

Lstimated cogt Rs. 3900 lakhs,

The project was found acceofable subject o the

Tollowing ;-

comments of the Dendrtment of Environment
regarding environmental asoects of the nroject.

11} ™he ~aute and discharege obssrvations may be

_cwnflnuud with adiitional =zauging stations
in order to have berter rainffll-run of f co=
relation in ruaSSuasinv the yield from the

cat.chment,

iii} The hydrology of the »nroject as well as +he deslign

iv

flood shall be reviewed by the Skate on +the
basis of mors data 1o be collected,

) - The displaczd e rsons, who are tribals, from the
TSIETVOoLY araa should beg settled in *hu command .

arva of the project,
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in order to improve the arofitability of rhe
project and reduce +the cost, the inkensity of
irrization may be ruviewed by reducing the
‘sugdarcane arca proposwed under the project.

Provision of penstocks may be made during the
stage of Implemantatlion for any future powsr

ddVolODmbnt.

A project repnrt for the CAD comwonent will be
prepared by the State and sent to the Ministry
cof Irrigetion and rlanning Commission. -

(tction CUC/Dlannlﬂv Commissinn)

II Medium Irrigatlon Prnjscts: B \

b3y

Barari Pumnud Cabal bch Sule) (Bihar) -
hstlma+ed cost Bs.903.40 lakhs

g ur detailad discussions, +he Commi*t @ decidéd_

- *hat the project wduld be recast and put ud *o the
advigory Committee as: 1n,.afrer faking in+o aceount the--

i
i

i

i

i .

i
1

i

_?ollowing obsurvafion8¢~ ;-

1]

11)

Sincv no Dumpinﬁ frﬂm fh» ”anga 13 anvisa ed
beyond- 315t Decumber, no water is »ropose to.

be supprlivi for pstato érop,. It nceds. to be:

examined whether the notato crop would need ¢
water affer 31st uecember, If so the crooping
pattern may be QJJtably changed as conside red

nbcessary.

The aliﬁnmen fof the canal will have to be .
ru-exdminud&w1th a view:to reducing its length,
as the comgiand covered after the midway distance
asoears tbe Very small ‘compared to the-length
of +he canal to be constructed, The pumpinw:
station is proposed on & bend of the riven, -

- It may be examined whether 8. more guitably -

iid)

iv)

and stable 'site can be selgcfud little . =~ -

upstream of the present site o
2;ssib111ties__ <
Ths

of conjunctive use of vround
water with canal water nesd to be exolor=d '
in consultation with the Céntral Around Water
Board and tha gtate Tubewell Orzanisation. .

The command area sh-ould be made ¢lood fres by _?:

eonstruction of flood control umbankmnnfs and
wroviding adequd*a drdinace. :

;/f
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v} Concurrence of the 3tate ¥inance Lenartment
needs to be ebrained and furaished, The odurdahion
cost of the scheme works oub £o Rey 215 ovur
hectare which is considerably hizhir than the
water rates cwrrently beiar charzed, This has
t,o be reviewed and anvreanriate action fiken
o increase the water ratces so as %o covaer the
operation and maintenance charves fully,

vi) The pron~szd crowping pavtern and the crop
water requirement has o be finalised in
consultation with Water Manazemsnt Divisiomn
of the Ministry of Irrisation,

i {4ction: CuWC)

4 Katri Reservoilr 3cheme (Bihar) -
sstimated Cost Bsa/13.34 lakhs

The project.was Cons;dgred“acceptablé subject
to the following i« L

i) The concurrence of the State ngriculture
Department for cropping pattern and crop
watsr requirement may be obtained and
communicated,

i1y ™he concurrence of the jhate Tinance
Department for taking uv the project may
be obtained and communicated,

1i1) Provision, as censidered necessary, for
drinking water suoply to the rural arcas
may be made, e

iv) Sultablea nrovision may be made for initial
installation of penstocks atec, for exnloitation
of powur potential in +the. fubure.

v} Since the projecﬁ'is not included in the
Sixth Plan of the State, it may be accepted
for implementation in the Seventh Plan,

{ictlon: CWC/Planning Commission)
~The CwC would obtain the concurrence of the

steho ¥Finance Department and convey it t£0 the Planning

Commission for procussing the lutter of acceptance,

{action: CwC)

(5) Barngi mank Project {Madhyva Pradesh) —
astimatca cost Rs.420.15 lakhs.

The Project was considered acceptable,

(Action: Planning Commission)

</
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The Chairmun observed that the representstive of

ths Deoartment of Znviromment had not attended the meetings
two m...\,ul"i,so fLS such

|
| ' of the Advisory Commifte. for +he past
i advantage of his advice to the Committse wag not available,

CaC clarified that the copies of the project reldortswsre
being sent to Deparbtment of gnvironment for their Comments.

Ghalrmdn also directed that Reorssenkative of the Department
of ,Agriculture should be a membur of the advisory Committee,
It was, however, noticed that the osrojects were nending
¢clearance in +he Planning Commission Jven afh.r +the scheomes
were accevhad by the idvisory Commi*tee for want of cluérance
from the Department of Enviromment from +he environmental
anzle. The Commitrtee desgired that the Planning ZTommission
may take wp this questinn aspronriatsely with *he Secrutary of

that Department,

:

i

i
G

(Acti~n: Planning Commission)

III. Flood Control Projucts

{1} Revised egstimate far ruvetment and slope
prokechion works along the richt, bank of
river Ganzd bebwoen 01 =hd and Deedarean]
{Bihar) - mstimated Cost U.270.51 lakhs,

L . ' The rovised eshimste was found accentable,

{action; Planning Commission)

Lo _
(2) Protsction works for Kosi floed smbankments
{Binar) - mshimatod COSE Ns, 349 4o LAKAS,

It wag obssrved from the GFCC note that the

scheme provid.d psrtly for strenzthening/rapairs t» the
eXigting embankments and partly for new works. Joint
ndVlnur(i&CuD) Planninz Cokmission pointed out that an
~Tlier ubtwma+u amounting to Re, 513%.31 lakhs for
prﬂ“vctlon works for Kosi flond wmbankments was pending
clz.ranc: from Pla-»inz Commissinn for want of
informztion from *he 1700 r. garding the break-up’of

cosh of strcnrthun;n"/rypair “works- end new works.

- | P
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The revresentative o <he 270C indicated +the following
break-up of cost of repair works and new works in
régsoect of the odres.nt scheme ;-

(5. lakhs)

(i) Maw Works Estimated cost

a) Protechtion works of castern
flood embankment from &1 +o :
82.25 Kms, (revetment) : 210.92

b) Anti-e¢rosion works of wastern
flood cmbankmunt from O to :
L0 Kms, ' 49,10

votal (1) 200007

(11) Restoration/repair works of
sastern flood embankment
from 0 to 40O Kms, . 89 .46

Since *he cost of repnair works is to be
charzed to "Maintcenance v head, the Committecs decided
that *he New Works estimated to cosh Rs.2060.02 lakhs
may be considered accuptible,

(hAction: Planning Commission}
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(ist of Officers praes-nh in the 2&1? miugiggr;4 fﬁﬁ
ndvisory Commi*teuw on Irrigatlon, HLof funféfrgm-
Multi-purpose Projects held on 7,6,1983 in Jhram

shakti Bhavan, New Delbi.

U B A

1. shri M.7%, Padhy®, 3ecrehary, Ministry of G rmen
Irrigation. o . Chadrr

2, shri Pritam Singh, ghairmgg,.Jdﬂ
Shri N i it aint Ldviser

'3. S das Comntasi? , Mamber-jecrahary

Planring Commission,

Also Prusent

Ministry of Irrieation, 3.5, Bhavan, NMew Delhi,

1 shri K.R. Chandrasgkharan, Jt.3ecy.(3B) -
2e shri B.P.C. sinha, Chisf Hydrogeolosist, C.G,W,3.
3e Shri R,$, Saksuna, Jt, Commissinncr (WM
L. shri Ai,k,3. Murthy, Dy. 3ecy, (P1)
5e 3hri R.V. Suryanargyana,. Dy, 3ezcy. (P.I1)
6. 3hri Ram, 3aran, Dy. Commissioner(CiD)
7 shri p,C. Jain, Dy.3scy.{Floods)
8. shri H.P. Rao, Financial ..dviser
9. shri a.K. &hir, Under Sccrotary :
Q. shri Ramesh Chandra, Director (JRC)
Gentral watcr Commission, Swwa Bhavan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi.
1. Shri Gokhul Prasad, Membur{P&P)
2. - 3hri R, Ramaswami, Member (D&R)
3. ghri M,3, Rao, Birsctor (TE,I )
L Shri B.B.Karajagl, Director{TE II)

Ganga Flood Control Commission, Patna

3hri G.R.Keskar, Director

Planning Commission
1.  Shri S.Nath, Dy. adviser
2. Shri A,5.Gupta, S.R.O
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Subject ;= 24%h meeting of the Advisory Commithes o

irrigation, flnod Control &nd Vul+1—oar3 55
Project held on 7.6.1983 in shram shakti
Bhavan, New D&lhi,

The Summary Rscord of *he 2hth musting of
the advisory Committ.e on Irrizstion, Flood Contral
and Multi-pursnse Projuchs held on 7.6.1983 in shram
shakti Bhavan, Neow Julhl i3 u1r0ulafbd hberlth .
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{(¥.. Dikshit)
) Joint hdviser (I&CAD)&
, Member-3ocratary

shri M.%. Padhye, 3ecretary, Ministry of Irrisation
3.3, Bhavan, New Delhi.

Shri Pritam 3ingh, Chairman, C.W.C,, Suwa Bhavan,
R.K, Puram, New Dalhi.

shri S.N, Roy, Chairman, C.&.4A,, 3ewa Bhavan, R.X,
Puram, New Dclhil,

adviser {Ensray), Plannine Commission :
Joint 3ecretary, Plan Finance Division, Minishry of
Finance North dlock New Delhi,

Smt,. Priya Prakesh, Winancial Advisdr, Minlstry of
Irrieztion 3.3, Bhﬂvan New D:1hi,

Chairman, C.7.¥.B., ”1nis+ry nf Irrization

Joint Secretury,
Joint 3ecret.ry, Dentt, of Heavy Indushry,

G.doint 3ucretary, Deodctment of  Enviromment, Bikansr
Houss, New Delhi, :
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Depurtment of Power Ministry of Ensrzy,

Slanniny Do widssion Circulir No, 16{25)/2h/33-1x04Dd5.17,.6.63.

CODY 1',9__;_

e Ministry of irrization, 3,3, Bhavan, New Delhi,
Shri K. Ramenujam, addi, Hecrefary

shri ¥.R, Chandrasuﬂhdrdn Jt,3ecretary {3R)
Shri C.q, Hukmani, Jt. gucru+ary (Indus)
shri R, dan@achari Membor (JRC)

shri R,V, Qurdedrdydnd Deputy Jucretary
Shri R.S. j3aksena, Jt Gommiasinnh { W)

shri o, R.3, ﬂurfhy, Dunuty Jdecrshary

Under cre Bé
SRR e STEe Y ra,)Diractor (JRC)

Shri 2,0, Jain, Dy,jccretary (F)
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Central wWater Commission, 3¢wa Bhavan, ,K, Purim,

Wew Delhi.

Member (D&R)

Member {P&P)

- Member {Floods)

Shri $.H, Chatrtopadhyay, Chief BEngincer (WE)
. Dirgctor {7y} I /iI

F Lo B -
T A

Jepartment of cuﬂViTOﬂMwn (Blk&ﬂdr House. Shehajshan
Road, New Jelhi, ‘

- Dr, Maudgil, Dircechor

Ganga Wiood Control Gommission, 3inchai Bhavan, Patna

Shri N, 3anyal, Chairman.



ok D

PLANNING COMRMY SS1I0N
(IaCuD DIVISION)

E I

Summary record of the 24th mesting of the Advisory

Committee on Irrization,

¥lood Conbrol and Multi-

BUrDOSE Broggcts held on 7.5.83 in the Commitbtou.

Room Shram

Names of Officers UTUS“UT at *he mecting

Shakti 3bhavan, New Delhi.

# % ® b oo

it

ziven in the enclosed Annexure.

™he following Prajects were
Committeets recommend

consideared and +he
a*inns 8re 23 follows:—

I, Major Irrization Projects

T4 1) Lower fGodavari {Vishnuouri)
N

Praject (Maharashtral -

A The

R

;;,ﬁﬁ } Estimated cost Bsa7693 laxhs,
i i ;

project was: con51dcrud accentable subjesct

"to *the Follow1n¢ obscrvationg :-

1)

i)

i1il)

iv)

A design flood value of 11.73 lakh cusecs
{33220 cumecs) is dccepted for the ournnse of
clearance for the present, since the safety
of the barrace 1s checked for this value.
Detailed studies arg, nowevsr, reguired to be
completzd befors final designs are taken up,

o

duly taking into account fhb comments of CWO
~of March, 1983.

While finalising the energy disslsation
arranzements tho retrogression as spegcified in
I.5. Codus may be taken into account at *the time

of detailed designs,

The ooening for int.ke into oumm house shall

be atleast in two tiers so that water
conhaining Lc¢sser quantity of silt may find

its weay in*o +the vump, . number of balancin?
reservolrs are considored necessary to kee

the candl , runninz in case of break down,
stoonazs of vowsr ¢te.  These sunzestions may
be kupt in VlLW at the *ime of detailed desions,

The allcnment of the canal may be finalised

after detailed investizstions, 3ince the
alignment may nass through deen cut, 1t may be
necessary *o work ouh +he alherna+1vu gconomics
of providing a detour or a tunnel, as maintenance
of" decp cuts will pose recurring oroblem. While
finalising the alianmunt the need for the

canal at +he tall*end rb“ch may be eXamined as in
this rcach, it is too close to *he Manar-Godavari
branch canal of an eXlsting project and +he'area
benefited by this reach anpears o be small,

-/
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5ince the watoer rates prosnsed in the orojuct
do not cover annual cost of ov:-ration and
malntenance, the gtate Jovermment may conslder
charging differential rates for flew and

1ife lPTi”atlon.

In order o ro duce the estimat.d cost and

to increase and extend benefit to the larger ared by
increasing theAnts “SJJY, the sus2reans arsd msy

be raducbd

The preoj=2ct redort for +*he Command Araa

-Develooment under the oroject has to be

orevared und sent by the 3tate Tovernment
to the Ministry of Irrization and Planning
Commission as sarly as posplbl,.

Introduction of warabandi will have to be
given due considceration while imvplsmenting
the project and warabandi system should be
adopted immudlately as the project gtarts ~alving

) bel’lbfltS. I

Hydraulic model exoeriments may be got carried
out by the gtate Governmnent either at its own
research station &t Nasik or CWPRS3, Pune in

order to improve further the hydraulic design

@specta of the project.

{(4dction: CWC/Planping Commission;

(2) Mahan Irrizotion Project (8haege 1) (Madhya Pradegsh)-

Bstimated cost Rs, 3900 lakhs,

The DTOJth was found acceptable subject o the

following .-

1)

ii)

iii)

iv)

The 3Jtate Tovernment will hake into account the
comments of the Dendrtment of Environment
rogarding environmental asoects of the vroject,

The «auze and discharge obssrvations may bve
cantinued with adiitional zauging stations
in order to have better rainfall-run off co-
relation in reassgessing the yield from +he
cat.chment,

The hydrcology of the nroject as well as +*he design
flood shall be reviewed by the State on +ths
basis of mporz data to be ¢ollected,

The disolaced aersons, who are tribals, from the

réservoir area should be settled in +the command .
arga of the project.

-/~
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vi)

vii)
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In order to imorove +he 3ro?Lf bility of +he
project and reduce the cost, the intensity of
irrization may be reviewed by reducing the
sugarcane area proposed under the project.

Provision of punstocks may be made during the
staze of impiementation for any fubure power

development.

i project report for the CaD component will be

prepared by the gtate and sent to the Ministry
of Irrigetion and rlunning Commission.

(action: CWC/Planning Commission)

II Medium Irrization Prnjacts

3)

Barari Pumﬂed Cabal gcheme (Bilhar) =
Bstimated cost Rs.903.40 lakhs

Afher detailed discussions, the Committe: decided

that the projgct would be recast and put un *o the
advisory Committee ag:in, after taking in+o account the

following obSurvations-—'
1) Since no pumving from the sanga is envisaged

beyond 31st December, no watcr ig provosed to
be supplici for pstato crop., It needs o be
examlnadgwﬁethgr the votato crop would need
water affey 31st vecember, If so the crooping

.:(

paft :rn maY'be SJ;tably chanVud ,as considered
‘necessaryy | _

:11) The aliﬁnment of thu canal will have to be

ruuuan1ncd with a view to rcducing its length,
as the command covired after the midway distance
agocars to be very small compared to the length
of the canal to be¢ constructed, The pumping
station is orovesed on & bend of the river,

.1t may be examined whether a more suitable

and stable site can bs sclected a little

uostr am of the present site,
sssib1lities

iii) The & . . . of conjunctive use of zround

iv)

water with canal water need to be Xplqrﬁd
in consultation with the Central ~Around Water
Boerd and the State Mubewell Or-anisation, .

The command area sh“uld.be made flnnd free by

crnstruction of flnod control embankments and
providing adequate drainasze.

-
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v} Concurrence of the State ¥inance Department

needs ko be ebtained and furnished, The opuration

cost of the scheme works out to Bs 215 wor
hectare which is  ¢nnsiderably hizhir #han hthe
watsr rates currently beins charged, This has
to be reviewed and annrmoriate ackion haken

to increase the wat:r rates so as to cover the
operatinn and maintenance char-us fully.

vi} The prooﬁsud cropping pattern and the crop
water requirsment has to be finalised in
consultation with Water Manazement Divisior
of the Ministry of Irrigation.

(action; CWC).

4 Katri Reservoir jcheme (Bihar) -
% wstimated Cost Rsa715.34 lakhs

3

The project was con51dgrbd acceotable subject
to the following ;-

1) The concurrence of the State agriculture
Department for cropping pattern and crop
water requirement.may be Obfalnbd and
communicated,

1i) e concurrence of the Jtare "inance
Department for taking up the project may
be obtained and.cnmmunica+edxc

1i1} Provlsion, s con51dcrud aneSSGry, for
drinking water suaoly to the fural areas
may be madu.

iv) Suiltable osrovision may be made for inistial
installation of penstocks ste, for ex»loitation
of power potential in +the fubure,

v) Since the project is not included in the
Sixth Plan of the State, it may be accepted
for impléementation in the Seventh Plan,

(4sction: CwC/Planning Commission)

The CwC would obtain the concurrence of the
otate Finance Department and convey it to the Planning
Gommission for processing the letter of acceptance.

?;_:”} | (action; CWC)
(5%‘Barnai Tank Project {Madhya Pradesh) -
sshimated cost Rs.L20,15 lakhs,

- The Project was considered accentable,

(Action; Planning Commission)

-/~
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The Chalrman observed that the reorssentative of
the Department of &nviroamsnt had not attended the meotings
of the Advisory Committes Ffor *he past two moutingg, As such
advantaze of his advice to thse Committes was not avallable,
Cul clarified that the copies of the project redortawere
being sent to Despartment of dnviromment for their Comments,
Chairman also direchued that Rueorssentative of the Yepariment
of _Agriculture should be a member of the Advisory Committee,
It was, howsever, noticed that +the orojucts were nending
clearance in *he Planning Commissi-n uven 8f+ur the schemes
were accepted by *the idvisory Commitfee for want of cluarance
from the Department of Envirenment frem the environmert=al
anzle, The Committee desired that the Plannins Zommission
may taks up thls questinn anvronriately with +*he Jecrviary of

'that Pepartment.
(Actinn: Planning Commission)

III, Fliood Control Projects
‘Revised estimate foar rovehment and slope

. _ ! 1 )
'Y2*G£>!8> ?( protechion works alongz the richt bank of

L4 |

Tivor Ganza behween D1 Tha and DoedarTany
(Bihar} ~ wstimated cost Re.270.01 lakhs,

The revised sshimate was found accephable.

{action: Planninz Commission)

e
/,H{ﬁczﬁ’kﬁ(Z) Protection works for Kosl flood cmbankments
’ | (Bih&r) < pstimatod COSL Nse 49 40 LAKNS,

it was observed from +the 3¥0C note that the
scheme providud partly for strenzthening/rapairs to the
<Xisting embankments and partly for new works., Joint
Hdviser({I&Cal), Planning Cokmission pointed out that an
w-Tlier vgtiméte amrunting to Rs.5313.31 lakhs for
orctection works for [nsi flood .mbankments was oending

Cis.rencs from Pla-»ing Commission for want of
infarmation from +the 17CC r.zardissz the breakeup of
cosh of strenzthcning/repair works and ngw works.

/-
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mhe representative o” <hs Y700 indicated +he frllowing
broeak-up of cost of repair works and new works in
réspect of the vres.nt scheme ;-

{Rs, lakhs)

LR ]

istimeted cost

(1) NeW Works i1
aj Protechion works of ca st uTrn
flood embankment from 81 to
210.92

82.25 Kms, {(revetment)

b} &nti-erosion works of sastern

flood embankment from O to '
40 Kms. ' L9 .10
Total {i) 260,02
{14} Restofation/repair works of-
: sastern flood cmbankment
from ¢ to 4O Xms. 89,46

Since +he cost of repdir works is +to be
charzed to "Maintenance ¥ head, the Committuec dacidad
that +*he New Works estimated o cost R, 260.02 lakhs
may be considered accuntable.

{(Action: Planning Commission)
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3.8 b in hhic
rrigation

List of OTflCurb
advisory Commi+t.v on 1
C Multi-purpose 2rojects held on 7.
shakti Bhavan, New Delhi.

[

‘Ta

6,1983 in sl

shri M.7%. Padhy®, 3ecretary, Ministry of

Irrigation. -
shri Pritam 3ingh, Chairman, cue
Shri N.K, Dikshit, Joint jdviser,

Planring Gommlgsion

so Prusant

Ministry of Irrisz:ationJ

. .Ch2irmen

Mamb or-3scretary

5.3, Bhavan, New Dulhi,

G-

- = & B & & & W N

wshri K.R., Chandrasckharan, Jt.S@c?.(GB)
shri B,P.C., S5inha, Chicf derogeoloqist C.3.9.8.
Shri R.S, Sakscna, Jt, Commissioncr (W)

ghri L,05.35. ﬂur*hy, Dy. 3ecye {(PI1)
3hri R.V, suryanarayana, Dy, 3ecy. |
Shri Ram 3aran, Dy, Commissionur( D
Shri P.C, Jain, Dy, 3ecy.{Floods)
shri H.?. Rao, Financial ndviser
shrl w,K. Ahir, Under Jevcrotary

shri Ramesh Chandra, Director (JRC)

P.I
)

cntral Watur Commission, Jewa Bhavan, R.K,

Iz}

curam,

New Delhi.

shri Gokhul Prasad, Member(P&P)
3hri R, Ramaaswami, Member {D&R)
shri /1,3, Rao, Director (TE.I )
‘Shri B.B.Karajagl, Director{TE II)

Ganga Flood Control Commission, Patna
Jhri G.R,Keskar, Director

Planning Commission

Shri 3,Nath, Dy. idviser
shri aA,3.Gupha, S.R.O



MOST IMFRDIALE

PLANNING COMMISSION
(I%CAD DIVISIOR )

LY FERTIRL A
Sedbutier

Subjects: 25th meeting of the Advisory Committee on Irrigation,
Flood Control and Multil-purpcse Project held on
1,12,1983 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, d¥ew Delhi.

W -

The Summary Record of the 25th meeting of the Advisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control ard Multi-purpose
Projects held on 1.,12,1983 in Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delh}

is eirculated herewith,
AV

. ( N.X. Dikshit )
2 Joint Adviser (I&CAD){¢
i, Member -Secre tary
. . B
i, Shri M.G. Padhye, Secretary, Ministry of Irrigation
2. Shri Pritam Singh, Chairman, Central Water Commission,
Sewa Bhavan, R.K. Puram, hew Delhi,
3« Chairman, Central Electricity Authority, Sewa Bhavan,
R.K. Puram, New Delhi, o
4, Adviser{Bnergy}, Flanning Commission
5. Shri C.G. Desai, Adviser(J&CAD), Planning Commission
6, Joint Secretary, Plan Finance Division, Ministry of
- Finance, -
7. Smt, Priys frakash, Jt, Sscrecary & Finsencial Adviser,
Ministry of irrigation, S.S5. Bhavan, Mew Dglhi
8. Joint Secretary, Deptt, of Power, Ministry of Bnergy,
94 Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Ministry of Irrigation
10, Joint Secretary, Deptt, of Hsavy Industry,
13, Joint Secretary, Department of Lnvironment,

Planning Commission Circular 1Wo,16(25)/25/83~1&CAD dt,1061,1984

Copv _tot

Ministry of Irrigation, S.5. Bhavan, Newy Dslhi,

1. Sgpi C 0. Hokmanl, JO0%int wecretary(dl)

13, »hri K,R. Chandrasekbaran, Jt, Secretary(GB)

2o Shri Ged. Jakhade, Adviser :

&, Shr: R. Rangacheri, Member(JRC)

4, Shri S.K, AggarwalajsCommissioner, Indus Water

5. Shri R.S. Saksena, Joint Commissioner (WM}, Krishi Bhavan
6 Shri R.V. Suryznaraysha, Deputy Secretary(P)

7. Shri P,Ca Jain, Deputy Secretary,

e
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Central Water Comnmission, Sewa Bhavan, R.EK. Puram,

+

1, Shri Gokhul Prasad, Member( P&P)

2, Shri R, Ramaswam®, Member(D&R)

5. Member ( Floods )

4, Shri J.,R, Khapna, Chief Hngineer

5, Shri SJ. Chattopadhyay, Chief Enginaser(18)
6, Director TE(I}/(IL)}

7, Director (P&P)

Department of Epvironment, Bikaner House, liew Delni,

1e Dro S« Mauggal, Director

Ganga Flood Control Commission, Sinchai Bhavénj Patna{Bihar)

1, Shri SnJa Thomas, &cting Chairman

Deparitment of IoWer

1. Shri H.C, Kachhwaba, Director,

\\JJ

( T.K. Dilkshit )
Joint Adviser (I&CAD) &
Member - Secretary



PLANNIRG COMMIOSSION
(1&CuD DI *’IOH)

%\ iy u n n n

Sunmary Rccord of the 25th Mecting cf the &dvisory
Committee on Irrigation, Flood Conbrel and Mulgl -
purposs Projcets held on 1.12.1983 in Commibtce
Room of Shram Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

hames of officors prescnt &t the nmecting are given in
the eorclosed &nnsxure,

Bcfonn'tmking up consideration of the projccts, the
Ghalrman mado bhe following ObSOfV&tJDDS‘

_;1‘;' Ryprasonuat1veg of the Dopartmort of Envfronmcnt and the
- . Plan Finance Division of  the Ministry of Financc arc not
‘attending the meetings of the advisory Commiteee regularly,

The Plapning Commission may impress upon the concorned
Departments to ebsure participa tion of their reproscontatives
in futuro.

(ActionaPlanniﬁg:Commission)

2, Manr of the prOJthS already aocepbad by thc ﬂdv*SOPY
Comml*tue/bang considered by the Commi tteeunder examination

in. the Contral Water Commission do nhot have the concurrence

of "the. Sgate Flnanco Deparbments,  Some of thesé schemes ara

not oven includsd 4n the Sizth Plan ang eyen for ‘those dneluded,
only a negligible provision is made by .the -States in. their

plan documsnt, Regthinking and revision of the procedure for
gxamipavion of the 1*rigat*on yV03ucts and subscgucnt approval
of the fldnning Commi.ssion 18 called for, Tho Chaipran also
mentioned that he had suggested in the meeting held in.
Septembor, 1983 of the Stecring Group on hgriculture, for
fermuletion of the Scvenpth Five Year Plan, g two~siage
approval for irrigation projects, the first bes ng a techpo-
economic clearance and the sccond clcarance from investmont
angle, He hoped that a view in this aspect would be taken
betfore finalisation of the Seventh Plan by the Flapning
Commission, Ponding decision on this issac, bhe Contrel
Water Commission might gévc low priorjty for cxaminatjon of
new schoemes which are not included in the Sixth Plan,
¢onsidoring the likely large spill over on continud ng sohnmg s
énto the Scventh Plan in many. States and keep the uLauCS

s0 informed, _

(Action: Planning Commission/CWC)

.



3a In respect of the schemas involving inter-State aspects,
the Chajirmar mentioned that clecarance of the Ministry of
Irrigetion from inter-state angle may be obtained befor
putting up the projects for consxderatvion of the advisory
Cormitice, He observed that a1l inter~State aspecis have

te be resolved before the schemes are brought up bofore the
Advisory Commictee,

(Action: CWC/GFCC/Min, of Irrigation)

4, In the chack list of projecis attached by the Central
Water Commission to the notes put up to the Advisory Committes
on major irrigation projocts, a soparate 1tem on water tightness
of the reservoir periphery may be added and all relevant
information furhished, ' -

{4ction? Oentral Water Commission)

5, The BDepartment of Environment, while giving clearance

to irrigation projects, sometimes indicates that the custees
should be provided fuel free of charge, the cost being charged
to the project &and that the expe nditure on catchmepnt area
trecatment should also be borne by the irrigation projects,
Such provisions will increasc the costs of irrigation p ojccts
and cut into their cconomic liability. -The Ministry of
Irrigation may teke up the mattor with the concerned Central
Ministries as o how far such provisions are to be coconsidered
as legitimate charge on the irrigation project Govi. will have -
to take a view on this aspcct, ‘The State Governmoents/U,T,
Administrations may also be consulted before rinalising
revised guldclines, S

{&4ctions Min, of Irrigatibn)'

The following projects werc considered and the Committce's
reccommendations arpo as followsg: ' : '

T, Major Irpigation Proijcets

: wﬂx\\ m;Li) ‘ﬁindh Riyer Irrigetion Projget Ph II(M,P,)~
- v Estimated cost Rs.185 cdrorcs.

The project was considercd acceptable subject to the
following obscrvations:

a} Spocific cchourrcnee of the State Financo Department
may be obtained and commuhicated by the CWC to theo
Planning Commission,

&/-
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Clarificetions rugarding the modificd cstimate Tor
Sindh River Phasc I may be furnishoed by the State
Government to vhe Central Wagsr Comuission expedi-
tiously &0 that the projcct msy bo cleared as soon
as- -possible,

The power component of the schome shell Le suitably
modifiecd taking into account tho various comments

of the C.B i, -relready forwarded, - 8fter sultebly
allocating the share cost of the GopmoOn Works to
power, which at prescont is trecated &8 a chargo to

tho irrigation component, o power componcnt shall
bec got clozred soparatoly from the Contral Electricity
Authority and Central Watcer Commilssion,

The outstanding commcnis of Central Water Commission
on hydrology, flood control and drainage, cropping
pattern and watcr reguiremeits, cnvironmental aspeccts,
overall planpnipng and cost estimates shall bo kspt

1n viow bcforo implcmnntmng the pPOJOCt.

(ﬁot%on.;CWC/?lanning Comm¢ssionJ

- /;ii) Watrak Resorvolr Pro1oct(Gujarat)4Est?matod cost R5,22 crores

: The prOJOOt was cons;dored acooptaolc subgect to the
follOWing observationss=

al

It was observed from the Cepgral Weter Commission
"note that in the absonce of any agrecment with tho

. Rajasthan Government, tho. progect s planned with

utilisation restricted. to water availability from
the catchment area within Gujarst, but a sizeable
carry.ovor .capacity of about 60 m,cu.,m, has boen

provided. o bake advantage of flow from catchiment

" arce in Rajasthan, which will be available t311 full

developmont in that State takes place, The cxitra
Storage thus provided is cstimated to have incroased
the cost of the dam by about Rs, 2 crores, - After
some discuss? ion, it was decided that the spcclfic

- clearance .of tho Ministry of Irrigation on tho intor-
" State aspect involyed would be conveyed by the

- Minastry. to ths Planning Cormission befora the

b) -

_ BhumpOda gauging site is aVallablO. o

_hcogptanoe of the scheme, -

_gTho run-of' f serics havc buon. tuntauivcly'aoooptod by
Hyarology Dircctorate of Central Water Commission ang

woulad require rovision When morc chse rved data at

-/ -



Ve &

¢) The scdimentation datsa &lso reguires revision whon
nmore deta at Lhe proposcd Dam site beeomes avallable,

d) Desigh flood mey bo revicwcd on the basis of morce
representative flOOOS apd cleararce cbivained from
Contral Water Commission before procecding with the
design and subsoquent implemengation,

o) Roservoir working tablos on a monthly basis for a
cycle of 28 years .may bc furnishod by the State
Governmont bascd on computarised data against
biscasonal workipg tables prcosently furnished,

_////i (Action: CWOMinistry of Irrgn./

\a @1m ' o “ _ : ‘ -Plann*ng'commiSsion)

.hj\,j,-i ) '.Subarnﬂrai{h“ Barrago fb’r'o Jack (WcSu BGDQ&I)--

Estimabea cost RS¢158 53 cruLosj‘

It was obscrvod that a flood ombankmont scheme has been
proposed for protecting the arga on the lLeft Bank of
Savarparckha Project which covers a part of the command arca
proposed. to be irrigated, The Committece decidod that the

- Central Watcr Commission should examine the’adegudcy of flood

protoctlon measures to saleguard the pprt of tho command arca

which 18 pronc to flecods and-putbt up the: progoct aga*n to the
Advzsory-Gommittco for considerationg - .

(Loﬁionz Contral Watér Comnission)

I;, Mudium Irrjgac:on Pro1octs

i)wModernﬂsat‘on of axlstlng Khar*cut Canal . Systcm
P (Gujarat)wbotimauod ccost BS.591,14 lakhs R

iho progec* Was QOnswdored acccptablo.
PRETVA ' .
\‘7 (Action:uPlannlng Commission)

¢i} Umuria Irpigation Scheme{Gijarat)-
Estzmuood cost Rs,. 282 510 lukhs

although the bunof&t-cost ratio was 1,01, it is obscrved
that the projcet boncfits backward anad drought pronc arcas,
The projoect was, thergfore,-consi dorog acce ptnblo, subject
to tha following obsorvdc¢ons, a '

a) Koliari schemc propdscd as onc of ‘the medium schcemes
in the upper port on of the catchment shall be dropped
by the State Govermment to cnsure that the upstrcam
utilisation of 4,36 TMC provided for 3in the sanctiohed
Param projcet of Gujarat 38 not cpneroached uptha

: ._/,_,
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b} The spillway capacity would bo roviewed further o
provide for the.meximum probable flood based on
unit hydrogrdph “tudscso

¢) ‘the negative, financisl roturn of O, 039% on 5,5% simple
interest indicates ‘that the project does not covor
oven the working expenses and the inscrest chargos
on capital and woula, thercfore, require a coptinuous
subsidy, ‘The Impact of the projcct on irrigation
revenucs and exemination as Lo whather the water
rates require upward revision may, thereforc, be
looked inte by tho State Govermucn t,

g
s ,-f”" L o
s SR - ) o (Actlon._GWC/Planning Comm? ssion )
3 : ; N /
?o{ ‘ 1i4J“‘ Dbun Irrigacion Pp03uct (GuJarau y -
) \/// - {  Estimeted cosc Bs 484180 lakhs,

~ Since. 877 of bhe astimated cost of the project had already
been incurrod wpto June, 1983, the Committes decidcd that no
useful purpcse would be sorved in considering the schemed at
this late stage, The observatlon of the Committee may be
brought to the notice of thg State Goverpment to. avoid
recyercence of such cases,

(hgtions CWC/Planping Commission)

k)
Y
tv) Titilagarh Ivpigation Projcct(Orissal
: timated cost 350407.43'1akhso

al

The Committeo found the project acceptable subject to
the following obSeorvationss-~

a) Since the pPOJGCt is ot included in the Sixth Plan
of Orissa, tho State Govermment should furnish
constructﬂon programmo for the project,.along with
avullabil%t3 of funds, ang proposed Annual Plan
provisions during the - 1sfo of the project,

b} The barrage structurc incorporates a dosigp foaturc
to recelve the flows from the augmentation canal, as
well &s the flows from its own catéhmept, The hydraulic
Gesign aspects may be rovisced during detailed desien,

(hetions OWC/Plapning Commission)

~/-
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vﬂf Baghaluti(Bahuda Stagegil) Irrigation rrc1ect,~ Orissa
| ust%matad cost Hs,737,44 lalkhs,

Tho projecct was found accopuable subjecb'to the following:

| _ . " (a) Since the projéct is not included 3n the Sixth Plan
' ~ of Orissa, the State Government should furnish the
conotruct*on pro*rammo of the project together with
the position regarding avs;labﬁlity of funds and
broak down of &npual Plan allocations as envisaged,

- (b) The water utilisation undef thb %rogoctwgould be
‘ , striictly confinod to the inter-Staté agrecment on

‘sharing of waters of-Bahuda river betwecn Orissa and
Andhra Pradesn States reachnd on 15,12, 1978

¢) The concurrence b thc Einanco Department 4is to be
obtained from the Statc Government by -Contral Water
Commission and conveyed to the Planning Cormission,

d) Geological report is to be obtained from the
- Geological Survey of India for thc dam site to
finalisec the foundation treatment.

L]

g THRE SR /ﬂ.ﬁ \ i
' : ~L1\0// "~ {&ction: ch/Planning Commission

“’ﬁi) 3 Urmodsi, Irr}gation Proiect(Maharashtra}—
estimated cost Rs,1884,68 lakhs®

"The project was considefedfépceptablo.
wl i

‘-.,. Q‘L‘,/J; . (actiorl Planning GOI‘ﬂIillSSiOI})

‘QLVJi) Sipa(Nimgaon) Irrigation Pro1cct(Maharashtra)~

Although the B C. ratic 'in respect of tho projoct is

1,15, the Committee considered it acceptable, as it is located
én the drought prone areca, ;

(&ction: Planning Commi.ssion)

-/
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o wvid¥) Panchena Irripation Frojoct (Rejesthan) =
/b Estimeted cost Rs.1745. . lakhs,

The projcct was considered accoptable subcht bo the
followings:

a) The suggestions made by the CM.Cs on the design
flood, soil survey, instrumentatior ip the carth dam,
scepage, yicld serics, synchronisation of distribution
system with the dam construction, drainage in the
commend arca, ctc, should be reviewsd by the Govbe
of Rajasthan and the required informatzon furndished
to the CM.Cs 2about compliance of their suggestions,
‘Pherg=after the CJM.Ceo would cconvey their clearance
on these aspects to the flapping Commission before
issue of the acceptanco lotter, ' s

b) The finanecial return at 5,5% at the ond of tenth yoar
after completion works out to 0,164%, This shows that
that the project will not be able to mect the operation
and mainterancce charges and would, thercfore,
require a contipuous subsidy. <Lhe impact of tho projecet
on the irrigation revenucs and whother the water rates
require upward rovision may, therefore, be looked
into by ‘the State Government,

-

* (4ctionsPlanning Commission/CWC )
N ¥iji Salayia Resorvoir Schome(Bihar) -
e /QJ,E%timated cost Rs,89%5.24 lakns.

. x ) Kpsho Raservoir Schems(Bihar) -Estimated

Pl » ' Theso projects wer5“36%E%HHE%H“5%%3%%3%%69%%%3%%ﬁ§%%‘§%Elﬂkhﬁ“

2 following observationss- : '

a) The concurrcnce of the' Finance Department for taking

- 'up the projccts has to be communicatcd by the State
Government. ‘The Ccntral Water Comnission weuld obtain
the same and communicate to the Plapning Commission,

b) Since the prdjeéts are not includcd in tho Sixth Plan, ’
the saéme would bo considered for implementation in the
-Scventh Plan subjecct to the avallability of resources
after the Scventh Five Year Flan of Bihar is finalisede

(4ction: CWC/Planning Cormission)

. | | -/
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”fxi) ;Rémrekha Roservosr Scheme  (Bihap)

Estimeted cost Rs,876y14 lakhs,

7

Phans nghtols Resorvoir Scheme(Bihap) -

Batimatoc ¢ 0ot Ns,637,09 1n khs

The

8@ projocits were cons 6ured accepgable subject to the

concurrence of tho State Fipanco Depertment being obtainsed
and copveyed to the flarning Commisszon by the CM.C.

."/

L

[

(Action: CWG/Planning Commission)

-xiil) Satpotka Reservoir Scheme{Bihar) -

V% ‘Bstimated cost Hs,66,060 lakhs

ohservat.

a)

The prOJOCthas found acceptablc subgocb to the following

ongs

Thé concurrence of the Pinance Department may be
obtained £ rom the State Governmcnt and convoycd o
the Planning Commisg oh by the Centre’ Watcr

- Comm:ssion,

b)
c)
a)

e}

The copcurrcnce of the Stato Agriculture Dem rtment
for the cropping pastcrn, Wagcr roguiremsnot and rates
of crop yiclds and thcir prices may be obtained

and furnished to the +lanning Commission,

To onablae cxploibation cf powcr potential at a futare
datc, suitable provaision may bo made for the installation
of pcnstocks cte,

Provision, as necossary, for prov*ding wator suprly to
rural arcas may bc made,

Sinec the scheme is not included in the Sixth FPlan

of Bihar, it would boc considersd for implemchiation in
the ViI Plan subject to averlability of rcsources after
faipalisation of Bihar's Scventh Plan,

(4ctions CWC/Planning Cormission)

Rext Meoting of the Commiitce

The Chairman mentioned the © 3f suffiecient number of schomes
are ready for consideration of the Advicscory Commiticc, the noxt
mee ting could be held some bime 3in Janunary, 1984,



A TEXURE

Lisu c¢f Officers present 0 the 2bLh reeting of une
Aavisory Commibbue on 1rr*gau on, Flocd Control aand
MJltipurpose Projeects huld on 1 12=_Cﬁ5 2 Shram
Shealkti thLVan, l\‘GW Dolhi

PRESHEDLMT

e e e e s

1e Shri MG« Padhye, Secretary, Min, of Irrgn, ee e Ohazrman
2, Shri Pritam Singnh, Chairmanh, C.W. C¢
Z, Smt, Priya Prukash, It Socrctary
Financial fdviscr, Min, of JYCLQWE;CP
4, Shri C.G, Dosai, Acdviser, Plapning Commissi on
5. Shri N K. Dikshit, Jt, Adviser,Planning
Commzission, ese Membor=-Secy,.

Alsa present

Ministry of Irrigation

1. Shri K. Ramanujam, Additional Secretary

2. Shri K.R. Chandrasekharan, Jt, Sceretvary{GB)

3¢ Shri R, Rangachari, Membor(J RG.)

4, Shri R.S9. Saksana, Chiefl Engineur(MI) and
Joint Comm!ssioner (WM)

. Departmen t of Power

e 1« Shri H.G. Eachhwaha, Director
Contral Blectriciity Authority

1. Shrs CJV. Verma, Director (H.,P.4.)

Central Water Commission

1. Shri Gokhul Prasad, Mcmbor(P&P)
2e Shri: R, Ramacwami, Mombor (D&R )
3, Shri J.Re Khanpa, Chief Bnginser
4. Shri Suie Chatbopadhyay, Chicf Engincer(Tu)
5, Shr3: Kishan Chand, D;PMCLOF(EERI)
5. Shri B.B. Karajagi, Director,{TH I
§ 7+ Shri L.K. Knhanns, Dy¢ Dzroctor(Fﬁ I
| 8s Shri M,C, Dhawsn, Dy, Dircetor(IE I
i 9. Shri B,B, Vats, Dy, Dircctor (1B I)
10, Shri R.S. Mathur, Dy, Director {(TE.IT)
i e 11, Shri Kr;shan Deve Chaudhury, Dy.Dircctor (TE,II)
: 12, Shr: D.K. Bablani, Dy, Dircctor (T%)
13. Shri G.P.Kecshari, Lassth. Dircctor (TE)
14, Shri DJN. Dahiya, BeteDo{TE)

1)
1)
)

Central Groungd Watsr Board

14 Shris B4PC. Sinha, Chiof Hydrclogist.

Planning Commission

1. Shri Juv, Rapda, Senior Beseoarch Officcr
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PLANNING COMMI 58I ON
(I&CAD DIVISION)
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Subject - 26th meeting of the Advisery Commit+ee on Irrlgation,
. Flood Control and “ul+1—purnose Project held on
¢ 22,3.1984 in Shram 3hakti Bhavan, New Delhi,
The Summary Record of +he 26th meeting of the Advisory
Commi*tee on Irrization, Flood Control and Multi-ourpvose
Projects held on 22 3. 1984 in shram Shakti Bhavan, New Nelhi

is circulated herewith,
/d\%ﬂ;ﬁﬁféi*
._,' oL u 34 ‘ _.'

{N.K. Dikshit)
Joint, Advisser {I1&CAD)&
Member-gecrerary.:

shri M,G. Padhye, Secrefary, Ministry of Irrigaxion

Shri Pyitam 3ingh, Chairman, Central Water Commission,

Sewa Bhavan, R, K. Param, New Delhi.

Chalrman, Den*ral wlectricity nurhor1+?, Sewa Bhavan,
~R.K, Param, New Delhi.,

adviser (ﬁnsrgy), Planning Commission.

shri C.0. Desai, Adviser (I&CAD), Planming Commission

Joint Secretary, Plan Finance DlVlSion, Ministry of

Finance,

amt, Priya Prakash, Jt, Jecretary & Flnancial Adviser,

Ministry of Irrlgdtion, 3.3. Bhavan, New Delbhi.

Jeint Jecretary, Dep#t of Power, Minisfry of tnergy.

Chai rman, Central Ground Wwater Bcard Minlistry of Irrivation

Joint Jecretary, Depht. of Hsavy Lndusfry.

Joint 3Jecretary, Department of Environment,
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PIaning Commlss1on CITGULaT No,T6(25)/26/85<T86CAD dt.26.5. 0k .

COEX to:
Ministry of Irrigation, 3.3. Bhavan, New Delhi,

Shri G,3, Hukmani, Joint Secre*rary(Il)
"o dolnt Sweretary { AB)

hr{ 6.3, Jakhade, Adviser

Shri R, Rangachari, Member (JRC)

il

shri R.S. Saksuna, Jolnt Commissioner (WM), Krishi Bhavan
Shri R,V, Suryanarayana, Deputy Secrerary{P)
shri p,C, Jain, Deputy Secretary,

-

O~ O 0 B
. 2

% Shri Bhavani ghankar, Chief mnglnuer(Nanmada Cell)
Lok Nakyak Bhavan, New Delhi, _/_




CanF W0 N -
L] L = .8

Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhavan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi,

Shri Gokhul Prasad, Member (P&P)
Shri R, Ramaswami, Member (D&R)
Membsr {Floods)
- shri M,3, Rao, Chief Engineer (TE)
Director (TB) {1)/(II) h
- Director (P&P)

Department of dnvironment, Bikaner House, New Delhi,

1, Drs S, Maudgal, Director

Narmada Contrel Autbhority

t. shri K.V. Ramarao, Chairman
2, shri H.P.S, Murthy, Member
3. Shri R.S. Nagaraja, 3Secretary

(N.Ks Dikshit)
Joint Adviser{I&CAD) &
Member-Secretary,.
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Summary record of the 26th meeting of the Advisory Committee
on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multivpurpose Projects held
on 22,3.1984 in Shram shakti Bhavan, New Delhi.

[ I B )

Names of +he officers vresent in the meeting
are given in the enclosed Annexure,

Before taking up consideration of the projects,
the following general observations were made:

1} The representatives of the Department. of Environment
and of +*he Ministry of Agriculture are not attending the
meetings of the Advisory Committee recularly. Adviser{I&CAD)
clewarified that Planning Commission had earlier written to

the Department of Environment in +the matter and no reply had

been raceived, The Chairman suggested that the Planning
Commission may take up the matter acain with the concerned -
Ministries s0 as %0 ensure participation of their represgent-
atives in fubure, ' '

m {Action; Planning Gommission)

2) Member(P&P), CWC suggested that in view of the
fact that a large number of CWC officers with detailed
documents for discussion have to gencrally attend the
meetingsg, it would be preferable to hold such mecetings
in 3e¢wa Bhavan, CwC. The Chalrman stated that thils
would be considered at the time of arranging the next
meeting of the Committee, '

(action; Min. of Frrization/
' Planning Commission)

3} It h2s bzen obgerved that a large number of

schemes cleared by the Advisory Commit+se are pending

in +*he Planning Commission for want, of concurrence

of *he Finance Departments8 of the State Gévernments for
nearly 3 to 4 years in some cases, which might

necessitate further revision of +he cogt of +ha projects
before their acceptance, It was, rherefore, decided

that CWC should in future put up projects for consideration
of the Committee only after obtaining the concurrence |

of the concerned State Finance Departments, Planning
Commission may spacifically bring this to notice of States,

{Action CWC/Planning Commission)

— ) | | ' | | ' . ‘;/-—
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L) It has been noticed that the Department of
gnvironment while c¢iving clearance for some of the projects,
has stipulated that suitable financial provision should be
mzde in the project astimates for afforestation +0 be
undertaken on a large scale in the catchment area,
Inclusion of such costs in the pronject estimate would
affact +the viability of irrigation projects, It will
thercsfore be necessary for Zovernment to take a policy
decision In this rezard, ™his question has already

been referred by Planning Commlssion to the Ministry of
Irrigation/CWC in +the case of Mahan project (M.P,) and
North-Koel Project (Bihar), ™The Chairman suggested that
the CWC should examine +this question and prepare a :
paper for consideration of the Ministry of Irrigatlion in
consuwltation with the other concerned Ministries,

oowu _
< (hction; CWC)

5) while discussing the schemes benefiting tribal
areas, it was clarified that there is at present no
relaxation in the B,C, Ratlo for irrigation schemes
benefiting tribal arsas, The Chairman asked the Planning
Commission to look into this qQuestion,

{Action: CWC)

6) Membzrs felt that very little time was available
to study the CWC agenda notes on the projacts for
congideration of the Committee, as these were circulated
very late, [t was decided that CWC should send the
agenda notes to the Planning Commission for circulation’
atleast two weeks before the date fixed for +the mseting,

{(Action; CWG)

The following projects were consideured and the
Committese!'s recommendationg are as follows: '

I, _ Multipurpose Projects
%
™1} Narmadasa~ar Project (M.P.) - Estimated cost
RS | 392,80 . Crores

The Chairman of the Committee mentioned +hat
large projects of the size of Narmadasagar, Sardar
Jarovar, e¢tc, mlght be reviewed by the Advisory
Committee every five years in order to take note
of the subsequen® important changes in planning and
implementatlon of such projects even 1f the revised
estimate was not due according +o the prescribed
procedure,

-/~
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Chalrman, CWC suggested that the need for setthing
up of an irrigation systum review panzl on the lines of
dam review panel may be examined by the Srake Tovernment.

Adviscer (1&CAD) raised the question whether GO4,
CCA was based on survey of command area. The repre-
sentatlivas of CWC clarifisd +hat the area was determined
on the basis of village maps. Adviser(I&CAD) also

observed that irrigation intensity of 142% provided In

the project is on vary hich sids looking +o +ha past
vrackice, "he Chairman clarified that 1424 intensity
is not that could not be achiesved and hence may be
acceptad, :

Joint AdviSer {I&CAD) suggestad that the Commiﬁtee
might consider giving clearance to the projsct in
phases, in view of itg large size and also due %o the
fact that the duegtion of aocommoda+1ng the <ntire
project in the Seventh Five Year Plan of the State
would pose a problem in the light of the heavy
commitment s on e¢xternally aidud nrojects and other
ongoing major irrig-tion projects, 3ince 83,54L% of

the cost of Unit I pertains to the Fower sector, he

mentioned that thes clearance of Central Electricity
auvthority and recommendation of the Department of Power
would be required before Planning Commission could
issue investment clearanCu in r»souct of ths Power
component of the project,

The Chairman Central Ground Water Board
suggestied detailed studies of +he ground water levels
in the command area with a view to exploi% ground watsr
in conjunction with the surface-water,

On an inquiry about the cost of rvlocafion of the
railway frack amounting %0 Rs. 62 crores assumed in the
CWC note, the CWC representative clarificd that the
Ministry of Rallways has been consultaed in arriving
&t the estimate, '

After detailed discussion, the project was
considered acceptable subject to the following
observations:-

1) Clearance of the Central Electric¢ity Authority
and the recommandation of Department of Powar
in respsct of power component of the project
would be conveyed *o the Planning Commilssion
for considering giving investment clearance,

)
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ii) The project should be implemented on the

basls of designs finalissd in consultation
with the Central Water Commissinn,

1i1) ™he hydrolngy of +he project is to be further
reviewed by the State Government in consultation’
with CWC as and when more data becomes available.

iv}) M™he concurrence of the .3tate Finance Department
for the updated cost of Bs1392.85 crores will
be obtained and communica*cd by +the CWC +o the
Planning Commission. :

v} Since the project 1s vet to be cleared by the
Department of Enviromment, the clearance from’
- environmental anzle would have to be obtainsd,

vi) The specific concurrence of the Government of
Gujarat in respect of sharing of the cost of
Narmadasagar projaect would be obtained and

: conveyad to the Planning Gommissi?n.

: 0
vil} 1In view of the large magnitude ./ the project

"and 1ts effect on 3ardar Sarovar project lower
down, all important. subsequent changes in the
project planning, <stimates of cost, ete, will
be placed before the Advisory Committee on
irrigation, Flood Conbrol and Mul*lnurpose
Projects every five years.

(nCtionv GWC/Min. of Irrigation/CEA/
e ‘ - - Dept. of Power/Narmade
IR & ' Control Aurhority/
ley & )___ Plannlng Comm1581on)

F

A
IT. M JQT Irriaaflon Progecfs

9
%x.' 1) Man irrigation Project (M.P,) -
Es+im hed coﬁ:ﬁ{h&f@ lakhs,

It was observed from the CWC notes that while
glving clearance, the Department of Environment has made
a stipulation rhat, suitable financial provision for
afforsstanion to be undertaken on larse scale in +he
catchment area, along with +the canals and on the periphsry
of reservolr, should be made in the project g¢stimates,
Before considering acceptance of the project, a view has
to be taken on this question as it would affect the economic
viability of the project. After some discusslion, +he
Committee decided as follows:

i} The CwC may examine the Question of charging the
cost of afforgsration to +he irrigation project cost
and 1ts <ffect on the viability of the project and
Prepars a4 note for consideration of the Ministry of
irrigation in consultation with %he concerned
Ministries,

e
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ii) In the meantime, the CWC may *ake up the

out,standing comments mentioned in the nofes
with the 3+ahe Governmant for comnliance,

Aftur examination on +the above lines, *he project
would be referfed +o the Chalrman of the Committee for
advice regarding acceptance of the scheme,

(Action; Ministry of Irrisation/CuC)

%ﬁzl Modurnisatlon of Kanesabati Reservelr PPOJLCt(W B.}
i £Stimated COSt Rs.232.04 Crores,

¢
{

It was mentioned in the CWC note on the project
that further investigatlions were required to be done in
respect of location of the spillway, permeability and
comprohensive strength of bed rock, detailed planning for
tubewells etc. The Committee declded that the project may
be put up again at a subssduent meeting after the .
minimum necessary investivatlons are carried out and the
project estimates updated,

(Action CWC)

?‘\3 Xonar Irrisation Project (Bihar)
r,.:’ * Bstimz*ed cost Rs,9301.40 lakhs

It was mentionad in the CWC note that the
concurrence of +the DVC +o the share cost of Konar
dam payable by Bihar was yet to be obtained, The )
concurrence of the gtate Finance Department in regpect
of +he scheme and that of the State Agriculture Depart-
ment in respect of proposed crooping pattern are still
to be obtained. After some discussion, the Committze
decided that the Ministry of Irrigation may have to
convey thelr specific clgarance from Inter-grate angle.
The scheme may, thereffter be referred to the Chairman of the
Committee for adviCe regarding its accep@ance.

(Action; CWC/Min, of Irrigation}

.(‘“'\‘l
“Jk~ '} Subernarekha Barrage Project (West Bencal) -
watimated cost RS.15855 lakhsg -

It was stated in the CWC note that *he Railways
had objected to the constructlon of embankment vrior to
construction of Chandil Dam in Bihar, as it would
adversely affect the reilway bridge at Kajsghat,
Therefors, the Government of wast Bengal has proposed thas
pending construction of the flood embankment, the right
slde embankment of Distributary No.h would be strengthened
to act ag flood embankment in ordsr to protect the command
area from floods. It was obssrved that with the raising
of the richt side embankment of Distribuary No.4, part of the
command may still be affected from floods and the =ffect of
+his embankment on the railway bridee down strezam would nsed

i
-
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to be examined in consultation with the Railways,
The Commithee, therefore, decided that +the ¢-ncurrence

of Railways may be obtainad to the modified proposal
of the State Government and the projsct put up to the
Committee for reconsideration,

{Action: Cuwl)

I1I, Medium Projects

E

%kh1) wWagan Irrigation Project {Raijasthan) -

.

kstimated cost Rs.982 lakhs

This project is in the pipeliheffor assistance
from USAID, It was considered accgptable subject to
the following observations;:-

1)

'11")

141},

N
e

The concurrence of the state‘Finance Department
may be obtained by the CWC and conveyed to the
Planning Commission,

The State Tovernment may ingtall USBR type
pelzometer in the river rsorge portion and

other sul*able locatrion of +he earth dam

in consultation with the Design Directorate

of the State and CWC +to keep a watch on the
behaviour of *he sarthen embankment, ™he
geepage through the earth dam would nsed o be
channelised on both the flanks for safe disposal
after measuring it periodically and keeping a
watch,

The reservolr water may be gob analysed

for chemical propertics and corrsctive measures,
if any, adopted in consultétion with the State
dgriculture Department, ' '

{Action; CWC/Planning Commission)

) £hairi Irrication Project {(Maharashtra) -

i bstimated cost R,590.77 lakhs,

This project is in the pipeline for assistance
from USAID. It was considered aceevtable subject to the
following:

1)

The concurrence of the $fate Finance Department
to the revised cost of Re,i496,77 lakhs

may be obtained by the CWC and conveyed to

the Planning Commission,
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i1} 8ince the financial return is in the nesative,
the Shate Govarnment may examine the water
rates with a view to revising it upwardly so
that the revenue would atleast meef the
. operatien ani maintenance expenditure under the

project,

(Action: CWC/Planning Gommission)

Ty

Fo .
" 3)Panchkhero Reservoir Scheme (Bihar)
/ mstimated cost Bs, 740,54 lakhs

14 was obgerved that the cost per hectare of
85.33656/~ in respect of the project was too high,
Althouzh +he CWC note zave specific reasons for high
incidence of cost, the Commit*tee considered that the
State Government should examine the vossibilities of
reducing the cost by restricting the command aréa and
thereby reducing the length of *he canal system. 3Jubject
.o the abeve, the project was considered acceptable.

The concurrence of the State Tinance Department would be
obtained by CWC and c¢onveyed to Planning Commission,

(Action; CWC/Planning Commission)

Althoush the scheme is included in the Sixth Plan
no expendliture has so far been incurred on 1t. The
Chairman suggested that besides concurrence of t+he
Finance Department, the project ghould also have.
the concurrence of thé State Planning Department with
regard to the funding arrancement for the project go that
the programme of construction envisaged should have the
backing of the requisite availability of funds, It was
decided that Planning Commission might lssue a circular
lstter to the States making 1t obligatory for the
irrigation Departments to get the concurrence of the
State Planning and Finance Departments before forwarding
the project revorts to the Central agencies for
examinadtion and clearance,

) {hctions Planning Commission)
tfﬂ;) Revised wstimate of Rajoura 11 ft irrigation
Scheme (JxK) -~ #stiméd+ed cost Re.703 lakhs.

_ ™he revised sstimate was considerad accedtable
subject o +he following:~

1} ™he cledrance of the Ministry of Irrigation

(Indus Wing) t0 *the scham: would be ¢onveyed
to *he Planning Commission,

)=
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ii} The concurrsnce of the State Finance
Department to the revised estimate would be
obtained by CWC and conveyed to Planning Commission,

iii) Since the firancial return is negative, the
State Government should sXamine the
possibility of increasing the water ra%es
so that the revenue from water rakes would
atlcast meet the opsration and mainbenance
IXDENSOS,

{Action: Ministry of Irrigation/CWC/
- Planning Commission)

?%}"Bhairwa:ﬁeservoir Scheme (Bihar) —
i Estimated cosf‘%.848 1G lakhsg

The projiect was considered acceptable subJaCf
+o the following°~-

i} ""he concurrence of *he State Finance
Department would be obtained by CW” and
conveyed fo Plannlng Commission.

ii) Althouvh +hu SCheme i1s included in Ehe Sixth
~ Plan of the State, . no expenditure has been
incurred on it so far, In view.of +he larse
commitment on onegoing irrication projects,
there is no possibllity of +he scheme being
taken up for implementation in the lagt year
of the gixth Plan. The question of accepting
the scheme wquld be considered afrher the
Jeventh Plan of +the State is firaliged and
the posltion rezdrding availability of funds
for implementation of this project is
clearly known,

{@ (Action; CwG/Planning Commlssion)

mlﬁ) Baski Reservolr-cum-Water Suooly Scheme(Bihar) ~
\_ pstimated Ccost Re, 1302 lakhs,

The scheme was congidered acceptable subject
to the following:-

i) "he Heavy Engineering Cormnoration should
bear the part cogt of the project nn the
basis of the water supply to be rmade for
industrial use from this project.

ii} Concurrencs of +he State Finance Department
for haking up the project would be obtainad
by CWC and conveyad to Planning Commission,

-/
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iii) Since the scheme is not included in the Jixth

bl
A5
S

Plan of the State, the question of clearance
of the scheme would be cansidered after the
Seventh Plan of the State is finalised and
the position regarding availability of funds
for its implementation would be clearly
kKnown.

(Action; CWC/Planning Commission)

Panzan (Nagya-Sakya) Project (Maharashtra)

.Estimatcd cost Rs. 541.53 lakhs.

The project is in *the pipeline for asslstance
from USAID. It was considered acceptable subject to
the following:-

1)

i
0

¢

r.-"JS)

The concurrence of the gtate Flnance
Department would be obtained by CWC and
conveyed to the Planning Commission.

It was mentioned in the CWC note that
theutilisation of various projects accepted
by Planning Commission so far is 2.44 MAF,
including Panzan project, as against the
upstream reservation of é MAF above Ukal dam
in Gujarat for both Maharashtra and Madhya
Pradesh., The CWC would examine the
utilisation of projects sanctioned so far in
Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra up stream of
Ukai and furnish the break-up of utilisation
between Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh to the
Planning Commission before processing the
acceptance of the scheme,

(Action; CwC/Planning Commission)

Shahanoor Irrigation Project (Maharashtra)
Estimated cost Rs.1523.61 lakhs.

The project is in the pipeline for assistance
from the USAID, It was considered acceptable subject
to the following:-

i)

i)

The concurrence of the State Finance
Department would be obtained by CWC and
conveyed to Planning Commission

Provision as considered necessary may be
made for supnly of drinking water to the
rural areas at +the time of execution of
the project,


http:accept.ed
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iil}) The possibility of hydel generation may be
gXplored and provision made for initial
installation like penstocks, etc, to cnable
gxploitation of the powsr potential at a
later date,

iv) It was mentioned in ths CWC note that the
total utilisation of various »2rojects accented
by Planning Commission so far is 2.44 MAF,
including this project, as azainst the
upstream rescervation of 6 MAF above Ukal dam
in 7ujarat for both Maharashtra and Madhya
Pradesh., The CWC would examine the
utilisation of projects sanctioned so far in
Madhya Pradesh and Maharashtra upstream of
Ukai and furnish the break-up of ukilisation
begtween Maharashtra and Maihya Pradesh to the
. Planning Commlission before vrocessing the
acceptance of the schene,

{Action;: CWC/Planning Commisslon)

« 20w
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List of Offic.rs present in the 20th mesting of the
Advisory Committes on Irrigation, Flood Centrol and
Multipurpose Projects held on 22.3.1984 in Shram

- Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi,

e e

PRESENT
"1, shri M.G. Padhye, Secretary; Ministry of Irrigation .. Chairman
2, ¢ghri Pritam §ingh, Chairman, C.W.C, ° Member
3. 8mt. Priya Prakash, Jt,Secretary & Financlal Adviser,
' Ministry of Irrigation, Member
4, Shri C.,G., Desai, Adviser, Planning Commission Membeax

5. shri N,K. Dikshlt, Joint Adviser, Planning Commission, Member-gecy.

Al g0 Present

Ministry of Irrigation

shri K.R, Chandrasekharan, Joint Secretary :

Shri B.S, Bhawani Shankar, Chief Lnginser (Narmada Cell)
Shri R.S, Saksena, Joint Commissioner (WU) ' B
Shri R,V. Juryanarayana, Deputy Secretary(Projects I)
Shri Ram Saran, Deputy Commissioner (CAD)

wEso o —
- s w 8- @
H

Ministry of Finance, Plan Finance Division

1. Shri V, Swaminathan, Joint Director

Central Electricity Authority

1. gshri V.V.R.K. Rao, Director HEP

Central Ground Water RBoard

1. Dr. B.D., Pathak, Chairman,

Narmada Qbmtrel Authority

. sShri K.V, Rama Rao, Chairman
. Shri H.P,S. Murthy, Member (Power)
. Shri R,3. Nagaraja, Secretary

1
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4, Shri ¥,V, Dharma Rao, Specialist.
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Central wWater Commission

shri-Gokul -Praséd, Member (P&P)
ghri R, Ramaswamy, Member (D&R)
ghri M.$. Rao, Chief sngineer {7TE
shri B.B, Karajaei, Directsr {TE)
Shri Kishart Chand, Director (TEI)
shri M.J, Ajwani, Dircctor (FAII)
Shri Dawan, Deputy Director (FAII)

Shri Chonra, Depuby Director [FAII)
Shri Dhawan, Deputy Director (TEIL)

ghri Mathur, Deputy Director (TE)

shri .Rajendra Das, Asstt, Director {TE}
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1. Shri 0,P. Ssheal, Deputy Adviser (I&CAD)
2. Shri K.L. Sharma, Deputy Adviser (Power
3+ Shri J,N, Nanda, S.R.0. {I&CAD)
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PLANNING COMMISSEON
4 “{I&CADD 1VISLON)
: Seimtiri

'.=Subjoot¢ 27 th meoting of the Advisory Commlttco on Irrigetion,

™ood Control and Multi=~purposo ircjcct held on
349.1934 4in Shram Shakti Bhavan, Now Delhi,

The Summary nOCCPd of the 27th meoting of‘the

._Advisnry Committos on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multd =

purpose - - Projocts held on 3,9,1984 in Shrem &nakti
' Bhavan, Now Declhl 1s circulated hercwith

okt

( N.K. Dikshit )
Joint Advisor(¢&CAU)
Mamber—Sucrotary

'1. Shri M.G. Padhye, Socrctary, Ministry of Irrigation
2, Shri Fritam Singh, Chairman . Central Wator Commission,
© Sowa Bhavang, I .K.Luram, Now Delhik

5- Eop? 4.9, S8ingh, Cheirmun, Contral Elcctricyt authority,
4 fsii?m gh&’ﬂ'a?a] Hth ai wm,p Now %11'11,@
3 agls’ L 8 mm?
2 Ghn: Otgy Buodnlay Aoviser.angreg],flgnning Commisgion
6. Joini Socrotary, Plan Financo Divisicn, M*ﬂiStry or
Financc,
7o Smt, Friya Frakash, Jt. Secrotary & Finanelal Advi“cr,
. Ministry of Irrlgation, S.S. Bhevan, Now Delhi,
Je Joint Scerotery, Dopartment of Yower, Ministry of Energye.
9. Dr. BJD. Pathak, Cheirman, Central Ground ¥ator Board,
7 Ministry of Irrigrtion, Krishi Bhavan, Neow Dolhi,
10, Joint Sécrotary, Deptt. of Hoavy Industry, Udhyog Bhavan
11. Joint Socrotary, Dopartment of Environmcnt, Bikaner
House, Neow Dolhi,. o '

12, Agriculturé Commissioncr, Ministry‘of,égricalturo,

hrisni Bhavan, Low Do1hi.

§1anning Gommission circular.No.16(25)/27/b4~I&G&D dt,27,9.1984
Copy tq:

Ministry of Irp;gatioh, S8+ Bnavan, New Dclhi

1s Shri G.uSe Hukma.ni

1, Shri DM. Tolang, addl. Sccrctary

e Bursd C.5, Huklws2d, Joint Sccretary(l)
Ss Ohri Ma. Chitalc, Joirt Saerctary (GB)
4, Shri G, 5  Jakhado, &dviser
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5, Shri R, Rangachan Nember(JRC)

6. Shri T,5. Murthy, Jt. Gcmmissionor(JRG)

7. Joint Comm?ssioner(wMJ, Krishi Bhaven, New Delhi
8. Shri R.V. Suryanarayana, Deputy Scerctary(F)

9e Shri P,0. Jain, Doputy Secrchbary -
10, Shri 8N, I%lao, Chiof Enginccr(CAD), Krd shi - Bhavan
11. Shri Ram Saran, Dy. Commissionor(CAD)
12, Shri Y.D, Sharma, Dy, Cormissioner(CAD)

134 &hri K.X, Sekscna, yaclalist Irrigation)
14, Shri M.,R. Single, Undor Seocrctary(Budgot)

Contral Wator Gommission; Sowa Bhavan, R.K.Furam, Now Declhi,

B ﬁhri Gokhul Pradad, Mamber(P&P)
2 lombcrzD&R)
3e Momber Floods)
4. Shri M.S, Rao, Chicf Engincor(TE}/
Shri N, Sachidanand, Chiof Engincor(R’M & RM)
5, Dirsctor {(TB)(I)/T
64 Dircctor (P&B)I (P&P 1T
7o Dircctor F.AJ/FAII/Fa.III
8¢ Dircctor /PP Coll II/PP Coll III

Dopartment of Env;rbnment4 Bikanor House, Now Delhi,

1« Dr, S, Maudgal, Diroctor

Gahga Flood Contr91 Comm;osign, S;ncbaj Bhgvan,

Patna

Shri S.J. Thomas, Actlng Chairman I

W

‘( W.K. Dikshit )
Joint 4cvisor(I&CAD) &
Mombdr-Socrotary
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PLANNING GOMM}SSEON
I&CAD DIVISION

g

Summary Record of tha 27th meeting of the Advisory
Cormittee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multi-
Purpose Projects held on 3,9¢1984 in Shram Shakti
Bhavan, New Delhi. : :

-

‘ Names of the Officers Present in the meeting are given
ih t he enclosed annexure,

. The following projects were considered and the
Committee!s recommendations are as followss:

;. Multi ~purpose Frotects

- X7{i) Stngur Storage Project (Irrigation and Water Supply)
\ Andhra Fradesh-Estimated cost Rs,4230 lakhss

i /
’
of

 Chairman CJM.C. suggested that the desigh flood
assumed nooeded review on the basis of more data collscted.
It was decided that the project authorities may be requested
to supply more details to the CJM.C. and thereafter the C.W.C.
would convey their recommendation to the Planning Commission
re garding spillway capacltye.

q e

The Department of Environment has amade the following
observations whila_giving clearanoe_bo the_Prqject.

1) 4 green belt should bo creatod elong the periphery of
the reservoir to arrest exoessive siltation;- '

£1) nccessary steps should be takon by the project
Authorities, in collaboration with Archeological
Depar tment to preserve the important archeological
8ites and sculpturc coming under submergence;

111) Rehabilitation Master £lan should be dotailoed

avoiding the location of now sgttlemonhts on reservoin
" per;phary;land

b iv) land use in tho catchment should be converted to
A forostry, to the cxtent possible,



-2 =

The Central Water Commission werce rocguosted to

obtain tho clarification f rom the Departmon t of Environment/

State CGovermment as 0 which Dopariment, of the State woulgd

. bear the cost of roslocaivion of archeological sites and

“that of green belt.. It was also agrecd that the CM.0,

., would get the information regarding proparation of Mastor-
Plan for rcohebilitation as suggested by the Department of
Envircnment and convey thoe present position to the Planning
Commission, of a point raiscd by hLdvisor{I&CaD), Regarding
the condition of aveiding sthe location of new scttloments
on rescrvoir periphcery, it was folt that this may be difficult
to realisc in practice, On the otherhand, fromthe point
of water supply to rcosottled villages and for facilities
of fishing ., a location elosc to rosorvoir is often
Wwelcome, It wWas declded to take up this issuc - . separately
with the Department of Eavironment, Bofore taking it with
the Statc, as no reproscntative from Deptte of Environmont
Was prescnt in this meoting. o -

- B . ' ( &ction: CWC}

Advisor(I&CAD) onguired whether the project chvisaged
any forcst submorgence to which tho roprescntatives from
CM,C, roplicd in the nogativo, I

‘a4ftor detailcd discussion, the project was considercd
aceeptable subjoct to the above obscrvations and alsc the
following points to be abtonded to by the Sgato Govt. befora

- fipal designs & cxccution of the Project. :

i) Bince the existing Nigamsagar Dem lower down is
stated to have a spillway’ capacity of only 5.6
lakh cusces with no flocd 1ift, it is advisable
to providse a sulteblo flood 1ift at Singur in
consultation with the Govt, of Karnataka,

11) Tho possibilitics of hydel devolopmont may bo
explorcd, If they cxist, tho prowvision may be
made in the projecet for jnitial installations
liko penstocks, cte., 0 onable oxploitation of
the hydel power st a legan stago.

{4ctions CWC/?lanning Commission)-

-/ -



Medium Projects () .
Hatwane Medium Irrigation Project(Maharashtr
Bstimated cost Bs5.2452,17 lakhs:

The Projcet is proposed to be posed to USAID for
Adviscr (I&CAD) stated that the cost of the

‘oredit assistanco,
project was basad on schedule of rates of 1981-82 cof
Irrjigation Dcpartment of Maharashtra, Ho furthcr stated that:
cost to be accepted by Flapning Commission may not ineclude
the pricc oscalation and higher percentage of contingencics
assumod for oxtornally aided projectse The Financial adviser,
Ministry of Irrigation intimated that since the project is
bascd on 1981=82 prices the present cost of the schome may be
substantially bigher, The Chairman suggested that the CW.Ca
may update the cost and the berefits andwark out the modificd

As a goncral rulo the C.W.Ce may have the cost
utting up to the :

n) =

L)

1e 5"

. B.c. R&tio.
‘estimate of projects updated. before p

Commiticey
.(Action: C,W.C,) -

L On a point raised by tho Chairman, CJW.Cs rogarding

" dnclusion of intercst chavgos on capital in the B.C. Ratio
calculation, Chairman of thc Committco suggestcd that C ...
may work out cxamples for some projccts bdsed on discaunted
cash flow mothod, internal rate of roturn cte, S

(Aqt16n= CWGC )

- The Advisor(I&CAD), Planning Commission and the
Chairman, of the Committce suggested that mention should bo ’
made rogarding submergenéce of forcst, if any, in t hc agenga
notecs on projects to bu considored by tho Advisory Committco,
The repreosontative from C M .C, Statod that no forost submerge -
nee is idnvolved in this project, C :

(Action: CW.C.)
after discussion, the project was condidercd acco tabl
subjeet to the following obsorvationss _ d
1) The CJW.Co would WP ehs o656, work out tho

revised Bo.Co Ratio and convey the samo to the
Flanning Commission beforo Processing of tho

acccptance lettor,

2) & minimum frce board of 3 m'may.bc provided for t he
certh dam by constructing a parapot of 0,5 m height,

"3
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3} Suitablc provisiorsmay be madoe in the projoct
nstimate for the rchabllitation of Lhc oustcos
ag por the guldelines circulatod by thc Ninistry

of lrrigation

4) Provision as considercd nocosuary may bo made for
supply of drinking watoer to the rural arcas,

5) Possibilitics for hydel goncraticn may bo cxplorcd
and if they cxist , sultable provision may be made .
for inigial lnstallatlons like ponsiocks oiCe, to
onablc their cxploitation at a later datoe :

6) Tho CJ.0s Woulg obtain the concurroncc of tho State
Planning & Finahcc Department to ‘tho upadated cost
and convoy the samec to the Planning Commission,

,,/4”i#f - (Actlon. ch/?lanning)

ST _ o . Commission

/. 84 Goj Project ( Madhya fradcsh) - Estimatﬂd cOSt

R ,879 o5 lakhs,

'The projcet hes bcan includcd in thc World Bank lihe
of crcdit for medium irrigation projccts in Madhyas Fradosh
{CR 1108~I¥) and is also to he concurrantly financed by
IFAD (Loah No,81~IN}s The ostimated cost of tho project:
includes distribution not work down 0 2 ha, farm.gato,

Joint Adviscr(I&CAD) Planning Commlssion stated that
according to tho October, 1979 Circular issucd by tho FPlann=
ing Cermissicn to gll States, the projsct cost shoulg
include construction of waber courscs uptd 5 t0 8 ha,
block and withln the 5 te 8 ha, block constiuctlion of ¢ he

flcld channols should be the responsibility of benaficiaries,

If this.is relaxed 4in the casc of cxXtornally alded projocts
it will be & precedent for other projects slso unless such .
¢cst is rccovered from the beonoficiaries,  The Adviser

{I&CAD) obsorved thet the forest cloaranceo should bo
obtained before work is actually taken up,

Aftor some ddscuss4on, tho progoct was considored _”
accoptable subgcct to tha following obsorvatﬁons' '

1) Sujtable hydrological not work may be sot up for
collection of rolieble date so that rescrvoir
operation ruleos can be finalised in duc course of
time after ascertaining watcr availsbilicy angd
design flood on a more realistic basis,

i1) Possibilitics of gencration of hyacl power may bo
oxplorcd and if found feasiblc, appropriate

provision for installation of penstocks otc.'may be
IﬂaQG ™

~/=
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111) Nocd of water for rural water supply schemes may
bo assessed and appropriatce prevision made in
proposals for utilisation of wator from tho
projects

iv) Spocific concurrence of the Sgate Finance Doptt,
- for the ostimatcd cost may be obtaincd by CWC and
convoyed te tho Planning Cormilssion, :

v) The Staﬁo Govte should consider tho question of
ineohe cost of fiold channols constructed
52%8{8”&“%5 8 ha, block from tho benoficiaricse

s {Action: CWC/Plenning Commission)
> - A7 S
3. Jobat Irrdigation Frojoct(M.F.)-Estimated cost

Tho projcct is to be posad for World Benk asaistancos
It wes econsidercd ac&optablo_suqugt to tbo followings~

T RS

i) Thb water avallability studics have to be firmed
up ‘after collection of actual discharge data of the
river Hatni obscrved at the Dam sita. '

11) Tho design flood studioes would require further
rofinment on the basis of actual obscrved short
interval hyarological date, Twc or threoc sclf
reeording raingauge stations at appropriato
reprcscntative points noed to be established,

131) The sodiment studics may bo firmed up on the
basis of actual obsorved scdiment data of river
Hatni at tho projoct sito,.

iv) Cecntral Ground Water Board has indicatcd the
possibility of ground water development through
dug=holecs or dqug=-cum=bore holecs in %000 ha, of the
cormand arca, This will fdcilitato conjunctive
usc of ground and surfaco watcrs for -
optimisation of benofits,

v) Concurronce of the State Finance Department o t he

modificd cost of R§.3075 lakhs has to bo cbbained
by CWC and communicated to tho £lanning Commission,

e
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vi) 45 por Geologists'Ropcort, the leflt flank

between Ch, 0=8 {where carth dem is proposcd)
nceded dota*lcd Ynvestigations by means cf drill
holes, permecability test, mochanicel propertics
tests of rock material to delincabe structural

and stre’ tigrephical fcaturcs existing therc,

It %s roported that these investigations have sinece
beep cavricd cub end the results obtained will

bo taken into account during the dotailuﬁ dosign
of *‘hu dam,

vii) Provision as considcrcd'noodSSary,'may be madc

~ for supply of drinking watcr to -the rural arcas, .

'(Actidn: GﬁC/?lanning'Commission).

(o S o |
g 4e Nun Modium.Irrlgation frogoct(Maharashtra)ﬂ.;
oY nst;watcﬁ cost Hsa1387,41 1akhs,

Tho ‘project. was approvcd by tho rlanning Commission

in 1881 at an cstimated cost of Rs4b34,77 lakhs. .

~ Subscquently., Govt, of Maharashtra have posod this

- projoet $o USAID for credit assistance under Maharashtra
ITeM Precjeet ahd herce the projoet cost has been modifica

- to Rs,1387.41 lakhs, Thc project involves submergonce
of forgst arcas of 125 ha. 1t was found accoptablo subjoct

~ to the
i)

11)

111}

)

5070, MCo ang Blanning Commy ssion,

followings=-

The Syatc GOVanmcnt weuld obtain foraost
cloarance. from the Appropriatoe Authority and
convey It to CHC and Ylanning Commission beforo -
the  schema is PPJGOSSB@ for accoptancc.

The €& 0. would convoy tho brosk-up of 6 TMG _
rcescrvation for upstroam ubilisation abovo Ukad
Dem be tween Maharashtra and:M.2. and the committed
usc so far against thoir shgre in Maharashtrs to tho
Planning Commission for procous$ng the accoptanca
lattore

-Tﬁc copcurronee of tho Sﬁatc.Fiﬁancc Dbpartmont fbr..

tho modificd cost of the projoet would bo convcyed

Fhovision as consideroed necossary may be mado fdr

3upply of drinking watbtor to the rursl arcas.

Possibilitics for hydcl ganoration moy be oxpleoroad
and 1f thoy oxist, suitable provision may be made
Tor initial inutallations likc ponstocks etce, ©0

.-/_'
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i .t
: onable their cxploitation at a laber datc.{éin outlot for

hyaro~power has been proposcd in the non=~overllow Lortvion
of tha dam), '

I :
| .. v3) Suitable antie-alkalinity measurcsha ve to bo oxccuted
in the patches where the PFH value is more than 9,

vii) As the watertesble’ 1S reportod Lo be within 3 m from tho
ground level int he command, simultancous pxccution of
a sultable drainago schome is8 neccegsary Lo aveld water

logging 4n ¢t he command.

o (Lctions CWC/Plenning Commission).
G,J\Tombhapuri'médium Irrigation Project{Maharoshira)-Bstimated
t cost R8.591,.24 lakhs, : )

. The Frojdct was consil cred accoptable ab joet tothe
following dbscrvationss« '

1) The estimated cost of the projoct Was shown a8 Rs, 677
~ lakhs at the timo of 1984-85 Plan aiscussion, Thc C¥#.C,
. may obtain tho clarifjcation regarding tha latest cost
’ - . and copvay it to the rlanping Commission, o

2) The commdtment of the State Financo Dopartment t0 tho
“latest cost and neb that of Internal Fnancial Advisor
may bo obtained and conveyoed o tho Planning Commission,

5) &fter sufficiont data on hydrological obsorvations at tho
projoct s8ite and hydremotorological obsprvations for tho
catchment becomes available, the hydrology of tho
‘project may be firmed up,

4} ?ossibilit;qs of hydoljpowor developrent may be oxplorod
[penstocks  &ad if they ‘exist, provisicn for initial installations of /-
_ eiCy, may be mado to cnable thelr expioration at later

Sta&;Co

5} FrovigiOn 48 considercd nccessary may bo made for supply
of drinking water to the rural arcas.
- i

X

6} It nceds to bG confirmed that the provision for tho -
rohabilitaticn of tho oustees from the submergonce _
araas has bech maede on the 1ines indloatea in tho | ;
Mahareshtra Rescttlemont of rroject Displaced porsons, f

Lot 157G

7Y To Lfeellitabo integrated operation, tho possibility
of interlinking the Termpheapuri Rescrvoir with othor S
Reservoir like Kham in the noighbourhood may be i
explorcd, - _

{Action: CWG/Planning CommiSSiOn):
i
i

1


http:Comrniss~.on
http:clar1ficat:i.on
http:comma.nd
http:necessa.ry

W,

-8m

6, Bor, Dahcgaon Modium Irrigation Projcct(Maharashtral-
Estimatcd cost 15.428,71 lakhs, i e s _

The Committece docided that the depe ndable yicla
from the catchmont assumod in the project ncods to bo
rovicwed and thc project put up to the Cemmittoc again.

(Actions CW(C)

Sakoi Modigm Irrigation Project(Maharashtra)=-
Dstimatod cost 35.501,406 lakhsas :

o 1

The Projcct was found acceptable subject to the
following cbsorvationss- :

1) The intcr=-statc aspcct nceds furthor cxamination
by the G 0. tot ake into account thc committed
minor irrigation, industrial and domostic uscs.
The C M .Ce wOuld convey the details to tho
Planning Commission for proccssing the issuc
of accoptancc lottor, '

2) Aftcr sufficicnt data on hydrological obscrvations
at the project sitc and hydrome trological ' :
obscrvetions for thc catchment beccoma avallablo,
the hydrology of the projoct may bo firmed upe

3) Yossibilitics of hydel power development may bo

. explored and 1f they oxist, provision for initial
installations:like pen stock cte,, may bc wmado
to cnable their exploitations at later stagc.

_-4) Provision as consiﬂbrcd_necossaﬁyymay_bd-madc for
~supply of drinking wabtor to the rural aroas,

5) It necds to be confirmcd that the provisions for
tho rchabilitation of tho oustces fromthe
. submergonce areas has been made on t he lines
indicated in tho Maharashtra Resettlemont of
Yrojoct Displaced -Yersons Act 1976,

6) A4gainst the minimum requirement of 3 M for tho freg
board for an carth ‘dam, only frce board of 2 M #a .~
providcede This may be incrocased to 3 M by cons. ace
tion of a parapet walle .. o v

7) Spocific concurrcnce of the State Finsheo Deptt,
(nct of Internal Financial Ad¥gscr), may bo
robtaingd by CWC and conveyed to Flanning Commission,
{&ctions cwc/?lanning Cormi ssion)

sl
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Y B, Raigaon Me dium Irrigatlon Projeot(Maharashtra)- '
Bstimated cost RS,517,988 lalhs,

The Projece¢ was considered acceptable subject to the

 following observationss~

1) The inter=-state -aspect needs further examination by
the CJM :C. to bake into account the commltted minor
- irrigation, industrial and domestic uses, The CWC
" would convey the details to the Planning Commission
for processing the 1ssue of sccep tance letter. :

2) Tho spacific concurrence: of State FWnance Deptte may
please be obtained and conveyad to the Planning

‘Commis Sion .

-'“fw-ST After sufficient data on hydrologic&l observations
at thé project site and hydrosmetrological observa=
tions for the catchment becomes - availabla, the’ hydrclogy

of 'the projact may bo firmed upe

4) Possibilities of hydel power development may be
oxplored ané if they exist, provision for - initisl : -
installaticns like penstock ete., may be made to
enable their expldiations at a later stage.

5) Provision as cOns;déréd necessary may be made for
supply of drinking water to fhe rural areas.

6) It neods to be confzrmed thet the provision for the
rehabilitation of the ousteos from t hé submergonce
~arcas has been mado on the lines dndicated in tho.
Mahargshtra Resettlement of froject Displacod
Pargsons Act 1976.

7) Por the garth dam, a minimﬁm frée=board of 3 m hag - .08
to be kepte The froo-board provided is only 2 m, 4 :
o parapct wall of 1 m height may also be. constructcd.

(Action: CWC/Planning Cormission) -

e
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3.9 Buggavanka Reservoir Schenn(kndhra Praaash) - bstlmatag
cout Rs, 782470 1akhs, - _

The Frojcet Was considered acceptablo subgoct to
the followings : .

i) Tho ¢oneurrence of tho 3orost chartmont for the
submorge hce of forcst land may bae obtadned and
furpished to the Franning Commibsﬂon.;ﬁ

'zj'Sinco no p“ovision whe reeommonded by the Worklng
Group for this Froject in tho State flan 1984 ~35,
tho State may bo asked to indicato as o ‘how tho

- pr0300t would bo Pinancods _

3) Dosign flooﬁ to bo raviewed, by Unist Hydropraph .
Nothod aftor roquisito data is ava*lablo. -,v3;_;f

4} Cropring pattorn under Somasila Proacct StagnuII
will bo 86 adoptod so as $6 1{mit tho utilisation
of watcrs aftor considering the upstroam abstpags
ticn for this project as por. agsuranco given by
tho State Govarhmont. _ .

S)ITransmission 105008 of 257 aﬁoptod 1n planning
- would be ravidwed by actual vorification mhen can&is
would be An oporation._' , .

. 6) Provagion as considcrod necessary may bo madofforr
supply Of drinking water to the rural areas. :

7} Possibilitios of hyﬂel podor devcloPmont nay be
© axplerod. If they exist. sultaeble provision nay
bo made for initial dnstaellaticns 1llke pcnstochs
atc., to cnablo tzuir oxploitation at a 1atar dato.

£) Provision may Lo mado for tho rehabilitat;on ot @be
oustnees from the project arcas on the 1linés indicﬂted
by the Ministry of Irrigat¢on/ﬁinistry of Homg"
Af‘fi’i“S.

(.&ction. CWO/Plannj,ng COnmasim}

TR 10. Eand* Scrara Medium Irrigation Progoct(RaJasthan)- -

timatpd ﬂost Re ggﬁ'zs lakhse

J01nt Acviscr(I&CAD) pointod out that the Prgjgct is __'hl_

not included in the Sixth Flan of the Rajasthan State, ~After
scro’ discussion, the Committec dceided that the depenaableaﬂu
yicla and deslgn flood way bo roviewsd by SM.Lea'in
copsultetion with tho Syate Govt, and projoet pub dp. to the
Committea again, The concurrance of State Flan 1ng ang
Financc Departments may also bo obtainod beforgthe pnojoct

is rocansiderod by the Cormd. tae

{Action:s GQC)-

. ~/- ;

F
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: ii;_ Modornisation of Gambhiri Cancl Systom(ﬁajasthan)-
Estimated oSt R5.1176426 lakhs) =

Tha projoct is in pipollng uhgor crogdit assistanco .
programme of USAID for Rajasthan Modtum Irrigation Frojocts.
Tho gross utilisation of 74 MCUM proposcd under tho scheme
snvisaged utilisation of flow from pard of tho Madhyae Pradosh
Catohmont and theroe was no formal Agrocment with Govi, of
Madhysa fradesh, The Chairman observod ghat the Ministry of
Irrigation weuld censult Govis of M.7. and Intimate thae
cloarance in respect of inter-state aspect to Planning
Cennd ssion, ' ;

-

_  mvs0 \ . o

. The Cheirmanfobscrved that the cost ¢f R8,540 lakhs for
- providing addaitional spillway capacity to correspond o the
maximum pogsible flocd should bo included in tho project cost
and the rovised B.C. Ratic worked out for the inercased cost.

" The projoct was considored @cecptable subjeet to tho
above and elso to toko into account tho following:= -

1) Suitable adaitional spillwey capacity to handle
tho rovised design flocd of B779 cumocs may bo’
- provided. _ - R

2) Frce board may ba incroascd to a minimum of 4 m, by
raising dam/provision of a sultablo parapote

SJ.Préﬁisibn'hs.pdnSid6r0d°nddo58&ry may-be made. for.
supply of drinking water to the rural eroas. -

4) Conourrenco of tho State Planning and Finance
- Deparitpents to the updated cost off tho proejoct may
bo obtained and communicated to tho Flanning
Coermission, = S -

(Actioni Ministry of Irrigation/cwc/ [
Plannineg Commission) ‘ o

L.
R

’!_iﬁ,iﬁajor Projoct

gw;zz. Sccnggxroviscd gsginato of Wostern Kosi Canal P?éjocﬁr--

-Sécohd roviscd'éétimatc of wastcrandsiicanal Proiuct
iEOPRS«ih licpal torritory and works in India)=-
Bstimatod to cost Rs,222,26 croras), o

Tt was observed from thoe CWC Noto on the Frojoet that
tho rcvicsed "ostimato inecludod tho updated cost of Re,60,46
erurcs for works in Nepel territory while btho c¢stimatod cost
for works in India had nct bcon updetod. Momber (PP} (WC
stated thet the ellgomont of various distributerics and
chrannels in tho Blber torritory was yet to bae finalisod which
might toke anothor one or two years for updating the cost -
of works in Bihar, e

T e
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Since the Central assﬁ;tanco to the State in respoct
of Napal works was to bo roleascd on tho basis of roviscd
cstimate, tho Committeo considored the cost of 1c.60,48

_ecrores 4n respoct of Nepal works acceptahlo. The Committeo,

however , deeided that the CWC should get tho revised
estimate of works in Bihar State also updatod ag carly a8
péssiblo so that thoe modified Bl.C.Hatio could be workod cut

~for tho entire projeet and thoe combined project put up to the

i

Cormittco agdiin

{Actions CWC/Planning Commission)

”_fﬂ;T%FlOOd Congrol Schomcs_

LTt
-t .
N

“13515.' "Reviscd cstimato of Begdlaghat-Nagarpare Embankmont

Schero (Bihar) = Dstimatcd cost Rs, 530,96 lakhs,

The rovised cstimato of the scheme was congldersd

aceeptable subjoet to the obscrvatlon that tho GFCC should

review tho proposed alignment of the ombenkment so thatg
the same is gulto away from the river bank as it it gbpeared
vory clcgo to the bank in seme roachese ,

o | (Actions GFCC/P.C.)

24, Esgimato for Anti-srosion works and Retired Embanlments
frem 0,65 Km, in riprasi-riprognhat Reach on Right Banj
o Gondak {Binar ) ~tstimated 208t HE, 650,02, LarNE " _

Tho schems was considored acceptable, The Advisor(I&Can)
ralsed a polnt that tho anti-crosion werks aro roguired to be
taken up apd complo ted before the flcods of 1984 as has beon
mentionsd by the GFCC {n tholr notes Tho Chaimien stated that
the work should be started on’ thoe scheme immodiatoly and the
Ministry may teke the matter wilth the Stato Governmont
immedlately, . '

o {dctions Min, of Irrigation/P.C.)
Tho consideration of the romaining projects includod 4n t
Agonda were posiponod to bho noxt meeting, ' :

{fotiont Planning Commission)
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Iist of Officors prescnt in the 27th wocting of tho
Advisory Committeoe on Irrigation, Flocd Gonirol and
Multd -purpose Projects held on 3,9,1984 in ohram
Shalkti Bhavan, Now Dolhi.

”? RESENT

1. Shri M.G. Paghyo, Secretary, Min, of Irrgh. ..« Chairman

2, SBhri Pritam Singh, Chairman, CWC veow Mom?er
3, Shri C.G, Desad, Adviscr{I&CAD), P.C, e-e Momber
4, Smt, Yriya Prakash, Jt., Secreotary & Fin, .
fdviscor, Min, of Irrigation ese Momborp
5, Dr, B.D. Fathak, Chairman, G.GMJDB. ¢eos Momber
6o Shri N JK, Dikenit, Jt. Advisor{I&C4AD},F.C. vse Mombor-
' _ Scerctary

4Also Progent

Ministry . of Irrjgation

1. Shri DM . Telang, &ddl. Secretary

2, Shri M.A, Chaltelos Commdscioner (River Basins)
" and Joint Sccrotary{(adB) - :

3¢ Shrd T,S. Murthy, Jt. Commiesioncr(JRC)

4, Skri RV, Surydnaradyena, Depuby Scorctary

5, Shri Rem Soraen; Dy. Commissionor{CAD)

&, Shriy Y,Di Sharma, Dy, Commissioner(CAD)

7, Shri KX, Sakscna, S}}cciali'st(zrrigation;

8+ Shri M.R, SBinglo, Undor Scerctary(Budgoet

'Gangg Flood Cont;cl_Commission

1._Shri S.J e Thomas, doting Chairman

Qpntral Grauhd,Water_Broaa

1, Sori B,P.C, Sinka, Chiof Hydrogeologist

Contral Wator Commission

1o Shri Gokul Yrassad, Mombor{F&P)

2e Shrd K.%. Rag, Chicl Enginocor{Tu)

3¢ Shri K. Cachidanand,; Chicfl Bagincor(RM & RM
4, Sori M.G, djwani, Dirocctor, Fa.II

Bs Shri P.L, Gianchandeni, Dircotor, F.4.IIX
6¢ Shri BB« Karajagl, Dircotor Tu,II

7. Shri K N, Singh, Diroctor, PPC II

8, Shri S.,T; Chandhuri, Diroctor, PPC,III
Oy Shri €M, Pandlt,; Dye. Dirocctor
10. Shr4i RS, Mathur, Dye Dircctor (TEIT)
11. Shri M,Cs Dhawan, Dy Dircetor (TH,I)



-‘2_

12¢ Shri M.V. Chandrasekhar, Dy. Dircctoxr
13, Shri C.D. Khocho, Dy, Pircepor (TE.II)
14, Shri H,L, Kensal, Dy, Dircctor {FA III}
15, Shri S.K. Vajish, Dy. Diroctor FAL,III)
16, Shri P.Re Chopra, Ly. Dircctor (Fi.II)
17, Shri K.3. Jacobs; 4sstbie. Dircctor

18, Shri S.N. Sharma, Asstt. Dircctor

19, Shri VK, Rajondra Das, &sstts Dircctor
20, Shri SR, Tajwani, Asstt. Dircctor (TB,II)
21ls Shri Naercsh Mchah, Asstbe Dlrcctor
22, Shri Ratl Bhan, ZAD

25. Shri M.S. HaqU.Q; EO‘lODC

24, Shri S.L. Kowal Ramani

PLANKING GOMMISSION

14 Shri 4.8. Gupta; Dy, . Advisor{I&CAD)
e -Shri J,N, Nande, S.R,0,(I&C4AD)

»



PLANNING COMMISSION
(I&CAD Division)
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Surmary Record of the 28%th mesting.cf the Advisory
Commi htee on Irrigation; Flood Control and Multi=
purpese Projechs held on 24,9,1984 in Shram Shakbi,
Bhavan, New Dslhi, T

. Names of the Officers present in the meetbing are given
in the enclosed annexuros ( )

Tho ™ following projocts were considered and tho Committee's
recommo ndaticns are as follows:
I

éj\Major Pro jectss ) B
j“ : 5 Mogornisabtion of Schne Canals'Project_(Bihar) -
astimated_qost %3119472 lakhs,

e s

7 . The  CWC Note on the Project envisagad 1mp1émantation
of this Project in thrce phascs as por details givon beclow: =

Rs, 40344 lakhs,
fse 33158 lakhse
Rseo34457 Takhs,

Fhase-I (1984-85 %o 1988-89)
Phaso~11(1889-90 Yo 1993-94)
‘Phase ~III(1994-95 to 1998-99)

Total

% B on

R5e 112959 Llakbs,

Bikhar's sherec cost for

Bansegar Dame Rs, 6513 lakhs,

LOLAL ¢ Rsp11¢472 lakhs,

0

-

- There was actailed discussion on the scopd of the project
which 1s t& be included in Fhaso-I,  In viow of “tho huge cost”
involved, tho Committeo decided that thd project may be accopted
in prineiplo and defailod cstimiatod cost of Phaso~I Pw jéet
shéuld be worked cut by tho State Government in consultatiof
with the CWC within threce Fonths to includo mainly tho pilot
projoct for modernisaticn to cover an arca of 30,000 ha, of CCA
togother with tho remodelling and improvément of the canal’
system to serfve the pilot pro jéccte Essontial” Fﬁ?ﬁiﬂﬁ to the
oxisting system and improvement of communication” system shduld
alsc be dncluded in phasSe~l., Furfher phéses of tho project
would be considerod by *the -Committco on tho basis of experiance
gained in implementation 6f *ho P110t Projoe® under Phase-I, The
accoptance of Phasc~I of the Preject ‘does not ciititlo tho Government
of Bihar for any additional rights over Soné¢ wators béyond tho
scepe of thie Inter~Stato Lgrecment on Bansagar Project of

s

L
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Septomber, 1973, Ths accepbance o? Fhasd«L of the projoct
18 aleo subjoct Yo the rollowing ohacrvet

{1) ™a dotailcd obhimebe of Fhasc-l Frojoechk may be worked
cut by the Staté Governfient in consgnliabtion with the
CWC anad the cost iitimated to the Flanning Cormission
for proccesing of tho issue_ of Beeoprance letter,

- iy

(11 ) Spoeific condubrencg of the State Planhing Departmeont
Yor 4apfoméntablion of tha schomo and i%s fonding from
the Stave  Seetor during 7th Plan may bo obtailnced and.
communicatbode '

- — - . T

(1141} 8peceific congurrcnes of bthe Statc Bloctricity Dopartment
- ..for ¥tho assurad supply of clestricity roquiread for tho
operatlon ¢f 4600 Tubeweolls has to bo furnishod,
(3v) ZTrojcct aunthoritics have “efrcod to CWC's suggestion
' -for adopting”Wafabanai/Rotation-systcm-on'Branch Canals
and Distribubery Systoms .

(v) Tho Soné Canal Sydtom is morce than 100 yoars. old and

the drawings 6f struchires could not be made Evailable

by the projeck auvhoritics, IP is nccossary tocarry
out. complehe redegigh of all She propoésed gtfuctuféﬁ
after collacbing the roguired dabta & Sheir unsaloty .
cstabilisknd bafore under Takikz now. work and otnor
relovant deteils bofore tho romodoiling/ropair works
OF suech struciures 1as LHaken upe. Thesdé strusturgs will he
Cto bo Aagicued fop Lhelr final capacitivds which should be
deeidod ih consultafion with@® prior to implemontatiocn,

{vi) The tenbative projocted plan with the eveilable data bas
bedn scceptdd for the prasent asscssmont.. Méra hydrolegilcal

data nécds Yo he collenteod af tho new Irrigation & Thormal
d upsirgam of the Scné barrago,
sroulated ghall have te be Hovioewed
¢-fone ALver Commission/Central

prejocts are hoing sddce
The flow poattorn thus o
inTeconsuliteticp wivn Th
Waber Comfiission

(vii) The detailsa 5031 X entire command area would
be takepn up Immediately. and comnlisebad, ' : -

{viil) Since the Projecth Fequires contvinuous subsidy from the

- Shate rewvenues as tho financial rebturn s in the '

nogative, the Stete Goverpmant should condider wpward
rovigion of wator ratrs under this projeet,

Fl

wf -
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(4x)  the technonconom'o via?=ljty of the 'Navigation! ang -
Hydel! componant may bo gov fipalised in consatbation with
the Mipnistry oF Transport and Shipping end Contral
EL&G%ILC4*Y'ﬂu+bOl11{uu rospactivelye -

(%) Neccsuary ‘scil conscrvation moasurcs should bo taken
during tho OOMSfrucf on of roads. )

{x1) %Stqpﬂ ;should Lo *&Len t0 romove Lthe scars of coisbtruction
by levelling ang la scapingy Digging of borrow pits

'shoulﬁ bs_avo!doa au far as poss:olc,

AL orosﬁ;t ion Should bv uudoroakcn on a lar scale and
(x11) - proen bCll be c;ca*od along both tho ‘banhs of Canals,

s fA Fagorvoir with gross storage of ‘aboul 4 5o 4,5 MAF on
(x211) Sono {Xagdhwan dam site U/s of "Indrapupri Bnrfqgo) was
recommended by the Yeam of Experts of Scne Rivor Commission
. in Jén,, 1982, -The.8cheome is belig investigited by the
CIrrigabion Do pﬂrfmcnt Tho extent of borefit 1likely %6 be
ari vod freom The proposScd. Kachwan- Frojeet can be cstimatod
only ‘after tho ccrp]ofion of shtuady- b}th integratod cperation
of U/S schomes along with Kadhwan 'y 49 statod cdrlicny
this fudy_iu.ycfuto,bo oumplotcd end will Sgke bimo,

.(XLV). Tho alignmnsnt and dosign of parallel cenals fogo thob wifh
T 1te etpretures shall bc got vetrteod from Cahdl Psrooforatn
of CWC Ybefore cunefluc*icn is taken up by tho Stat
Authoritics,: o - | ST
Tho Eﬁéd'ﬁcgulducr'cepéo'ty of eashirn sanal system may

{xv)
‘ bo rcs*r*ct“u +0 3850 Gu“”Gu agelns st 5815 cusces provided,

(ucﬁion: GMG/Planning Commission)
I
~d T
Rﬁ} 2, Reviscd Bstimd fau fop RaV1 Canal Progoct(Jummu &
i Yashmir) - uurﬁm“tod cost R, 8208 lakhs (oxc‘uding
;. -pharo of cosk of Sqoh§ur Iandi Barrage Bro ch
o P_E,}Yal“lc by JEK), , .

[

Tho reviscd csbimate was found seecptablo subject to
tho ¢U110w,pa - - : '

() Thg"CﬁGpShould examindg and advisc Plﬂnh“ng“CommiaSibn
gbout Bhd anpual irrigatod arca vhich can bo dovolopcd
withouh tho-Shabpvh Khndl Be APLego .

(21} The ais Erdbution _SJutcm snould be prGVsﬁo@ only
: to caticy for the wabop -avanlcblo withoub hahpur nandi
Ble&gO. ' :
The CWC would convey kho intor-state cohéurbonocd £ér the
shore ot ¢f Shabpur Kandid B&rr&go ohﬂrgndblc Bo this
p» joek fto the Planping Commissic

—
Lnia
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iv)  Thoo moddfl ica B C Ratio to take intd account %he agroad
. 8hare cost would ‘bo canvoynd by GWC to tho rlanning
e r.,,,.;S‘Onc

PR -

™

{v) As agrsed to by the Chisef Engineer of than>Ject, the .
- F,5.Ls of the 1link canal should bé provided same as ‘that
ot @/s of head regulator of Shahpur Kanai Barrage.

{vi) It Hag bsen” Jnamcated inT the prddoct report tﬁat A8 view
of the limited power- reguiremonts for the 14rt stotidn
whidh will be abodt 10 M¥ shall have to Do supplemonted
by tho Contrsl Govornment as g special casé by 1987, This.

neods . eoneurronct of thé Central Gavornmcnt which is: to '
be furrished by. tho Stafe GOVGrnmcnt S ”~ _
woe(win) SNOS, pumps provjdod ‘at Basantpur aro jus% sufficiont
7 to 11fE 480 cumces of wator® Fequired Tor the irrigation,
__Ono extra pump 25 stand-by\may bo 4nstallod.;; ."

(viii) Foccssary proﬁoctlon Hork and rivor training works 1"
 gcase of Bapantpur Lift Irr*gatjon.Schomc mey bo planned._

{1x) Coucuwrcnoo of “gho Steto Findncao and Plenning Doparfmonts
' to fhe revisod o&*lmafo iS fo bo Obfaﬂnod and fnrnishod. .

. N ‘
" {x)} Mood Tor suifable dra*nago modsuros Ln- *ho ‘command Araa
bo’ yh,ogrgfed dﬂd approprﬁate provlsion madc in tho o
estimato, . _ : P

: | (Actlon: GNG/?lanning Gommi sion)

éﬁ“s Sutlog~Yémuna L&nk Canal Frojoct Part I (Pungab)
N . e85 binatod cost %,1?600 1ahhs.?.s _
.} . "% L S
4, - Sutlugﬁkamuna Ifpk Canal Frogoct Part-III(Punjab}
: e ostiwatcd cost % 5420, lakhs. S

i - e —

-
Lf was noted that tho ostimated Cost §F Part-II .
fur goqurat*on of hydro=cloctric power was still *o: be: oreparodq
Yhe Cng rman menfioned thaf tho SYL Project™is To bé. cxemined
as & whele and 18s B.C, Ratio werked buf artor tho sharing of
cost and irtor~3tatc aapccf res61%¢d" betwoon various bohofy -
ciaries, ‘Ho Added bthat tho codgt. of meactnisatiocA of Sirh*nd
Gapal Whjch is chargcablo ‘o this pPojoct nocds tco be ?aken
into aceount for B.G. Ratio caleulations, Tho heed Fok'*
thicker Cansl Iining ncoded £o bo oxamired in consul*ation with
tha Central ha?cr Commission, . The ecohecurrcpes of <thg Haryaﬂ&
and RajJadthm ' for tap ing of Nangal Hydel Chennol would Hecd
to be obtgined,  Tho Commitloc, thereforé,; dccided that a : -
-cOmprcnoD Vo projcct report®t should be pub up again for
reetnsideration, . o B o

-

{Action: CHWHG),



< B, Upper Salkari Ressrvoir Project (Bihar)

N Eatieabed (o8 s Ho:, 1 8»:\’1? lalkhs ' _

YT 1t was Obsa"veq that thé spedific clearancs of The .
Mibistey of Iryigetion from internatiocnal angle has not been

obtained, - The Chzirmdn cbserved that s such a clearahce 1is a
mast fOr . any project {a CGanga and Induf balding beflre any
project is placed bafbre The Advisory uommitteog Aftce " s0me
discussion the projsct was cous=dered‘accepu ble subjeck bo
*he following onoervatiop

(1) mha Brojedt construdtion may be phased in such a

; that tho bbne*its t0o naw argas Bhoulad b given
eqbgl pric ri%y with ercas undey hhe oxisting
ocomman de 3 - .

(11) Bpseific cloarance 6F thé Minis sbry of Irrigatitn for
the nroject Lrom {anternational anglo may oo intimateq
t¢ the rlunuing Commission, '

(344) A Buggosbion was made in 1981 £or donkinuod obser-
vatioas ofgauge ang di: chaﬁgo Lo firm gp the
hydrology of thé project, " But 4% has bogn learft
from tho projcet engineers duﬁ,ng'fnsoussions‘ the
thesa olbservations hdve been discinbinued, - It is
again stressced that” these cobservatiins may bo
continvuag to collect edoquato data to firm up  the
hydrolo&y of tho prujcct befora actual dosigns
g d oxeeuLion,e

sign floed of ~p745000 cusgccd for Baleobti weild

o4 roen coleulated by adding the flood ealeculsznteg
or intermnadis o catchﬁent between dem and weidr ang
ho Tlood rounted from Yhe "dam, Subseguonhly

wie Plood routing computatbicons for dam have bosh
rovised in viowof reduchbion of flood iift., Tho
design flood for Paksoti walr will correspondingly
1ncrosss, This _ay be computed for design of Welr,

{1v} ©Dn

ence of the Srato Fineance Dépa rtmoﬂf ang -

.

{v, Concury
Planning Dapartment for Haking up tho projoct may
be ob*e ned and commuiijeated Yo the Plarping
Gommission by the Cept*al Wator Gommissﬁono

{#1) Goncurrence of Tha Stats Agricnl?uﬂal De _artfant
for vhe crop wahkor requirement ray be obtajnod and

e

furnlah.go
{(vii) Possibilitics of hyje powor goncra*jon may be
lorad, If they cxlst, suitablo provisions
¢ made for ipitial installations like pon-
s ot



(v441) Provision as considerdéd nécessary may be made for
supply of drinking water e rural arcas,

(4x)  Provisiohd fay be made for the schtlomend angd
pehabilitatidn of the cusbeos on “he lines indicated
by tho Ministry of Irrigakion and Minishry cf Home
Affairs, N

(x) The projoct has to be clearcd by the Department of
Environment, Tho suggtstidne made by thom have to bo
taken Into account ab the timoofl exocution ol the
pﬂ)joct,'

(x1) Fipatciol “roturn is appoaring as negabivc boceavse
tho oporation and maintenince charges st Rs,75/12,
(R5,30/4c; ) arc signiffcantly highdér compared to
water rates, The Stobe Government should consider
on revisjon of wabter rabes.

(x13) Observaticns and suggosbions made by CJM.C, on the

© asgpect of design ¢f dam and communicabed vide
U0 Nogld/147 /35 -TH 5402 dated 31,8.84 should bg
jncorporatod in the design, sul ablo provlsions
shold be médo™4a ostimates and theoese should bo
kept in viow at the time of oxocution,

-

{x3ii) Since fhere i8 no prcﬁision for *h4s project
in the dnnual Plan 1984-65, Fho ate Government would be
esked 0 indicet: as 8 how the progect woulgd be
i naéisad from_ the Stave Plan, .

(Actions CWCAfin, of Irrigaticn/?lannin

-\li/ ) . Commission

6 ﬁabi Projeect (Madhnya Prédoéh) ~ gcstimateq cost

RS 615‘4."OF lﬂlmf o
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N Joint ﬁdviswr{THb D) pointed ont thalt the gross

storagé capacity uncer tho proiset now pfrepossd wag 199 MCUM gs
against. 192 #CUR proposed in the E;Ojﬁpu considerad by the
advisoery Ceommittce in Junc. 1683, 4&Llshdéugh the 1ive Storage

how proposdd 48 less by 6 MCUM than that earlier proposed,

tho cegpacity ab minimim &rew down Lloval has boeen inereasda

in the prﬁsont projecc® as comparcd Lo thy carlicr project,

The Chief Engincer(tE) CHC clarificd thabd sa discussged wWith =
the Worlg Pank Missiofi during its appfaisal, the i1l lovel of the
Off~take 48 proposcd ko bo ﬂr*vidﬁc ot minimafd drawy down level
o provide the reguired driving @ hoad for optfy of waber into
the canals, A4rfter some gdiscussicr, “he projoctwas considercd
aceebhable ocvon with *he B.C. Raﬁio o' 1,24 as the projoch
gerves drought prone arca, 0

(4otions CWC/Planning Commissicn)

-/~
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TT. MADILM PROJEQTE:?L%- l )

"i@ SapuE & Bodjcfe Integratod Irrghe }ro|oct(0f&u6a3
' gﬁjigﬁfco CUs % R5.2892 .04 lakggp
" The PPOJQCu wag congiderod scccphable subjecet ke

the followings~ . _ _ ~ o
(1) 2fnde the project 15 not included in FhoSixth Ilan, the
: State Goverrment should be reqrested to intimidbe es bto
how tho scheme would be financed fromt he State ¥lan
auring "1984-85 and 7th Fi¥c Yoar Flan porioda nd tho
pridrity that wiula bo atkadhod to tho schome by bhe™
Stafo Governmontvis-a-vis other schemes included in the
E2xth Flan, : : N
(31} Tho waber reguirtment for early paddy &usuwod in the
Projost sppears to be too Low and would need ho b .
revioWod.” The concarlonco of thoe S8tabo agriculbufe
ﬂ?ppwﬂmhnu for tho wiater “oquifom“nt of crops in tho
Frojoc® and bhe vwcid data adoptcd for éaloulating  °
BoC. R&flo snould bo furnisaod_by. he' %dbo Governmonh,

—
L
1.0y
Fr
o

Oon;uﬂronua of UFJOn Mznhetrj of Agriculture for submbr-

gonece of fores® land has to bc obtalne@ and convoyed. to

the +lanning Gommission° ‘ A

(iv) GQOLOF¢Q&1 Report which s Stn+ﬁu to be available shortly
shall Be-obteined FFom Godlogical Survey of Indid for th
dam’ sitao ond foundations treatmont fipaliscd in tho light
of the RCPOPUg

(v) Pi@s*blAw#y 51 hydcl ‘powor gunowation mqj bC explorad

: and 4f 1% oxi st suitbtible provision for tnitial installa-

Tion Like penp~stosk otc,, may be madec.

{(vi) Pruv*“ Lons as éons sidoPod nocessary may be mada’ for supply
I drinking wator to the ruﬁal aredﬁa

A(&c?ion:,ﬂﬁﬁ/?lanning Commd, esion}

- Eusei fTQiQGh(Orissa)-Gstimatod-coSt Re.2703,46 lalkhs)

. . - - - . - -
. R '

It was cbsorved that the water requirement for later Paday

sgumed was too low which needs fo be roviewdd. 4Also btho splllway
capecihy provided would fleed furbthor dxamination snd flooa
cusfion of at 1éast 1 fictre may have fo bo provided for séfoty
off %he Dam, &ffer furbhor cxamins®ion of the Project by the CM Ce,
it would be pub.up for roconsidoration of the Committoa,

{ actions CMH.C,)
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List of Officers pio son+ in the 28%h Mocting of

the ddvisory Coimihhoc on Irxigation, Flooa

Contrcl &na Mulbi-purpidbo Projcets held on E%QJ°1984

in the 4%h Floor Comnitbec Room, Shrem Shalkti Bhavan,

Kew Tolhi, ' - '
i?RF‘ S “4 T

e ) N

1e Shri M G Pachyo, woorotary, I‘i.t,l'la Of Irrlgation .. Chalrman
2, Shpi Iritam Singh, Cnairmqn, CWCo ¢s Mamber
3. Smib, Priya ‘Dﬂkauh, JE,~ uCu} & Mipancial o :

- Adviser, MiH, of Irrigation 0o Momberp
40 D'f..'BaDo fdﬂﬂ&l’,_Chaf{I‘mané CoGg‘wo-" @ I en Moembar
5, Shri N K, Diketib, Jt, acviser(I&CaD), S

flannm,g Comuission ooliembar =
Becy,

AT50 PRES Sm\'

1.

Ministry of Trrigaltion

1e8hri R, Rangachdri, Member(JRC),

e Shri S Lslo, Chierl anwnr r*ng(OﬁD)Q
3o Shri Y,0, Jain, Deputy Scerctary(Flooas)
4, Shri M.E.: Singlc, Under Socrctary(B&I}

Depertrerh of Environmant

1o Dr. (Mrs,) Nalini Baab, Baviropmon%el Officor
Ganga Flood Control Commission

s Shrd SQJ,“Tth§S, &gbipg¢0bairman,

Contrgl E“ﬂctxﬁc’ﬁy Au*horifv

L. Gnrd V.V.EK. Rao, Dirsctor (HEr).

o)
f&)
%
0
b

Waber Cormmicsion

1o Shri Gokul FPrasad, Momber(P&D),

2, Shri X. Madhavan, Hember{DAR},

S, cBhri M.3. Rao, Chaof Bngirecr(Ta},

4, Shri BB, Eurajagi, Diroctor (I8},

5. Shri SoL. Chaudhari, Dircctor (P¥.III),

8, Shri P.L. (MHanchandant, Dircclor {(F,4.77I),
Te Onel MG, Ajwani, Dﬂﬁocwor {(F,8.I1), '
8, fhei CoDs Khoche, Depuby Dirac¥or (1B,
9 Sars H.L, Kansal, Dopoby Dircdtor (Fi 1I1),
10 Bhri 3K, Vaish, Depuby Dirvectdr {(F4,II
11, Shri Y0, Chopra, Doputy Dircctor (Fa,i1i),.

2. Shrd K.D, Chaughary, Depuby Dircctor (+u}

i
13 Shri M.0, Dhawan, Doputy Direchor (TE,I),

S -/
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14, Shri M.V, Chindrasckhal, Deputy Mroctor (P?C.III)

15, Shri R.S, Mathur, Depufy Dircctor (TBJII)
16, Shri C .M, Pandit, Deputy Dircctdr (TE.I)
17. Shri S.R. Jegwani, Asstfe Dircctor (TH)II
18, Shri Kanwgl Singh, Asstt, Dircctor (FA.II)
‘19. Shri VXK. Rajocndra Da8,; asstt,” Mreetor
20, Shri S.N, Sharma, 4sstt, Dircctor (PPC),
21, Shri K.S. Jacob, &sstt, Dircctor (PPC,III)
£2. Shri Rati Bhan, E.4.D(1R),

23, Shri DJN. Dahiya, E4D(TE,II),.

24, Shri N.R.C, Ra0c, EAD (IE

Flanning Commission '

i; Shri 4.5. Gupta, Dopuiy Adviscr(I&CaD),
o, Shri JJ, Nanda, S.R.0.(I&CAD)e

(IBI)e
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-S4 3, Khafmuza Lift Irrigebicn Schous (Assam)~oshimated
‘ cost Rg,086,15 lakhs,

he~ ;ro:coﬁ has not beon propescd by the State for
inclusion in the Sixth +Ylan, The possibilivics cf ground
wa tor dovclopwopt by meafis of clustdr of tubowell peints
instoad of & Single point rivor lift irrigabion as proposed
in tho Project mey be oxamined. The flood pronc-noss of the
commond arcatof khc canol flould alde Aedd-further oxaminaticn,.
Thg Committee, thoreforc, Qedidod that tho Projeoct would bo
put dp agein for recconsideration eftor oxamination of tho
points mentionod above,

- '(ACtigﬂz Gow tc.oj

“ 4, Reviscd ostimato'of'PalarePOrandaIar Rosorvoin _
Projoet{Tamil Nagu)~cstimatcd cost Rs,565,00 lakhs,

- - - ~ - PRy

“8ince the projoet is almost completod, the Commi ttee
decided that fo useful purpose would be scivod in ponsidoering
the “project at this late shbage. Tho Commitide also decided
that the Statbe chornmonu"snould bo advised to  have tho
Projecects clearod in good time bofore actual implemohtion,

(Actions Planning Commis .on)

Sy
R\x\ 5, Kunugnaf Rescrvoir Scaoﬂa(Bihar)-ustjm&tod cost

\ R5,560,04 lalkhs,

L
1

- - — .

Tho Committes docided that tho G JM.C. Should”
cxamine the spillway flood assumed in the'"rogoct and tho
freco=board provided and put up tho rrugoct again for
raconsideration,

-

(&ctionﬁﬁd.cj ) .
1 8, Shivna Takli ;rogect(Mahsrashtra)-os% mated cost
; Rs,1318,78 lakhs,

“Tho COmm4ttoc édeccildad that the Jiold from.tho
catchmentiasSumed 4n the £roject should be exemined in
rolation t6 tho yield asSumed in néighbouring projccts
of the State ana puf up the project awain for reconsidoration,

.

(ACt‘iOIl: C W0 » )

/-
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79 char Left Irrdigation Schome (M Fs) = osbimated cost
Beel40, /ﬁ Lakths, .

-

- It wis Acted that "the &Lt Irrigation Scheme was
trafsforred %o the Irrigation Departmen®; after wifding up

6f the Lift Irrigation Corporalion, ana the projceet is targetieq
to bo cdmpldited by Jwnc, 1985,° Ih view of "Ffhe advance Stage

oFf ccnsfrunt?on on this projoch, the Commitiece decideda HHat no
ascful DLYUOSC would bo Sarved 3in: congzde“ing the project at
this late stage, The Stato GOVﬁrnmcn* hould bo jnformd

accordingly. -

I | (hction: Plemning Comnission)

\_;-

é, Me huar Trripﬂ 5300 Projoctlmaﬁgjue tjmafed cost Rs5,1887,01

‘-cv--Lf.;)n !

st —— -

- Thoe projoet was considercd aocoptable gubjoct to
tho follﬁwiﬂfa _

i) uu“takio hydrolo jcal net work™ may be sot up in the
project arca for firming up wabtor avallabllity and
doegigh Tlood for “roparation“of-suitablo resérvoir

opo~ab?on schodulo,

ﬁous~ci]=um 5 of genoration of hydol powcr may be
oxploroed and if found fedsible, eppropriate provision
for trstallabion of penstocks otee, may bo mado.

e
St

[N

Noed of wabor for rural wator supply schomes may bo
assosfad cﬂi sppropriste provicion mads in propoéals
for utilis Bion of sarplus wa%cr from the progc

?‘, la
S

fide

iv)'SDﬁcifjo doncurrénco of the Stato. F“nanco ang Planning
Dopertmanis, tc the revised cobimatod cost may he
Ob T 8._*. a0d,
v),ﬂ-minimum froo board of 3 m, may be provided for & he
carth Adam,

,:;‘."-I‘-: _ ) (ul.f‘ ‘_,-: onsz G au e QKIP..C )

e

N\e, Nefth-Fiand Modium Irs gatlon ;rogccﬁ(Waharashtfa)w
gg;iﬁdde cost R5,670,59 lokhs,

-

. It was observed that the dosign. £lood was worksd oub |
Gl }ho bagis of cmperical Inglis Formula, The Commibtna dﬁciéed
chat ©the €k ,C, should chick up the. design flood on the basis
of YT he Unit bydrograph mothdd, with the h}mr01oglcal data
avajlable frem the cabchment of any nelghbouring irrjgation
projecty

{action: ¢ W,0, )

-/
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10, Tafali Medium Irrigabion Froject(Meharashtra)l

[

ostimatod cost Rg,1407,44 lalhs,

Tho projoct was considered acceptable subjeck he tine

 following observationsi-

L
g

(1) APESr sufficisnt data on hyarcligical obscrvabions
at tho projeeb site and hydromoireological obsorva-
tsons for the catchmont beeomes avallablo, tho
hydrclogy of the project may be firmed up.

(11) Possibilitics of hydol power dovolopmont may be
oxplorad, However, a provision of Rs, 40 lakhs
has becon made in bhe project ostimabe for initial
4nstallations., This may bo roviewods, X

{(144) S¥nce all %he available yleld 4s not proposed %o be
utd lisad, the provision as considiéred nacessary may
bo made for supply of drinklrg water to the rural
are&S. . ! .

{(1v) Though ¥he provision of Rs.41.80 lakhe has been made
' in the project ettifiafe for rohabilitatidn, it feeds
to bd confirmed that this rtrovision for the oustoes
from¥ fie submergence arda has béén medd on the badis
%ndicatcd with Maharashbtra Rosettlcement of Ffrojoct
isplacod Yersons &ct, 1976,

(v} Tho ebneubrence of tho Stdbs Flnaned angd Flanning
Dopar tmont for baklng up the project may be obhdinec
and communicated to the +£lanning Commission by t
G .Co ' : o
(vi) For the oarth dam, & minimum frechoard of 3 m may
boe providcd. _ R
{(vii) Tho ' question of issue of”aoceptégca lator woul@z >
gongidcred aftoer the Scvonth £lan -4 finalised ad
tha scheme 1s proposed as a new schome of Scventh

-

. (action: CGdC,/P.C. )
11. Dohiald Medium Irrigation Projact(Mahafashtfa)—
gstimabod cost Rs5,082,75 lakhs,

The projoct was originally approved by the Planniig

Commic&ion in 1281 with a B.C. Ratlo of 5,16, Duo to cost

ascalatio;“and change in scope Of tho Projeet, the B.,. Racio
kas beon rdduced to 1,15 indor the present revised ostimato,

- Tho Commi vbeo docided thet the Brabe Governmofit shduld be

asked %o givo spoeial jusbtificition for accopting thd rovised
astimabe with B,.C. Ratio’less thah"1,.5, Thereafter the project
would b recommonded by tho Committoo, . .

%

: '»—;'-:’:":\" 4 r"}"ll ’\‘,'.i‘_i.-"'.‘._,g;!(_-i.\ - ]
{Botion: C W0, )

afm
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1. FrobvoecEion works for Kosi Flood  Embankment({Bihar)
cgtime®nd cogt Rs,503.50 lakhs,

i

T T T It vias Ohsorved from the G.F.C.C. ndéts oh the projcct
that the pstimatod cost of fepairs, restoration anc strengthening
WOrks was, Re, 472 lalkhic and tho balance for now anu¥~orus}cn
Wworks 4<ﬁﬁumg Cha;“mnn, GoP 0.0, Explaincd that strongt thoning
meRS ware in Yhd nature of spaolal ropairs and large scalce
storation anAq thoreforc may bo eppropriateliy charged to
:1an funds, o & querry by Joint Advisor(I&C4D) regavding
cloarance 6f hho schome by the Stato T,4,0,57 A8 (hajrman
G.F.C.Cs stated Lhat flood control schemos as rormilatod
&n the basis of fecommendabicn OI High ZLovwel Comnithtoc are
taken vp immediately fn view of the urgenbt naturo, It was,
howovar, Adeecided by tho Comnittce That tho schemos may bo
formally proéossod through Tho State YAC as ¢ arly as possible,
a§ the Ministry of Trinsport & Rajlways are répresonted on tho

State T,.i.0s Subjoccy to tho above, the projoct was consﬁacrcd
acccptablu._ :

-

(4ctions GFCC/Flanning Commission).
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MOST_DMMEDIATE

PLANNING COMMISSION
- ~ (I&CAD DIVISICN)

 ®den

Subject:~ 29th meeting of the Ad?iéofyﬁommiﬁﬁéé on Irrigation,
- Flood Control and Multipurpose Project held on 26,285
in shram Shakti Bhaven, New Delhl, _

The Summary Record of the 29th meeting of the
Advisory Committec on Irrigation, Flood Control and m Multi~ - -
purpose Projects held on